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INTRODUCTION

The agrarian sector of the country’s economy is an in-
tegral complex intricately connected with natural con-
ditions, resources, technical capabilities, and qualified
specialists aimed at the production of livestock and
plant-growing products (Evans et al, 2019). For any
country, agriculture is the leader in economic develop-
ment (Boulay & Lenoir, 2020; Kumar & Khanna, 2019).
This was especially true in the period of subsistence
economy when all gross domestic product (GDP) of the
country was formed at the expense of this sector. This is
not the case currently, as other industries (e.g., IT) gen-
erate more added value (Bandiera & Tsiropoulos, 2020).
The figures confirm that: in 1958, agriculture occupied
25% of employment and formed 14% of GDP, while in
35 years these figures changed to 5.7% and 2.5% (Yang
et al., 2021). However, for developing countries, where
agriculture is often low-intensive, with low yield, and
unable to attract investment, the development of this
sector is one of the main ways for future prosperity
(Mimken & Belmar, 2020). This sector is quickly and rel-
atively easily equipped, and its development leads to a
significant improvement in the living standards of the
local population. For scientists all over the world, agri-
culture is one of the important components for achiev-
ing the concept of “sustainable development” (Freire et al.,
2022; Ara et al., 2021).

Australia is a special country in this case. It is a
highly developed country, but it is still a significant ex-
porter of raw materials (similar to developing countries):
the main types of resources exported in 2020 include
steel, slag, ash, different types of materials, precious
metals, and agricultural products (Trademap, 2022;
Malerba et al.,, 2022). The reason for this specialisation
of the country is its late opening (Cassman & Grassini,
2020). The first expedition to the continent, conducted
by the Dutch, was launched only in 1606, the first Brit-
ish colonies were founded in 1788, and in 1931 under
the Westminster Statute (which the country ratified in
1942) Australia became virtually independent from the
UK (Cohen et al., 2019). Due to the late opening of the
continent, many of its minerals stay unexplored. In this
Australia is like Canada and America (Su et al, 2021;
Brown & Cunningham, 2019). However, the business in
agriculture is going on. The country has long-standing
landscapes with soil,and the climate of most of the terri-
tory is dry and very variable from year to year (the rains
fall a little and they are not stable); therefore, the soil in
the country is low-fertile (Ibn-Mohammed et al.,, 2021,
Ranjbari et al.,, 2022). It is possible to compare Australia
with Ukraine, which is also specialised in agricultural
production but has quite different natural and climatic
conditions, and much more fertile soils (Chancellor et al.,
2021; Koshkalda et al.,, 2020). The technological part
of agriculture grows rapidly and has recently come to
use nanotechnology, which helps to create hybrids of
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existing plant species, increasing their economic value
(Palamarchuk et al., 2021; Antle, 2019). The use of man-
ual labour is still widespread in Ukraine, which, despite
all climatic advantages, makes the agricultural sector of
Ukraine much less competitive.

Ukrainian agriculture is at an important stage today,
which is connected primarily with the official opening of
the land market in 2024 (Kaminskyi et al., 2020; Reznik
& Oleksandr, 2020); besides, the country has consider-
able potential for the development of this sector, and
prerequisites for further development (Mykhailenko &
Kinchenko, 2019). For Ukraine, increasing the competi-
tiveness of its domestic enterprises in the external markets
to achieve the main goals (development of business and
trade support services; creation of favorable conditions
that stimulate trade and innovation for export diversi-
fication) still is extremely important (Khodakivska et al.,
2022). As the country’s agriculture is actively involved
in international economic integration and is beginning
to play an increasingly significant role in economic de-
velopment (Patyka et al., 2021), consideration of the de-
velopment of Australia’s agriculture in the context of its
foreign trade and the use of its experience for further
reforms is relevant.

The purpose of this study was to demonstrate the
state of the agricultural sector in the country and how
its practices can be applied in the current conditions of
Ukrainian development.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

When authoring this article, the main methods of research
were empirical. Among them, it is possible to distinguish
the graphical method and statistical observation, which
are based respectively on the construction of graphs for
the formation of conclusions and research of statistical
data in general. The theoretical methods, such as analy-
sis (works of scientists from different countries, as well
as data on the development of foreign trade in Austra-
lia); historical (research in time of changes in the Aus-
tralian and Ukrainian agriculture); forecasting (future
changes in the agrarian sector of countries), induction
and others. The study itself comprised three main stages.
The first shows the key features of the development of
Australian agriculture in general. The second stage fea-
tures the statistical analysis of the country’s exports and
in particular its agricultural products. Based on the first
two stages, conclusions were drawn of the agrarian sector
and the probable trends in its development. In the last
part of the study, the agricultures in Ukraine and Aus-
tralia were compared by borrowing the Australian prac-
tices of development of the sector.

