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Abstract. This study aimed to evaluate the effectiveness of state policies supporting beef cattle farming
in Kazakhstan by analysing the interaction between subsidies and concessional lending at a regional level. A
combination of institutional, comparative and empirical-statistical analysis was employed to interpret the
dynamics of production indicators, investment activity and budgetary parameters over time. It was found that
the institutional configuration of state support has become multi-level, with a formal division of powers between
central and regional authorities. The financing structure in the Abai region was found to be characterised by the
predominance of financial instruments (KZT 7.8 billion) over direct forms of support (KZT 4.8 billion), indicating
a policy shift towards stimulating investment activity. An empirical analysis of livestock numbers and production
structure revealed a preference for an extensive development model, evidenced by the quicker growth in livestock
numbers (with cattle numbers rising by 2.4%) compared to output growth (with meat production rising by 2.7%).
However, access to credit remains uneven as collateral requirements limit the participation of small producers
in financing programmes. This contributes to the strengthening of structural differentiation within the sector:
agricultural holdings account for 55% of meat production, while households account for only 15%. Generalising
the obtained results showed that state policy effectiveness is determined not only by financing volume, but also
by support instrument coherence, institutional integration level, and accessibility to different producer categories.
The practical significance of the results lies in their potential use in revising access criteria for small producers in
subsidy programmes, including lowering project capacity requirements, and in adjusting budget planning in the
agricultural sector by synchronising payments with production cycles

Keywords: budget transfers; deferred obligations; extensive model; investment projects; cluster model;
digitalisation of the agricultural sector

Introduction

This study was conducted to assess the effectiveness  pronounced regional disparities (Siximbayeva et

of state policy in supporting beef cattle farming in the
Republic of Kazakhstan, particularly in combining sub-
sidy- and credit-based support mechanisms. Despite
increased public expenditure on the agro-industrial
complex and financing of subsidy programmes, pro-
duction performance in the sector remains uneven,
and access to financial instruments is characterised by

al., 2025). The Abai region is representative for analys-
ing state policy in the livestock sector as it accounts
for around 8% of the national total output of livestock
products and the share of livestock farming in the re-
gion’s gross output exceeds 55%, indicating specialisa-
tion and pasture potential (Kazhieva et al., 2024).A. Yes-
bolova et al. (2025) established that small farms have
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limited access to credit resources due to their collateral
base being so small. Meanwhile, 4.4 million tonnes of
milk out of a total of 6.4 million tonnes are produced
by private subsidiary farms. The authors also found that
large agricultural enterprises received the majority of
subsidies and concessional loans, with milk production
increasing by 36.8% over five years. This intensified the
structural asymmetry of the agricultural sector and un-
even regional development. P. Shevchenko et al. (2024)
demonstrated that using imported breeding lines re-
sults in higher productivity, with an average live weight
of 518 kg - 19% higher than the breed standard - com-
pared to local genotypes. However, the feasibility of im-
plementing these innovations is contingent upon ac-
cess to subsidised lending for the purchase of breeding
animals and breeding services.

Kazakhstan’s production systems remain highly de-
pendent on pasture resources, while intensification is
constrained by a shortage of arable land and limited ac-
cess to financial support instruments, as argued in the
work of S.Robinson & M. Petrick (2024). Based on a sur-
vey of 250 farms, the authors established that only 32.8%
of respondents have access exclusively to rural pastures,
12.4% hold two 49-year state lease agreements, a 1%
increase in access to arable land raises the self-produc-
tion of concentrated feed by 5.2%, and credit-constrained
farmers are 43% more likely to use mobile grazing and
move their livestock 28 km further. B.R. Hankerson (2025)
showed that only about 50% of Kazakhstan’s suitable
pasture lands are used in the production process, which
indicates a reserve for the extensive expansion of the
sector. At the same time, the author identified a link
between grazing intensity and the degradation of land
resources, emphasising the need to integrate environ-
mental criteria into state subsidy mechanisms. The in-
stitutional dimension of the issue is examined in a study
by J.Yin & J. Guo (2026). It was found that technological
backwardness, infrastructural constraints and an unsta-
ble regulatory environment all contribute to the inef-
fectiveness of agricultural policy. Climate risks, together
with imperfect financial instruments, increase production
instability and limit investment activity. R. Yegemberdi-
yev et al. (2024) found that beef cattle farming compet-
itiveness requires subsidies to be integrated with long-
term credit instruments, as imports exceed exports by
USD 292.3 million despite production increasing by 57%
between 2018 and 2022. The authors emphasised that
structural modernisation depends on coherent budg-
etary support, investment policy and export strategy.

G. Mussina et al. (2025) proved, based on a survey of
farmers from 2020 to 2024, that entrepreneurial activ-
ity is only possible for individuals with a risk-aversion
coefficient rr(w) € 2 in the absence of subsidies. Howev-
er, subsidies of KZT 30,000 per head of cattle and KZT
4,500 per centner of milk enable farmers with rr(w) up
to 4 to participate. At the same time, the region’s crop
production has a relative economic advantage over
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livestock farming. This means that beef cattle farm-
ing can only develop through state subsidies. Building
on this, S. Wang et al. (2026) surveyed 420 farmers and
demonstrated that risk-tolerant farmers implement en-
vironmentally sustainable practices with a coefficient
of 0.101 and p < 0.01. Furthermore, multidimensional
contextual factors - such as internal attitudes, resource
potential and social legitimacy - reinforce the positive
impact of risk preferences on the intention to switch to
organic production. An analysis of agricultural produc-
tion in Kazakhstan from 2017 to 2024, conducted by
S. Sarbassova et al. (2025), confirmed the positive im-
pact of subsidies on production dynamics. KZT 1 billion
in subsidies generates an additional KZT 17.49 billion
in output (p=0.0085). However, the study also revealed
a dependence on climatic factors, with production fall-
ing to KZT 7,576.5 billion in 2023 after peaking at KZT
9,481.2 billion. Meanwhile, access to credit resources
was found to have a statistically insignificant effect,
with a coefficient of -1.06 and p=0.6874. This indicates
the need for improved monitoring of state programmes.
E. Bukin et al. (2025) proved that transferring pastures
into private use leads to their intensified use and the
degradation of vegetation cover, creating additional risks
for producers who rely on subsidy support. The negative
effects of privatisation were stronger for individual farm-
ers, with a decline in the normalised difference vegeta-
tion index of 1.4-1.9%, than for agricultural enterprises.
Spillover effects on neighbouring, non-privatised plots
worsened vegetation conditions by a further 1.3-1.8%.
However, existing studies have not examined
budget execution and the structure of livestock num-
bers at the regional level simultaneously. This study
aimed to determine the effectiveness of state policy in
supporting beef cattle farming in the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan by analysing the interaction between subsidy
mechanisms and concessional lending, using the Abai
region as a case study. To achieve this, the following ob-
jectives were addressed: establishing the institutional
structure and functional features of state support in-
struments, assessing their impact on investment activi-
ty and production indicators in the sector, and identify-
ing structural constraints and imbalances affecting the
effectiveness of agricultural policy implementation.

