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Shulga O. A. The efficiency of economic organization in agrarian sector of Ukraine on the 

circumstances of its market transformation 
In this article we investigated the foundation and pecularities of different economic organisation 

functioning in agrarian sector of Ukraine, analysed the efficiency of its activity. We offered on the 
circumstances of market transformation the agrarian sector the development of agricultural cooperation, 
integration intencification and production specialization. 
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Kuzyomko V. M. The foundations of the directions in the efficiency growth of the region�s 
enterprises activity (on example of Kyiv region) 

The basic problems of a Kiev region�s industrial complex development are analyzed in the article. 
Certain directions in efficiency growth of region enterprises� activity in spheres of institutional 
transformations, innovations and foreign-economic activity, decrease in enterprises� unprofitableness are 
proved on the ground of the research that was carried on. 

Key words: institutional transformations, enterprises unprofitableness, foreign-economic activity, 
innovations. 
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