In analysis of dynamics of export of Australia,
the indicator which can be called “the concentration
ratio of export” was used. It shows how specialised the
country is and how dependent on the export of certain




types of goods. The conditional formula for determin-
ing this indicator (Eq. 1):

?=1 Exn (1)
Ex

where W is the “the concentration ratio of export” of
the first n export positions; Ex_is the monetary expres-
sion of the n™ position in the export of the country;
2it1Ex, is the sum of the first n export positions in
the currency expression; Ex is the whole export of the
country in the currency expression.

The larger this indicator is, the more concentrated
on certain types of products are the exports of the coun-
try. Although the country must specialise in the produc-
tion, diversification of exports (or entire economies) is
also a vital component, as it is less dependent on chang-
es in prices for goods and resources in the international
market. Therefore, it is important to support the balance
between export specialisation and diversification. This is
especially relevant for countries that specialise in ex-
porting resources, to which Australia belongs.

Statistical data for analysis was taken from an
open Internet source called TradeMap (Trademap, 2022).

W, =
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Therefore,the classification is formed based on this source.
Thus, the following formation is used in the study: “an-
imal wool, fine or coarse wool; yarn of horsehair and
fabric”, however, it is not specified exactly how much
wool or yarn has been exported separately; this also
applies to other complicated indicators (with separate
exceptions). Most of the data in the study is represent-
ed by graphs and tables of data on which conclusions
are drawn. The categories marked with * and “not fully
specified” are the same on the TradeMap site (the com-
plete list of products in these components is not listed
on this statistical Internet source).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In the context of this study, it is worth considering the
composition of export of trade in Australia. Table 1 shows
how the fate of some goods in the export structure of
the country has changed over the past 5 years.

Table 1 shows that the concentration of exports
has increased significantly over the past five years, i.e.,
the amount of money that the country receives from ex-
ports of the first n goods has increased. This is detailed
in Table 2.

Table 1. Dynamics of change of share of some types of goods in export of Australia, %

Number Year 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
n All exports 100 100 100 100 100
1 Ores, slag, and ash 25.76 26.19 23.50 28.91 35.66
2 Mineral fuel, mineral oil, and products of distillation 25.10 29.14 3464 32.61 25.95
3 Natural or cultured pearls, precious or semiprecious stones, precious metals 833 6.69 631 6.62 768
4 Meat and edible meat co-products 436 397 402 425 409
5 rLr;ce)ré]:rr]cihc r(;]k;iamliscal; organic or inorganic compound of precious metals, 307 247 180 171 210
6 Cars, mechanical gauges, nuclear power reactor, boilers; its details 258 202 190 177 1.72
7 Cereals 269 287 190 126 1.50
8 Pharmaceutical products 1.25 110 117 139 1.36
9 Electrical machines, equipment, and its details; sound recorders and reproducers 142 136 127 129 1.22
10 Aluminium and aluminium products 152 137 151 121 1.20
11 Optical, photographic, cinematic, measuring, medical, surgical, and other equipment ~ 1.53 1.34 125 122 1.16
12 Cooper and cooper products 130 111 114 113 1.08
13 Other goods 20.03 19.34 18.60 16.66 14.34

Source: compiled by author based on TradeMap data

Table 2. Dynamics of changes of the first 1, 3, 5, 7 and 10 positions in export of the country

Year 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Difference (2020-2016)
1 25.76 26.19 23.50 28.91 35.66 9.9
3 59.19 62.01 64.44 68.14 69.29 10.1
Number n 5 66.62 68.45 70.26 74.09 75.48 8.86
7 71.89 73.34 74.06 77.12 78.70 6.81
10 76.09 77.17 78.01 81.01 82.48 6.39

Source: compiled by author based on TradeMap data
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As Table 2 demonstrates, the concentration of
exports in the country is increasing at a significant rate.

This leads to a certain danger for the Australian econ-

omy because it means a gradual decline in economic

diversification. However, to conclude on the extent of
diversification, it is necessary to compare it with other
countries. This is presented below in Table 3.