Materials and Methods
The study covered the period from 2014 to 2025 to ana-
lyse the transformation of state support mechanisms for
livestock farming, changes in the institutional architec-
ture of Kazakhstan’s agricultural policy and current em-
pirical data and budgetary parameters of medium-term
planning for 2026-2028. The spatial focus was limited
to the Republic of Kazakhstan, with Abai region being
examined in detail as a representative case of the re-
gional implementation of state support instruments. The
region was chosen because its pasture farming structure
corresponded to national average indicators, subsidy
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programmes were available, and investment projects
were being implemented in beef livestock farming. The
research methodology combined legal and regulatory
analysis with elements of institutional modelling, le-
gal systematisation and content analysis of regulatory
acts. This approach enabled the identification of subsi-
dy allocation mechanisms, the functional links between
state institutions, and the structure of support instru-
ments for the agricultural sector. The material basis
consisted of regulatory acts concerning subsidy policy
and support for livestock farming: These included the
Order of the Minister of Agriculture of the Republic of
Kazakhstan No. 3-2/615 (2014), the Order of the Acting
Minister of Agriculture of the Republic of Kazakhstan
No. 317 (2018), the Order of the Minister of Agriculture
of the Republic of Kazakhstan No. 108 (2019) and the
Order of the Minister of Agriculture of the Republic of
Kazakhstan No. 107 (2020). The analysis aimed to as-
sess the mechanisms of investment subsidisation, sup-
port for breeding, lending and processing development.

To evaluate the financial stability of the state sup-
port system, the method of comparing planned and
actual budget execution indicators was employed. The
analysis examined the volumes of subsidy financing, the
level of budgetary debt and the existence of deferred
state obligations to agricultural producers. Data from
the Atameken National Chamber of Entrepreneurs (The
outstanding subsidy..., 2026) and international analyti-
cal materials from the Food and Agriculture Organiza-
tion of the United Nations (FAO) (2023) were used as
sources. A functional and comparative analysis of mac-
ro-credit and microcredit programmes was used to study
credit instruments. This covered loan terms, interest
rates, collateral requirements and interest-rate compen-
sation mechanisms for different producer categories,
based on the budget lending programme (Order of the
Minister of Agriculture of the Republic of Kazakhstan
No. 322,2023) and interest-rate subsidy mechanisms for
loans and leasing operations (Order of the Deputy Prime
Minister of the Republic of Kazakhstan - Minister of Ag-
riculture of the Republic of Kazakhstan No. 436, 2018).

Budget policy dynamics were analysed using a mac-
roeconomic approach, incorporating official statistical
and forecast indicators from the Kazinform Internation-
al News Agency (Nurmaganbetova, 2025), Agrosearch
(Around 2 trillion..., 2026) and the World Bank (Trading
Economics, n.d.). This included total public expenditure,
agribusiness allocation volumes, and the proportion of
transfers and subsidies within expenditure structures.
The analysis period covered 2023-2028, enabling the
combination of actual data with medium-term budget
planning forecasts. The methodology for analysing
regional development programmes was based on a
case-study approach, with Abai region serving as the an-
alytical unit. Materials used included official reports on
the implementation of development programmes from
Baibolsyn.kz (A sheep farming..., 2026) and Kazakhstan’s

Agribusiness (50 billion tenge..., 2026). The analysis
assessed the sectoral specialisation of the region, the
scale of financing, the development of infrastructure
facilities, and the integration of production and pro-
cessing components within agro-industrial chains. The
empirical study of livestock development was based on
descriptive statistical analysis of secondary data with-
out econometric modelling. Sources included ElDala.
kz (Breeding cattle numbers..., 2026), Qazinform (Mer-
galym, 2026) and FAO (2023). Structural analysis was
applied to evaluate changes in livestock numbers and
meat production. The study covered cattle, small rumi-
nant and horse numbers, meat production and invest-
ment in fixed capital in the agro-industrial complex.
Investment activity was analysed through a compara-
tive dynamic comparison, examining the relationship
between state support and investment volumes with-
out providing a quantitative assessment of its strength.

A comparative analysis of livestock development
models was carried out using typologisation, based on
materials from the United States Department of Agri-
culture Foreign Agricultural Service (2022), the Agrarian
Credit Corporation JSC (n.d.), OECD & FAO (2023). The
intensive, extensive and cluster-based development
models were compared according to the following cri-
teria: productivity; production structure; investment; in-
stitutional support; and chain integration. At the same
time, constraints relating to personnel, technology, bios-
ecurity and digitalisation were considered as contextual
factors that indirectly affect the effectiveness of state
support instruments, rather than being evaluated di-
rectly in terms of the effectiveness of subsidy and credit
policy. The study’s limitations are related to the absence
of micro-level data on individual farms, the inability to
verify budget data at the level of individual payments,
and the limited comparability of regional statistical
indicators with those of other Kazakhstani regions.

Results

State policy for supporting beef cattle farming

in the Republic of Kazakhstan

This policy is implemented through a multi-level gov-
ernance system. At the national level, the rules for
subsidisation, lending and budgetary parameters are
defined, and at the regional level, these are put into
practice in accordance with territorial specialisation. In
the Abai region, this involves adapting support mech-
anisms to the pasture-based farming model and the
structure of livestock production. This division of func-
tions corresponds to the “policy design-policy delivery”
model, which is typical of countries with territorially
differentiated agricultural production (Lopez-Garcia et
al., 2024). In 2025, the total volume of state support
for the agricultural sector in the Abai region was KZT
15.1 billion. Of this, KZT 7.8 billion was allocated to
financial instruments, KZT 4.8 billion to livestock
support and KZT 2.5 billion to crop production (The
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agricultural sector..., 2025). Thus, lending mechanisms
and interest-rate compensation prevailed in the re-
gional financing structure, corresponding to the gen-
eral trend of Kazakhstan’s agricultural policy shifting
towards investment-based support instruments (Ge-
beyehu & Bedemo, 2024). At the same time, however,
signs of budgetary instability were recorded in the re-
gion. Subsidy arrears owed to agricultural producers in
the region for 2024-2025 reached KZT 2 billion (The
outstanding subsidy..., 2026). This indicates a mismatch
between the approved volumes of support and the ac-
tual capacity of budget financing. In international prac-
tice, irregularity in subsidy payments is regarded as a
factor that reduces the predictability of investment ac-
tivity among agricultural producers (FAO, 2023).

