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Summary. The article is devoted many years of research evidence about the impact of innovative forms of 

bushes for not sheltered and covering areas of viticulture on the productivity of plantations, reducing material and 

labor costs, rational spatial distribution of vegetative shoots in the plane of the tapestry, increase profitability of 

production of grape and wine products. The high productivity of the proposed management systems and the forma-

tion of clusters of grapes. 

Keywords: grapes, forms the bushes, not sheltered and covering system of cultivation, yield, quality, tech-

nologies. 
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