Table 3. Export concentration index (first 1, 3, 5, 7,and 10 items in exports) of some countries as of 2020, %

Country
Number n

Australia USA China Russia Ukraine German Canada France Japan India
1 35.66 12.82 2741 42.10 19.07 17.14 17.67 11.51 19.11 10.03
3 69.29 34.85 48.63 62.77 46.30 43.47 36.90 28.92 54.08 25.60
5 75.48 48.10 55.45 70.29 60.41 55.96 4793 43.00 66.33 38.45
7 78.70 58.03 61.31 75.18 68.01 62.53 54.56 50.81 73.87 48.05
10 82.48 68.88 69.22 80.55 75.84 68.63 62.40 60.56 80.17 57.45

Source: compiled by author based on TradeMap data

Table 3 shows that among the ten countries consid-
ered, Australia is one of the most concentrated. Similar to
it by concentration level are other countries specialising in
the export of resources, namely Russia and China. It is also
interesting that Canada, which is also a resource-export-

ing country, is much less concentrated in other countries.

This suggests the danger of Australia’s dependence on re-
source prices on its economy. Next, the study considered
the dynamics of foreign trade in Australia by agriculture.
Fig. 1 shows the schedule of changes in the share of agri-
cultural production to the whole exported production,and
Fig. 2 shows the number of products in billions of dollars.
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Figure 1. The percentage change of the share of agricultural production to the whole export production from 2001 to 2020, %

Source: compiled by author based on TradeMap data
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Figure 1. Absolute change in quantity of exported products from 2001 to 2020, million dollars

Source: compiled by author based on TradeMap data
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As the two graphs show, the share of agriculture
export is much lower (twice) than the country’s total ex-
ports, while the total number of products increases each
year (also twice). This is presented in the following Fig. 3.

Analysing other types of export crops in the re-
gion, the author concluded that such changes were due
to a significant increase in the export of raw materials,

Tulush et al.

namely, ore, slag, and ash. In 2001, only 8.1% of total
exports were involved in this type of export,and in 2020,
35.7% were engaged. This role was also played by an
increase in the export of diverse types of minerals from
20% of exports to 25%. Figure 4 shows the growth rates
of these two types of export crops compared to the export
of the whole country and the agricultural sector.
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Figure 3. Comparison of growth rate of total export of Australia with growth of export of products
of agrarian sector, % growth

Source: compiled by author based on TradeMap data
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Figure 4. Export of certain types of Australian products from 2001 to 2020, % growth

Source: compiled by author based on TradeMap data

According to the graphs, we see that the export
of ore, slag, and ash has increased more than 17 times
over the last 20 years. This is a significant increase in
the concentration of the country’s exports. In TradeMap
this group is recorded as “Ores, slag and ash”, there-
fore it is difficult to say, what was the reason for such
a sharp increase. Nevertheless, there is a considerable
likelihood that this is due to the growth of iron ore pro-
duction in Australia: According to USGS (United States
Geological Survey), Australia is the largest exporter of

iron ore in the world (USGS, 2022). New iron-ore mines
are being opened in the country every year, the ex-
traction of this type of resources is increasing; the so-
called “boom” of mining of minerals (Helleiner, 2021)
is taking place. Because of this, it is not surprising that
the income of Australia will depend on the price of this
kind of raw material.

It is also worth considering the export of agricul-
tural products in terms of its separate components. They
are shown in Table 4 below.

Scientific Horizons, 2022, Vol. 25, No. 5

129



130

Dynamics of development of production and export of agricultural products in the context of foreign trade...

Table 4. Exports of major agricultural products from 2001 to 2020, % of the share of agricultural exports

Year 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
Meat and edible meat products 2719 2596 3031 3015 3525 3414 3607 3240 3021 3131
Cereals 2472 2377 1799 2617 1998 2239 1474 2373 2599 2415

Fruits and nuts; citrus peels or melon 2.60 3.01 3.27 2.64 3.24 2.98 3.21 2.63 3.52 2.78
A”;’“;‘fr: :)Vfﬁérggﬁa‘l’: ;f]’zr::bvrvigm; 1542 1606 1500 1217 1221 1166 1526 1047 853  10.55
ﬁ;‘;?ﬂi:: dnsda%ié ffrr‘:'lttss 569 568 454 567 437 408 290 492 712 537
Animals 445 516 563 383 428 432 514 510 531 540

