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Abstract. Russian agricultural industrial production is at the stage of active development, and this situation is associated,
first of all, with the pandemic, sanctions pressure on the economy and effective measures taken by the state to develop the
industry. The country's government actively supports producers working in the agricultural sector, and through various
financial systems, measures are taken to assist highly profitable producers working in the long term. Based on the analysis,
we will determine the qualitative and effective change in the processes of the agro-industrial complex of the Tambov region,
which is studied as an object of analysis in this issue. The purpose of the article is to analyze the results of the largest
agricultural holding in the region, including agriculture and related industries, which are closely interconnected with
agricultural production, transporting, storing, processing agricultural products, supplying consumers with high-quality
agricultural products. For a complete study and analysis of the goal, the object of the study was a limited liability company
- LLC "South-Eastern Agrogroup", which successfully, efficiently and effectively operates in the Tambov region.

INTRODUCTION

High competition in the field of agricultural production (plant growing) forces the management of agricultural
enterprises to improve the functional components of economic security, which leads to an increase in the
competitiveness of the enterprise. In a highly competitive environment, maintaining the stable functioning of an
enterprise is quite difficult, and also requires an integrated approach. Agricultural enterprises are characterized by a
high degree of dependence on natural and climatic conditions, as well as exposure to various unpredictable factors
that impede the development of the company. The business reputation of an enterprise (organization) depends not
only on the level of fulfillment of its supply obligations, but, to no lesser extent, on the quality of the products and
services it offers to the market. Their quality should be the subject of constant concern for the management of the
enterprise and, of course, the subject of constant analysis and control.

In the conducted research, we studied the theoretical aspects and methods of analyzing the functional components
of economic security, examined the mechanisms of risk management in economic security, and analyzed the main
indicators of the organization.

The activities of modern enterprises are difficult to imagine today without the use of a certain set of technologies
for material and intellectual production. The quality of these technologies largely determines the efficiency of the
enterprise's functioning and its economic security. Therefore, it is important that the chosen technologies meet the best
quality standards.

METHODS

In the course of the research, methods such as analysis and synthesis, moving from the specific to the general,
critical analysis, the method of logical imperatives, and financial condition diagnostics based on a comprehensive
analysis of financial statements were used.
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RESULTS

According to Rosstat and the Ministry of Agriculture, at the beginning of 2022, according to the criterion of the
amount of value added that was produced in the Russian agricultural sector, the country occupies the fifth position in
the world ranking (4.4 trillion rubles); is in seventh place in terms of direct investment in the agro-industrial complex,
farms of all categories of the Russian Federation (agricultural organizations, farmers, personal subsidiary) in 2021
produced products worth 7 trillion 572 billion 344.5 million rubles. Nevertheless, domestic experts in the field of
agriculture speak of an extensive type of development of the industry [1]. At the same time, the area under crops and,
accordingly, the number of agricultural machinery [2], is gradually decreasing, which may be due to the economic
difficulties facing the farms, as a result of which the farms simply do not have the opportunity to fully use all available
land and resources [3], [4].

What are the current realities in the agricultural organizations of the Tambov region? To answer this question, we
have identified “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC, which is one of the largest agricultural holdings in the region.

The farmland of the agricultural holding is located in the Tambov, Penza, Voronezh, Volgograd and Saratov
regions. In the Tambov region, the enterprise has land on the territory of Bondarsky, Gavrilovsky, Zherdevsky,
Inzhavinsky, Kirsanovsky, Muchkapsky, Pichaevsky and Umetsky districts. The company is part of the ASB Group
of Companies. "South-Eastern Agrogroup” has a closed production cycle, including the cultivation, storage,
processing and sale of agricultural products. Particular attention is paid to the cultivation of sugar beet in “South-
Eastern Agrogroup” LLC. The farms have successfully introduced the technology of growing this crop without the
cost of manual labor using chemical plant protection products. Since 2013, the agricultural holding has been
cooperating with the Tambov State Scientific Research Institute of Agriculture. 15 promising varieties of winter and
spring wheat are under ecological testing. The leading role in the technical equipment of the agricultural holding is
played by modern agricultural machinery, both domestic and imported, which meets all modern requirements in terms
of the quality of operations performed and ease of use.

In picture 1 it can be noted that LLC "South-Eastern Agrogroup" is the leader in terms of revenue received.

