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data are not published due to the requirements of the Law of Ukraine

"On the State Statistics” regarding confidentiality of statistical information.
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Cows number and milk production at enterprises

certified Organic

Source: SSSU, Organic Standard research

Production of Organic Milk in some
EU countries and Ukraine (as of 2021)
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Source: AMP based of Organic Standard research

Source: European Comission Brief Organic Farming in EU

(January 2023), Eurostat, CLAL

“*Information from SSSU used for infographics, is formed on the basis of actual responses submitted by enterprises
(as of 01.2024, the rate of reporting was at 88-89%), as well as using a calculation method. So, the data can be clarified.
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ASSOCIATION OF MILK PRODUCERS

Source: SSSU
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Value Added Trade from the Organic and Dairy Sector in Ukraine”, implemented by the Research Institute of
Organic Agriculture (FiBL, Switzerland) in partnership with SAFOSO AG (Switzerland). The author(s) are solely
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