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Abstract. We consider the full cycle of development and implementation of 
agricultural innovations, starting with research, development continues uu 
technology innovation and adaptation to natural conditions and institutional 
space projects. It is shown that each step in terms of institutional reforms 
incompleteness and lack of modern scientific base is accompanied by the risk 
of not implementation. So the end result of the development and 
implementation of agricultural innovations in modern conditions is 
extremely high degree of risk and agribusiness hardly appropriate to invest 
in the full cycle of development. The safest option is to purchase already 
developed agricultural innovation while still high enough risk their 
adaptation and implementation. This doruchna use diversification which is 
to use several innovations nevzayemozalezhnymy expected benefits. 
 
Keywords: agricultural innovation, knowledge accumulation, risk 
adjustment, efficiency, incomplete institutional reforms. 

 
  