One of the support instruments at the national
level is Order of the Minister of Agriculture of the Re-
public of Kazakhstan No. 322 (2023), which allows lo-
cal executive bodies to borrow from the budget for up
to 10 years at an annual interest rate of 1%. This pro-
gramme is intended for large-scale investment projects,
including dairy farms with a minimum of 400 head of
cattle, feedlots with a minimum of 5,000 head of cat-
tle, meat-processing enterprises, greenhouse complexes
and irrigation facilities. Meanwhile, Kazakhstan oper-
ates the “Auyl Amanaty” microcredit programme, which
supports small-scale farming. For livestock farming, the
programme provides loans of up to 2,500 monthly cal-
culation index (MCI) for a term of up to seven years at
an interest rate of up to 2.5% (Kazakhstan stimulates
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agricultural..., 2025). Unlike macro-lending, this pro-
gramme supports private subsidiary farms, cooperatives
andthe self-employed.However,access to financialinstru-
ments in Kazakhstan remains uneven. Large agricultural
enterprises have advantages due to their access to col-
lateral and ability to develop investment projects. In con-
trast, small producers are hindered by the requirements
relating to formalising their activities and joining coop-
eratives. In the Abai region, this is reflected in the concen-
tration of large investment projects around the regional
programme for forming a meat cluster, combining state
support with infrastructure and processing development
(Implementation of the President’s instructions..., 2026).

In 2025, the full volume of state support allocated
to the Abai region, amounting to KZT 15.1 billion, was
utilised (15.1 billion tenge..., 2025). At the same time,
a programme to develop sheep farming in the region
from 2026 to 2030 was approved, with KZT 50 billion
of financing from the national budget. The programme
envisaged the implementation of nine investment pro-
jects in the agro-industrial complex, with a total value of
KZT 23.1 billion. The expected investment volume in the
sector is projected to rise to KZT 78.2 billion (50 billion
tenge..., 2026). While these indicators characterise the
Abai region specifically, the nationwide trend lies in the
expansion of state budgetary participation in Kazakh-
stan’s agricultural sector.In this context,systematising the
regulatory legal acts presented in Table 1 makes it pos-
sible to identify the main state support mechanisms and
record their structural limitations at the regional level.

Table 1. Systematisation of regulatory and legal mechanisms
for subsidising Kazakhstan’s agro-industrial complex and their institutional characteristics

Functional Implementation T —
Regulatory legal act P . Limitations of application
area mechanism
Partial reimbursement of Forms the long-term investment base of the
Order of the Acting Minister of Investment capital expenditure on the | sector; however, due to requirements concerning
Agriculture of the Republic of subsidies creation and modernisation = the minimum capacity of projects, it is in practice
Kazakhstan No. 317 (2018) of facilities: farms, oriented towards large agricultural formations,
processing, infrastructure which limits the participation of small producers
- . Compensation of expenses Ensures the genetic modernisation of the sector,
Order of the Minister of Breeding P P . g . o
. ; ;i for the purchase of breeding | but under the conditions of Abai region, the low
Agriculture of the Republic of livestock animals, breeding services share of breeding stock reduces the multiplier
Kazakhstan No. 108 (2019) farming ! g ’ g P

Order of the Minister of

Agriculture of the Republic of | agricultural
Kazakhstan No. 3-2/615 (2014) products
Order of the Deputy Prime
Minister of the Republic of Lending and
Kazakhstan — Minister of leasing
Agriculture of the Republic of
Kazakhstan No. 436 (2018)
Order of the Minister of Crop
Agriculture of the Republic of = production:
Kazakhstan No. 107 (2020) feed base

Processing of

and artificial insemination
Reimbursement of expenses
incurred by processing
enterprises for the purchase
of raw materials

Subsidisation of part of the
interest rate on loans and
leasing operations

Compensation of expenses
for seeds, fertilisers, and
plant protection products

effect of the instrument
Institutionally aimed at developing added value;
however, actual financing of this area in the
region remains minimal, indicating a gap in the
“production-processing” chain

The most system-forming mechanism, ensuring
the attraction of private capital; in 2025, it
accumulated the main share of financial support
resources

Has an indirect impact on beef cattle farming
through the formation of the feed base, but the
volume of financing does not correspond to the

needs of intensive development of the sector

Note: Ministry of Agriculture refers to the Ministry of Agriculture of the Republic of Kazakhstan

Source: compiled by the author
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The analysis revealed that the regulatory system is
fragmented, with each instrument functioning autono-
mously and lacking an integrated coordination frame-
work. This makes it difficult to achieve synergy between
the stages of agricultural production. In particular, sup-
port for primary production, such as livestock farming,
is not accompanied by sufficient incentives for process-
ing. This is evident from the low proportion of financing
allocated to this area within the regional expenditure
structure. A defining feature of the institutional model
is the prevalence of compensatory mechanisms. While
reimbursement of expenses already incurred reduces
the risk of budgetary funds being misused, it creates an
entry barrier for small farms that do not have sufficient
working capital. This partly explains why access to in-
vestment subsidies is concentrated among large agri-
cultural formations. Institutional weakness is reflected
in the insufficient integration of the vertical value chain.

Of the analysed documents, four out of five provide
for mechanisms of partial reimbursement of expenses.
However, only Order of the Deputy Prime Minister of
the Republic of Kazakhstan - Minister of Agriculture of
the Republic of Kazakhstan No. 436 (2018) and signed
by the Deputy Prime Minister, focuses on subsidising
interest rates on loans and leasing. The main target
groups for support are medium and large-scale agricul-
tural enterprises, as Order of the Acting Minister of Ag-
riculture of the Republic of Kazakhstan No. 317 (2018)
establishes minimum capacity parameters for invest-
ment projects to qualify for compensation for capital
expenditure. Lending mechanisms, however, require
collateral. Order of the Minister of Agriculture of the Re-
public of Kazakhstan No. 108 (2019) is aimed at farms
engaged in breeding livestock; however, the effective-
ness of this instrument in the Abai region is limited by
the low proportion of breeding stock in the herd. The
analysis also revealed an imbalance in support for pro-
duction versus processing. For example, Order of the
Minister of Agriculture of the Republic of Kazakhstan
No. 3-2/615 (2014) formally provides for the compensa-
tion of processing enterprises’ expenses for raw mate-
rial purchases, yet actual financing in this area remains
minimal compared to lending programmes and invest-
ment subsidies. Meanwhile, Order of the Minister of Ag-
riculture of the Republic of Kazakhstan No. 107 (2020)
has only an indirect impact on beef cattle farming since
it aims to support the feed base by compensating for
expenses incurred in the purchase of seeds, fertilisers
and plant protection products. Overall, it can be con-
cluded that the regulatory system supporting Kazakh-
stan’s agro-industrial complex primarily focuses on
stimulating capital investment and lending activity.
However, mechanisms for integrating production, pro-
cessing and sales remain underdeveloped.

