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COMPETITY AND EXPORT POTENTIAL OF THE SWEET CHERRY

FRUITS GROWN IN THE UKRAINE’S LISOSTEPPE

H. A. Kishchak, Yu. P. Kishchak

On the basis of the multi-year researches carried out at the Institute of

Horticulture of the National Academy of Agrarian Sciences of Ukraine new varieties

of sweet cherry intense orchards were proposed with the use of inland large-fruited

cultivars. Those orchards ensure obtaining competitive high marketable quality

products. The expediency of changes in the valid standard documents of Ukraine was

substantiated concerning the rise of the requirements to the size of the investigated

crop fresh fruits.

Key words: sweet cherry, orchard, cultivar, fruits marketability, competity,

export potential.


