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The article presents a methodology for calculating and forecasting indicators of social efficiency of land 
management. The relevance of the study is determined by the fact that the author's methodology of parity of social, 
economic and environmental efficiency is applied, from the use of land resources. This methodology has been tested 
in forecasting the use of land in Ukraine, as a state that has an extremely large potential for their use with global 
influence on food markets. 

Keywords: management, social efficiency, criteria, land resources, forecast, commodity production. 
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