The dynamics of state support for the complex in
the period 2026-2028 are characterised by an increase
in national-level budgetary expenditure. According to

official government forecasts, total public expendi-
ture is expected to rise from KZT 27.7 trillion in 2026
to KZT 29.8 trillion in 2028 (Nurmaganbetova, 2025).
Approximately KZT 2 trillion is earmarked for support-
ing agribusiness within Kazakhstan’s agricultural policy
for 2026-2028, primarily through concessional lending
and financial intermediation mechanisms (Around 2
trillion..., 2026). According to the World Bank, trans-
fers and subsidies accounted for over 69% of public
expenditure in 2023, indicating the significant role of
budgetary financing in state economic policy (Trading
Economics, n.d.). Consequently, there is a clear shift in
emphasis at the national level from direct subsidisation
towards financial support instruments.

At the national level, the financing structure of
Kazakhstan’s agro-industrial complex is dominated by
credit mechanisms, but the distribution of funds be-
tween individual sectors remains uneven. For example,
KZT 44 billion was allocated in 2025 to support the
processing of agro-industrial products, accounting for
just 4.4% of the KZT 1 trillion total state support for
the agro-industrial complex (Baiterek National Hold-
ing..., 2025). This indicates a concentration of resources
in primary production and financial stimulation, with
the processing segment receiving a smaller share of
financing. The article did not apply correlation or re-
gression models, meaning the presented data can re-
cord structural ratios and trends, but cannot prove the
direct causal impact of individual support instruments
on production outcomes.

The Abai region is characterised by a distinct region-
al configuration of state support. New and regionally
adapted programmes for the development of beef cattle
farming are being formed in Abai region in the context
of the broader transformation of Kazakhstan’s agricul-
tural policy, which is gradually shifting from universal
support instruments to territorially differentiated mod-
els. This transformation is driven by the need to consider
the natural resource specialisation of regions, which is
particularly relevant in the east of the country, where
pasture resources, livestock farming traditions and the
potential for export-oriented production are combined
(Tkacheva et al., 2024). In 2025, the region fully utilised
the allocated financing volume of KZT 15.1 billion (15.1
billion tenge..., 2025). At the same time, KZT 50 billion
in budgetary funds was approved for the development
of sheep farming in the region for 2026-2030. In 2025,
the implementation of nine investment projects in
the agro-industrial complex with a total value of KZT
23.1 billion was planned (50 billion tenge..., 2026).

Unlike national programmes, which have univer-
sal support mechanisms, the regional initiatives of the
Abai region are sectorally and territorially specialised.
The regional “Igilik” programme focuses on developing
sheep farming and renewing the genetics of livestock
(A sheep farming..., 2026). As part of the sheep farming
development programme for 2026-2030, the aim is to
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increase the number of sheep from 1.2 million to 2.3
million (50 billion tenge..., 2026). These figures specifi-
cally characterise the target parameters of the Abai re-
gion’s regional programme, rather than the nationwide
dynamics of livestock farming in Kazakhstan. Here,
state support is combined with the region’s territorial
specialisation, whereby some agricultural land is used
as pasture. Another area of regional policy is the devel-
opment of processing infrastructure. In the Zhanasemey
District, a project for a meat-processing complex with
an annual production capacity of 11.4 thousand tonnes
and a total investment volume of KZT 7.7 billion is un-
derway (Serdalina, 2025). The project also provides for
the formation of feedlots with a capacity of up to 40
thousand head of livestock. These data characterise a
local investment project in the Abai region and cannot
be extrapolated to the entire Kazakhstani agricultur-
al sector. Nevertheless, they demonstrate that regional
policy is oriented towards integrating production and
processing within individual territorial clusters.

A comparison of national and regional programmes
reveals differences in their functional purpose. At the
national level, the main emphasis is on financial stimu-
lation through subsidies and loans, whereas in the Abai
region, support is supplemented by specific investment
projects and production specialisation. The “Igilik” pro-
gramme for developing sheep farming, and the con-
struction of the meat-processing complex are mutual-
ly complementary, as they cover breeding, increasing
livestock numbers and processing products. However,
the available data does not provide sufficient evidence
to suggest that a fully formed cluster has been estab-
lished, as no formalised assessment of the effectiveness
of intersectoral integration has been conducted. The
personnel component remains an additional limitation.
Abai region’s regional programmes up to 2028 include
measures to train specialists and expand employment
in the processing sector (A new level...,2026). This indi-
cates that staffing provision has been incorporated into
regional agricultural policy. Nevertheless, the materials
presented demonstrate institutional and investment
modernisation, although they do not confirm the direct
impact of individual programmes on changes in pro-
ductivity or production efficiency due to the absence of
formal statistical modelling.

Empirical assessment of the effectiveness

of state support in the Abai region

In Kazakhstan, the structure of livestock farming is
linked to natural resource conditions: pastures account
for 83.8% of agricultural land, and part of the territo-
ry belongs to semi-arid zones where sheep and goats
are better adapted to the conditions than cattle (Yer-
seitova et al., 2018). However, the current system of
support for Kazakhstan’s agro-industrial complex lacks
separate mechanisms exclusively aimed at developing
beef cattle farming, thus preserving the advantage of

Suleimenov

less capital-intensive farming methods. Nationally, the
cattle population in Kazakhstan reached 8.2 million in
2025, while the sheep and goat population stood at
20.6 million, and the horse population at 4.6 million.
Meat production reached 1.2 million tonnes (Merga-
lym, 2026). The ratio of livestock population growth to
meat production indicates that the increase in livestock
numbers is not accompanied by a proportional increase
in output. An economic assessment of the state of live-
stock farming in Kazakhstan shows that overcoming
this imbalance requires the creation of integrated pro-
duction structures, namely meat hubs, to ensure a link
between small producers and processing enterprises
(Abdikerimova et al., 2024). The discrepancy between
livestock numbers and production clarifies the impact
of state policy: an increase in the resource base is not
accompanied by a proportional increase in output. This
suggests that financial instruments are not aligned
with production efficiency requirements. The territori-
al structure of livestock farming in Kazakhstan remains
uneven. Regions with developed pasture farming and
access to infrastructure typically have higher indicators
of livestock concentration. According to FAO (2023),
over half of Kazakhstan’s land is used for pasture. Under
these conditions, large farms have better access to win-
ter pastures, credit resources and subsidy programmes
than small producers, who are involved in the support
system to a lesser extent.

