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THEORETICAL ASPECTS OF THE FEATURES
AND FACTORS OF DETERMINING
COMPETITIVENESS AT DIFFERENT
LEVELS OF ITS MANIFESTATION

C. B. Boauk,
K. €. H, AokTopaHT, CyMCBhKMII HAaljiOHAABHUI arpapHMil YHIBepCUTET

TEOPETUYHI ACITEKTU OCOBAVBOCTEM TA OAKTOPIB BUSHAYEHHA
KOHKYPEHTOCITPOMOJKHOCTI HA PI3HHUX PIBHAX II ITPOSBY

The article is devoted to the formation and detailing of the theoretical foundations of the essence of competitiveness,
as well as the study of the factors of the internal and external environment that affect it at different levels of manifestation
in the market environment. The system of factors for determining competitiveness at different levels of its manifestation
is outlined, with the allocation of the following levels of competitiveness: commodity, micro-level, meso-level, and macro-
level. Theoretical and methodological measures to determine a specific direction Studies of the category of
"competitiveness of enterprises" allowed to systematize the modern paradigm of scientific views on the problem of
formulating the essence of this category and to allocate the following main approaches to its interpretation:
competitiveness of products, competitive advantages, difference of enterprise, competitiveness as the ability (ability) to
withstand competition, competitiveness, as the level of competence of enterprise. It is proved that the synergetic nature
of this approach, which is due to the combination of the main aspects of previous studies of the theory of enterprise
competitiveness, has the best potential for application in the process of developing systems for managing the
competitiveness of most sectors of economic relations in modern conditions. This statement is based on the theoretical
essence of this group of definitions, which focuses on the uniqueness (exclusivity) of the work of all systems of economic
entity Relations. The category of "enterprise competitiveness”, which is maximally adapted to the realities of the modern
existence of agricultural enterprises in Ukraine, is generalized, the essence of which is the ability of an enterprise at any
time to realize its competitive advantages in order to obtain an appropriate economic effect from the implementation of
economic activity through the realization of the potential for development and adaptation to changes in the conditions
of the internal and external environment.

Crarrs npucssiuena GopmyBaHHS Ta AeTaAizanii TeopeTMYHUX 3aCap CYTHOCTI KOHKYPEHTOCIPOMO3KHOCTI, a TAKOXK
BUBYeHHS (paKTOPiB BHYTPIilIHHOT'O Ta 30BHIIIHbOT'O CePeAOBMINA, SIKi BIAMBAIOTh Ha Hel Ha Pi3HUX PIBHAX NPOSBY B yMOBax
puHKOBOrO cepepoBuma. OxpecaeHo cucrema GakTOPiB BU3HAYEHHS KOHKYPEHTOCMPOMOIKHOCTI Ha pi3HMX PiBHAX 11 mpo-
SIBY 3 BUAIAGHHSIM HaCTYIHMUX PiBHIB KOHKYPEHTOCHPOMOIKHOCTI: TOBapHUI, MiKpOpiBeHb, Me30piBeHb Ta MakpopiBeHs. Te-
OpeTUKO-METOANYHI 3aX0AM IOAO BM3HAYEHHI KOHKPETHOTO HaNIPSIMYy AOCAiAKeHHS KaTeropii "KOHKYPEeHTOCIPOMOSKHICTh
NiATIPUEMCTB" AO3BOAMAM CUCTEMATUIYBATH CYYaCHY APAAUTMY HAYKOBUX IMOTASIAIB Ha IPOOGAeMy POPMYAIOBAHHS CYTHOCTI
AaHOI KaTeropii Ta BUAIAMTY HACTYIIHI OCHOBHI MIAXOAM IMIOAO ii TPAaKTYBaHHS: KOHKYPEHTOCIPOMOSKHICTh IPOAYKILiT, KOH-
KypeHTHi mepeBaryu, BiAMiHHiCTh IAIIPMEMCTBA, KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMO3KHICTbD, SIK CIIPOMOKHICTh (3A2THICTh) BUTPUMYBATHU
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KOHKYPEHIiI0, KOHKYPEHTOCIPOMO3KHICTb, SIK PiBeHb KOMIeTeHL il miaAnpueMcTBa. AOBeAEHO, IO CUHEPreTUYHICTh AAHOTO
miAXOAY, sIKa 06YMOBAEHA MOEAHAHHIM OCHOBHMX aCIeKTiB MONepPeAHiX AOCAiAKeHb Teopii KOHKYPEHTOCIPOMOKHOCTI
NiADPMEMCTB Ma€ HaMKpaWlili MOTeHIiaA 3aCTOCYBaHHS y Npoueci po3pobKy CUCTeM YIPABAIHHI KOHKYPEHTOCIPOMOIKH]-
¢TI0 6iABIIOCTI raAy3eif eKOHOMIYHMX BiAHOCHH B Cy4aCHUX yMOBax. AaHe TBepASKeHHS COIMPAETHCS Ha TEOPETUYHY CYTHICTH
L€l rpynu BU3HAYEHb, SIKA OASIra€ B Opi€HTaLii Ha YHIKaABHICTh (EKCKAIO3MBHICTB) pOBOTH yCiX CHCTEM rOCIOAAPIOBAHHS
Cy6'€KTiB €eKOHOMIYHUX BiAHOCHMH. Y3araAbHeHO MaKCUMaAbHO apalTOBaHY AO PeaAill Cy4acHOTo iCHYBaHHs arpapHUX
MIATIPMEMCTB B YKpaiHi KaTeropiro "KOHKYPeHTOCIPOMOKHICTh MATIPUEMCTBA ", CYTh IKOT HOAATA€ — L€ 3AaTHICTh MIATIpUE-
MCTBa B GyAb-SIKMII MOMEHT PeaAi3OByBaTH CBOTI KOHKYPEHTHI lepeBaru 3 METOI OTPUMAaHHS HAAEJKHOTO eKOHOMIYHOr0 edek-
Ty BiA 3AifiICHEHHS €eKOHOMIYHOI AiIABHOCTI 32 paXyHOK peaaisanii moTeHniaay pO3BUTKY Ta aAanTanii A0 3MiH YMOB BHYTp-

