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0,63, 
.

. 
-

 2005 
2013 .

 1

ijx ( iw )
83 24,0 576 1 0,29
37 -22,0 484 4 0,14
81 22,0 484 3 0,19
82 23,0 529 2 0,24
36 -23,0 529 5 0,10
35 -24,0 576 6 0,05

354 0,00 3178 1,00
.



: , 2016 .,  6 (93)

57

.

-
. 

-
, 

 2005–
2013 . [7].  2014–2015 . 

.
:

ZPKIEY , (1)
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-
),  ( . 2).

 2

, ),
 (Y)

, -
, . .

 (X1)

-
,  X2

-

 X3

2005 10,997 15,319 8,287 9,000
2006 11,138 15,504 8,492 9,184
2007 11,496 15,930 8,583 9,418
2008 11,710 16,182 8,731 9,641
2009 11,360 15,704 8,179 9,431
2010 11,483 16,005 8,115 9,383
2011 11,782 16,268 8,455 9,619
2012 11,853 16,380 8,654 9,844
2013** 11,643 16,149 8,590 9,828

 **  01.08.2015 .  2014–2015 . .

, 
:

082,0032,0731,03,0 ZPKIEY . (2)
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 3

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013

Y 0 0,11 0,48 0,77 0,32 0,46 0,88 1,00 0,67
E 0 0,11 0,45 0,73 0,25 0,52 0,84 1,00 0,69
KI 0,22 0,54 0,70 1,00 0,08 0,00 0,48 0,84 0,71
ZP 0 0,15 0,39 0,68 0,41 0,35 0,65 1,00 0,97

out 0,13
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Zhylinska L., Salyha K. Econometric Model Business Processes for Evaluating the Impact of
the Environment on Enterprises of Mechanical Engineering

The external environment of the enterprise is a combination of factors impact on the company.
Evaluation of the environment is very important, because the analysis make it possible to identify the
problems, threats or opportunities which the company may face in the future, making their activities.
Analysis of external factors helps determine strategic decisions, providing algorithms of interaction
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with the environment in the short and long term that will maintain its potential at a level necessary to
achieve the objectives will help uncover threats and opportunities.

Existing approaches to the assessment of the environment, the classification on the basis of
external environment: the degree of influence the industry; degree of approximation to the enterprise;
sources of origin. Considered shortcomings of existing approaches to the assessment of the
environment. Built ekonometrichnu model. Calculated complex integrated index evaluation
environment.

Engineering industry develops in proportion of the entire industry. Thus, we can conclude that the
assessment of the environment necessary to carry out complex, subject to monitoring industry trends
as well as machine-building industry in particular. Such an analysis makes it possible to form a clear
idea of the position of a particular machine building compared with the current status, previous periods
and projected data analyzed indicators. The results allow company management to elect faithful
management solutions to form the most effective strategy for its development at a particular period of
its activity.

Key words: the environment, assessment, factors, influence, forecasting.




