KA3AKCTAH-BPUTAH TEXHUKAJIBIK
YHUBEPCUTETIHIH, XABAPIIBICHI Tom 23, Ne 3, 2026

UDC 338.43.02
IRSTI 68.75.13

https://doi.org/10.55452/1998-6688-2026-23-3-617-626

!Oskenbaev Ye.,
PhD, Associate Professor,
ORCID ID: 0000-0001-5021-1883,
e-mail: yesengali.oskenbaev(@narxoz.kz
'*Kaliyaskarova B.,
m.e.s., ORCID ID: 0000-0003-4745-9495,
*e-mail: kaliyaskarova.balgyn@narxoz.kz

"Narxoz University, Almaty, Kazakhstan

SUBSIDES ALONE ARE NOT ENOUGH: GOVERNANCE
AND AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTIVITY ACROSS COUNTRIES

Abstract

Despite the common application of agricultural subsidies to develop agriculture and increase its productivity,
there is still ambiguity concerning the effectiveness of this measure based on empirical evidence. Moreover,
insufficient attention has been paid to the influence of institutional quality on the efficacy of agricultural subsidy
programs. The aim of this research is to test the impact of agricultural subsidies on agricultural productivity and
evaluate the moderating role of government effectiveness in this relationship. The empirical approach entails the
application of fixed effects regression on panel data of 20 developing nations for the period 2015 to 2023. The
model is enhanced by including year fixed effects and fertilizer usage as time-varying control variables. Agricultural
productivity is proxied by standardized measures of yield rates whereas government effectiveness is used as an
indicator of institutional quality. In the baseline regressions, there is no statistically significant effect of agricultural
producer support on cereal yields and no statistically significant effect of government effectiveness on cereal yields.
The effect of the interaction of agricultural producer support and government effectiveness is found to be positive
and marginally statistically significant at the 10 percent significance level. But when we introduce year dummies
and fertilizer use, the interaction becomes positive but statistically insignificant. The contribution of this paper to
the existing literature concerns the role of institutional quality in agricultural policy. The paper stresses the possible
importance of the institutional context when assessing agricultural policy, but it also underscores the sensitivity of the
moderating effect found to model specifications. Such results could give some valuable inputs to the policymakers
and help future research into the institutions surrounding the agriculture subsidies schemes.
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Introduction

To begin with, agriculture is a sector of utmost significance when it comes to the development
of'an economy and food security. Therefore, governments often design subsidy programs for farmers
to boost production efficiency and optimize the operation of the agricultural sector. Specifically, one
would expect that subsidies help decrease production costs, encourage investments in innovative
technologies, and increase agricultural productivity [1, 2].

At the same time, the effectiveness of agricultural subsidies remains ambiguous. According
to some empirical findings, agricultural subsidies contribute to the increase in productivity
and efficiency [1-3], while other scholars argue that subsidies can create various market distortions,
result in the inefficiency of resource allocation, and fail to yield significant results in terms of
productivity. Thus, the impact of subsidies can be affected by other factors as well.
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Institutional quality could also be an important determinant for the execution of public policy
programs. In this case, government effectiveness will be employed as the institutional measure to
assess the quality of public service delivery, policymaking, and government commitment [4].

While there exist plenty of academic papers investigating the effect of subsidies on productivity
and vice versa, not many papers address the issue of how government effectiveness affects this
relationship. Previous studies mainly focus on the direct effects of subsidies without taking into
consideration the influence of institutions on such effects.

Based on this situation in the area, the current research aims to examine the relationship
between agricultural subsidies and productivity with a focus on the moderating effect of government
effectiveness on the said link. Specifically, the analysis will employ panel data for 20 nations from
2015 to 2023 using a fixed-effects regression panel model with cluster-robust errors.

This study will make several contributions to the relevant literature. First, it will include
government effectiveness as a moderating variable in the said relationship. Second, the study will
provide an empirical investigation based on panel data for multiple countries. Third, the results of the
paper can provide useful information for the policymakers.