iIIHBPOT'O Ta 30BHIIIHBOTO CEpeAOBUINA.

Kao406i caoba: xouxypenyis, punox, KouKxypeHmocnpomoxnicmo npodykyii, Konxypenmocnpo-
MOKHICMY nidnpucmcmba, pibenv KOHKYDPeHMOCHPOMOKHOCMIE, curehzemuuHun nidxio.
Key words: competition, market, product competitiveness, enterprise competitiveness, level of

competitiveness, synergetic approach.

STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM IN GENERAL
AND ITS CONNECTION WITH IMPORTANT
SCIENTIFIC OR PRACTICAL TASKS

The study of the theoretical aspects of the
features and factors of determining compe-
titiveness at different levels of its manifestation is
essential from the point of view of developing
economic strategies and improving the efficiency
of enterprises. This will allow for a deeper under-
standing of the nature of competitiveness, its
components, and its impact on different market
segments to reveal the role of various factors, in
particular innovations, product quality, and
management efficiency, in the formation of
competitive advantages contribute to the develop-
ment of strategies to increase competitiveness,
which is essential for sustainable economic growth;
to identify the relationship between compe-
titiveness and socio-economic factors, which
allows taking into account the needs of society.
Studying theoretical aspects of competitiveness
will also contribute to understanding the impact
of regulatory policies and institutional frameworks
on the efficiency of enterprises. The study of the
relationship between competitiveness and envi-
ronmental aspects will allow sustainable develop-
ment and the implementation of environmentally
friendly practices. In addition, analyzing global
economic trends and their impact on compe-
titiveness will open up opportunities for adapting
strategies and increasing the resilience of enter-
prises in a changing world.

ANALYSIS OF THE LATEST RESEARCH
AND PUBLICATIONS
Studies of the theoretical and methodological
foundations of competitiveness at different levels
of its manifestation are reflected in numerous works

of foreign and domestic scientists, among them
G. Assel, G. Azoev, 1. Ansoff, Y. Ivanov, F. Kotler,
G. Mintzberg, M. Porter, L. Piddubna, I. Piddubny,
N. Tarnavska, F. Taylor, A. Smith, R. Fatkhut-
dinov, V. Shynkarenko, A. Yudanov and others. It
is worth stating that the transformation of the
Ukrainian national economy in the direction of a
market system of interaction has significantly
increased the interest of the domestic scientific
community in the study of competitive relations.
However, the insufficient historical experience of
this kind of research has negatively impacted the
adoption of consensus on the definitions of most
economic categories in this field of research. The
main work of scientists is focused on studying forms
of competition, its positive and negative functions,
and the practical significance of competition in
creating systems and methods of strategic behavior
of enterprises.