Wood and its products; charcoal 4.63 5.24 6.64 5.92 6.52 6.55 7.85 7.00 5.74 6.45
Export of other agricultural products 1531 1513 16.62 1341 1415 1388 1483 1374 1358 1399
Age 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Meat and edible meat products 2740 2697 29.60 3589 3538 3258 3060 3674 4293 41.54
Cereals 3028 3125 2841 2547 2300 2008 2213 1740 1277 15.19

Fruits and nuts; citrus peals or melon 2.08 2.57 3.57 372 4.96 5.48 491 5.69 7.00 6.80
A”;Zf; :)Vf°ﬁér§2§a‘|’rr ;‘;Zriaeb‘:vism; 1106 954 896 750 789 896 965 1072 838 637
?j?f?’(ej?e%ftzléea d”sda%ié ]:’rrlillttss 752 913 1062 666 617 588 646 543 466 559
Animals 415 395 359 505 481 564 416 492 552 541

Wood and its products; charcoal 4.68 3.70 3.60 4.23 4.46 5.55 5.56 6.47 6.31 5.40
Export of other agricultural products 12.84 1289 1166 1149 1333 1584 16.53 12.62 1243 1371

Source: compiled by author based on TradeMap data

Evidently, in 2020 the main share of agricultural
exports began to occupy the category “Meat and edible
meat products” (increased by 52%), although in 2001
the share of this position was equal to the fate of “ce-
reals” (the category “cereals” decreased by 38.5%). Fur-
thermore, the share of “fruits and nuts; citrus peel or
melon” increased by 2.5 times, from 2.6% to 6.8%. Ex-
ports of wool, yarn, and horsehair (about 2.5 times) de-
creased significantly. Other main types of export prod-
ucts of this type are at the same level.

Thus, the country was oriented toward the pro-
duction of both cereals and meat, now it is specialised in
the production of meat products. This is due to the spe-
cific features of the Australian climate and soils, under
which it is more effective to export livestock products.

Australian agriculture has a brief history compared
to most large agricultural countries. From the beginning
of the settlement on the mainland it developed slowly,
and from 1788 to 1900 reached only the volume of
2 million ha. In modern times this figure exceeded
23.5 million ha (Ibn-Mohammed et al., 2021). At present,
Australia is a significant exporter of agricultural prod-
ucts, including beef, wheat, sugar, wool, barley, dairy
products, and wine. About 60-70% of production is ex-
ported, the reason being a low internal market of only
25.72 million people (Statista, 2022). Therefore, the
complex climate situation has led to the existence of an
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interesting system of functioning of agriculture, which
since the beginning of the 20th century forms farmers
as beneficiaries of innovations (Pruntseva et al., 2021;
Ritter et al.,, 2020). These conditions also contributed
to the formation of resource-saving agriculture, aimed
at reducing soil cultivation and increasing crops by im-
proving their fertility (zero or minimum soil treatment,
harvesting of grain, oil, and legumes, etc.).

J.Freebairn (2021) notes that Australia is currently
experiencing climate change. This may lead to lower
returns from land, and thus reduce the effectiveness
of the agricultural sector of the country. The country is
preparing for this, and therefore conducts several types
of procedures that ensure land adaptation. According
to E-M.Meemken & M.F.Bellemare (2020), these procedures
differ from territory to territory because of differences
in soil types, but one thing is to preserve the efficiency
of agriculture. The government supports farmers, provides
them with information on climate change, weather fore-
casts, supports the development of innovative tech-
nologies, and provides social support to those who are
unable to adapt. The peculiarities of investment in ag-
riculture in Australia are that the main investors in the
country have always been foreigners. Local investors
were more inclined to invest in mining. In turn, E. Hel-
leiner (2021) believes that the reason for this is that
local managers of Australian funds had very short-term




views on agriculture and investment in it, while foreign
governments and funds bought Australian farms and
food assets.

Since the year 2025, demand for agricultural
products in the country is expected to increase, espe-
cially among foreigners (companies from New Zealand,
China, the USA, and others). Because of this, Australia
must prepare to make more investments and produce
more products in this sector in the country (Bourman
et al., 2022). Currently, a large part of the farms in the
country is family-based. Nevertheless, they show good
stability indicators even in adverse climatic conditions,
such as drought, flooding, increased salt content, etc. (Drec-
cer et al., 2018). Nevertheless, commercial, non-family
farms stay the most productive; therefore, one of the
most important goals of the country is to turn family
farms into more efficient ones. The Australian authorities
believe that this model is outdated, and the state should
form a strategy for agricultural development based on
European models (Allen et al., 2019).