Materials and methods

The connection between subsidies and agricultural productivity has received much attention in
economic and agricultural policy studies. Current empirical findings suggest that subsidies positively
influence production output through stimulating investments and improving production efficiency.
Yet, the effectiveness of subsidies depends upon good governance and efficient policy implementation.

The relationship between public sector support and farm-level agricultural output in South
Korea has been investigated by [1]. As a result, the analysis proves the hypothesis that agricultural
productivity increases owing to government assistance through subsidies.

Garrone et al. [2] investigated the connection between subsidies and agricultural labor
productivity in the European Union. Using panel data for 213 European regions, the authors prove
that agricultural subsidies contribute to productivity growth under the Common Agricultural Policy.
Yet, they state that the effect of the subsidies is regional because of different structural characteristics
and institutions of European regions.

Mamun [5] looked at the connection between agricultural subsidies and productivity through
international panel data. According to his findings, the impact of specific subsidies on productivity
is positive and depends on the country's economic development and institutions.

Ye et al. [6] examined the link between corn subsidies and agricultural production in China. As
a result, the authors found that the subsidies contribute to the efficiency improvement of resource
allocation and agricultural technology.

Nevertheless, some scientists believe that agricultural subsidies are ineffective in all countries. In
particular, the scholars argue that weak institutions lead to inefficient resource allocation, bureaucracy,
and even corruption in the process of subsidies allocation. Consequently, current scientific literature
focuses on the influence of institutional quality and specifically on government effectiveness in
agricultural productivity improvement via subsidies.

According to the institutional economics approach, the effectiveness of policy interventions does
not depend only on the amount of money provided but also on the quality of institutions implementing
the measures. Effective governance improves transparency, accountability, and policy coordination
and makes public spending more efficient. Thus, the effect of subsidies is increased owing to effective
governance.

Overall, current literature demonstrates conflicting results about the relationship between subsidies
and productivity in agriculture. Even though there are numerous positive findings concerning this
topic, results seem to be dependent on institutional conditions. Moreover, few studies considered
government effectiveness as an important determinant of agricultural policies' effectiveness. This
issue is especially interesting when analyzed in a cross-national setting.
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Research Gap

From the results and recommendations put forward by Bedasa et al. [7], this study examines
agricultural support in relation to cereal yield. This research will analyze the effect of government
subsidies on the agricultural crop yield. The researchers have stated that the use of fertilizers and
improved seeds contributes to the increase in the productivity of cereals, and that further studies
are required regarding the impact of agricultural supports, including that of fertilizer subsidy and
agricultural input policies. Therefore, the present study attempts to analyze the effect of government
subsidies on the crop yield using economic methods.

Hypothesis Development

Subsidies are extensively applied across nations as government policies that aim at improving the
welfare of farmers, increasing agricultural production, improving the well-being of rural inhabitants,
and ensuring food security. Based on economic principles, agricultural subsidies can reduce costs
of production, increase the availability of inputs, and lead to increased investments in agriculture.
Hence, agricultural subsidies are often expected to have positive impacts on the productivity of the
agricultural sector.

Several empirical research have confirmed that agricultural subsidies and agricultural productivity
have a positive correlation. Government subsidy programs can increase production efficiency through
improved access to modern technologies, fertilizers, irrigation, and productive factors. Thus, based
on these theoretical and empirical findings, we make the following hypothesis:

H1: Agricultural subsidies have positive impacts on agricultural productivity.

However, the effectiveness of agricultural subsidies depends on the institutional framework under
which they are implemented. According to institutional economics theory, public policies operate
more efficiently in effective governance and administration. The term government effectiveness refers
to the quality of public service delivery, policy implementation capability, administrative efficiency,
and credibility of government institutions.

Nations that score highly on government effectiveness have higher potential for allocating
public funds more effectively, implementing subsidy programs better, and reducing corruption and
inefficiencies in public administration. Such nations can more efficiently use agricultural subsidies
and achieve desired outcomes and impacts. Otherwise, countries with poor governance frameworks
will be less able to use subsidies efficiently, thereby reducing the effect of government policies on
agricultural productivity.

