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CraTtuctuuHuin aHania ranysi typusmy
B YKpaiHi: perioHanbHi acnekTtun

Possutok TypucTu4HOI ranysi € 0ogHUM 3 OCHOBHWX IHCTPYMEHTIB CBITOBVX IHTErpauiiHNX rMpoLECiB,
perioHanbHOro po3BUTKY Ta CTUMYITKOBEHHST HOBUX BUAIB EKOHOMIYHOI AiifIbHOCTI. Y TOM Xe Yac po3Bu—
TOK TYPU3MY HEMOXINBUI 63 MiXperioHanbHOI KOHKYPEeHUil, OCKINbK KOXEH PerioH KpaiHu Hamara—
ETbCS peaniaysBaTu CBiVi TYPUCTUYHWUA MOTEHLiarn.

Mera crarti — npoaHani3yBaTv Cy4acHW CTaH Ta noganbLUumni pO3BUTOK TYPUCTUYHOI IHAYCTPIl B Kpa—
iHI Ha perioHanbHOMY PiBHI, 8 TAKOX OLIHUTY EKOHOMIYHY eChEKTUBHICTL TYPM3MY 3a perioHamu YkpaiHu.

3rigHo 3 JOCIAXXEHHAIM, MOXHa 3p0bUTy BUCHOBOK, LLIO NPOTAromM aHanidosaHoro nepiogy (2017—
2018 pp.) anHamika BUi3HVX Ta B'I3HUX TYPUCTUYHUX MNOTOKIB Mana npoTunexHi TeHaeHuii. Ha ocHoBi
OaHuX rpo BUIBHUIA TYPUCTUYHUI MOTIK BYr10 BU3HEYeHO figepa — MICTo KuiB, MeLLKaHLi SIKoro rnpoBo—
avnn HavbinbLue Hover 3a KopaoHom (y cepeaHbomMy 5,4 HoYl Ha 0AHOr0 XUTENS Ha PIK 3 METOHO BiAno—
4nHKy y 2018 poui).

KinbkicTb nignpyuemMcTs, Lo 3aiMaroTbCs TYPU3MOM B YKpaiHi, nocTiviHo 36inbLuyeTscs. Y 2018 poui
BupaHo 2737 NiUeHsivi Ha TYpUCTUYHY OiSNIbHICTb, Lo Manxe Ha 3% binbLue, HiX y nonepeaHbLoMy poLi.
BriogobaHHs yKpaiHCbKux TypUCTIB LLOAO BigBIAyBaHWX KPaiH 3anmMLLanncs 4OCUTe NocTivinumun. Jligepa—
vy 6ynn Ervnet (41%) ta TypevuunHa (371%)] y 2018 poui.

B xopni pocnipxeHHsi 6yB 3pobreHnvi aHarni3 eKOHOMIYHOI e¢hekTMBHOCTI TypU3My 38 PErioHamMu Ha 0C—
HOBI YOTUPBLOX rpyr CTAaTUCTUYHWX MNOKa3HWKIB. BctaHoBneHo, wo ans perioHiB YkpaiHy xapakTtepHa
3Ha4YHa QMCcrponopLis 3a iHTerpanbHUM roKasHUKOM TYpUCTUYHOI echekTBHOCTI. byno 3anpornoHoBaHo
BUKOPUCTAHHS faHWX CaTeNiTHUX PaxyHKIB TYpU3My [5s BAOCKOHANEHHS CUCTEMU MOKa3HWUKIB TYpU3MY.

TeopeTnyHi Ta METOLZOSOMYHI Pe3ynbTaTy 4aHOro OCiXKEHHS AOBEN HEODXIAHICTL HOBUX MiXo4iB
07151 a4eKBaTHOI OLUiHKW TYPUCTUYHOIO NMOTEHLiany Ha perioHanbHOMY PiBHI Ta MOXYTb 6yTV BUKOPUCTaHI
npwv peani3awjii ep>XxaBHWX Nporpam perioHanbHoro po3BuUTKY B YKpaiHi.

KumouoBi cnoBa: TypuctvyHa cehepa, perioHn, TYypUCTUYHI MOTOKW, CTATUCTUYHI MOKA3HWKU, CUCTEMA
MOKa3HWKIB, TYPUCTUYHUA CATENITHUA PAXYHOK, IHTErpanbHUA NoKasHUK.

MA3YP M.B.,
CVIPEHKO E.B.