FORMULATION OF THE OBJECTIVES
OF THE ARTICLE
This article aims to substantiate the theoretical
foundations of the essence of competitiveness and
study the factors of the internal and external
environment that affect it at different levels of
manifestation in the market environment.

SUMMARY OF THE MAIN RESEARCH
MATERIAL

Identification of priority areas for the study of
the characteristic features of relations of enter-
prises with other market participants, based on the
features of the structural approach to the concept
of competition and its nature in the target markets
for the implementation of the economic interests
of the relevant economic entities, allowed to
determine the structure of this study.
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The practical significance of studying the
theoretical and methodological apparatus of

Table 1. The System of Factors for Determining
Competitiveness at Different Levels of Its

competitive relations lies in developing and Manifestation
implementing Strategic planning SyStemS Of Levlell of Subj@c;t of Factors Determining Competitiveness
economic entities adaptive to different con- [S2TEEenes SOmpEmones , —
. L rade oods (works, 1. Product quality and compliance with norms and
ditions of competition. In the 60s of the XX services) standards.
: 2. Product price.
century, the American researcher M. Potter 3 ot D ales service,
proposed the concept of competitiveness to 4. Compliance with consumer demand.
s s . . e 5. Brand awareness.
Creat'e the prerequlsnes for eCOl’lOI’l’l.IC efﬁCIen— 6. Aesthetic and ergonomic indicators.
cy ijus‘[lfiCa‘[lon, comparison, and lmplemen— Micro Level Commodity 1. Organizational structure.

: : : . producer 2. Comparative competitiveness of products.
tation Qf.SUCh SyStemS‘ The scientist deﬁned (organization, 3. Efficiency of production, sales, and research
competitiveness as the ability to successfully firm, enterprise) | activities.

. ) . 4. Financial indicators of economic activity.
Operat'e ina 'SpeCIfIC mark_et (SaleS re_glon) for 5. Reputation of the organization and compliance
a certain period by producing and selling com- with contractual obligations.

set . Meso-level Association of 1. Internal structure of the industry.

petltlve gOOdS and services [16]' Commodity 2. Influence of the external environment.
Further development Of economic rela— Producers of the | 3. Competitiveness of individual elements.

. . . Industry 4. Relationship between the elements of the system.
tions Contrlbu_te_d to the evolutlon Oii the Fheo_ Macro level Competitiveness | 1. Investment climate.
ry of competitiveness. It led to significant of the State, | 2. Scientific and technical level.

f PO . : . Competitiveness | 3. Competitiveness of industry and branches of the
dlfferences O{.: Opll’llO.l'l re.gardmg lnterpretlng of Regions national economic complex.
this category in the scientific world. At present, 4. Economic security.
ey e ibl d h b f . 5. Rational national legislation and its relationship
1t1s possible torecord the absence ot a univer- with international law.

sal definition that reflects the essence of com-
petitiveness. The existing definitions depend on
the subjective factors of using this term.

The main factors that determine competiti-
veness at a particular level are shown in Table. 1.

In our opinion, Smolin I.V. expressed the right
view on the subjectivity factor in interpreting
competitiveness. He argued that this term cannot
have a single definition since its essence can be
considered in two aspects: as an economic category
and as a characteristic of the competitive position
of an entity in the market. The concept of com-
petitiveness, considered an economic category,
reflects the relations related to developing and
implementing a set of competitive advantages
characteristic of a market entity. Its objectivity
manifests in the independence of components
formed by economic laws and cannot be subject to
subjective influence. On the other hand, if we
consider competitiveness as a characteristic of the
competitive position of an entity in the market, then
it has specific comparative features, the assessment
of which is formed based on subjective ideas about
its competitive capabilities in the market over a
certain period [8].

We agree with the conclusions of the resea-
rchers regarding the subjectivity of the definition
of competitiveness and believe that consideration
of the concept of "competitiveness of enterprises"”
in order to create systems for managing the com-
petitiveness of enterprises by determining, com-
paring, and systematizing indicators and aspects of
economic activity that determine the level of
competence in an effective competitive
environment, is essential for assessing the

Source: grouped by the author on Son.

competitive position of the subject of economic
relations within the economic micro-level systems.