Therefore, government effectiveness can increase the strength of the link between agricultural
subsidies and agricultural productivity. This gives rise to the following hypothesis:

H2: Government effectiveness increases the positive correlation between agricultural subsidies
and agricultural productivity.

Materials and methods

Research Design and Data

For this study, we will use the quantitative research design, specifically panel data analysis. This
research design fits well because it allows for an examination of dynamic changes in agricultural
subsidies, agricultural productivity, and the effect of government effectiveness as a moderating
variable, while considering country differences using panel data analysis approach.

The original database included information on 29 countries/entities over the years from 2015 to
2023. However, the final data set for estimating includes only 20 countries where all the variables
that are needed for an empirical study were available. This database consists of the following
countries: Australia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Iceland, Indonesia, Israel, Japan,
Kazakhstan, Mexico, New Zealand, Norway, Philippines, South Africa, Switzerland, Ukraine, the
UK, and the US. The final unbalanced panel data set thus includes 174 country-year observations.
17 countries have full observations during the period from 2015 to 2023, and the UK has seven
observations. Moreover, observations from Kazakhstan and Ukraine were dropped due to negative
or zero PSE values.
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Variables Description

Dependent Variable

The dependent variable, yield z, is derived from the World Bank World Development Indicators
(WDI) data on the yield of cereals (indicator code: AG.YLD.CREL.KG), which was measured in
kilograms per hectare. Yield of cereals serves as the indicator of agricultural productivity in this
research. The yield z was standardized through a pooled z-score transformation, which equals the
deviation from the mean of the entire sample to the standard deviation of the entire sample.

Independent Variable

The primary independent variable is producer support in agriculture, captured in terms of the
OECD Producer Support Estimate (PSE). The OECD PSE is the total annual financial gain obtained
by farmers through consumer and taxpayer transfers, in money terms per year at the farm-gate
level due to policies that support agriculture. The initial dataset for the PSE variable was in local
currency, with different unit multipliers for each country as found in the OECD database. Since
the positive PSE variable is extremely positively skewed, the PSE variable was converted into the
natural logarithm, denoted In_subsidy. The observations with non-positive PSE were excluded since
the natural logarithm cannot be calculated for zero or negative numbers.

Moderating Variable

A moderator variable used was government effectiveness (gov_effectiveness). This reflects how
well the government delivers its policies, how efficiently the system works, and whether it is credible
to deliver on its promises.

Interaction Term

To test the influence of institutions on the effectiveness of agricultural subsidies, an interaction
variable between the agricultural subsidy indicator and government effectiveness was included in the
empirical model.

Econometric Model

The empirical specification used for the analysis is given below:

yield it=B0-+B1In_subsidy it+p2gov_effectiveness it+p3(In_subsidy itx gov_effectiveness
it) + i + it

In addition to year dummies which control for any time specific factors, this extended model
incorporates the use of fertilizers as a varying factor of agriculture.

where:

¢ yield it represents agricultural productivity in country i during year t;

¢ In subsidy it denotes the logarithm of agricultural subsidies;

* gov_effectiveness_it measures government effectiveness;

+ (In_subsidy it x gov_effectiveness _it) represents the interaction effect between subsidies and
institutional quality;

¢ ui captures unobserved country-specific effects;

+ ¢it denotes the error term.

The inclusion of the interaction term allows us to determine whether the relationship between
agricultural subsidies and productivity changes depending on the efficiency of the government.

Estimation Technique

In this research, fixed effects estimation is used to control for the existence of time-invariant
unobservable country-level variables that affect agricultural productivity (Greene, 2018). Fixed
effects estimation models are well suited for panel data sets involving comparisons between different
countries because each country is different when it comes to structural features, including climatic
conditions, agricultural practices, institutions, technology advancement, and economic systems.
Through controlling for omitted variable bias due to time-invariant differences, the fixed effects
approach allows for the examination of time variations within individual countries. In order to increase
accuracy and robustness of inference, cluster-robust standard errors were used at the country level. In
the extended specification, year fixed effects are used to capture any common shocks that occur over
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time and affect all countries and fertilization is used as a time varying variable. Agricultural credit
was thought of as another control variable, but the use of this control made the sample size small at
34 observations for just five countries due to lack of adequate data. For this reason, it was left out of
the extended specification so as to maintain the larger 20-country sample size.

