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  2000–2016 . –  1,7 ,  -

  –  1,2 ,  
     

  13 %.   2000–2010 . 
     

5,7 %,   2010–2016 . –  7,8 % ( . 1). 
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 2010 .* 
*  . 



 , 2018,  5 35

  . 1,    -
    

     
9,7 . .,     -

 –  14,2 . .   2000–
2010 .    

    5,4 . ., 2010–
2016 . –  4,3,    – 

 11,4  2,8 . . ,   
    -
.  

     
   2017 . -

 ’      
1990 .  4 ,  2000 . –  2,5 ,   
2010 . –  1,3 .  1990 .  

   -
  2017 .    13 , 

  2000  2010 . –  4,5  1,2  -
.     2017 . -

’      -
  1990, 2000  2010 . —   

1,3, 1,9  1,3  ( . 1). 

1.  ’ ,     * 

 

 
   

 
  

  
’

 
, 

. 
.  

, 
 

  
, 

. 
 

’
 

, 
. 

.  
, 

 

  
, 

. 
 

’
 

, 
. 

.  
, 

 

  
, 

. 
 

1990 8453 2863 24508 6273 2941 18634 2180 2637 5874
2000 5195 2359 12658 2163 1588 3669 3032 2960 8989
2005 3781 3487 13714 908 2952 2583 2873 3643 11132
2010 2684 4082 11249 597 3975 2217 2087 4110 9032
2011 2607 4174 11086 586 4109 2246 2020 4192 8840
2012 2568 4361 11378 579 4676 2535 1989 4276 8842
2013 2532 4446 11488 570 4827 2583 1961 4343 8906
20141 2386 4508 11133 547 5027 2648 1838 4363 8485
20151 2215 4644 10615 517 5352 2669 1698 4437 7946
20161 2138 4735 10382 495 5643 2706 1643 4473 7676
20171 2109 4898 10329 485 5703 2764 1624 4657 7565

2017  % 
1990 24,9 171,1 42,1 7,7 193,9 14,8 74,5 176,6 128,8
2000 40,6 207,6 81,6 22,4 359,1 75,3 53,6 157,3 84,2
2010 78,6 120,0 91,8 81,2 143,5 124,7 77,8 113,3 83,8

1   . 
* :           « ». 

  . 1 ,  -
      
   2017 .   

1991 .  1,7 ,   2000  2010 . –   
2,1  1,2  .  -

   2017 .   
   1990, 2000  

2010 .   1,9, 3,6  1,4 . -
   2017 .  

   1990, 2000  
2010 .  1,8, 1,6  1,1  . 

  ’    
    -

  . ,  2017 . 
      -
    1990, 2000  

2010 .   2,4, 1,2   
1,1 .  1990  2000 .  -

    
    2017 .   

6,7  1,3  ,    
2010 .   1,2 .  -

   2017 .   
    1990 .  1,3 , 

  2000  2010 .  -
  1,2  1,2 .   -

 ,   11,1    
 ,   

   2005 . 
,   ,   -

  ’  
  ,   -
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 .   -
     

,    
.   ’   

    
   ,   

   
   ’ .  

2010 .   
   -

 ,    – 

,  ’    -
     -

 . 
,  2017 .   -

,    ,  
  2008 .  13,8 . .  

 ,   -
, , ,       

2008–2017 .   11,1, 2,3,  
0,4  0,1 . .  ( . 2). 

2.      , % 

 
2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

,  
   65,3 69,6 71,8 71,1 72,7 73,1 74,2 74,5 76,8 79,1

,  
: 

1  
26,7 22,9 21,6 21,7 20,5 19,9 18,7 18,8 17,3 15,6 

2  6,5 6,2 5,5 5,9 5,5 5,5 5,4 5,1 4,5 4,2
3  1,1 1,0 0,8 0,9 1,0 1,0 1,3 1,1 0,9 0,7
4     0,5 0,3 0,3 0,4 0,3 0,5 0,4 0,5 0,5 0,4
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 ,    8 . 
.     7–8  

     
 [8]. 

