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INTRODUCTION
The financial mechanisms of the regulatory develop-
ment of business activities of the agrarian business en-
tities of Ukraine affect the food security of the country,
providing the rural population with the income nec-
essary for its existence. The effectiveness of entrepre-
neurial activities of Ukrainian farmers depends on both
macroeconomic and microeconomic factors. Their list
includes economic growth, inflation, the exchange rate
of the national currency, which is used to set prices for
material, labour resources, fixed and non-current assets.

The agricultural sector of Ukraine is the riskiest
compared to all spheres of the national economy. Con-
sidering this, the agrarian industry is most in need of
national financial support since the primary purpose of
agrarian policy is both national interests and the cre-
ation of the most favourable conditions for the devel-
opment of entrepreneurial loyalty of business entities
of all organisational and legal forms of business. In the
arsenal of world practice, to solve this problem, agrar-
ian business entities apply price liberalisation on the
one hand, and on the other hand - limit access to mar-
kets, provide various types of subsidies, while simulta-
neously applying measures related to trade protection.

The war between Ukraine and Russia, the glob-
al budgetary crisis caused by COVID-19 brought sub-
stantial adjustments to the regulatory development of
entrepreneurial activity of Ukrainian farmers. The prob-
lems of the agricultural sector have become even more
acute due to the following factors - the increase in mi-
gration of the Ukrainian population, mostly able-bod-
ied, the occupation of up to 20% of Ukrainian territories,
namely the Donetsk, Luhansk, Kherson, Zaporizhzhia,
Kharkiv oblasts, the blocking of last year’s grain harvest in
seaports for its further implementation until countries
of the Third World, specifically to Africa. The above ac-
tualises the need to increase national support through
the application of proper programs aimed at the smooth
functioning of business entities of the industry.

The purpose of this study was to substantiate the
system of financial mechanisms for regulatory develop-
ment and national support for entrepreneurial activity
of agrarian business entities of Ukraine using EU and
OECD data.

LITERATURE REVIEW

Financial mechanisms of regulatory development of en-
trepreneurial activity of economic entities in the agricul-
tural sector of Ukraine for a long time have been a priority
and are in the centre of attention of both theoreticians
and practitioners investigating this issue. Thus, Joe Dew-
bre and Cameron Short (2002) investigated the impact of
political measures on the competitiveness of agribusiness
entities and on trade indicators. They put special empha-
sis on government incentives in the form of agricultural
subsidies, which are paid to agribusinesses to supplement
their income, manage the supply of agricultural products,
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and influence the price and supply of such goods. This en-
ables them to compete on the domestic and global mar-
kets. Evaluating the impact of political measures on com-
petitiveness, scientists substantiated that the causes of
competitiveness are its factors - phenomena and processes
of production and economic activity of agrarian business
entities that cause a change in their competitiveness.

Management of the competitiveness of agricul-
tural business entities allow ensuring the best ratio of
the constituent elements (factors) of competitiveness
in production and economic activities. Jared Greenville
et al. (2019), Gibran J. Puntak (2020) comprehensively
assessed the driving forces that create value in the ag-
ricultural sector and developed a strategy due to the
supply of agricultural products to foreign markets with
high added value by forming the main vectors of export
potential at the national support of agrarian business
entities. Miranda Meuwissen, Tsion Tai Assefa, Marcel
van Asseldonk (2013), Alan Matthews (2018) concluded
that overcoming the instability of agricultural incomes
is and should remain a priority vector for agricultural
policy. Guillaume Gruere and Jonathan Brooks (2021)
examined the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on the
economies of countries with developed market relations,
which mostly applied effective measures aimed at finan-
cial support for farmers, and those developing countries
that took the state of trade policy as a basis, providing
information about their food security. Scientists prove
that the COVID-19 pandemic will disrupt the labour
market but will not fundamentally change the strategic
trends and challenges to supporting food security. The
uninterrupted functioning of the agrarian sector of the
economy is based on such key points as productivity and
the state of ecology, which is the main prerequisite for
national support for farmers. This issue is explored in the
studies of Gwen DeBoe (2020), Cohen Deconinck (2020),
Ben Henderson (2020), and Yussi Lankoski (2019; 2020),
who substantiated the environmental consequences of
greenhouse gas emissions, water quality, biodiversity, and
market price support. Scientists state that reducing emis-
sions and increasing the volume of waste processing will
contribute to the production of ecologically clean organic
products and encourage business and private investors
to advance funds for progressive environmental tech-
nologies and infrastructure. Considering this, the authors
propose to create a more effective waste management
system capable of stimulating and handling the reduction
of their volumes, while simultaneously increasing their
reuse and recycling.

