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Purpose. The development of methodology for assessing energy effi ciency of regions and municipalities.

Methods. Authors identifi ed the most important factors that have an impact on energy effi ciency and identifi ed indi-

cators that characterize their effects. Author’s typology of the energy effi ciency indicators of the regions.

Results. The list of targets in the fi eld of energy conservation and energy effi ciency, defi ned the regulatory frame-

work. Based on the analysis authors concluded that the impossibility of calculating them due to lack of the necessary raw 

data of the state statistical basis. The necessity of the development of system energy effi cienc, allowing for an assessment 

of the level according to the offi cial statistics of energy consumption. 46 indicators were selected on the basis of the prin-

ciples of accessibility, consistency, completeness, consistency and comparability. Signifi cant fl uctuations in these indica-

tors by Federal subjects indicate the need for a differentiated approach to the generated energy conservation policy and 

energy effi ciency regions. Three groups of similar energy effi ciency indicators of the regions were identifi ed on the basis 

of cluster analysis. On the basis of geographical and socio-economic situation subtypes are marked in the resulting clus-

ters. Names derived types and subtypes are taken by analogy with the typology of regions in terms of characteristics and 

socio-economic development, prepared by the Ministry of Regional Development of the Russian Federation. Authors pro-

posed using the method of taxonomic analysis, and to selected indicators for each type of regions to determine the value 

of specifi c targets. A similar approach is recommended for municipalities, which targets each municipality is defi ned as 

a deviation from the benchmark within the region.

Scientifi c novelty. The system of indicators characterizing the infl uence of two factors on the energy effi ciency of the 

regional economy. A typology of the energy effi ciency indicators of the regions.

Key words: energy effi ciency, energy effi ciency indicators typology of regions.
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