     -
 ,  -

 .   2007 .  -
 6043 .,   2016 .   -

  2614 .,   43,3 % 
  .  -

,    5 .,  2016 . -
   2007 .  3,2 ,  

 14,2  10,3 %     
     -

    2,3 .  2007 . 
 3,7 .  2017 . ( . 3). 

3.      ’  * 

 

 1.01.2007  1.01.2011  1.01.2016
     

. % . 
. % . % .

. % . % .
. % 

 
 6043 100 764 100 3741 100 589 100 2614 100 505 100 

  : 
 5 . 856 14,2 2 0,3 534 14,3 1,4 0,2 269 10,3 1 0,2 

6–10 439 7,3 4 0,4 299 8,0 2,4 0,4 202 7,7 2 0,3
11–15 280 4,6 4 0,5 174 4,7 2,3 0,4 100 3,8 1 0,3
16–20 237 3,9 4 0,6 134 3,6 2,4 0,4 109 4,2 2 0,4
21–29 272 4,6 7 0,9 136 3,6 3,3 0,6 103 3,9 3 0,5
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 . 3 
30–39 344 5,7 11 1,5 178 4,8 6,0 1,0 111 4,2 4 0,7
40–49 250 4,1 11 1,4 114 3,0 5,1 0,9 91 3,5 4 0,8
50–99 969 16,0 69 9,0 502 13,4 35,9 6,1 326 12,5 24 4,7

100–199 1118 18,5 156 20,4 668 17,9 93,5 15,9 470 18,0 68 13,4
200–299 524 8,7 123 16,1 373 10,0 88,8 15,1 292 11,2 70 13,8
300–399 328 5,4 110 14,4 235 6,3 79,4 13,5 186 7,1 63 12,4
400–499 165 2,7 72 9,4 125 3,3 54,9 9,3 104 4,0 46 9,0
500–999 230 3,8 148 19,4 225 6,0 147,1 25,0 187 7,2 124 24,5

1000–1499 22 0,4 26 3,4 31 0,8 35,6 6,0 42 1,6 50 10,0
1500   

 9 0,1 18 2,3 13 0,3 31,0 5,2 22 0,8 45 9,0 

*  . 

    2,2  -
    ’  

 6  10 .,      
  ,  

 ,  0,4 . .,  -
 ’   2    -

      -
  9,1 .  2007 .  9,9 .  

2016 .,   10,9 %.  
,    11  

15 ,      -
     0,8 %,   

 ’      75,0 %,  
   —  30,0 %. 

    ’    
16  20 .     -

   2,2 , ’   
  2 ,    -

     16,9  
18,3 .,   6,5 %.  

   21  29 .   
2007–2016 .   -

  2,6,  ’  – 
2,3 ,       

     
 13,2 %. 

  ’    30  39 . 
    

   3,1 ,  
     1,5 . ., -
’     —  2,8   -
      -

  32  36 .,   12,5 %.  
   ’   40 

 49 .   2016 .   
2007 .  2,7 ,     

 –  0,6 . .,   –  
2,7 ,     -

’        
44 .   . 

   ’    
 5  40–49 . ,    

     

2678 (44,4 %)  985 (37,6 %),   6,8 . ., 
    –  43 . . 

(5,6 %)  17 . . (3,2 %),   
2,4 . .   ,  -

      ,  
   ’  -

   ’   
   . 

   50  99 .  -
   969 .  2007 .  

326 .  2016 .,    3   
 ’   69  24 . . 

(2,9 )      -
     3,4 %. 

     -
     

    100  199 . 
       

2,4 , ’    –  2,3 ,   -
     -

  140  145  (3,6 %). 
  ’      

200  299 .,    -
    2007–2016 . -

  1,8 ,     
   235  240 . 