Attracting foreign direct investment in the agricul-
tural sector of the economy, according to the research
of J. Punthakey (2020), is one of the main vectors of the
industry development. The same thesis is followed by
P. Heisey and K. Fuglie (2018), who substantiate that
state investments in development of the agricultural
sector and scientific research have recently slowed down,
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because of which the quality of agricultural products
and the productivity of the functioning of agricultur-
al companies are decreasing. Z. Kristkova, M. van Dijk,
and H. van Meijl (2016) investigated the influence of
the amount of public investment on scientific research
and development in agrarian business, which positively
affects the productivity of agriculture. Therewith, ac-
cording to the results of their studies, the investments
provided cannot stimulate agricultural production to a
level capable of satisfying the production of agrarian
business entities.

Research by Alessandro Olper (2014) proved that
national support has different forms, and therefore,
affects the amount of labour involved in the agricul-
tural sector. O'Toole & Hennessy (2015) emphasise the
effectiveness of investments in active farms. K. Ander-
son & E. Valenzuela (2021) comprehensively assessed
the agricultural export indicators under the conditions
of expanding sales markets, increasing the net profit
of agricultural entities, which can positively influence
the national economic well-being with a simultaneous
increase in investment volumes. Integration into the
global trade space allows supplying agrarian business
entities with an institutional environment capable of
adapting production to the standards and requirements
of international markets. Under such conditions, tech-
nological and innovative decision-making will be sim-
plified, thereby increasing the productivity of labour and
capital, stimulating the renewal of existing industries and
expanding the offer for the foreign market.

According to the studies of Kassum Ayouba, Jean-
Philippe Boussemart, Stefan Vigeant (2017), the provi-
sion of state subsidies is important for stimulating the
inflow of investments, the introduction of innovations
and progressive effective technologies for farmers, be-
cause of which their recipients can effectively use their
resources. The same opinion is held by Laura Latruffe
and lan Desjeux (2016), who note the positive impact
of the provided subsidies on the productivity growth of
the agricultural sector. The results obtained by Jean-Jo-
seph Minviel, Laura Latruffe (2017) confirm the positive
effect of government subsidies on the capital intensity of
their recipients and argue that such government support
is sensitive to the modelling method.

Considering the conducted research, under pres-
ent-day conditions, scientific discussions regarding the
financial mechanisms of the regulatory development of
the entrepreneurial activity of the agrarian business enti-
ties are stillongoing,which confirms the need for further
studies, the structural volumes of national support, and
their impact on the final results of the agrarian activity.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

For the empirical analysis, panel data based on the
unified data of the OECD database (2021a, 2021b) for
1986-2020 were used.
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During the study on this issue, the following tasks
were set:

1.To investigate the dependence between the total
volume of agricultural products in terms of value and
national support to farmers.

2.To provide a comprehensive analysis of the impact
of the structural volumes of general national support,
its types, on the total value of agricultural products.

3. To specify which types of national financial sup-
port of agrarian business entities of Ukraine are the
most effective, capable of contributing to the increase
in the volume of agricultural products.

4.To carry out a comparative analysis of the financial
support of agrarian business entities of the EU, OECD,
and Ukraine for 1986-2020.

As for the dependence between the total volumes
of agricultural products in terms of value and national
support to farmers, the results were obtained upon ap-
plying a regression analysis between the independent
variable TSE (total support directed towards agricultural
entities) (OECD, 2021b) and an indicator that is effec-
tive TVP - the total value of production (OECD, 2021a),
using formula (1):

TVP=b+b *TSE 1)
where b, b, are the independent variables used in the
regression equation.