The fixed effect specification takes care of the unchanging country heterogeneity, whereas year
fixed effects take care of common time shocks [8-10]. Nevertheless, such controls cannot sufficiently
deal with endogeneity problem resulting from reverse causation or time varying omitted variables.
Agricultural support is likely to be responsive to changes in agricultural performance. The coefficients
are therefore seen as conditional relationships.

Justification for the Fixed-Effects Model

The fixed-effects specification was selected because the primary objective of the study is to
examine how changes in agricultural subsidies within countries over time affect agricultural
productivity. Unlike random-effects models, the fixed-effects estimator provides more consistent
estimates when unobserved country-specific characteristics are correlated with the explanatory
variables [3, 11-14].

Furthermore, the high proportion of country-level variance observed in the empirical model
supports the appropriateness of the fixed-effects approach. Consequently, fixed-effects model is
employed to control for time-invariant differences between countries, whereas the results are regarded
as associational but not causal.

Results and discussion
Table 1 explains the meaning and data source of the variables used in the empirical study.

Table 1 — Variable Description

Variable Description Source
yield z Pooled standardized cereal yield (original | World Bank WDI (AG.YLD.CREL.KG)
unit: kg/ha)
In_subsidy Natural logarithm of Producer Support | OECD
Estimate (PSE)
gov_effectiveness | Government effectiveness index Worldwide Governance Indicators

The productivity of agriculture is measured using standard agricultural yield measures, while
the agricultural subsidies have been log-transformed to reduce skewness in the data. Government
effectiveness is taken as an indicator of institutional quality.

Table 2 — Descriptive Statistics

Variable Obs Mean Std.Dev Min Max
yield z 174 0.000 1.000 -2.851 3.104
In_subsidy 174 5.432 1.287 1.205 8.764
gov_effectiveness 174 0.215 0.873 -1.542 1.896

These descriptive statistics are presented in Table 2 below. It is clear from the results that there
exists significant variability between countries and over time with respect to agricultural productivity,
agricultural subsidies, and government effectiveness. Standard deviations show that the sample
countries differ significantly in the above-mentioned variables, thus making it justified to use panel
data methods.
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Table 3 — Correlation Matrix

Variables yield z In_subsidy gov_effectiveness
yield z 1.000 0.118 0.093
In_subsidy 0.118 1.000 0.267
gov_effectiveness 0.093 0.267 1.000

Correlation coefficients for the key variables under consideration show poor results. Correlations
equal to 0.093, 0.118, and 0.267 suggest poor correlations between each pair and do not prove the
existence of the problem of multicollinearity independently from each other. As a result, another
multicollinearity test through Variance Inflation Factor (VIF) was performed. All VIFs after mean-
centering variables that constitute an interaction term turned out to be lower than 2.5; average VIF
was equal to 1.86.

Table 4 — Fixed-Effects Regression Results: Baseline and Extended Specifications

Variables Modell: Baseline FE Model 2: Two-way FE + control
In_subsidy 0.012 0.0040
(0.0642) (0.0678)
gov_effectiveness -0.451 -0.4295
(0.4664) (0.4248)
In_subsidy x gov_effectiveness 0.0484* 0.0451
(0.0238) (0.0283)
fertilizer - 0.00004
Country FE Yes Yes
Year FE No Yes
Observations 174 174
Countries 20 20
Within R? 0.0144 0.0500

Note: Cluster-robust standard errors at the country Ievel are reported in parentheses. Model 1 includes country
fixed effects. Model 2 additionally includes year fixed effects and fertilizer use. p < 0.10*

As shown in Table 4, the findings from the fixed-effects panel regression analysis are presented.
The effect of agricultural subsidies on agricultural productivity has been found to be insignificant.
Similarly, there has been no significant effect of government effectiveness on agricultural productivity.
In the fixed effects regression that represents the benchmark specification, neither producer support
nor government effectiveness have a statistically significant direct impact on the value of cereal
yield (B = 0.0122, p = 0.851; B =-0.4510, p = 0.346). However, there is a positive and marginally
significant (10%) interaction between these two independent variables (B = 0.0484, p = 0.056). Once
the year fixed effects and fertilizer usage variables are added to the regression specification, the
coefficient for the interaction remains positive and very similar in value (f = 0.0451) while being
statistically insignificant (p = 0.128). This leads us to conclude that there is only suggestive evidence
of conditional relationship between producer support and government effectiveness.