CraTtuctuveckuin aHanu3 oTpacnam Typusma
B YKpauHe: pernoHasibHble acnekTbl

Paszsutue TYPUCTUHECKOW OTPAC/IN ABJIAETCA OAHUM N3 OCHOBHbIX MIHCTPYMEHTOB MUPOBbLIX MHTErpa—
LMOHHBIX MPOLeccoB, pervuoHanbHoro pasBuTna i CTUMYIVPOBAaHWA HOBbIX BUAOB 3KOHOMWYEeCKou Aes—
TellbHOCTW.

B 10 Xxe BpeMA pa3Butne TypnsmMa HeBO3MOXXHO bes MeXpervoHasbHou KOHKYpPeHLKN, NMOCKOJIbKY
Kaxabivi PErvoH CTpaHbl MbITAeTCA peann308aTb CBOV Ty,DVICTM‘-lECKVIVI rioreHymnarl.
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Llenb CTaTtby — NPOaHarIN3npPoBaTb COBPEMEHHOE COCTOAHWE U fallbHevllee pa3BuTne TypucTtmn4e—
ckon nHAOYCTpUK B CTPpaHe Ha pPernoHasibHOM YPOBHE, @ TakKXe OUEeHUTb 3KOHOMW4YEeCKYHo SdJCfJeKTI/IB—
HOCTb Typr3ma rio permoHam yK,Dal/lel.

CornacHo viccnepoBaHuio, MOXHO cAenaTtk BbiBOA, YTO B TEYEHWM paccMaTpyuBaemMoro rnepvoaa
(2017—2018 rr.) puHaMuKa Bble3AHbIX N BbE3[HbIX TYPUCTUYECKMX MOTOKOB YIMENa rnpoTUBOMOI0X—
Hble TeHAeHUWN. Ha ocHoBe AaHHbIX 0 BbIe3AHOM TYPUCTUHYECKOM MOTOKe bbii onpeaeneH nugep — ro—
poa Kves, xutenm KoToporo nposoavnv bornbLuee KONM4ecTBo HoYew 3a rpaHuLen (B cpeaHem 5,4 Ho—
41 Ha 0HOro XUTEns B rof ¢ yensto otasixa B 2018 roayl.

Konn4ectBo npepnpusituii, 3aHUMaKOLLUMXCA TYpU3MOM B YKpauHe, NocTOsHHO yBenuyuBaeTcs. B
2018 rogy bbino BbigaHo 2737 nLeH3ui Ha TYPUCTUHECKYHO AeATENbHOCTb, YTO No4Ty Ha 3% 605bLue,
4yem B npeabigyLem rogy. [peanoqTeHvst yKkpamHCKUX TYPUCTOB Mo NoceLyaeMbIM CTPpaHaM 0CTaBanmch
[0CTaTo4yHOo nocTosiHHbIMKW. T ngepamu bbinmn Ervnet (41%) v Typuus (31%) 8 2018 rogy.

B xopne vccnepnoBaHws 6bin caenaH aHanm3 3KOHOMUYECKON 3(hhekTUBHOCTY TYpU3mMa o peroHam
Ha OCHOBE YeTblpex rpynr CTaTUCTUYECKMX roka3aTenen. YCTaHoBIeHO, YTO A/l PErvoHOB YKpauHbl
XapakTepHa 3Ha4uTenbHas [UCrPONopUMsl Mo MHTErpansHOMY rokas3aTento TypUCcTUHecKow 3ghghek—
TUBHOCTW. BbIr0 NpeayoXeHo UCronb30BaHNE AaHHbIX CATENNINTHLIX CHETOB TYPU3MAa /11 COBEPLLIEH
CTBOBaHWs CUCTEMbI [10Ka3aTenes Typu3ma.

TEOPGTI/I‘-IECKVIB n METOHOJIOrM4Yeckmne pe3yrnbTaTtbel 4aHHOro nccriegoBaHusa [okasarnun HeobxoauMocTb
HOBBbIX M0AX0[0B /15 8AeKBAaTHOW OLEHKN TYPUCTUHECKOro rnoTeHuMasna Ha pernoHarnibHoOM YpOBHE 1 MOryT
6bITb MCMOb30BaHb! ripvi peannsauynn rocyaapCcTBeHHbIX MPorpamMm PermoHaribHoro passntiAg B pral/lHe.

KnioueBbie cnoBa: TYPNCTNHECKad CCIJBPEJ, PErNoHbI, TYPUCTNYECKNE MNMOTOKU, CTATUCTNHYECKNE 10—
Ka3sbl, cucTema nokasaHu, TYypUcTu4ecKui CI'IyTHI/IKOBbIVI PaKypcC, MHTEr paljlOHHbIE NOKa3bl.

MAZURM.V.,
SIRENKO K.V.