The assessment of the dependence between the
total cost of production and the general support provided
to the agrarian sector is based on the construction of
a regression equation between the independent vari-
able given to it and the effective indicator. The studies
conducted show that the parameters of the regression
analysis are measured using the indicators of multiple
determination R?, p-criterion, and F -criterion.

Analysis of the influence of the structural volumes
of general national support and its types on the total
value of agricultural products is calculated using the
following indicators:

- general national support (TSE), the part of which
is transfers by producers (PSE producer support (OECD,
2021b)).

- consumer support from budgets of all levels (Con-
sumer support, CSE (OECD, 2021b)).

- public expenditures directed to general services
for the agricultural sector (GSSE general service sup-
port (OECD, 2021b)).

- b,, b, are independent variables used in the regres-
sion equation.

The results of the study of the influence of the
structural volumes of general national support, its types
on the total value of agricultural products were con-
structed using the following regression equation (2):

TVP=b,+b *PSE+b *CSE+b #*GSSE 2)



The regression equation estimation parameters
are measured by the multiple determination index R?
the p-criterion and the F-criterion.

To find the most effective areas of support for
the agricultural sector, the values of the parameters of
the regression equation b, and the pairwise correlation
coefficients of the resulting TVP indicator and the PSE,
CSE, GSSE factors were estimated as follows (3):

_Xy-%'y

75500 s

To find more effective areas of national support for
farmers and to detail the system of financial mechanisms

for the regulatory development of agricultural business
entities, a regression equation was constructed (4):

©)

TVP=b+¥b #x )

where x is the volumes, types of the most effective vectors
of national support for agrarians; i is the total number
of types of national support in the most effective areas.

The regression equation estimation parameters
are measured by the multiple determination index R?,
the p-criterion, and the F-criterion. To find more effec-
tive vectors of national support for farmers, the assess-
ment of the values of the parameters of the regression
equation b, and the pairwise correlation coefficients of
the resulting TVP indicator and the chi factors are used.
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Indicators of support, their volumes, types that are the
most effective in the EU, OECD, and Ukraine countries
were calculated by applying a comparative analysis us-
ing graphic interpretation, the total amount of support
and vectors of support in the agricultural sector of the
EU and OECD that are the most effective using the rel-
evant statistical data of Ukraine. This allowed substan-
tiating the transformation vectors of the system of fi-
nancial mechanisms for the regulatory development of
business activity for agricultural producers of Ukraine.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Study of the dependence between the total volume of agri-
cultural products in terms of value and national support to
farmers. Using EU and OECD panel data for 1986-2020,
a regression equation was constructed (5):

TVP=27955.3+3.303424+TSE (5)

The simulation results show that the total cost
of agricultural products in the absence of national fi-
nancial support in EU and OECD countries will amount
to USD 27,955.3. Therewith, the coefficient b, shows
that when increasing the amount of national financial
support by USD 1 million, the total value of agricultural
products will increase by USD 3.303424 million dollars.
The regression statistics of equation (5) are presented
in Table 1.

Table 1. Regression statistics of the equation of dependence between the total financial support provided
to the agricultural sector and the total cost of agricultural sector products

Regression statistics

Multiple R 0.816343585
Several R? 0.66641685
Adjusted R? 0.661511215
F(1.68) 135.847226
P 0.0000
Standard error of estimate 198947.59

The criteria of statistical significance of the
equation in the research process are reliable and veri-
fied (Table 1). The results of the study show that 66.64%
of the total variability of the value of agricultural sec-
tor products is due to changes in the factors of general
support of the agricultural sector.

