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. 
 In the context of sustainable development of agriculture by the discovery and scientific study areas of improvement of the 

state support the credit of Livestock. Practical recommendations for the bank loans of stable and effective development of animal 
husbandry. 
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 The article outlines the place of strategic cost analysis in the strategic management of agribusiness. It is emphasized that the 
strategic cost analysis is a prerequisite for informed choice the best option to attain these objectives and make better management 
decisions to ensure the achievement of ultimate goals and performance of agricultural enterprises. 
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