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 1 1,02 - - - 
 2 2,04 - - - 

 - - 6 8,33 - 
 11 11,22 8 11,11 72,7 
 3 3,06 15 20,83  5  
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Summary 
           The article reviews the state and dynamics of potato growing in the households 
of Lviv region. Based on the statistical sample survey the economic efficiency of 
potatoes production and sale are analyzed. We describe the parameters 
characterizing some technological and economic aspects of potato production and it 
crop using. The dynamic changes of the main parameters of industry are compared. 
The perspective plans of potato development in households and the conditions for 
their implementation are defined. 
          Key words: potatoe, households, dynamic of production, sedding, renew of 
sorts, supply and use of potatoe, consumes, realization, channels of distribution.    
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