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Summary 
Burkovskaya A.V., Lunkina T.I. 

Mykolaiv State Agrarian University 
 

INNOVATIONS ARE A PROSPECT OF DEVELOPMENT OF THE 
EFFECTIVE FUNCTIONING OF AGRICULTURAL ENTERPRISES 

 
In the article principles of forming and development of innovative activity are 

considered in the agrarian sector of economy of Ukraine. Certainly, that innovations 
are pre-condition of effective development of agrarian enterprises, that it is well-
proven on the example of agricultural enterprises of the Mykolaiv area. 

Key words: agricultural enterprises, agrarian sector, innovations, innovations, 
efficiency, oh it is well-proven on the example of agricultural enterprises of the 
Mykolaiv area. 
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