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*  Scientific problem. Nowadays, our country 
is quite a big exporter of grain crops, taking up 
leading positions at global market. Precondi-
tions for this served the increase of grain crops 
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production that reached its record volumes dur-
ing last years. It was taking place, mainly, due 
to maize. Its croppage achieved 30 million tons. 
In view of the reduced demand at the domestic 
market it allowed a significant export of maize. 
This situation is substantiated by high competi-
tive ability of this crop in comparison with 
other kinds of cereals. 