(2,1 %),      –  
8,7   11,2 %. 

     
  300  399 .     

1,8 ,      -
   8,7 %  2007 .  

11,2 %  2016 .,   2,5 . .  
       

110  63 . . (1,7 ),   -
      

335  339 . 
 ,     

300–399 .,   2,7 % (2007 .) 
 4,0 % (2016 .),   1,3 . .  

     -
   58,7 %,   –  
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56,5 %,      -
  436  442 ,   1,4 %. 

  500–999 .   
    3,4 . ., 

   – 1,9 , 
   – 1,2 ,   -

    -
   643  663 . 

     
1000–1499 .   2007–2016 .  
1,2 %   -

   20 ., ’   – 
 26  50 . . (1,9 ),  -

    –  1182  
1190 .,   0,7 %. 

  1500 .    -
     

  13 . (2,4 )  -
       

0,7 %,   –  27 . . 
(2,5 ),      -

  2000  2045 . (2,3 %). 

      -
    ’   

.   ,  
 ,    
  2,3 ,   -

’     –  1,5 ,    
     -

  52,8 %. 
    -

,    1000 , 
  31  66 .,    
    -

 ,   -
,   0,5  2,4%.  -

’     -
   34  95 . . –  

2,8 ,      -
 –  1097  1484 .,   1,4 . 

     -
  . 

   -
    -

’   ( . 2). 

 
. 2.  ’        

 * 
*  . 

  . 2,    -
’   50 .  2007 .  

5,6 %   ,  
2011 . — 3,9 %,   2016 . – 3,2 %  

 .  2007  2016 .  -
  ’   100, 200  300 . 

  ’     
1,8, 1,6  1,5  .  -

  400, 500, 1000  1500 . ’  
      
   1,4, 1,3, 1,2  1,1 . 

     

 ’    -
 . 

.     
   -

     -
   .  2017 . -

    
 ,   

73,2 %   . 
   2000 .  -

    15,8 %,  -
 2010 . –  16,2 %.   -
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    -
’     . 
     -

 ,   2017 .  16,8 %, 
  -

    -
.   2010–2017 .  -

     24,7 %.   
    

,   ’  . 
  2008–2016 .  -

 ,   , 
  13,8 . .,  -

   2007  2016 . –  
56,7 %.    -

,   ’  ,  
      -

’ . 
     

   
   -

     -
  ,  
    -
      -

    . 
 

   
1.  . . ,    -

  . URL : irbis-nbuv.gov.ua/cgi-
bin/irbis_nbuv/cgiirbis_64.exe? 

2.  . .   –    
. URL : irbis-nbuv.gov.ua/cgi-bin/irbis_nbuv/ 

cgiirbis_64.exe? 
3.  . .    

    . 
   . 2014.  2. . 57–62. 

4.  . .  :    
 . . 2017.  22. . 23–27. 

5.  . .   :   
 .  : ,   

. 2017. . 3 (08). . 133–136. 
6.  . .     

 . URL : www.researchgate.net/profile/ 
Lesya_Kucher/publication. 

7.  . .      
. .  . 2013. . 1 (6). . 1. . 199–208. 

8.  . .     
     .   

. 2010. . 2.  1–2. . 145–150. 

References 
1. Barylovych, O.M. (n.d.). Stan, problemy ta perspektyvy 

rozvytku molochnoho skotarstva [State, problems and prospects 
of dairy cattle breeding]. Retrieved from: irbis-
nbuv.gov.ua/cgi-bin/irbis_nbuv/cgiirbis_64.exe? [In Ukrainian]. 

2. Dudok, A.R. (n.d.). Molochne skotarstvo – stan i perspek-
tyvy rozvytku [Dairy cattle breeding – the state and prospects 
of development]. Retrieved from: irbis-nbuv.gov.ua/cgi-
bin/irbis_nbuv/cgiirbis_64.exe? [In Ukrainian]. 