Specifically, agricultural subsidies seem to be more effective in countries where governments
are effective.

Descriptive Statistics

The descriptive statistics for the variables used in the analysis are provided in Table 1 below.
From the results, there is considerable variation within and between countries and years in terms of
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agricultural productivity, agricultural subsidies, and government effectiveness. Based on the standard
deviation values, there is substantial variability among the selected countries.

Correlation Analysis

Table 2 presents the pairwise correlation coefficients among the variables. Agricultural subsidies
and government effectiveness demonstrate positive correlations with agricultural productivity. The
correlation coefficients are relatively moderate, indicating no evidence of severe multicollinearity
among the explanatory variables.

Regression Results

First, it should be noted that in the results of fixed-effects regression, no statistically significant
impact of agricultural subsidies on agricultural productivity has been found. Furthermore, the
independent effect of government effectiveness on agricultural productivity is not statistically
significant as well.

Secondly, it should be mentioned that the coefficient of interaction between agricultural
subsidies and government effectiveness has been found to be positive and statistically significant
at the 10 percent level. Though the interaction effect captured in the baseline regression offers an
initial indication of the presence of a link between the effect of producer support on cereal yield
and government effectiveness, it is not statistically significant. This effect becomes statistically
insignificant after accounting for time dummies and fertilizer use. Thus, it can only be considered a
suggestive finding and not a conclusive one.

In addition, the lower efficiency of agricultural subsidies in countries with ineffective institutions
can be explained by such negative phenomena as resource misallocation or corruption.

Furthermore, one can conclude that the model is statistically significant and thus the inclusion of
such variables in the model was justified. Finally, one can state that the high value of rtho shows that
the major source of variation is country specific.

In conclusion, one should note that the effectiveness of agricultural subsidies does not have an
independent impact on agricultural productivity. Nonetheless, the positive correlation that is present
in the baseline specification implies a potential conditional impact of government effectiveness;
however, this correlation is not stable in the expanded specification.

It seems that this result is consistent with institutional economics. Institutional theory claims that
only within the framework of effective administration will policies be successful.

Conclusion

This paper looks at the effect of subsidies on agriculture productivity and the moderating effect
of government effectiveness. Panel data from 20 different countries during the period of 2015 to 2023
were used in the study and estimation of the fixed-effect panel regression was done using cluster-
robust standard errors.

As canbe seen from the results, neither agricultural producer support nor government effectiveness
is found to have any statistically significant direct influence on cereal output. While, in the base fixed
effects regression, the interaction term between producer support and government effectiveness is
positive and marginally statistically significant at 10%, once year fixed effects and fertilizer use
are taken into account, this interaction becomes positive yet insignificant. Consequently, the results
provide some indicative signs of conditional correlation between producer support and government
effectiveness.

The implications of this research show that institutional quality plays an important role in the
effectiveness of agricultural policy implementation. It is not enough for government policies to only
focus on providing subsidies for productivity improvement when its own effectiveness is questionable
since it will lead to inefficient allocation of subsidies and inefficiency in agricultural policy.

