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 The modern state and problems of irrigated agriculture of Ukraine and world are investigated. There are determined the pri-

ority directions of adaptation mechanism with regard to mitigating the effects of deficit of fresh water for agriculture. 
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 In the article the role and place of sugar beet production in the agriculture economy. Grounded issues sugar beet production, 

defined problems and prospects of the sugar industry in market conditions. The system of measures to address the problems sugar 
beet production. 
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