Analysis of the impact of the structural volumes
of general state support, its types, on the total value of
agricultural products. The results of the analysis per
the constructed regression equation based on EU and
OECD panel data for 1986-2020 show a substantial
impact of structural volumes, types of general support
on the total value of agricultural sector products (6):

TVP=-75277.4143+4.6268+PSE+
+4.5431+CSE+10.0329+GSSE (6)

The results of the simulation (6) show that the
total value of agricultural products of the agrarian sector
upon increasing the total amount of national financial
support for agricultural producers by USD 1 million leads
to its growth by USD 4.6268 million. Under the condition
of increasing financial support of consumers, the volume
of agricultural products increases by USD 4.5431 mil-
lion, and with the increase in support for services to the
agrarian sector - by USD 10.0329 million. Considering
the results of the analysis, the most influential is the
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support of services to the agrarian sector, which con-
tributes to the corresponding increase in the total value
of the products of the agrarian sector. The significance
of the equation constructed according to the criteria of

statistical data (2) is reliable and verified (Table 2). In this
situation, 96.79% of the total variability of the value of
agricultural products is directly dependent on the pro-
vided financial support, its types and structural volumes.

Table 2. Regression statistics of the equation of influence of structural amounts of general national support,
its types, on the total value of agricultural products

Regression statistics

Multiple R 0.92843889
Several R? 0.967948797
Adjusted R? 0.845491924
F (1.68) 664.401693

P 0
Standard error of estimate 62595.2366

The conducted studies give reasons to claim that
the assessment of paired coefficients of determination
is more closely related to the total cost of agricultural
sector products under the conditions of national finan-
cial support of the agricultural sector (r=0.928). This
indicator is less close, but in comparison with the sup-
port of producers, the relationship is more significant -
(r=0.845), and the support of consumers of agricultural
products has the least significant influence (r=-0.38).
Considering the studyresults,the mostinfluential type of
national support for the development of the agricultural
sector is national support for infrastructure and services.

Analysis of national agrarian financial support of
agrarian business entities. In the structure of national
financial support, which is effective and contributes to
increasing the volume of agricultural products and ser-
vices, the following are highlighted:

- Agricultural knowledge and innovation system — AKIS.
- Inspection and Control - IC.
- Development and maintenance of infrastructure - DI.

- Marketing and promotion - MP.
- Cost of public stockholding - PS.

Based on OECD data (2021a), an analysis was
conducted for the EU and OECD countries for 1986-2020,
based on the results of which the following regression
equation was constructed:

TV=26495.3561+58.821+AKIS+68.1605+IC+
+9.6531+DI-21.6207+*MP+15.3409+PS (7)

The analysis of the conducted research shows
that the most substantial impact on the total cost of
agricultural products of the agrarian sector, and the
effective vector of service support are innovations in
the agrarian sphere, support for inspection and control,
and knowledge systems. The statistical significance of
equation (7) was verified (Table 3). The conducted studies
show that 98.21% of the total variability of the value of
agricultural products in the agrarian sector depends on
changes in the factors of general support services.

Table 2. Regression statistics of the equation of influence of structural amounts of general national support,
its types, on the total value of agricultural products

Regression statistics

Multiple R 0.991009055
Several R? 0.982098947
Adjusted R? 0.980700428
F(1.68) 702.241747

P 0
Standard error of estimate 47505.1162

The results of the research show that national
financial support to the agricultural sector has a close
relationship with the cost of products, namely due to
the support of the system of knowledge and innovations
in the agricultural sector (~=0.958), support for inspec-
tion and control (r=0.966); less close connection — with

Scientific Horizons, 2022, Vol. 25, No. 7

infrastructure development and support (~=0.877) and
marketing and promotion support (~=0.806); and public
shareholding (r=-0.147).

Comparative analysis of national support, their
volumes, types, which are the most effective in the EU,
OECD countries, and Ukraine. The agricultural sector of



Ukraine proves on average higher volumes of agri-
cultural production in the structure of GDP compared
to EU countries and OECD countries (Fig. 1), which
indicates that Ukraine uses specific regulatory policy
mechanisms.
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The results of the conducted research show a
reduction in the share of support for innovations and
knowledge systems in the agrarian industry in Ukraine
since 2015. Since 2020, this indicator is the lowest
compared to EU and OECD countries (Fig. 2).

