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3.10. CONCEPT OF ECONOMIC 
ENTITY IN THE ANALYSIS OF 

GOODWILL AS A FACTOR 
INFLUENCING ON THE 

ACCURACY OF THE 
CONSOLIDATED FINANCIAL 

STATEMENTS  
V.V. Plotnikova, Candidate of Economics, Associate 

Professor of Chair of Analysis and Audit 

Saratov State Socio-Economic University 
 
The article is about the effect of the application of the 

concepts of the parent company or economic entity on the 
consolidated statements through impairment indicator of 
«goodwill». 
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