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Y = 92,092 - 0,131x1 - 0,021x2 - 0,243x3 - 
0,008x4 + 0,005x5 + 0,011x6 - 0,007x7 - 

0,011x8 - 0,047x9+0,057x10 
0,9949 

   
 

1  y=4,1771+0,3355x1 0,0465 
2  =41,8583+0,5077x2 0,4663 
3  1  y=-31,2667-4,8909x3 -0,3483 
4  y=25,3039+0,0714x4 0,2819 
5  100 

 y=41,4210+0,0283x5 0,4614 

6 ’  y=3,5120+0,0242 6 0,0391 
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1  y=-53,52-0,06x7 -0,5963 
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  Y x1 x2 x3 x4 x5 x6 x7 x8 x9 x10 

Y 1                     
x1 0,34 1                   
x2 0,37 0,40 1                 
x3 -0,71 -0,49 -0,37 1               
x4 0,58 0,47 0,58 -0,67 1             
x5 0,80 0,43 0,37 -0,74 0,65 1           
x6 0,24 0,97 0,35 -0,37 0,40 0,33 1         
x7 -0,64 -0,08 -0,40 0,39 -0,22 -0,46 0,07 1       
x8 -0,83 -0,27 -0,18 0,67 -0,52 -0,67 -0,15 0,39 1     
x9 -0,57 -0,41 -0,49 0,29 -0,58 -0,47 -0,35 0,46 0,36 1   
x10 0,53 -0,03 -0,07 -0,47 0,06 0,33 -0,06 -0,20 -0,55 0,39 1 

:  
 

 
,  

 
.  

 (Y)  ( 7), 
 ( 8),  ( 9)  

 ( 3).  
.  

 ( 5) – 
0,8. , ,  

.  
 ( 1),  ( 2), 



.                       14  1(51)  1, 2012 

 446

 ( 6),  ( 4)  
 ( 10). 

.  
.  

 20%,  365  440  
 5,6 

,  1  
 7 

.  200  
100  

 4 .  
,  

 20  10% 
.  

, . 
, 

,  
.  

 
 

1.  
: , , : [ ]/ .  [  

.].– : 2007. –166 . 
2. . : [ . .] / . , . 

, . . – .: , 2003. – 208 . 
3. : / . . . . — .: 

. - 1999. – C. 545. 
4.  “ ”  2010 . 

] – : http://www.ukrstat.gov.ua/ 
5.  “  

”  
2010 . [ ] – : http://www.ukrstat.gov.ua/ 

 
Summary 

Maxym V.L., PhD student 
Lviv National University of Veterinary Medicine and Biotechnologies 

 named after S.Z. Gzhytskyj 
 

CROSS-CORRELATION REGRESSIVE MODEL OF INFLUENCE OF 
INTERNAL FACTORS ON ECONOMIC EFFICIENCY OF PRODUCTION OF 

PORK IN AGRICULTURAL ENTERPRISES 
 

In the article investigational influence of internal factors on economic efficiency 
of production of pork in agricultural enterprises on the basis of cross-correlation 
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regressive to the analysis. Basic backlogs of growth of economic efficiency of 
enterprises are certain from the production of pork.  

 Key words: economic efficiency, cross-correlation regressive analysis, level of 
profitability, agricultural enterprises. 
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