The findings reveal that institutional factors have to be taken into account along with financial
incentives when analyzing policies supporting agriculture. However, considering the sensitive nature
of the interaction effects to the model specification, such implications have to be treated cautiously.
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This research paper faces several limitations. First of all, the empirical analysis is based on
a sample of 20 countries and therefore limits the ability to generalize. Secondly, cereal yields are
used as an indicator of agricultural productivity and can be affected by many factors like climatic
ones, composition of crops, irrigations, and other factors related to agriculture. Thirdly, even though
the expanded model takes into account country fixed effects, year fixed effects, and fertilizer use,
endogeneity and reverse causality between agricultural policy and agriculture cannot be completely
excluded from consideration. Therefore, estimates have to be treated as associations rather than
causalities.
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Byn 3eprTeymiH MakcaThl — aybll IIAPyallbUIbIFbl CYOCHAMSIIAPBIHBIH aybll IIapyallbUIbIFbl OHIMAUIITIHE
acepin Oarasiay >KOHE OCHI ©3apa OallaHBICTa MEMJIEKETTIK 6acKapy THIMIUIITIHIH MOJEpaTOpibIK POJIiH aHbIK-
Tay. AyBUI IIApyamIbUIBIFBIH JaMBITYy JKOHE OHBIH OHIMIUIITIH apTTRIPY MaKCaThIHA cyocumusiap KeHiHEH
KOJIJIaHBUIFAHbIHA KapamacTaH, SMIHMPHUKAJIBIK 3EPTTEYNIep ONapiblH THIMAUINIHE KaTBICTBI OIpXKAaKThl KOpPbI-
TBIH/IbI YChIHOAMIbI. COHBIMEH KaTap, WHCTUTYLHOHAIJIBIK CalaHbIH ayblUl [IaPyallbUIbIFBIH CYOCHIUsIIAy Oar-
JlapiaMaJIapbIHbIH HOTIDKEIUIITiHE THUTI3€TIiH OoCepiHe JKETKUIIKTI KOHUIT OeniHOereH. DMIUPHUKAIBIK Taljay
20152023 k. apanbiFbiHAarsl 20 mamyInbl CIiH MaHEIbAIK JCPEKTEPiHE HETI3MeiN, TIPKeIreH oceplep
perpeccuschbl 9JIici apKbUIbl JKYPri3ingi. Mojaenb KbUIIBIK TIPKEITeH ocepiep MEH yakKbIT OOWBIHINIA ©3TrepeTiH
0aKpUTay aWHBIMAIBICHI PETiHAC THIHAWTKBIITAPABI IMaiiladaHy KOPCETKIIIH €HTI3y apKbUIbl TOJBIKTHIPBLIIEL.
AyBIT MapyanmbUTBIFEl OHIMIUTITT JOHAI JaKpUIIap OHIMIUTTIHIH CTaHAapTTaIFaH KOPCETKIMTepi apKbUTBI Ol-
MIeHI, aJl MEMJICKETTIK 0acKapy THIMITITT WHCTHTYIHNOHAJIBIK CAIlaHBIH KOPCETKIII peTiHae MaiiiaTaHbUIAbL.
BazanbIk perpeccrsuibIKk MOAETbIEepe ayblul MIapyalbUIbIFsl OHIIPYIIIEPIH KOJIIay ACHIeHiHIH JoHI1 JaKbuIIap
OHIMJIUIITHE CTaTUCTUKANIBIK TYPFBIAH MaHbBI3/Ibl 9cepi aHbIKTaIFaH oK. COHjali-aK MEMJICKETTIK Oackapy THiM-
JUTITIHIH TOH/I JTaKbULAAp OHIMAUIITIHE TIKeJIEH ocepi ¢ CTaTHCTUKANBIK TYPFhIIAH MaHBI3IbI 00IMabl. AybLT
[IapyallbUIBIFBl OHIIPYLIUIEpIH KOJIAAdy AEHIedi MEH MeMJICKeTTIK OacKapy THIMALTITIHIH e3apa opeKeTTecy
acepi oH cumnarka ue 0ombim, 10% MaHBI3ABUIBIK ACHreHiHAe MIEKTi CTATUCTHKAIBIK MOHAUIIK KOpCeTTi. Amalina
MOJIENTbIe JKBUIABIK (DUKTHBTI aWHBIMAJIbUIAp MEH THIHAWTKBIITAPALI MaiiamaHy KePCETKIilll eHTi3UIreHHeH
KeifiH e3apa opekerTecy KoA(pQUIMEHTI OH MOHIH CaKTaraHbIMEH, CTATHCTHKAJBIK MaHbBI3/IbLIBIFBIH JKOFAITTHI.
3eprTeyaiH FhUIBIMHU YJIECl aybUl IIapyallbUIbIFBl CascaThlH Oaranay OapbIChIHIAa WHCTUTYLHMOHAIABIK CallaHblH
POIIiH KapacThlpyMeH OailylaHbICThl. 3epTTey HOTHXKEIEpl aybll MapyallblIbIFbl CascaThIHBIH THIMALIITIH Oaranay
Ke3iHJl¢ WHCTHTYIHNOHAIIBIK OPTAHBIH BIKTUMAJl MaHBI3BIH KOpPCETeli, COHMAi-aK aHBIKTAIFaH MOJCPATOPIIBIK
ocepiiH MOy CIelU(UKAIMACHIHA CE3IMTa EKeHIH alKbIHIAaNIbl. AJIBIHFAH HOTHIKENIEp cascar d3ipieyuiiiep
YIIiH Taigansl opi aybul IIapyallbUIBIFBIH CyOCHANsIAY KYHECIHIH MHCTHTYIHOHAJIBIK HETI3AEpiH 3epTTeyre
OaFpITTasIFaH OOJAIIaK JKYMBICTApFa HETi3 0oJa ajaibl.

