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The system of classification in two main features: full inclusion of costs in the cost of production, degree of

standardization costs. An accounting of the cost as part of direct variable costs and indirect. Using the approach
“direct costing” allows you to integrate into a single system of management accounting practices of the cost of
production, operational performance, cost-benefit analysis and justification of administrative decisions.
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1. 1679,05 1677,27 1,78
2. 3,24 3,28 –0,04

: 1682,29 1680,55 1,74
3. 37,72 37,67 0,05
4. 7,92 7,95 –0,03
5. 2,97 2,98 –0,01
6. 16,01 15,97 0,04
7. 20,98 20,98 0,00
8. 17,65 17,62 0,03
9. 53,05 53,04 0,01

1838,59 1836,76 1,83
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