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The are results of researches calculations – experimental methods of calculations and determination of

economic effect are resulted from reduction of production inputs.  In this article are researched problems for economy
of power mediums on the enterprises of building industry.
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 1

 1 3

1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
25 290 272 1290 1138 607 912 193,3 162
30 325 310,8 1290 1116,7 578 893,3 194,6 164

32,5 365 349 1290 1100 527,5 880 199,45 162,6
35 400 380 1290 1085,4 480 868,3 200 164,7

: 1 – ; 2 – 
.

, 
. , , 

, . , -
. , .

, 
.  -1  1–4 . -

. 3.

. 3. 

, -
, ,

. , .
,  ,  ,   5–8  %

,  4–6 % , , ,
, , , -

, .
 Na2SO4 -

 [3]. 
 Na2SO4.

, 15 -
 – F200.  15 -

 2.
 2
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25 30,87 30,4 31,4 31,0
30 35,2 34,9 36,3 35,8

32,5 39,8 39,5 41,1 39,8
35 42,7 42,5 45,4 44,8
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The article examines the standards of the organic sector, the process of certification of agricultural enterprises

in the Ukrainian market. We explored the cost of certification services companies and subsidized for producers in the
European states.
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