The current livestock structure in the Abai region
is characterised by the dominance of small ruminants,
with a population of over 1.17 million compared to
752,500 cattle and 405,900 horses (Breeding cattle
numbers..., 2026). A comparison between investment
activity and production indicators is particularly indica-
tive for the region. In 2024, investment in fixed capital
in the region’s agro-industrial complex exceeded KZT
43.2 billion,and a minimum level of KZT 48 billion was
planned for 2025 (Mamyrkhanova, 2024). Meanwhile,
the national increase in meat production was 2.7%
(Mergalym, 2026). This suggests that subsidisation
maintains production volumes, while lending stimu-
lates capital investment and drives structural transfor-
mation. Analytically, this distinguishes the functional
roles of state support instruments. Subsidies stabilise
production in the short term and reduce operational
risks, but they do not incentivise technological change.
Conversely, lending establishes the investment frame-
work for development, enabling the renewal of fixed
assets and expansion of production capacity. Accord-
ingly, credit mechanisms act as the channel through
which state policy influences the sector’s long-term
dynamics. However, the presented indicators cannot
be interpreted solely as the result of state policy. The
development of livestock farming is also influenced by
natural-resource factors and external demand for meat
products, including from Central Asian countries and
China (OECD & FAQ, 2023). Therefore, within this study,
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state support is considered as one of the factors in the
development of the sector, rather than as the sole cause
of changes in production indicators.

The Abai region is characterised by a combination
of extensive and partially integrated production mod-
els. The target parameters of state policy, particularly
the aim to increase the average live weight of cattle
from 336 kg to 400 kg (United States Department of
Agriculture Foreign Agricultural Service, 2022), indicate
a shift towards intensified production. However, the
actual indicators suggest that an extensive develop-
ment model is predominant. In 2025, cattle numbers
in Kazakhstan grew by 2.4%, while meat production
increased by only 2.7% (Mergalym, 2026). This does
not demonstrate an increase in productivity per head.
This is further evidenced by the continued high propor-
tion of small farms in the production structure and the
prevalence of pasture-based farming, which results in
lower average daily weight gains compared to intensive
feedlot systems. Under these conditions, the target of

400 kg remains primarily a strategic benchmark, as in-
tensification is limited in practice by producers’ uneven
access to breeding material, compound feed resources
and investment in feedlot infrastructure.

The structure of meat production in Kazakhstan,
where agricultural holdings account for approxi-
mately 55% of output, individual farms for 30%, and
households for 15% (Daribayeva et al., 2025), reflects
the partial concentration of production in large eco-
nomic structures. This indicator was used as an em-
pirical indicator of the formation of cluster elements,
as it demonstrates the presence of vertical integra-
tion only in part of the production chains. At the same
time, the profitability level of agricultural holdings, at
18-22%, indicates the higher efficiency of capitalised
structures compared with small-scale forms of farm-
ing, which confirms the influence of the investment
component of state support. The models of beef cattle
development are specified through actual indicators
in Table 2.

Table 2. Comparative characteristics of beef livestock development models

Criterion Intensive elements Extensive elements Cluster elements
Productivit Average live weight of cattle: 336 - | Growth in meat production: 2.7% with Profitability of agricultural
¥ 400 kg (target benchmark) higher growth rates in livestock numbers holdings: 18-22%
Production o ecco qco Integrated production: agricultural
structure Share of capitalised farms: ~55% Share of households: ~15% holdings + farmers: ~55%+30%
Investment Investment in the agro-industrial Low capitalisation of small farms Processing investment projects:
complex: over KZT 43.2 billion in 2024 P KZT 7.7 billion meat-processing plant
Institutional Access to loans at 1-2.5% Limited access to financing State programm§s+ infrastructure
support projects
4 Chaln. Partial modernisation Absence of processing Processing capacity: 11.4 thousand
integration among small farms tonnes per year

Note: cattle refer to bovine livestock

Source: compiled by the author based on United States Department of Agriculture Foreign Agricultural Service (2022),
FAO (2023), Order of the Minister of Agriculture of the Republic of Kazakhstan No. 322 (2023), M. Mamyrkhanova (2024),
A. Daribayeva et al. (2025), United Nations Development Programme (2025), O. Sushchenko et al. (2026), N. Mergalym (2026),

Agrarian Credit Corporation JSC (n.d.)

Analysis of the presented indicators shows that
the Abai region has not transitioned to an intensive
or cluster-based model. Instead, a combination of dif-
ferent types of development is evident, with extensive
characteristics remaining dominant. This is reflected
in livestock numbers growing faster than production,
which indicates the limited impact of subsidies on pro-
ductivity. At the same time, credit instruments facilitate
the formation of individual cluster elements by financ-
ing processing and infrastructure. The impact of these
instruments is localised and concentrated in the seg-
ment of large farms, which explains the asymmetry in
the sector’s development. Thus, state support creates a
mixed model in which subsidisation maintains the ex-
isting production structure while concessional lending
creates the conditions for its transformation. However,
without systemic integration, these effects are partial.

The effectiveness of state support for beef livestock
production in the Abai region is limited by structural

constraints primarily relating to financing, access to
credit resources and technological modernisation. At
the national level, budgetary support for producers
accounted for 4.9% of gross farm receipts in 2021-
2023, which is lower than the average for OECD (2024)
monitoring countries (9%) and OECD countries (14%).
This indicates the limited scale of direct support for
Kazakhstan’s agricultural sector compared to interna-
tional practice. At the same time, the predominance of
subsidies linked to capital expenditure and resource
provision increases producers’ dependence on regular
budget financing. In cases of delayed payments or in-
complete financing, this complicates the implementa-
tion of investment projects and reduces the predicta-
bility of production planning.

Another limitation is uneven access to financial
instruments. Large agricultural enterprises are better
able to attract concessional loans due to their access
to collateral and their ability to prepare investment
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projects, whereas small farms remain outside the sys-
tem of long-term lending. Consequently, state support
is characterised by differential coverage of different
categories of producers, exacerbating the structural po-
larisation of the sector. Technological constraints also
directly affect the effectiveness of support instruments.
According to sectoral reviews, around 80% of agricultur-
al machinery in Kazakhstan has exceeded its standard
service life (International Trade Administration, n.d.).
This reduces effectiveness even where access to subsi-
dies or credit resources is available, since some farms
operate with outdated materials and technology. Partial
subsidisation of machinery renewal does not compen-
sate for the extent of accumulated technological de-
preciation. Personnel constraints are mainly national
in character. It is estimated that there is a shortage of
approximately 6.5 thousand agricultural specialists in
Kazakhstan, while only around 28% of these specialists
have the relevant professional qualifications (Kazakh-
stan’s agricultural sector..., 2025). This restricts the im-
plementation of production and management practic-
es, thereby reducing the effectiveness of modernisation
programmes and concessional lending.