Revenue

Net profit Assets

===LLC "South-Eastern Agrogroup" LLC "Rusagro-Invest" LLC"Agrotechnologies"

FIGURE 1. Indicators of the main competitors of “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC for 2021
Let us consider in detail the analysis of the profitability of “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC, for this we will

compile a table 1.
TABLE 1. Assessment of the profitability of the organization

Indicators 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Net profit, thousand rubles 1200430 1634410 1656810 5707000 9145060
Return on investment (ROI), % 0.058 0.102 0.066 0.148 0.171
Return on sales, % 0.399 0.381 0.320 0.534 0.629

When assessing the profitability of the enterprise, absolute deviations and the growth rate of indicators from the
table were calculated. Their values are shown in table 2.
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One of the most important performance indicators of any company is net profit. After analyzing tables 1 and 2,
one can note an increase in the size of this indicator. So from 2017 to 2021, it increased by 7944630 thousand rubles,
which is 662%. According to the tables, we can say about a slowdown in the growth rate of the indicator in the last
year by 184.2%.

TABLE 2. Calculation of absolute and relative deviations

Indicators | 20172018 | 20182019 | 2019-2020 | 2020-2021

Absolute deviation

Net profit, thousand rubles 433980 22400 4050190 3438060

Return on investment, % 0.05 -0.04 0.08 0.02

Return on sales, % -0.02 -0.06 0.21 0.1
Relative deviation

Net profit, % 36.15 1.37 244.46 60.24

Return on investment, % 77.71 -35.60 125.03 15.07

Return on sales, % -4.47 -16.08 66.87 17.82

Return on investment grew throughout the study period. The only exception was 2019 with a value of 0.066%.
The highest return on investment was 0.171%. The total increase for 2016-2020 was 0.113%, which is 195%. Return
on sales also showed significant growth in the study period. It changed from 0.399% in 2017 to 0.629% in 2021.
Despite the fact that in 2018 and 2019 the indicator decreased, it subsequently recovered. The amount of gross profit
directly affects the organization of commercial activities and its planning in the organization. A positive value of the
indicator indicates the correct and competent conduct of the economic activity of the organization.

Comparing the changes in indicators, the absolute deviations and the growth rate indicated in table 1 were
calculated.

The dynamic annual growth of gross profit for the study period 2017-2021 correlates with the annual growth in
the company's revenue, regardless of the difference in their growth rates. The minimum absolute deviation of the
amount of gross profit compared to the previous year is observed in 2019 and amounted to -817.050 thousand rubles
or 20%, the maximum - in 2021 with a value of 2,768.250 thousand rubles, which is 43%.

TABLE 3. Calculated data

Indicators 2017-2018 2018-2019 2019-2020 2020-2021
Absolute deviation
Gross profit 1.004660 -817050 4.618160 2.768250
Revenue 3.045450 -1.274080 6.489340 2.605300
Advance Capital 2.686000 849600 14.319300 7.050700
Relative deviation
Gross profit 60.934 -30.792 251.483 42.888
Revenue 91.507 -19.990 127.255 22.481
Advance Capital 15.257 4.187 67.733 19.884

Revenue has a positive trend throughout the study period. Its value increased significantly from 2017 to 2021. In
2017, its amount was 3,328.090 thousand rubles. By 2021, this value has grown to 14,194.100 thousand rubles. The
absolute deviation for 2017-2021 was 10,866.010 thousand rubles, and the growth rate was 326%. The largest growth
occurred in 2019-2020 and amounted to 6,489.340 thousand rubles.

The value of the advanced capital for the study period increased by 24,905.600, which is 232%. So in 2016, the
indicator was 17,605.100 thousand rubles, and by 2021 it reached 42,510.700 thousand rubles. Throughout the period,
there was a constant increase in this indicator. The largest increase occurred in 2020 and amounted to 68%. or
14319300 thousand rubles.