There is some concern among the local popula-
tion about significant volumes of foreign investment in
the country, which the state authorities are also paying
considerable attention to. This concern is caused by the
fact that foreigners do not adhere to the environmental
standards of the country, thus jeopardising the produc-
tivity of the sector in the future. Because of this, the
country needs to create a more attractive investment
climate for local investors. According to J-O. Hesse (2021),
the methods that can help to encourage investments
among the local population are reduction of the rate of
income tax on investment activity (or provision of oth-
er financial benefits), simplification of the investment
process (filling of some documents in particular), provi-
sion of guarantees on the preservation of investments
in case of emergencies and others. Until such measures
are taken, foreign investment will prevail in this sector.

Having analysed Australia’s agriculture over the
past few years and its state in the country, some fea-
tures of the country’s agricultural sector and lessons for
Ukraine can be found. Under the entry into force of the
Law of Ukraine “On Amendments to Certain Legislative
Acts of Ukraine Concerning the Circulation of Agricultural
Land”, the country has approached to a considerable
extent the European model of functioning of the “land
market” (Litvinova & Chuenko, 2021). Since the collapse
of the Soviet Union, politicians have often discussed
the possibility of buying all land by foreigners, which,
according to their beliefs, would lead to total poverty
in the population. I. Arto et al. (2022) explained this by
the fact that the new owners of the land will force the
local population to work for small money and at the
same time make huge profits. Nevertheless, the authors
of this article do not agree with this statement: new
foreign investments will lead to added tax revenues to

Tulush et al.

the budget, creation of new jobs, and development of
local infrastructure. M. Frattaroli (2020) agrees with the
fact that national investors should also own state land
and conduct business on it. The situation that has existed
in Ukraine in recent years, under which the land market
did not exist, has enabled local government officials or
politicians to carry out various corrupt operations related
to the sale or lease of land. S. Hsiang et al. (2019) are con-
vinced that the opening of the land market and the es-
tablishment of a fair price will in turn reduce the oppor-
tunities for the authorities to carry out such operations.

As Tables 1, 2,and 4 clearly demonstrated, Australia
is strengthening the processes of specialisation, which are
reflected in the increase in export. O.Anysenko & K.Vakar
(2018) confirm that in Ukraine, they are also happening:
the share of steel and iron in exports decreases over time,
and the share of agricultural products (in particular, cere-
als and oils) increases; there was a considerable increase
in the country’s agricultural sector, although in the future
the development of this sector in the future, according to
some scientists, there is uncertainty. Although both coun-
tries specialise in agricultural production, they have quite
diverse cultures in their exports. This shows once again
that Ukraine should choose its own path, which will differ
in many respects from the Australian development of this
sector.

CONCLUSIONS

The study showed that the basic agricultural sector of
the economy of Australia is family farms, which produce
the absolute majority of the industry’s products. They
are also the main initiators of innovation change, which
should be constantly carried out, in connection with the
special climatic conditions. Another feature is that for-
eign investment prevails in Australia’s agriculture. This
raises some concerns among the local population. That
is why the country aims to increase the investments of
local investors in the industry.

In export countries, the resources of diverse types
predominate, mainly - ‘ore, slag and ash”, and in partic-
ular - iron ore (due to a considerable amount of this re-
source in the country and the rise in prices for it in recent
years). However, agricultural products also occupy a sig-
nificant part of exports. The foreign trade in agricultural
products is also marked by significant changes. Previously,
the share of exported meat and cereals was the same,
while the current meat exports almost tripled over the
cereal exports. Thus, we can talk not only about increas-
ing the specialisation of Australia as a whole (which was
also shown in the study based on export concentration)
but also in certain sectors. In the future, this could pose
a threat to the country in case of a crisis in the world
markets, as well as bring benefits during the economic
upturn. Therefore, the country needs to strike a balance
between these two indicators.
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AnHaMiKa po3BUTKY BUPOGHMLTBA i eKCNOopTYy NpPoAyKLuUii CinbcbKoOro rocnogapcrea
B KOHTEKCTI 30BHilWHbOI TOpriBni ABcTpanii
JNleoHin Tynyw?, OneHa KopumHcbka?, Mukona KpywenbHuubkuiit, OneHa babiuesa®, AHHa MiBTopak?
HHLL «IHCTUTYT arpapHOi eKOHOMiKU»
03127, Byn. lepois O6opoHu, 10, M. Kunis, YkpaiHa
ZAkafeMis npaui, couiasbHUX BiGHOCKH i Typu3My
03187, Byn. Kinbuesa gopora, 3-A, M. Kuig, YkpaiHa
*HauioHanbHWit yHiBEpCUTET BiopecypciB i MPUPOAOKOPUCTYBaHHS YKpaiHu
03041, Byn. lepois O6opoHu, 15, M. Kuis, YkpaiHa