Organization of economic
~ cooperation and development

m European Union

Ukraine

l = Organization of economic
cooperation and development

L] .
European Union

Ukraine

Figure 2. Agricultural knowledge and innovation system, % GSSE (constructed according to OECD (2021a) data)

Source: constructed according to OECD data (2021a)

At the same time, during this period, an increase in
the share of inspection and control in the agricultural
sector is observed, and as of 2020, it is equal to 63.0%
of the total support of services in the agricultural sector of
Ukraine (Fig. 3). During 2006-2020, there is a tendency to
decrease national support for the infrastructure of the

agricultural sector of Ukraine (Fig.4). The obtained analysis
of the development and maintenance of the infrastructure
of Ukraine, the EU,and the Organisation for Economic Coop-
eration and Development shows a substantial decrease in
the indicator under study, in comparison with 2020 to 2000,
inthe OECD - by 6%,the EU — by 11%,and Ukraine — by 22%.

Organization of economic
| .
cooperation and development

m European Union

Ukraine

Figure 3. Infrastructure development and maintenance, % GSSE Source: constructed according to OECD data (2021a)

Source: constructed according to OECD data (2021a)
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Organization of economic
cooperation and development

m European Union

Ukraine

Figure 4. Infrastructure development and maintenance, % GSSE

Source: constructed according to OECD data (2021a)

At a stably low comparative level for 1986-2020
in Ukraine, marketing support for the agricultural industry
is and stays at an insufficient comparative level (Fig. 5).
Considering this, the financial mechanism for the regulatory

development of the entrepreneurial activity of domestic
economic entities in the agrarian sector needs improve-
ment towards transformation of mechanisms aimed at
national financial support of services in the agrarian sector.

25
20

Organization of economic
cooperation and development

m European Union

Ukraine

Figure 5. Marketing and promotion, % GSSE

Source: constructed according to OECD data (2021a)

It should be emphasised that a more substantial
effectiveness in predicting the dependence of the de-
velopment of the agrarian sector depends on national
financial support, considering its types and structure.
This is convincingly evidenced by the lower level of the
coefficient of multiple determination in modelling the
dependence of the value of agricultural sector prod-
ucts on the total amount of national support (Table 1)
compared to the similar dependence on the structural
amount of the same support by its types (Table 2).

Producers of agricultural products receive trans-
fers, specifically to support the market price, payment
of budget payments of all levels, and the cost of lost in-
come. Considering this, transfers substantially affect the
productivity of the agricultural sector, calculated in value
terms, as they reduce the price of finished products.

From the perspective of national financial sup-
port, the most effective is the provision of services and
infrastructure of agricultural activity. In this regard, it
is important to finance innovations and the system of
knowledge in the agrarian sphere, subject to continu-
ous control and inspection of the activities of economic
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entities in the agrarian sector, and financing for the de-
velopment of infrastructure and marketing of business
activities in the agrarian sphere. According to the sim-
ulation results of equation (6), the financing of innova-
tions has a close correlation and influences the cost of
products of economic entities in the agrarian industry,
which is confirmed by the results of studies by Kassum
Ayouba (2017), Laura Latruffe, Yana Desjeux (2016), Zu-
zana Kristkova, Van Dijk, Van Meijl (2017).

At the same time, GSSE transfers do not con-
tribute to an increase in income and do not reduce the
costs of commodity producers of agricultural products,
while creating favourable conditions for the agricultur-
al industry through the development of public services
or private institutions and OECD infrastructure (2021c).

The data show that Ukraine has considerable
agricultural potential. Therewith, it does not make suf-
ficient use of financial mechanisms for supporting ser-
vices in the agricultural sector. Much of such support, up
to 60%, is directed to ensuring inspection and control,
and such a critical area as innovation, infrastructure,and
marketing still is out of the focus of agricultural policy.



The results of the analysis and proof of effectiveness
indicate the need to transform the regulatory financial
mechanism for the development of entrepreneurial ac-
tivity in the agrarian sector and to ensure those mech-
anisms aimed at innovative activity, the development
of the knowledge system, the infrastructure of services
by optimising inspection and control (simplification of
procedures for registration, certification, regulation of
inspection activities).