Analysis of the functional components of “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC. In table 4 shows the calculations of
the profitability indicators of “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC for 2016-2021. The return on sales in 2016 was
49.755%, and by 2021 the enterprise received 62.880 rubles from each ruble of products profit, that is, the indicator
increased by 13.25%. The lowest value of the indicator was achieved in 2019, which is due to an increase in
management expenses and a decrease in sales profit.
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TABLE 4. Calculated data of profitability indicators of “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC

Indicators 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Product profitability 49.76 39.89 38.11 31.98 53.37 62.88
Return on investment
(ROI) 116.81 71.756 63.38 51.14 111.89 185.66
Economic profitability 20.65 7.54 12.44 8.05 20.29 23.68
Return on equity (ROE) 22.20 8.73 10.83 9.97 24.09 26.49
Return onpermanent |, 5, 8.77 15.62 10.04 2425 26.73
capital
Return —on  borrowed 1.56 1.291 1.37 2.06 2.15 471
capital
Profitability of | 020 0.08 0.13 0.08 0.23 0.24
production

DISCUSSION

One of the most important indicators of the organization's activity - return on investment (ROI) - also increased in
the studied period by 68.953%. In 2016, it reached 116.807%. By 2021, the enterprise received 185.660 rubles from
each ruble of costs arrived.

Economic profitability in the studied period increased by 3.029%. In 2016, the value of the indicator was 20.646,
and by 2021 it has increased to 23.675%.

Return on equity in 2016 was 22.198%. During the study period, the indicator repeatedly decreased. So in 2017,
its value was only 8.733%, the value of the indicator was formed in 2017 and amounted to 8.733%, however, by 2021
the situation improved and the indicator increased to 26.489%. This indicator reflects the amount of profit that the
company will receive per unit cost of equity capital. The return on permanent capital in 2016 was 22.275%, in
subsequent years it repeatedly decreased, but by 2021 it gave a result, it was equal to 26.734%. The growth of this
indicator in the last 3 years indicates an increase in the efficiency of the use of capital invested in the activities of the
organization for a long time [5], [6]. Return on borrowed capital reflects the feasibility of investing funds by investors.
In 2016, the indicator was equal to 155669, which is due to the extremely low amoun of long-term borrowings, their
values are presented in figure 14 below. From 2017 to 2021, the value of the indicator increased and by the end of the
studied period it reached 4.707%. The profitability of production in the period from 2016 to 2021 remained at the
same level. The profitability of production reflects the economic efficiency of a business or its division.

Thus, over the past 3 years, a positive trend in the profitability indicators of “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC can
be noted. The most problematic years were 2017 and 2019, it was during these periods that the values of the indicators
decreased significantly. This is due to a decrease in revenue with a simultaneous increase in management costs and
increased accounts receivable [7].

TABLE 5. Data for calculating indicators required for factor analysis

Indicators 2020 2021
Net profit (NP) 5707000 9145060
Sales revenue(SR) 11588800 14194100
Assets (A) 35460000 42510700
Private equity (PE) 30017200 39031400
Return on equity (ROE) 0.190 0.234

Table 5 presents the initial data, on the basis of which the calculation of the indicators necessary for factor analysis
was made (Table 6) [8].
TABLE 6. Calculated data

Indicators 2019 2020 Absolute deviations Relative deviations
Profitability of sales 0.49 0.64 0.15 30.83
Asset turnover 0.33 0.33 0.01 2.17
Private equity multiplier 1.18 1.09 -0.09 -7.80
Return on equity (ROE) 19.01 23.43 4.42 23.24
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TABLE 7. Influence of factors on roe by the method of chain substitution

Indicators Influence result (+ -) Specific gravity (%)
Profitability of sales 5.862 69.917
Asset turnover 0.539 6.429
Private equity multiplier -1.983 23.654
Total 4.418 100.0

Thus, based on the calculation, we can conclude that the return on equity of the organization at the end of the year
compared to the beginning of the year increases by 4.418 thousand rubles, including:

-due to the increase in profitability of sales by 0.152%, the return on equity increased by 5.862%, which is 69.917%
of the total influence of factors;

-due to the increase in asset turnover by 0.007%, the return on equity increased by 0.539%, which is 6.429% of
the total influence of factors;

-due to the decrease in the equity multiplier by 0.092%, the return on equity decreased by 1.983%, which is
23.654% of the total influence of factors.

