
 , 2012, 10 18 

    -
     
 ; 

    
    -

     -
  . 

  «  
»    

      
  2015  ( . 6). 

6.       ,  . * 
 

 

  
 
-

 

,
2011 . 

 -
- 

, % 2012 . 2013 . 2014 . 2015 . 

 - 
- 

, % 

 . 492 464 96 497 536 587 656 133 
 6159 4635 75 4886 5262 5763 6432 104 

 17451 11085 64 11700 12600 13800 15400 88 
*         2010         

       2011–2015 . 
 

     ,  
  ’ , 
     

   , -
    -
 .  

    
     -

    -
 ,   

    -
.     1,4% -

 ’  ,  1%  
    1,4% . 

      
 ’     -
      

     
     

.
 

__________________________________________________________________________________ 

           . 
            . 
  An article studies the current state and future prospects for the revival of dairy cattle husbandry in Cherkassy region. 
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  Trends in the real sector of economy in Ukraine in the context of strengthening of its economic security are outlined. The in-
stitutional environment of entrepreneurial activity is described. The ways of its improvement in the context of economic security of 
business entities in Ukraine are offered. 
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