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The article analyzes the economic efficiency of billet herbal feed using different innovative technologies in 
agricultural organizations of the Republic of Belarus. 

Keywords: technology, productivity forage grass blanks aggregates, fuel consumption, maintenance costs, 
and economic efficiency. 
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The article considers the economic feasibility of increasing the productive longevity of cows. Calculations of 
the dependence of costs and profits on the number of lactations are presented. The factors influencing productive 
longevity of cows, and also their influence on the cost price of milk manufacture are proved. 

Keywords: productive longevity of cows, feeding, health, living conditions, milk production, prime cost, eco-
nomic efficiency. 
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