TABLE 8. Turnover indicators of “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC

Indicators 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Asset turnover ratio 0.40 0.21 0.34 0.25 0.41 0.36
Accounts receivable turnover ratio 0.74 0.39 0.61 0.42 0.72 0.67
Accounts payable turnover ratio 5.50 1.89 2.28 1.64 4.03 6.56
Own capital turnover ratio 0.43 0.24 0.42 0.31 0.49 0.41
Working capital turnover ratio 0.51 0.26 0.43 0.33 0.54 0.47
Inventory turnover ratio 2.47 1.01 1.93 1.83 3.28 3.24
Cash turnover ratio 4827 261 802 772 873 1565

The asset turnover ratio in 2016 amounted to 0.402 rubles, and by 2021 it decreased to 0.364 rubles. The lowest
value of the indicator was achieved in 2017 and amounted to 0.208%, this situation was due to a decrease in revenue.
The receivables turnover ratio in 2016 was 0.736, and by 2021 it decreased to 0.672, that is, by 0.064 or 0.913%. The
lowest value of the indicator was obtained in 2017, which is due to low revenue in this period with a simultaneous
increase in receivables. The organization's own capital turnover ratio in 2016 was 0.434, in subsequent years it
decreased to 0.242 and 0.307 in 017 and 2019, respectively. However, by 2021, the value of the indicator was 0.411.

The turnover ratio of working capital in the period from 2016 to 2021 decreased by 0.041 and amounted to 0.511
and 0.470, respectively. A decrease in the indicator means that the number of turnovers that working capital makes
per year has decreased.

The turnover of receivables is estimated together with the turnover of accounts payable. The accounts payable
turnover in 2016 was 5.500, subsequently decreasing in 2017 and 2019 to 1.890 and 1.644, respectively. The growth
of this indicator over the past two years indicates an increase in the payment discipline of “YuVAG” LLC in relations
with counterparties.

The inventory turnover ratio in 2016 was 2.473, and by 2021 it increased to 3.240, by 0.767 or 31%. Such an
increase in the value of the indicator indicates more efficient production and less need for working capital. However,
in 2017, the indicator dropped to a year-over-year 1.014, which was due to a decrease in the company's revenue with
a simultaneous increase in inventories and value added tax on acquired assets.

The cash turnover ratio in the period from 2016 to 2017 decreased by 3262 days and amounted to 4827 and 1565
days, respectively. A decrease in the indicator indicates a reduction in the days required for the turnover of funds.

Thus, when analyzing the turnover ratios of “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC, it was found that in 2017 the lowest
results were obtained for most indicators. By 2021, the situation has leveled off to the level reached at the beginning
of the study period. The improvement in the situation is due to an increase in the level of revenue received, with a
slight increase in selling and administrative expenses, as well as the cost of sales.

Further, to assess the financial stability of “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC, we use the methodology for
calculating a three-component indicator of the type of financial situation. To do this, the necessary indicators were
calculated, presented in picture 2.
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FIGURE 2. Calculation of a three-component indicator of financial stability of “South-Eastern Agrogroup”
LLC

Next, let's make a table 9, in which we define the type of financial stability.

TABLE 9. Type of financial stability of “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC
Indicators 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Type of financial stability 1;1;1 1;1;1 1;1;1 1;1;1 1;1;1

To determine the type of financial stability, an analysis of the organization's activities from 2016 to 2021 was
carried out. As a result, it was found that throughout the study period, the absolute financial stability of the enterprise
was maintained. That is, “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC is able to develop at the expense of its own sources of
financing, since all reserves are covered by its own working capital. The organization in question is completely
independent of creditors.

Next, we will conduct a relative assessment of the financial stability of the organization using financial ratios

Table 10
( '}‘ABLE 10. Coefficients characterizing the financial stability of “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC

Indicators Standard value 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Financial Independence Ratio >0.5 0.814 0.782 0.822 0.847 0918
Financial tension ratio <0.5 0.186 0.218 0.178 0.153 0.082
ocfgi;ilgc‘;gg“o with own sources 0.6 0.768 0.715 0.762 0.798 0.896
Equity maneuverability ratio 0.2-0.5 0.758 0.701 0.696 0.716 0.768
Coefficient of real property value 0.3-0.5 0.418 0.356 0.389 0.355 0.324
Debt ratio <0.6 0.186 0.218 0.178 0.153 0.082