3. Zubchenko, V.V. (2014). Osoblyvosti orhanizatsii 
vidtvorennia molochnoho stada u silskohospodarskykh pidpry-
iemstvakh [Features of the organization of reproduction of 
dairy herds in agricultural enterprises]. Ekonomika ta upravlin-
nia APK, 2, pp. 57–62 [In Ukrainian]. 

4. Ivanova, A.S. (2017). Molochne skotarstvo: suchasnyi stan 
ta problemy vyrishennia [Dairy cattle breeding: current state 
and solving of problem]. Ahrosvit, 22, pp. 23–27 [In Ukrainian]. 

5. Keranchuk, T.L. (2017). Molochna haluz Ukrainy: per-
spektyvy i problemy rozvytku [Dairy industry of Ukraine: pro-
spects and problems of development]. Skhidna Yevropa: 
ekonomika, biznes ta upravlinnia, 3 (08), pp. 133–136 [In 
Ukrainian]. 

6. Kucher, L.Yu. (2010). Rozvytok molochnoho skotarstva v 
ahrokholdynhakh Ukrainy [Development of dairy cattle breeding 
in agroholdings of Ukraine]. Retrieved from: 
www.researchgate.net/profile/Lesya_Kucher/publication [In 
Ukrainian]. 

7. Nitsenko, V.S. (2013). Rozvytok molochnoho skotarstva v 
Umovakh intehratsii [Development of dairy cattle breeding in 
terms of integration]. Nauk. pratsi PDAA, 1 (6), Vol. 1, pp. 199–
208 [In Ukrainian]. 

8. Tkachuk, S.P. (2010). Perspektyvy formuvannia 
propozytsii na rehionalnomu rynku moloka v umovakh inteh-
ratsii [Perspectives of forming a proposal on the regional milk 
market in terms of integration]. Bioresursy i pryrodokorys-
tuvannia, 1–2, Vol. 2, pp. 145–150 [In Ukrainian]. 

 
Petrychenko O.A. Trend analysis of development of the dairy cattle breeding in the dairy product chain  

The purpose of the article is to investigate the dynamic processes of changes in dairy cattle breeding, establish industry 
trends, determine the proportion of milk in gross agricultural production in general and in livestock in particular and analyze 
productivity and volumes of dairy production in agriculture. 

Research methodology. In the research process have been used such scientific methods: the table method of the development 
dynamics of the dairy industry; the analysis of the livestock, the productivity of cows and the volumes of dairy production; the 
grouping of agricultural enterprises by the presence of cows; the graphical method of cumulative distribution of livestock; the syn-
thesis of development trends in the raw material base of dairy product subcomplex. 

Research results. The decrease in the share of milk in the structure of gross agricultural output in general and livestock pro-
duction in particular have been determined. The main factor in reducing the volume of milk production was the decline in the num-
ber of cows. The pace of reduction of cows' livestock in the households is ahead of the increase in cow productivity, and in agricul-
tural enterprises, the growth rate of productivity of cows significantly outstrips the decline rate in livestock. The development 
trends of dairy cattle breeding in farms of these forms of ownership have been established. The distribution of private households 
and agricultural enterprises has been carried out by the cows’ presence in them. 

Elements of scientific novelty. The reorientation of dairy cattle breeding from small-scale production to large-scale industrial 
production has been substantiated. The number of agricultural enterprises with the same size of livestock has been found. The 
correlation between the increasing of the number of farms of corporate type with the increasing of concentration of cows' livestock 
in them has been revealed. 
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Practical significance. The development tendencies of dairy cattle breeding, which serve as a benchmark for the adoption of 
managerial decisions on state regulation and budget support of the industry, in perspective will contribute to solve the problems of 
its functioning at the link of the dairy product chain. Tabl.: 3. Figs.: 2. Refs.: 8. 

Keywords: dairy cattle breeding, livestock, productivity, volume of production, dynamics, development, distribution.  
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