Reforming the national agrarian policy should
ensure the solution of these problems, while simultane-
ously creating favourable conditions for effective en-
trepreneurial activity, communication, and coordination
of agricultural market participants, namely the inter-
national one, which will contribute to increasing the
export of agricultural products, the development of co-
ordination and transport systems.

CONCLUSIONS

The results of this study, which aimed to solve the prob-
lem of figuring out effective financial mechanisms for
the regulatory development of entrepreneurial activity
of agricultural entities in Ukraine, the effectiveness of
which has been proven by world practice, can be adapted
to Ukrainian agrarian policy.

The obtained results of the study allowed show-
ing that the change in the volume of the value of the
agricultural products of Ukraine by 94.72% depends on
the national support for the agricultural sector of the
economy.According to the analysis, the most productive
vector of support for the development of business activ-
ities of agricultural producers of Ukraine is national sup-
port, specifically innovations in the agricultural sphere
(r=0.971), control (~=0.91), support and development of
infrastructure (=0.802), marketing support (r=0.810).

The results of the study allowed proving that the
increase in the total value of the products of the ag-
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ricultural industry is determined not only by the amount
of general national financial support provided to the
agricultural industry, but also by its structure and types.
The results of the conducted research using the EU and
OECD statistical data for 1986-2020 confirm that the
most effective vector of financial support for the devel-
opment of entrepreneurial activity is national support
for services in the agricultural sector: inspection and
control, development and support of infrastructure, and
support for marketing and promotion of the knowledge
system and innovations in the agricultural sector.

The obtained results proved the expediency of
the transformation vectors of the system of financial
mechanisms for the regulatory development of entre-
preneurial activity in the agricultural sector of Ukraine
by providing components aimed at innovative activity,
the development of the knowledge system, the in-
frastructure of services by optimising the support of
control and inspection, namely the simplification of
procedures for registration, certification, regulation of
inspection activities, the volumes of which are overes-
timated in the regulation of the agricultural sector of
Ukraine, comparing with the indicators of the EU and
OECD countries.

The obtained provisions are of fundamental im-
portance and can be used in the agricultural sector of
Ukraine, which allows reducing direct financial support
directly to producers by creating favourable conditions
for effective entrepreneurial activity, strengthening co-
ordination and communication of agricultural market
participants, including the international one.

The perspective of further research on this prob-
lem and scientific discussions should be to figure out
the predicted effectiveness of the proposed financial
mechanisms for the regulatory development of entrepre-
neurial activity of agrarian business entities of Ukraine,
which will contribute to their effective development.
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®diHaHCcOBI MexaHi3MU perynaTopHOro po3BuUTKy NiaNPUEMHULbKOI AiNIbHOCTI
cy6’eKTiB rocnogapioBaHHS arpapHoi ranysi

OneHa TogopiBHa Mpokonuyk, MeTpo KysbmMuu beuko, CBitnaHa AHaToniBHa Bnaciok,
Onekcanap AHatoniitoBuy HenouateHko, CBiTnaHa AHppiiBHa MrawHuK

YMaHCbKMIM HaLiOHAaNbHUI YHIBEPCUTET CafiBHMLTBA
20300, Byn. IHCTUTYTCbKA, 1, M. YMaHb, YKpaiHa

