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Boiko V.O. Prospects for development and increase of 

the competitiveness of the sheep breeding in Kherson region 

The purpose of the article is to analyze a modern state of 
the sheep breeding analysis of the present state of sheep 
breeding and its tribal base and outline the prospects of the 
branch in farms of Kherson region. 

Research methodology: statistical and economic, compar-
ative analysis, calculation. 

Research results. There’ve been determined actual prob-
lems of production and causes of the branch decline: disparity 
of prices for industrial and agricultural products; lack of a 
civilized product market and state support of the branch; ab-
sence of favorable economic conditions for the development of 
branch related to sheep breeding products, etc. 

Taking into account the globalization of market relations, 
focusing on the European Union requirements, the priority 
directions of the branch development have been outlined. The 
main direction to increase the efficiency level is intensifica-
tion: strengthening the forage base, increasing the level and 
quality of feeding sheep; improvement of material and tech-
nical base, mechanization of production processes; use of pro-
gressive forms of organization and payment of labor. 

Elements of scientific novelty. In order to revive the 
sheep breeding in Kherson region, as one of the most promising 
areas for the livestock breeding development, it is recom-
mended to create modern enterprises with deep processing of 
products and advanced technologies. 

Practical significance. Implementation of research results 
will increase the economic efficiency of the branch and the 
competitive status of enterprises. Tabl.: 3. Figs.: 3. Refs.: 13. 
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