Tymﬂ Cco3jep: aybUl MIAPYalIbLIbIFbI cy6cmn/1}mapbl aybUT [IAPYAIIbUIBIFbI OHIMJIIIT1, MEeMJIEKeTTiK Oac-
Kapy THIMZLIIT, THCTUTYIIHOHAJIIBIK Cara, TIPKEJITeH dcepiiep MOIECI, MaHEIbIiK JEPEKTEp, aybll MIapyalllbUIbIFbI
casicarsl.
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OJHUX CYBCUJIUMN HEJOCTATOYHO:
KAYECTBO I'OCYJAPCTBEHHOTI'O YIIPABJIEHUA
U IPOU3BOJIUTEJBLHOCTH CEJbCKOI'O XO35HCTBA
B PABHBIX CTPAHAX

AHHOTALMA

Llens TaHHOTO HCCIIEAOBAHUS — OLIEHHUTH BIMSHHE CEIbCKOXO3SHCTBEHHBIX CYOCH NI Ha TPOU3BOANUTENEHOCTD
CEJILCKOTO XO3SHCTBa U ONPEIEIUTh MOAECPATOPHYIO Poiib 3P (HEKTUBHOCTH rOCYIapCTBEHHOTO YIIPABJICHHS B 3TOM
B3aUMOCBsI3H. HecMOTpst Ha IIMPOKOE NMPUMEHEHHE CEIbCKOXO3IHCTBEHHBIX CyOCHIMI ISl pa3BUTHUS arpapHOro
CEKTOpa M MOBBIIICHHS €T0 MTPOU3BOIUTEIEHOCTH, SMIIMPUIECKIE JaHHbBIE TO-TIPEKHEMY HE Jal0T OJHO3HAYHOTO
OTBETa OTHOCHUTEIILHO 3()(HEKTHBHOCTH TaHHOH Mepbl. KpoMme Toro, HenocTaTo4Hoe BHUMAHUE YICTSACTCS BIUSHUIO
HMHCTHTYLIMOHAJIBHOTO Ka4ecTBa HA Pe3yIbTaTUBHOCTD MIPOrPaMM CyOCHIMPOBAHMS CEIBCKOrO XO3sHCTBA. DMIIH-
PHUYECKHIA aHAIIM3 OCHOBAH Ha IPUMEHEHHHU PErpeccHu ¢ GUKCHPOBAHHBIMH 3(PeKTaMH K IaHeIbHBIM JaHHBIM 20
pa3BuBaroIuxcs crpat 3a nepuoxa 2015-2023 rr. Mozesnb JononHeHa roJoBbIME (PUKCHPOBaHHBIMU (P PEeKTaMu 1
UCIIOJIb30BaHNEM YJ0OPEHNUI B KaueCTBE U3MEHSIOIIEHCSl BO BpEMEHU KOHTPOJILHOM nepeMeHHoi. [IponsBoauress-
HOCTB CEIILCKOTO XO3IHCTBa N3MEPSIETCS C TIOMOIIBIO CTaH/IapPTH3UPOBAHHBIX ITOKa3aTelIel ypoKaHHOCTH 3e6pHOBBIX
KYJIBTYp, a 3(O(MEKTHBHOCT FOCYAapPCTBEHHOTO YIPABJICHUS MCHONB3YeTCs KaK MOKa3aTelb WHCTHTYLHOHAJIBHO-