Based on the monitoring table 10, we note that the coefficient of financial independence throughout the entire
scientific period corresponded to the normative value equal to >0.5. From 2017 to 2021, the ratio increased by 0.104
or 13%. In 2021, the value of the indicator was 0.918, which means that 92% of the organization's assets were provided
by its own sources of formation. In turn, the remaining 8% was covered by borrowed funds. The coefticient of financial
tension in 2017 was equal to 0.186, and by 2021 it decreased to 0.082, that is, by 0.104 or 56%. A decrease in this
indicator means a decrease in the amount of borrowed funds and indicates an increase in the financial stability of the
organization. In the studied period, the indicator corresponded to the standard value. The coefficient of provision with
own sources of financing also corresponded to the established norm >0.6 during the reading of the entire study period.
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In 2017, this indicator was equal to 0.768, and by 2021 it increased by 0.128 or 16.6%. The growth of this indicator
indicates an increase in the share of current assets, which is financed at the expense of own funds. The coefficient of
maneuverability of own capital in the studied period exceeded the maximum threshold of the normative value. In
2017, it was 0.758, and by 2021 it has increased to 0.768. The growth of this indicator may mean an increase in
additional financing resources for the expansion and modernization of production. The coefficient of the real value of
the property corresponded to the established norm during the entire period. From 2017 to 2021, this ratio has changed
from 0.324 to 0.418. Despite the fact that the indicator corresponds to the norm, a downward trend can be traced. So
in this period it decreased by 0.094 or 22%, which indicates a decrease in the provision of the production process with
the means of production. The debt ratio was also in line with the norm between 2017 and 2021. The indicator decreased
by 0.104 and by 2021 reached 0.082. This means a decrease in the share of assets formed as a result of attracting debt
financing to 8%.

Thus, the study of financial stability ratios allows us to conclude that “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC is a
financially stable company. Next, we will carry out a factorial analysis of the coefficient of sustainability of economic

growth.
TABLE 11. Initial data for the analysis of the financial stability of the company

Indicators Designation 2020 2021
Net income reinvestment ratio RR 5.260 4.268
Profitability of sales POS 0.53 0.63
Return on capital ROC 0.39 0.36
Financial Independence Ratio FIR 0.85 0.92
Economic Growth Sustainability Ratio EGSR 0.92 0.89

Table 11 presents the initial data, on the basis of which the calculation of the indicators necessary for factor analysis
was made (Table 12).

TABLE 12. Calculated data for factor analysis of the company's performance

Indicators Designation 2020 2021 dAe“:is:t'i‘(‘)t:s dff.':f.'ﬁﬁs
Net income reinvestment ratio RR 5.260 4.268 -0.992 -18.854
Profitability of sales POS 0.534 0.629 0.095 17.817
Return on capital ROC 0.386 0.364 -0.022 -5.806
Financial Independence Ratio FIR 0.847 0.918 0.072 8.464
ﬁ:(t)ir(l)omlc Growth Sustainability EGSR 0917 0.896 0.021 2325
TABLE 13. Influence of factors on egsr by the method of chain substitution
Indicators Designation Influence result (+ -) Specific gravity (%)
Net income reinvestment ratio RR -0.173 40.560
Profitability of sales POS 0.133 31.103
Return on capital ROC -0.051 11.940
Financial Independence Ratio FIR 0.070 16.397
Total: EGSR -0.021 100

Conclusion: based on the calculation, we can conclude that the coefficient of sustainability of economic growth at
the end of the year compared to the beginning of the year increases by 0.021 thousand rubles, including (Table 13):

- due to the decrease in the net profit reinvestment ratio by 0.992%, the economic growth sustainability ratio
decreased by 0.173%, which is 40.560% of the total influence of factors;

- due to the increase in sales profitability by 0.095, the economic growth sustainability ratio increased by 0.133%,
which is 31.103% of the total influence of factors;

- due to a decrease in capital productivity by 0.022, the economic growth sustainability coefficient decreased by
0.051%, which is 11.940% of the total influence of factors;
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- due to the increase in the coefficient of financial independence by 0.072%, the coefficient of sustainability of
economic growth increased by 0.070%, which is 16.397% of the total influence of factors.

The assessment of the technical and technological component of the economic security of an enterprise begins
with a technical and technological analysis [9], [10]. The content of the technical and technological analysis is the
study of the production and economic activities of the enterprise in order to objectively assess the results achieved and
develop measures to further improve the efficiency of management [11].
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FIGURE 3. The average number of employees of “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC

Having studied picture 3, we can note the growth in the number of employees over the studied period. So, in 2018
their number was 1276 people, and by 2021 it increased to 1720 people [4], that is, by 444 people or 35%.

4500.000 4005.093 4104756
4000.000
3500.000 3297.719
3000.000 2601238
2500.000 - ;
2000.000
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1000.000

500.000

0.000 T T T T
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FIGURE 4. Capital-labor ratio of “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC

Having studied picture 4, it can be noted that in the period from 2018 to 2021, the value of the capital-labor ratio
had a positive growth trend. In 2018, the indicator was equal to 2601.238 thousand rubles., and by 2021 increased to
4104.756 thousand rubles. Thus, the growth amounted to 1503.518 thousand rubles or 58%. The growth of this
indicator means an increase in the cost of equipment per employee [12], [22].

