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%
 100,0 3,89 22,1 2,71 15,4 2,58 14,7 3,53 20,0 3,07 17,5

100,1 – 500,0 99,20 20,6 67,73 14,1 97,61 20,3 144,30 30,0 85,97 17,9
500,1 – 1000,0 202,01 20,8 97,55 10,1 136,17 14,0 286,49 29,6 148,14 15,3
1000,1 – 2000,0 690,38 20,9 261,44 7,9 418,87 12,7 714,75 21,7 457,80 13,9
2000,1 – 3000,0 408,91 15,6 164,45 6,3 244,09 9,3 499,33 19,1 246,43 9,4
3000,1 – 4000,0 433,17 25,8 91,90 5,5 218,98 13,1 361,84 21,6 255,47 15,2
4000,1 – 5000,0 270,29 22,0 71,15 5,8 157,79 12,8 297,77 24,2 164,39 13,4
5000,1 – 7000,0 377,43 25,0 91,52 6,1 150,92 10,0 374,11 24,8 232,01 15,4
7000,1 – 10000,0 362,77 30,1 58,40 4,8 99,95 8,3 274,14 22,7 168,19 13,9

 10000,0 1137,15 26,5 152,22 3,5 273,69 6,4 959,34 22,3 514,40 12,0
   
 3985,20 23,0 1059,06 6,1 1800,65 10,4 3915,60 22,6 2275,58 13,2

:  50 -  «
». 
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.

 100,0 17,6 924 26,022
100,1 – 500,0 480,7 1 591 5,161
500,1 – 1000,0 969,6 2 881 3,964
1000,1 – 2000,0 3296,7 6 556 4,522
2000,1 – 3000,0 2618,5 11 124 4,563
3000,1 – 4000,0 1678,3 15 583 4,513
4000,1 – 5000,0 1229,1 20 472 4,581
5000,1 – 7000,0 1511,5 24 523 4,186
7000,1 – 10000,0 1206,1 36 433 4,350

 10000,0 4294,3 104 293 3,983
:  50 -  «

». 



, 2019,  6 114

,
 100 

924 . -
 3201 . -

,
, -

.
« » -

 100,1  500 
. 

 (  15,6  30,1%) -
-
-
-

. - , -
, -

-
. - ,

-
,

,
,

. ’ -

-
,

.
«…

-
, ,

,
, -

. -
 … ,

’ -
:  … 

, -

, -
 (+5,2%)… -

, -
,  402,81 /

» [7]. 
- , -

, -
,

. -
-

,
-

.
-

 19,1%  
(  2000 
3000 )  30,0% ( ,

 100,1  500 ) -
.

-
, -

, ,
,

,
. , -

-
, ,

,
-

 ( , ,
,

.), -
,

 2010-2016 . ( . 3).  
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 151287 132686 -18601 -12
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86748 67928 -18820 -22
 49758 49306 -452 -1

 72998 71659 -1339 -2
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 4480 4103 -377 -8
 15228 14477 -748 -5
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Yefimtseva L.O. Determinants for demand formation in the market of agrotechnological service 

The purpose of the article is to investigate the current state of agro-industrial producers’ demand on technological services 
and to outline the main factors for demand formation on them. 

Research methods. To determine the factors for demand formation in the market of agrotechnological service were used the 
following scientific methods: the system approach and economic and statistical methods (graphic, grouping, etc.); the empirical 
method for a complex assessment of the current state of the research object; methods of comparative analysis for determination 
and comparison of a share of consumed services of third-party organizations; abstract and logical for theoretical generalizations 
and formation of conclusions. 

Research results. The present state of agricultural producers’ demand for technological services and the main types of agro-
technological services provided by third-party organizations to agricultural enterprises were determined. Due to the absence of 
sufficient technical base in agricultural enterprises, developed agrotechnological service allows them to ensure observance of tech-
nological processes in optimal terms; moreover, the demand for technological services will remain and grow. It was conducted a 
research of factors for demand formation, which proves significance of each of identified factors. It was established that among a 
set of these factors, one of the determining ones at the present stage in Ukraine has been a size of agricultural enterprises by land 
area and level of their technical equipment. 

Elements of scientific novelty. The factors influencing types and sizes of consumed works and services by agricultural enter-
prises from third-party organizations were outlined. Types and level of demand for technological works and services from crop pro-
ducers depending on their agricultural land areas were determined. 

Practical significance. The main types of agrotechnological services demanded by agricultural enterprises were revealed that 
can serve as an information base for sellers in the service market. Necessity for development of the agrotechnological services mar-
ket for agricultural producers was proved, taking into account multifaceted nature of the agrarian economy, in order to substanti-
ate development mechanisms of the agrotechnological services market. Tabl.: 3. Refs.: 18. 

Keywords: demand; technological service; agrotechnological services; material and technical provision; market; factors for de-
mand formation. 
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