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ro kadecrtna. B 6330BLIX PErpeCCUOHHBIX MOACIAX HEC BBIABJICHO CTATUCTUYCCKU 3HAYUMOI'O BIIUAHUA MOAACPIKKA
CEJIbCKOXO3SMICTBEHHBIX MPOM3BOAUTEIICH HA YPOXKANHOCTH 3€PHOBBIX KYJBTYP. D((GEKTHBHOCTh TOCYIAPCTBEH-
HOTO YIIPaBJICHUS TAK)KE HE OKA3hIBACT CTATHCTHUYCCKU 3HAYMMOTO TPSMOTO BIUSHHS Ha ypOKaWHOCTH. B3ammo-
NeHCTBHE MEXIY MOMIEPKKON CeTbCKOXO3SIMCTBEHHBIX MPOM3BoANTENCH U 3(P(PEKTUBHOCTHIO TOCYIAPCTBEHHOTO
YOpaBICHUS UMEET MOJIOKHUTEIBHBIN KOX(PQHUIINEHT U SBISACTCS MPEASTbHO CTATHCTHYECKN 3HAYUMBIM Ha YPOBHE
10%. OnHako mocne BKIIOYECHUS TOIOBBIX (PMKTHBHBIX IIEPEMEHHBIX U HCTIONb30BaHMs yIoOpeHUH JaHHbIH 3(dekT
OCTACTCA MOJIOKUTCIBHBIM, HO CTAHOBHUTCA CTATUCTUYCCKU HC3HAYHUMBIM. Hay‘lHLIﬁ BKJIaJ CTAaTbU 3aKJIFOHACTCA B
PACCMOTPEHHH POJIH MHCTHTYIIMOHAIBHOTO KAUYECTBA IPHU OIICHKE CEIIbCKOXO3IHCTBCHHOM MOMUTHKU. PaboTa rmoka-
3BIBACT MMOTCHIIHAIFHYTO 3HAYMMOCTh HHCTUTYIIUOHAIBHON CpeIbl s 3P PEKTUBHOCTH arpapHBIX Mep MOICPIKKH,
OJTHOBPEMEHHO TTOMYCPKUBAs YyBCTBUTEIHHOCTH BEISIBICHHOTO MOAEPATOPHOTO d(PQEKTa K CIICIIUPUKAIINN MOJIC-
mu. [lomydeHHbIe pe3yabTaThl MOTYT OBITH MOJIE3HBI I pa3pabOTIMKOB TOCYJAPCTBEHHON MOIUTHKH U CTaTh OC-
HOBOI [T JambHEHIINX MCCIeTOBAaHUI MHCTUTYIMOHATIBHBIX YCIOBUHN pealnn3aliil MporpaMM CyOCHINpOBaHUSA
CEIIbCKOTO X034 CTBa.

KiroueBble cj10Ba: CeIbCKOXO3AHCTBEHHbBIE CyOCHANH, IPOU3BOAUTEIBHOCTD CEIILCKOTO X035HCTBa, d(ek-
THUBHOCTb I'OCYJJAPCTBEHHOTO YITPABJICHHS, MHCTUTYLIHOHAIILHOE Ka4eCTBO, MOJIENb C (PMKCUPOBAHHBIMU d(dexTa-
MU, NaHEeJIbHbIC JAHHBIE, arpapHasi MOJIUTHKA.
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