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In the article discusses the interpretation of the concept of commodity assortment, questions of formation of

optimum structure of the assortment of the enterprise, this is a comprehensive analysis of assortment of the goods, and
the proposed algorithm and some methods of forming an effective range.
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 X

Y
Z

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
 “ ” 121500 120900 122060 364460 5,8 224355,5 0 B X BX
 “ ” 18500 17475 18805 54780 0,87 323616,6 3 C X CX
 “ ” 18500 18590 19000 56090 0,89 47355,5 1 C X CX

21700 21940 21730 65370 1,04 11400 0 C X CX
 “ ” 21750 20700 21000 63450 1,01 195000 2 C X CX
 “ ”, 13050 13761 15005 41816 0,67 652786,8 6 C X CX

 “ ” 73750 75410 75789 224949 3,58 784084,6 1 B X BX
 “ ”, 1950 2000 1803 5753 0,09 6990,8 4 C X CX
 “ ” 2060 2900 3100 8060 0,13 203022,2 17 C Y CY
 “ ” 3375 3275 3560 10210 0,16 13938,8 3 C X CX
 “ ” 2420 2580 2200 7200 0,11 24266,6 6 C X CX

, 120900 121800 121130 363830 49,38 14575555 0 A X AX
” 19250 22783 20844 62877 1,00 2086960,6 7 C X CX

 “ ” 25900 25120 26040 77060 1,23 163822,2 2 C X CX
 “ ” 142500 140300 150000 432800 15,49 17242222 3 B X BX
 “ ” 37000 37801 35480 110281 1,76 926560,2 3 C X CX

97500 97300 98460 293260 4,67 256355,5 1 B X BX
4050 4000 4700 12750 0,2 101666,6 8 C X CX

 “ ” 3500 3960 4100 11560 0,18 65688,8 7 C X CX
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 1
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

 “ ” 3500 3210 3478 10188 0,16 17378,6 4 C X CX
 “ ” 22200 24200 23890 70290 1,12 772466,6 4 C X CX

 “ ” 1000 1200 1220 3420 0,05 9866,6 9 C X CX
 “ ” 2300 2000 1843 6143 0,1 35944,2 9 C X CX

23780 20780 24800 69360 1,11 2911200 7 C X CX
16500 11640 13220 41360 0,66 4097155,5 15 C Y CY

” 15483 19410 21400 56293 0,89 6043590,8 13 C Y CY
” 9671 9600 9200 28471 0,45 42986,8 2 C X CX
” 11245 11300 11000 33545 0,53 17005,5 1 C X CX

” 6975 6000 6300 19275 0,31 166250 6 C X CX
10020 11000 10300 31320 0,5 169866,6 4 C X CX
9500 9700 8600 27800 0,44 228888,8 5 C X CX

 “ ” 19125 19300 21010 59435 0,95 723105,5 4 C X CX
 “ ” 17212 17200 17100 51512 0,82 2520,8 0 C X CX
 “ ” 8072 8000 6500 22572 0,36 525152 10 C Y CY

16965 17010 17947 51922 0,83 204924,2 3 C X CX
 “ ” 22080 21400 25600 69080 1,1 3388088,8 8 C X CX
 “ ” 11070 10000 9740 30810 0,49 331266,6 6 C X CX
 “ ” 6300 6000 6900 19200 0,31 140000 6 C X CX
 “ ” 11640 10000 8390 30030 0,48 1760466,6 13 C Y CY
 “ ” 63 70 540 1870 0,03 209031,8 73 C Z CZ
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The growing importance of environmental factors of enterprise logistics processes is given. The main logistic

processes that taking place at enterprise is considered, analyzed the damage they cause to the environment and selected
environmental factors that must be considered during the managing of these processes.
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