The analysis showed that the effectiveness of state
support depends on two factors: the volume of financ-
ing and the coherence between financial instruments
and the production capacities of farms. While subsidy
mechanisms primarily support ongoing operations and
reduce short-term costs, there was insufficient evidence
in this study to demonstrate a direct link with increased
productivity or technological modernisation. Converse-
ly, credit instruments in the Abai region are associated
with the implementation of investment projects in pro-
cessing and the expansion of production infrastructure.
This is reflected in increased capital investment and the
development of individual cluster elements. The results
obtained suggest that the model of state support for
beef cattle farming in Kazakhstan can be characterised
as partially integrated. At the national level, financial,
technological and personnel constraints persist, reduc-
ing the effectiveness of subsidy policy. In the Abai re-
gion, however, concessional lending is mainly used for
investment projects and infrastructure development.
However, access to these mechanisms remains uneven
depending on the size of the farm.

Discussion
The analysis confirmed that state support for beef live-
stock farming in Kazakhstan varies in effectiveness de-
pending on the instruments used, production structure,
and producers’ level of integration into the financial
system of the sector. The study established that the to-
tal volume of state support in the Abai region in 2025
amounted to KZT 15.1 billion. Of this, KZT 7.8 billion
was allocated to financial instruments, KZT 4.8 billion
to livestock farming and KZT 2.5 billion to crop produc-
tion. At the same time, subsidy arrears for 2024-2025

Suleimenov

totalled KZT 2 billion. This indicates a concentration of
support in the financial and credit segment combined
with an insufficient stable budgetary provision. Mean-
while, the cattle population in Kazakhstan increased
by 2.4% to reach 8.2 million head in 2025, while meat
production increased by only 2.7% to reach 1.2 million
tonnes. The ratio identified between livestock growth
and production growth does not suggest increased sec-
toral productivity; rather, it reflects the preservation of
extensive development.These results are partly consist-
ent with those of D. Matakbayev & S. Shauyenov (2025),
who found that genetic improvement of the herd can
increase average daily weight gain by 12-18%, de-
pending on breed and feeding system, in their study of
Kazakhstani livestock farming. The present study also
found that state policy is oriented towards breeding:
target parameters envisage an increase in the average
live weight of cattle from 336 kg to 400 kg. However,
actual results in the Abai region demonstrated slower
intensification. Despite the increase in livestock num-
bers, no faster growth in meat production was record-
ed. This suggests that breeding programmes largely
function in isolation from the modernisation of fatten-
ing and processing systems. In addition, the structure
of meat production in Kazakhstan remains uneven.
According to a recent study, agricultural holdings ac-
counted for around 55% of meat production, while in-
dividual farms and households accounted for 30% and
15%, respectively. This level of concentration in produc-
tion is consistent with the findings of D. Matakbayev &
S. Shauyenov (2025), who discovered that large inte-
grated farms exhibit productivity metrics that are 20-
25% higher than those of smaller producers, thanks to
their use of breeding and technological tools. A similar
trend was observed in the Abai region, where large pro-
ducers had better access to concessional lending and
investment programmes.

Comparing the results with those of the study by
S.M.Yessengaliyeva et al. (2021) revealed the importance
of technological modernisation in improving sector effi-
ciency. The authors found that introducing resource-sav-
ing technologies could reduce production costs by 15-
20% and increase labour productivity by almost a third.
The present study found that around 80% of agricultur-
al machinery in Kazakhstan has exceeded its standard
service life, limiting the potential for large-scale mod-
ernisation. Nevertheless, investment in fixed capital in
the Abai region’s agro-industrial complex exceeded KZT
43.2 billion in 2024, with plans to reach no less than
KZT 48 billion in 2025. While this indicates growth in
investment activity, it does not confirm an automatic
transition to an intensive production model since tech-
nological renewal is concentrated mainly in large farms.

Comparing the results with those of the study by
K. DZzermeikaité et al. (2023) revealed the technolog-
ical gap between the potential of precision livestock
farming and the current state of the sector. The authors
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found that using automated monitoring systems and
digital feed control systems could increase herd pro-
ductivity by 10-15% and reduce feed losses by up to
12%. The present study found that such technologies
are only applied fragmentarily in the Abai region, main-
ly in large agricultural formations. The main limitation
was found not to be a technological deficit per se, but
rather uneven access to credit resources and the high
costs of modernisation for small farms. This clarifies
that technological modernisation in Kazakhstan de-
pends not only on producers’ innovative activity, but
also on the structure of state support.

Comparing the results with those of the study by
G. Gongal et al. (2022) clarified the functional role of
veterinary infrastructure in the state support system for
beef livestock farming. These authors emphasise that
the effectiveness of veterinary control depends on the
system’s capacity for an early response and coordina-
tion. In an international context, this is associated with
reducing economic losses from epizootics by 25-40%.
However, the present study found that the develop-
ment of the veterinary system in Kazakhstan is mainly
taking place through institutional and infrastructural
strengthening without a clearly traceable link to in-
creased productivity in beef cattle farming in the Abai
region. This analysis supports a key analytical conclu-
sion: in the study by G. Gongal et al., veterinary infra-
structure is integrated into a risk management model
where it contributes to economic efficiency, whereas in
Kazakhstan it primarily serves to reduce epizootic risks
and ensure basic production stability. Therefore, the dif-
ference lies not in the existence of infrastructure, but
in the extent to which it is integrated into the sector’s
production and economic outcomes.

Comparing the results with those of the study by
A. Gabriel & M. Gandorfer (2023) revealed different
levels of institutional use of digital tools in the agri-
cultural sector. In their work, these authors consider
digitalisation to be a factor in improving the efficiency
of the production process in the agricultural sectors of
EU countries. However, the present study found no evi-
dence to suggest that digitalisation is an independent
factor in increasing the productivity of beef cattle farm-
ing in Kazakhstan, particularly in the Abai region. The
results obtained provide a clear distinction between
the functions of digital tools: in European models, they
are integrated into production and management pro-
cesses, whereas in Kazakhstan, their use is mainly lim-
ited to administrative and accounting functions related
to the provision of public services. Accordingly, in the
examined context, digitalisation does not transform the
production structure of the sector, but rather plays an
auxiliary role in ensuring the functioning of the state
regulatory system.

Comparing the results with those of D.R.K. Sai-
kanth et al. (2023) revealed the environmental dimen-
sion of the sector’s development. The authors found

that the extensive use of pastures without controlling
grazing pressure could reduce land productivity by 18-
30% in the long term. The present study found that
pastures account for 83.8% of Kazakhstan’s agricultur-
al land and that the pasture-based production model
dominates in the Abai region. While this ensures the
sector’s adaptation to natural and climatic conditions,
it also maintains the extensive nature of development.
The increase in livestock numbers outpaced the mod-
ernisation of fattening and processing systems, indicat-
ing limited production intensity.