Theoretical and methodological measures to
determine a specific direction of research in the
category of "competitiveness of enterprises" allowed
the systematization of the modern paradigm of
scientific views on the problem of formulating the
essence of this category and to allocate the following
main approaches toits interpretation.

Product competitiveness. The economic
encyclopedic dictionary provides the following
definition of product competitiveness: "
consumer properties of a product (service) that
distinguish it from a competitor's product by the
degree of their compliance with specific needs,
requirements of a competitive market, taking into
account the costs of their satisfaction [9]".

Sivachenko I.Y. defines the competitiveness of
products as a set of quality and cost characteristics
of the product, which ensures the satisfaction of a
specific consumer need [7].

Kvasko A.V. considers the competitiveness of
products as a characteristic of products, which is
determined by their properties that are of clear
interest to the consumer, provide him with
satisfaction of his needs, and the ability of a particular
product to be sold in a specific market segment with
a particular benefit for the manufacturer [4].

Summarizing the theoretical provisions from
scientific sources, which have been indicated, in
our opinion, the complete definition of the term
"product competitiveness" can be formulated as
the ability of products to effectively compete in
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the market with similar goods, taking into account
their quality, cost characteristics and commercial
conditions of sale. These conditions must ensure
that demand is sufficient for the producer or
supplier to obtain the highest possible profit.

Thus, it can be undoubtedly assumed that there
isa directinterdependence between an enterprise's
competitiveness level and its products’ compe-
titiveness. In addition, our opinion is that the level
of competitiveness of products can, to some extent,
reflect the current level of competitiveness of the
enterprise. It is essential to take into account that
the category of "competitiveness of enterprises" is
multi-level, and the objectivity of statements about
its identity with the competitiveness of manu-
factured products is explained by several factors:

— the competitiveness of one type of product
may differ in different spatiotemporal conditions;

— itis difficult to make a practical comparison
of the levels of competitiveness of competitors'
products in terms of their potential ability to
maintain market share;

— the systemic nature of the enterprise's com-
petitiveness reflects the level of competitiveness of
the entire product range.

Competitive advantages and uniqueness of the
enterprise are critical aspects of the approach,
which M. Porter considers fundamental. It defines
the competitiveness of an enterprise as its ability
to achieve and maintain competitive advantages
in certain areas [16]. Ukrainian researcher S.
Yaroshenko complements this by pointing out that
enterprises are competitive if they can effectively
maintain their advantages in the market for a long
time, using an effective strategy or demonstrating
the ability to work successfully in the market for
an extended period and provide profit for further
development [13].

T. Kono, a Japanese economist, considers the
competitiveness of an enterprise as a set of charac-
teristics, such as market share, the ability to produce,
market, and develop, as well as the fulfillment of
established goals by top management [14].

Y.B. Ivanov argues that the competitiveness of
an enterprise is a system that consists of interacting
factors and determines how successfully the enter-
prise realizes its potential for gaining and main-
taining a competitive advantage for an extended
period. Thus, competitiveness is not limited to
efficiency alone but also includes the dynamics of
adaptation to changesin the external environment.
Ivanov notes that competitiveness encompasses all
aspects of production, product structures, and
various production and economic activities,
including works, services, monetary and financial
transactions, and investments [3].

In the study of N.P. Tarnavska, in order to reveal
the essence of enterprise competitiveness in the
context of economic development, the author's
understanding of quality was used, which consists
of the ability to form and use a system of knowledge,
skills, and abilities in real-time and the future for
the joint creation of a product that is ahead of
current and possible competitors. A positive feature
of this definition is the emphasis on the prospect of
ensuring competitiveness through the use of
competitive advantages in the components of the
system of knowledge, skills, and abilities [9].

Of course, an enterprise's competitiveness level
is directly determined by the main factor of
efficiency of its economic activity — the creation
of competitive products that ensure the achie-
vement of the primary goal of entrepreneurial
activity. However, our point of view is that the
concept of enterprise competitiveness is much
broader since it is determined by the systemic nature
of the interaction of various areas and spheres of
enterprise activity and includes a list of properties
and competencies that reflect the ability and
potential of the enterprise to adapt to changes in
the external environment in the long term, including
the ability to change the range of products. In order
to determine the incorrectness of the relationship
between the concepts of "enterprise compe-
titiveness" and "product competitiveness", below,
we will present the research results on the
theoretical aspects of the second category.