Axortauig. B AscTpanii arpapHuit cekTop € 04HMM i3 OCHOBHMX B EKOHOMILLi Ta, 30KpeMa, ekcnopTi KpaiHu. Cnpuse LboMy
3HAYHWUI piBEHb PO3BUTKY CiSIbCbKOMO rOCMOAAPCTBA B KPAiHi Ta ii pecypcHa cnewianisauis B Mi>KHApOAHiW Toprisni B
Linomy.YkpaiHa B LlbOMY acreKTi € NofibHOo0 [0 ABCTpanii, Wo pobuTb akTyalbHUM PO3MNAL Cy4aCHOrO CTaHy arpapHOro
ceKkTopy B 060X KpaiHax. MeTot CTaTTi € AeTaNbHWIA aHaNi3 arpapHOro cekTopy B ABCTpasii Ta 3HAXOAXKEHHS €N1EMEHTIB
PO3BUTKY, LLLO fonoMorn 6 MoaMdikyBaTH yKpaiHCbKe CinbCbke rocnogapcteo. OCHOBHUMM METOAAMM NPU HAMUCAHHI
pob0oTH CTanM CTaTUCTUYHI METOAM, TaKi K rpadiyHuMil | CTaTUCTUYHMIA aHani3. Lie noBs3aHo i3 popMyBaHHS BUCHOBKIB
B OiNbWOCTI HAa OCHOBI CTATUCTMYHOI iHdOpMaLIi, rpadikiB Ta Tabauupb, NOKa3aHMX B pobOTi, Ta NobymoBaHMX 33
[onoMoroto ctatucTuyHoro TradeMap. Y xoai AOCNiAXeHHS aBTOPU AiMLLIN BUCHOBKY LLOAO 3MEHLUEHHS fONi eKCNopTy
arpapHoro cekTopy B KpaiHi, L0 NOBX13aHO 3 Cy4aCHOK OPIEHTALLIEI KpaiHM Ha EKCMOPT PecypciB, 30KpeMa 3anisa. YcepeamHi
CTPYKTYpU eKCropTy NpOAyKLii CilbCbKOro rocnofapcTBa BifdyBatOTbCS 3HAYHI 3MiHWM, HAMBAXK/IMBILLOK 3 SKMX €
nepexifg 40 BMPOOHMLTBA MPOAYKLii TBAPUHHMLTBA. YKpaiHa MOXe neperHaTH aeski 0cobnmBoCTi QyHKLIOHYBaHHS
[laHOro cekTopy B ABCTpanii, 30kpema Te, 9K y KpaiHi BefeTbCs iHBECTULiMHA NoNiTMKa B ranysi. TuM He MeHLW, byno
3COBaHO, LLLO B CY4aCHOMY CislbCbKOrOCMOAAPCHKOMY CEKTOPi 060X KpaiH iCHYHOTb 3HaYHI BigMiHHOCTI. Yepe3s Lie NoBHICTHO
nepenmMaTy nnaH GyHKLIOHYBAHHA aBCTPaNinCbKOro CiflbCbKOro rocnofapcTBa HEMOXAMBO. [1epCnekTMBHUMU MOXYTb
CTaTV AOCNIIKEHHS B NUTaHHI MalibyTHbOro po3BUTKY ranysi B ABCTPanii 3 ypaxyBaHHAM Cy4aCHUX TEHAEHLLN, Ta iXHil
BMN/IMB HA 30BHILLUHIO NONITUKY Ta TOPriBAtO KpaiHW. CTaTTs CTaHe KOPUCHO A8 BUBYEHHS QYHKLLIOHYBAaHHS €KOHOMIKM
ABcTpanii Ta YKpaiHu,a 30Kkpema ixHiX CifibCbKorocnoaapcbkux ranysein; ans hopMyBaHHS AePXXaBHOI NONITUKM arpapHOro
CeKTOpY Ta 30BHILLIHbOI TOPriBAi; CTYAEHTaM — A1 BUBYEHHS €EKOHOMIYHUX OMCLMMNAIH Ta HANWCAHHI BiANOBIAHUX pobIT
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