A comparative analysis with the study by S. Tokeno-
va et al. (2025) confirmed the existence of institutionally
determined restrictions on small-scale farming access
to state financial support instruments, as evidenced by
regulatory and administrative participation require-
ments for lending and subsidisation programmes. The
present study empirically clarified these provisions by
identifying structural unevenness in the distribution of
support, whereby entities with a higher level of capital-
isation and institutional capacity systematically accu-
mulate advantages. Even the existence of specialised
microcredit instruments was found to be insufficient
to eliminate basic barriers to access, as the require-
ments for cooperation and formalisation of economic
activity act as a selective mechanism for allocating
resources. Generalising the results obtained led to the
conclusion that state policy for developing beef cattle
farming in the Republic of Kazakhstan is only partial-
ly effective: while it expands the sector’s production
and investment potential, it simultaneously reproduces
institutional asymmetry in access to support, limiting
inclusiveness and reducing the systemic effect of im-
plemented measures.

Conclusions
The study found that the institutional configuration of
state support for beef cattle farming in the Republic
of Kazakhstan, using the Abai region as an example,
is multi-level, with a formal division of functions be-
tween the central government and the regional gov-
ernment. The total volume of financing in the Abai
region reached KZT 15.1 billion in 2025. The share of
financial instruments (KZT 7.8 billion) exceeded that of
direct support for livestock farming (KZT 4.8 billion).
This demonstrated a shift in policy emphasis from com-
pensatory mechanisms to stimulating investment activ-
ity. This resulted in the identification of accumulated
deferred subsidy obligations to agricultural producers
in the Abai region for 2024-2025, totalling KZT 2 bil-
lion as of February 2026. This proved the existence of
a gap between budget planning and the state’s actual
fiscal capacity. Systematising regulatory legal acts re-
vealed the fragmented nature of the regulatory system,
where each subsidy instrument operates autonomously
without an integration framework. Meanwhile, support
for processing remains minimal against the backdrop
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of compensation for capital expenditure dominating,
which, in practice, favours large agricultural enterprises.

The study found that the number of small rumi-
nants in the Abai region exceeds 1.17 million, while
the cattle population amounts to 752,500. It also found
that the rate of livestock growth outpaces meat produc-
tion growth, indicating the persistence of an extensive
model and productivity problems. The outcome was the
identification of asymmetric effectiveness of instru-
ments: credit mechanisms demonstrated greater trans-
formative capacity than subsidies, but access to them
was uneven due to collateral requirements, intensifying
the structural polarisation of the sector. The implemen-
tation of investment projects such as the construction
of a 11.4-thousand-tonne-per-year meat-processing
complex in Zhanasemey District with an investment of
KZT 7.7 billion indicates the positive impact of credit
instruments on investment activity. However, agricul-
tural holdings account for only 55% of meat production,
suggesting that this impact is mainly limited to large-
scale producers.

The level of budgetary support in the structure of
gross farm receipts was only 4.9%, while the wear of
agricultural machinery exceeded 80%, which, togeth-
er with a shortage of 6.5 thousand specialists, forms
systemic constraints on the transition to intensive
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State policy for supporting beef cattle farming...

KasakcTaH Pecny6numkacbiHAa 3T 6arbiTbiHAArbI

MaJ Yap6acbiH Konpoo 60loHYa MaMIeKeTTUK casicaT:
A6ai aMarbiHbIH MMUcanbliHAA cy6cuananoo XaHa
YEeHUNAEeTUNreH Hacblsl 6epyy MexaHu3MAaepu

KyaHbiw CynemMmeHoB

CTyoeHT

KasakcTtaH Pecny6nmKacbiHbiH MNpe3naeHTUHWH angbiHoarel MamMnekeTTrK 6allkapyy akageMuachl
010000, ABai npocn., 33-A, AcTaHa L., Ka3akcTaH Pecny6nmkachl
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AHHoTaumsa. byn m3nngee KasakctaHga 3T GarbiTbiHAArbl yi 4apbacbiH KONA00ro HarbiTTanraH MamiekeTTUK
CasACATTbIH HATbIMXKANYYNyryH cybcuamsnap MeHeH >XEeHWNAETUNreH HACbISNIOOHYH PEervoHanaplk LeHrasngeru
©3 apa bainaHbIWbIH TaNLo0 apKblnyy 6aanooHy MakcaT Kbligbl. OHAYPYLW KOPCOTKYUTOPYHYH, MHBECTULUSBIK
AKTUBAYY/IYKTYH >KaHa OHMKeTTMK napameTpnepamH  ybakbiT 600  AMHAMMKACBIH - TYWYHAYPYY  YYYH
UHCTUTYLLMOHANAbIK, CANbILUTBIPManyy XaHa 3MNUPUKaNbIK-CTaTUCTUKANbIK aHANU3AEPAMH alKanbllbl KONAOHYNLY.
HaTuxenep KepceTkeHAeM, MaMNeKeTTUK KOMLOOHYH WHCTUTYLMOHANAbIK Ty3ymy Ken AeHraangyy 6onyn,
6opbopayK XaHa pervoHanablk OMANMK OpraHAapbiHbiH OPTOCYHAA bIMrapbiM YKYKTapZblH pacMuii GenyHywy
nanpa 6onroH. Abar anmarbiHAarbl KapXbl10O CTPYKTypachl Ty34eH-Ty3 KONAOOHYH (4,8 mnpa TeHre) opayHa
KapXblblK MHCTPYMEHTTEPAUH (7,8 MNpA, TEHre) YCTOMAYTY MEHEH MYHB3A8/TeHY aHbIKTanbl, 6yn MHBECTULMANBIK
AKTUBAYYNYKTY CTUMYNAAWTbIpYyra 6arbiTranraH cascatTblH ©3repyllyH KepceTeT. ManapliH CaHbl XaHa eHAypyL
CTPYKTYpacblHa 3MNUPUKANbIK aHANU3 KEHMPU BHYTYY MOAENMHE apTbiKYbIbIK GEPUNULILMH KOpPCOTTY, Oyn ManapbiH
CaHbIHbIH bIIAAMbIPAAK ecyLy (CUblpnapablH CaHbl 2,4 %ra ecyn) MeHeH, an 3MU NPOAYKLUMS ecyLy (3T eHAYPYLIY
2,7 %ra ecyn) opToCyHAarbl ablpMaybliblK apKbiayy AanunaeHan. bBUpok Hackls anyy MyMKyHUynyry 6upaei amec
6OWMA0H Kanyyna, aHTKEHU KeNUAAWK Tanantapbl YakaH eHAYPYYYYI8PAYH KapXKbl100 NPOrpaMManapbliHa KaTbILWyyCyH
YyeKTeWT. Byn CeKTOp MUMHAErM CTPYKTYPanblK aXXblpbIMAbIH bekemaenuiunHe ebenre Ty3eT: aiblin Yyapba yapbanapsl
3T eHAYPYWYHYH 55 %bIH Ty3ce, yii yapbanap 6onroHy 15 %biH raHa Ty3eT. AnblHraH HaTblXanapabl Xanmnblioo
MaMJIEKETTUK CasiCaTTbIH HATbIAXANYYNyry KapXKbl100 K&1I®eMY MEHEH raHa IMeC, KONA00 KypanaapbiHbIH LUANKELITUTH,
UHCTUTYLMOHANAbIK MHTErpaLms AEHII31M XaHa ap KaH4aw eHAYpYYYY KaTeropusnapbiHa XeTKUMAUKTYYIYK MEHeH
[1a aHbIKTanapblH KepceTTy. HaTtbiikanapblH NPaKTUKaNbIK MaaHUAYYAYry KUYM eHAYPYYYYAep Y4YyH cybcuans
nporpamMmanapblHAarbl KaTblillyy KpUTEPUANEPUH Kalpa Kapan 4biryyaa, aHblH MUYMHAE A0N600pAYyH KybaTTyynyk
TananTapbliH TEMEOHABTYYAe XaHa aibll Yyapba TapMarbiHAa TeNemMaepay eHAYPYLL UMKIAEPUHE aiKeLl KenTupun
BHKETTU NNAHAO0HY XXEeHre canyyna KonAoHYyy MyMKYHUYYTYHAS XaTaT