This group of definitions differs from the
previous two in that the authors focus not only on
the current but also on the potential ability of the
enterprise to achieve the required level of com-
petitiveness. The theoretical aspect of achieving
competitive advantages in the long term will be used
to develop its concept of enterprise competitiveness.

Competitiveness is the ability to withstand
competition. This approach to the definition has the
most significant number of followers among
Ukrainian and foreign scientists. According to
Piddubnyi I.O. and Piddubna A.I., "Competitiveness
of enterprises is the potential or already realized
ability of an economic entity to function in the
external environment [6]". It is worth noting the
deepening of this approach to the essence of enter-
prise competitiveness, which eloquently testifies to
the clarification of Piddubna L.I. to the above
definition: "... It can be defined as a certain mixture
of components of quality, speed of execution of
operational processes and costs of the enterprise,
and the specific composition of this mixture and the
configuration of its components is determined by
the conditions of the relevant competitive market
and the nature of the business of the enterprise"[5].
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Competitiveness, like flexibility or adaptability.
The main feature of this group is the tendency to
consider the competitiveness of enterprise as the
possibility and dynamics of its adaptation to the mar-
ket environment conditions [10]. Shynkarenko V.G.
and Bondarenko A.S. share a similar opinion:
"Competitiveness of an enterprise is a dynamic
characteristic of the ability of an enterprise to adapt
to changes in the external environment and at the same
time provide a certain level of competitive advantages"
[2]. This also includes the definition of Balabanova L.V,
which gives the following interpretation: "... the ability
of an enterprise to effectively adapt to changes in the
competitive marketing environment, use its strengths
and concentrate its efforts on priority areas of work,
that is, it is an opportunity for effective financial and
economic activities of enterprises and profitable
implementation of a set of measures that it has at its
disposal in order to achieve leading positions in a
competitive environment" [1].

We believe that the definition of competitiveness
of enterprises with an emphasis on the imple-
mentation of the possibility of adaptation and
flexibility in order to increase the efficiency of
economic activity within the framework of a dyna-
mic competitive environment is the most successful
and suitable for use in the study of systems for
managing the competitiveness of agricultural enter-
prises, taking into account the above circumstances
regarding the features of this sphere of production.

Competitiveness is the level of competence of
the enterprise. In their work "Management", well-
known American economists M. Mescon, M. Albert
and F. Khedouri were the first to propose consi-
dering enterprises' competitiveness as their rea-
lized competence to attract and retain consumers.
At the same time, the authors consider the com-
petence of an enterprise to be its ability to do
something better than a competitor [15]. The
definition of enterprise competitiveness provided
by Shershneva Z.E. emphasizes the multidimen-
sional aspects that contribute to a company's abi-
lity to compete effectively in the market. Accor-
ding to Shershneva, competitiveness is not merely
about the end products or services a company
offers but encompasses a broad range of factors
that enable a company to excel relative to its
competitors. [11].

In our opinion, the synergy of this approach,
which is due to the combination of the main aspects
of previous studies of the theory of enterprise
competitiveness, has the best potential for
application in the process of developing systems
for managing the competitiveness of most sectors
of economic relations in modern conditions. This
statement is based on the theoretical essence of this

group of definitions, which focuses on the unique-
ness (exclusivity) of the work of all economic
management systems of economic relations.

CONCLUSIONS

Thus, we have identified a system of factors for
determining competitiveness at different levels of its
manifestation: commodity (product quality,
compliance with norms and standards, product price,
service and after-sales service, compliance with
consumer demand, brand recognition, aesthetic and
ergonomic indicators); micro-level (organizational
structure, comparative competitiveness of products,
efficiency of production, sales and research activities,
financial indicators economic activity, the reputation
of the organization and compliance with contractual
obligations); Meso-level (internal structure of the
industry, influence of the external environment,
competitiveness of individual elements, relationship
between elements of the system); macro level
(investment climate, scientific and technical level,
competitiveness of industry and sectors of the
national economic complex as a whole, economic
security, rational national legislation and its
relationship with international law).

The process of studying the theoretical aspects
of enterprise competitiveness allowed us to
systematize the results of previous scientific works
in this direction and generalize its essence, which
ismaximally adapted to the realities of the modern
existence of grain producers in Ukraine: enterprise
competitiveness is the ability of enterprise at any
time to realize its competitive advantages in order
to obtain the appropriate economic effect from the
implementation of economic activity through the
implementation of potential for development and
adaptation to changes in the conditions of the
internal and external environment.
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