AHoTawif. PMHKOBI BIAHOCMHM B arpapHOMY CeKTOpi eKOHOMIKM YKpaiHW CYTTEBO BM/IMHYAM HA 3POCTAHHA PiBHS
CaMOCTIMHOCTI Ta KOMepLiiHOI BiZNOBIAANbHOCTI CYOEKTIB roCnofaprtoBaHHA arpapHoi ranysi woao GopMyBaHHS
Ta paLiOHaNbHOr0 BMKOPUCTaHHS (iHAHCOBMX pecypciB. PO3BUTOK PMHKOBMX MEXaHi3MiB peryntoBaHHS CiflbCbKOro
rocrnofapcrsea, NibepanisaLis eKOHOMIKM 3 OLHOYACHWUM 3HUXKEHHAM PErytoY0i PO AepaBHUX CTPYKTYP YNpaBiHHS,
6e3 BiANOBIAHOIO NoNepeaHbOro OnpaLBaHHS NPaBOBUX, EKOHOMIYHMX Ta DiIHAHCOBUX OCHOB NEPeXOoAy Ha PUHKOBI
BIAHOCMHM MPU3BENU [0 3pOCTaHHSA QiHAHCOBUX PU3MKiB BaraTbox CyOEKTIB rocnoAaptoBaHHs arpapHoi ranysi, aKi
YCMILIHO HiBEMOTLCS 33 PaXYHOK hiHAHCOBMX MEXaHI3MiB perynsTopHOro po3BUTKY iX NiANPUEMHULBKOT AiSINbHOCTI.
[ieBuii GiHaHCOBMIA MEXAHI3M i pe3ynbTaTMBHA arpapHa NoniTuKa, ii peanisauis € akTyaNbHUMM B KOHTEKCTI HAyKOBMX
[OCNioKeHb 3a TpUBanuii nepiog. 3 ornagy Ha ue, MeTa LOCNIAXKEHHS NONArae B 0O6rpyHTYBAHHI LiNiCHOI cucTemMu
(hiHaHCOBMX MeXaHi3MiB perynsTopHOro po3BuTKY MiANPUEMHULIBKOI AiSNbHOCTI CYGEKTIB rocnoaaptoBaHHs arpapHoi
ranysi Ykpainu. [locnigxkeHHs 34iMCHIOBANMCA i3 3aCTOCYBAHHSIM €KOHOMIKO-MaTeMaTUYHMX METOLIB aHanisy 3
BMKOPUCTAHHSAM CTaTUCTMUHKMX AaHmx KpaiH €C 1a OECP 3a nepiog 1986-2020 pp., 3 BUKOPUCTAHHAM perpecinHoro
MOJENBAHHA B33aEMO3aNEXHOCTEN MiXK 06CAraMu arpapHoi NpoAyKLUii Ta 3arasbHOK AEPXABHOK MiATPUMKOIO
arpapism, ii obcariB y po3pisi BUAIB, TICHOTM BNAMBY OKPEMMX HAMPSMIB NiATPUMKM HA 3arafibHy BapTiCTb MPOAYKLi.
OTpuMaHi [oCnigkeHHs CBi4aTb NPO HEOOXiAHICTb HAaMpaLOBaHHS 3aX0/iB, NOBA3aHUX i3 TpaHCHOPMaLLiED cUCTEMU
(iHaHCOBMX MEXaHI3MiB perynsTopHoOro po3BUTKY NiANPUEMHULBKOT AiNbHOCTI CyOEKTIB arpapHoro 6i3Hecy YkpaiHu,
NOBSI3aHMX 3 HAAAHHAM NPiOPUTETHOCTI MEXaHi3MaM, SIKi CNPSIMOBAHIi Ha HAPOLLYBaHHS 06CAriB iHBECTULIM A0 arpapHOro
CeKTopa eKOHOMiKM, BCeOIYHMI PO3BUTOK CUCTEMM 3HAHb, 3MiHW IHOPACTPYKTYpU MOCIYT, 0OMEXEHHS KOHTPOJIHO 3a
LiSNbHICTIO rocnofaprounx cybekTiB, 06CATU SKMX B YKpaiHi CyTTEBO NEpPEBULLYHOTb aHANOTIYHI MOKA3HMKM KpaiH
€BpONenCbKOro Co3y 3 pO3BMHYTUMMU PUHKOBMMU BIAHOCMHAMM Ta KpPaiH, Wwo Bxoaatb Ao OECP

KntouoBi cioBa: cy6ekTn arpapHoro 6i3Hecy, iHAaHCOBI MEXaHI3MKU perynsSTopHOro po3BUTKY NiAMPUEMHULBKOI AisSIbHOCTI,
[ep>XaBHA NiATPUMKA, arpapHa noniTmka
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