Heruzru cezpep: 6104KeTTUK TpAHCHEPTTEP; KUUMHKUIE KaNTblpblraH MUALETTEHMENEP; IKCTEHCUBAYY MOLEND;
MHBECTULMANBIK J,01600pN0p; KNacTepAnK MOAENb; albll Yapba TapMarbiH cCaHapUnNTELLTUPYY
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focypapcTBeHHasa NOSIMTUKA NoaaepPXXKn YXMBOTHOBOACTBA
B Pecny6nmnke KaszaxcTaH: MexaHU3Mbl cy6cnanpoBaHUs
M NIbFOTHOro KpeanToBaHUA Ha NnpuMepe Abackon obnactu

KyaHbiw CynemMmeHoB

CTyoeHT
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AHHoTauusa. Llenbio gaHHoro uccnepoBaHus 6bina oueHka 3GOEKTUMBHOCTU FOCYAAPCTBEHHOM MOMMUTUKM
noadepXKn MSCHOro CKOoTOoBOACTBA B KasaxcTaHe nyTeM aHanu3a B3aMMOLEWCTBMS CyOCMAMI U NbIFOTHOrO
KpeauTOBaHUS Ha perMoHanbHOM ypoBHe. [Ing uHTepnpeTtaumMm OUMHAMUKKW NPOU3BOACTBEHHbLIX MOKa3aTenen,
WMHBECTULMOHHOM aKTUBHOCTM M OIOMXKETHbIX NapaMeTpoB BO BpeMeHW Obinl MCNONb30BaH KOMIMIEKC
MHCTUTYLMOHANbHOTO, CPABHUTENLHOMO WM 3MMUPUKO-CTAaTUCTUYECKOrO aHanu3a. bbino ycTaHoBneHo, uTo
MHCTUTYLMOHANbHAa CTPYKTypa rocyAapCTBEHHOM MOAAepXKuM npuobpena MHOrOYPOBHEBbIM XapakTep ¢
dopManbHbIM pasfeneHneM MOMHOMOYMI MeXAY LEHTPasbHbIMM U pErnoHaNbHbIMWM OpraHamMu BAACTW.
YcTaHOBNEHO, 4TO CTPyKTypa (uHaHcupoBaHus B Abaiickoi obnactu xapakTepusyeTcs npeobnagaHuem
®OWMHAHCOBbBIX MHCTpYMEHTOB (7,8 MAph TeHre) Hag npambiMu dopmamu nopnepxku (4,8 mMnpn Tewre),
4YTO CBMAETENbCTBYET O CABUre B MONUTUKE B CTOPOHY CTUMYSIMPOBAHUSA WMHBECTULMOHHOW [OEeATeNbHOCTW.
IMNUPUYECKUIA aHANM3 MOTON0BbS CKOTA M CTPYKTYpbl MPOM3BOACTBA BbISIBU NpeAnoyYTeHne 3KCTEHCUBHOM
MOLEeNn pasBUTUS, O YeM CBUAEeTenbCTByeT Gonee ObICTPbIA pOCT MOronoBbs (Ha 2,4 %) NO CpaBHEHUID C
pocToM 06beMOB NPOM3BOACTBA (Ha 2,7 %). OgHaKo AOCTYN K KpeauTaM 0CTaeTcsl HepaBHOMEPHbIM, MOCKO/bKY
TpeboBaHMS K 3aN10ry OrpaHMYMBAIOT y4acTUe MeNKUX NMpousBoauTenel B nporpaMmax GUHAHCUPOBAHMS. DTO
CNoco6CTBYET YCUNIEHUIO CTPYKTYpHON AnddepeHLMaumMm BHYTPU CEKTOPA: Ha OO0 CeNbCKOXO3MCTBEHHbIX
npeanpuaTMii npuxogutcs 55 % npou3BOACTBa Msica, B TO BpPeMs Kak Ha A0N0 OOMOXO3AWCTB — NUWb
15 %. O606uweHne nonyyeHHbIX pe3ynbTaToB MOKa3ano, 4To 3O(EKTUMBHOCTb rOCYAAPCTBEHHOM MOAUTUKM
onpeaenseTcs He TOJbKO 06bEMOM (UHAHCMPOBAHMSA, HO M COMNACOBAHHOCTHIO MHCTPYMEHTOB MOALEPXKKM,
YPOBHEM WMHCTUTYLMOHANIbHOW WMHTErpaumMmM v LOCTYNHOCTbIO AN PasAUYHbIX KaTeropuit NpousBOAUTENEN.
MNpakTMyeckas 3HaYMMOCTb pe3ynbTaToOB 3aK/0YAETCH B UX MOTEHLMANbHOM MCNOMb30BaHUM NPU NepecMoTpe
KpuTepueB A0CTyNa MeNKMUX NPOM3BOAMUTENEN K MpOrpaMMamM CybCMANMPOBaHUS, BKIOYAs CHMXeHWe TpeboBaHuMI
K MOLLHOCTSIM MPOEKTOB, @ TakXe Npu KOPpeKTUPOBKe OIAXETHOro MAaHMPOBAHMS B arponpoMbILLIEHHOM
KOMMIeKce NyTeM CUHXPOHMU3ALMUK BbINAAT C NPOU3BOACTBEHHLIMU LIUKNAMU
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