Let's consider the indicator of return on assets of “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC (picture 5).
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FIGURE 5. Return on assets of “South-Eastern Agrogroup|” LLC

On picture 5 shows the change in the return on assets of “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC in the period from 2017
to 2021. The lowest values of the indicator are observed in 2017 and 2019 and amount to 1.111 and 1.212, respectively.
In turn, 2021 showed the highest value of the indicator under consideration, equal to 2.010.

Let's make a table in which we calculate the deviations of this indicator.

TABLE 14. Absolute and relative deviations of the return on assets of “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC

Indicators 2017-2018 2018-2019 2019-2020 2020-2021
Absolute deviation 0.809 -0.708 0.775 0.023
Relative deviation 72.788 -36.888 63.985 1.164

Having studied the table 14, it can be noted that the dynamics of the indicator is not linear. The largest increase in
the indicator occurred in 2019-2022 and amounted to 63.985% or 0.775. The growth of the indicator means an increase
in the amount of production for each ruble of fixed assets spent.

The inverse indicator of capital productivity is capital intensity we calculate its value.

0-000.
1.000 0.900 0835
0.800
0.600 0.521 0-503 0.497
0.400
0.200
0.000 ; . . .
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FIGURE 6. Capital productivity of “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC
Next, we will compile a table in which we calculate the deviations of this indicator.

TABLE 15. Absolute and relative deviations of the capital intensity of “South-Eastern Agrogroup” LLC

Indicators 2017-2018 2018-2019 2019-2020 2020-2021
Absolute deviation -0.3791 0.3044 -0.3219 -0.0058
Relative deviation -42.126 58.449 -39.019 -1.1509

It can be noted a significant decrease in capital intensity in the study period. So in 2017, the indicator amounted to
0.900 thousand rubles, and by 2021 it decreased to 0.497, that is, by 0.403 thousand rubles, which is 45%. A decrease
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in this indicator indicates a more efficient use of the organization's equipment. Such high values of the indicator are
explained by the specifics of agro-industrial companies.

CONCLUSIONS

The successful and efficient functioning of each agricultural enterprise in the conditions of modern market relations
directly depends on the competent management of the functional components of economic security [13], [20], [21].

The level of risk of agricultural enterprises is associated with some specific features of the industry: seasonality,
dependence on natural and climatic conditions, the quality of natural resources used, and rapid spoilage of grown
products [14], [15], [16], [17], [19].

On the example of South-Eastern Agrogroup LLC, indicators characterizing various components of the economic
security of an enterprise were considered. Based on the results of the analysis, we can single out a high level of
financial stability of the organization, an increase in production profitability and turnover.

It should be noted that in order to stimulate the development of the agro-industrial complex at the present stage in
the Russian Federation, several sectoral strategies are being implemented that enable each direction of the agro-
industrial complex to find its growth reserves, namely [18], [23]:

1) In April 2020, the Government of the Russian Federation approved the Strategy for the Development of the
Agro-Industrial and Fisheries Complexes of the Russian Federation for the period up to 2030, which assumes an
increase in the gross value added created in agriculture: by 2024 to 5374.8 billion rubles (by 2030 - 7000 billion
rubles), including due to a significant increase in exports.

2) Law "On Viticulture and Winemaking": a ban is introduced on the use of imported wine materials for the
production of wines in Russia.

3) 285 billion rubles were allocated for the state program for the development of agriculture and regulation of the
markets for agricultural products, raw materials and food in 2022, in subsequent years (2023 and 2024) - 304.7 and
326.9 billion respectively.

The key ways to support farmers today are preferential loans and subsidies. Preferential lending is the issuance of
loans at a minimum rate, not higher than 5% per annum. Issued for certain agricultural needs, the requirement for
farmers: a stable financial position, no delinquency on existing loans. Subsidies are state financial support in the form
of compensation for a certain part of the costs for specific purposes: for example, the construction of agricultural
facilities, the purchase of agricultural machinery, breeding stock. Provided free of charge: return, like a loan, funds
are not required. These government guarantees and opportunities inspire confidence, as well as growth prospects for
the agro-industrial complex in the future.
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