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Summary 

Kostetsky Y. 
Ternopil National Economic University 

 
EFFICIENCY INNOVATIVE INVESTMENT PROCESSES of AGRARIAN 

PRODUCTION 
 

A role and value of investments are considered in activation of innovative 
activity of agricultural enterprises at regional level. The sources of receivabless of 
investments are investigational in development of agrarian enterprises, the analysis of 
efficiency of work of separate agricultural enterprises is conducted taking into account 
influence of innovative and globalization them processes. 
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