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Summary 

Dubinina M.V., Ph.D., Associate Professor 
Mykolayiv State Agrarian University 

 
STRUCTURAL CHANGES IN AGRICULTURAL ECONOMY REGIONAL 
 

The article provides analysis of the general results of the agrarian economy of 
Mykolayiv region. Systematized factors with an adverse impact on the development of 
the sector. The analysis of structural changes in the production of main agricultural 
products resulting analysis showed prospects of agricultural production of the 
regional agricultural complex. 
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