Statistical analysis of tourism industry

in Ukraine: regional aspects

The development of tourism industryis one of the main instruments of world integration processes, regional
development and stimulation of new types of economic activities. At the same time, tourism development is
impossible without interregional competition as each region of the country tries to realize its tourist potential.

The purpose of the article is to analyze the current status and further development of tourism industryin
the country on regional level as well as estimate the economic efficiency of tourism by regions in Ukraine.

According to the study, it can be concluded that during the analyzed period (2017—2018] the
dynamics of the outbound and inbound tourist flows had opposite trends. Based on the outbound
tourist flow data, was determined the leader of Kyiv city whose residents spent the most nights abroad
per inhabitant (an average of 5.4 nights per annum on holidays in 2018).

The number of enterprises engaged in tourism is constantly increasing. In 2018, 2,737 licenses were
issued fortourist activities, which is almost 3% more than in the previous year. Ukrainian tourists’ preferences
for the countries visited remained fairly constant. The leaders were Egypt (41%) and Turkey (31%)in 2018.

During the study, it was made an analysis of the economic efficiency of tourism by regions based on
four groups of statistical indicators. It is established that the regions of Ukraine are characterized by
significant disproportion by the integral indicator of tourism efficiency. It has been also suggested to
use the satellite tourism account data to improve the tourism metrics.

The theoretical and methodological results from this study proved the need for new approaches
needed for adequate estimation of tourism potential on the regional level and can be used in the
implementation of state programs of regional development in Ukraine.

Key words: tourism industry, regions, tourist flows, statistical indicators, tourism metrics, tourism
satellite account, integral indicator.
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Introduction. Nowadays tourism is not only the
important source of country’s income but it also
plays a great role at the internal economic mar—
ket of the country, creating new jobs, stimulating
new types of economic activities and providing in—
vestments in infrastructure development. Unfor-
tunately, only some regions of the country man—
age to make tourism an essential source of their
income using the features of their location and de—
velopment. The regional structure of tourism mar—
ket, the balance of demand and supply on it may
give characteristics of its development and its in—
fluence on the economy.

The works of Ukrainian scientists — N. Kalachova,
G. Gorina, M. Kolosinska, O. Kushchenko, Y. Kolosin—
skii and others — are devoted to the analysis of the
dynamics of the national tourism, assessment of the
structure of the Ukrainian tourism market and so—
lution of methodological problems about improve—
ment the system of tourism indicators. At the same
time, many problems related to the development
and functioning of the tourism industry on the re—
gional level have not yet been resolved. This requires
deep tourism market analysis and the search of ef-
fective solutions to the construction of the integral
indicator of tourism efficiency by regions.

The purpose of the article. Analysis of the cur—
rent status and further development of tourism in—
dustry in the country on regional level, identifying the
problems of effective activity and priority areas and the
prospects for increasing the effectiveness of tourism
development in modern economic conditions.

The main material. Ukraine has all objective
pre—conditions for intensive development of in—
bound and outbound tourism [4]. However, the
estimation of dynamics of tourist streams during
2015—2018 years confirms the conclusion about
positive tendencies only in outbound tourism de—
velopment. The Ukrainian outbound tourist flow in—
creased by 19,8% during the whole analyzed pe-
riod while the inbound tourist flow decreased by
1,4% in 2018 compared with 2017 (Figure 1).

Despite the increase of outbound tourism over
the last few years in Ukraine, the proportion of
tourists by regions remains fairly constant. \When
taking into account a region’s size in terms of its
population, Kyiv was the city whose residents spent
the most nights abroad per inhabitant (an aver—
age of 5.4 nights per annum on holidays in 2018).
At the other end of the spectrum, residents of the
rest regions of the country spent, on average, less
than one night abroad on haoliday in 2018.

In 201 8, tourist services accounted for 12,2% of
total tourist flow. It should be noted that the number
of enterprises engaged in tourism is constantly in—
creasing. In 2018, 2,737 licenses were issued for
tourist activities, which is almost 3% more than in
the previous year. According to the reports of tou—
roperators in 2016 — 2018, the number of tour—
ists going on vacation has been steadily increasing
(by 1,8 times in the last two years), while the num-—
ber of Ukrainians travelling to Ukraine decreased
by 1,7 times in the same two years). The largest
number of tourist services is concentrated in Kyiv
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Figure 1. Dynamics of inbound and outbound tourist flows in Ukraine in 2015 - 2018
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Figure 2. Dynamics of Ukrainian tourists’ visits served by touroperators in 2016 - 2018

city, as well as in Kyiv, Dnipropetrovsk, Kharkiv and
Odessa regions (Figure 2).

Ukrainian tourists’ preferences for countries vis—
ited remained fairly constant during the period un—
der study (2015—2018). The major countries for
Ukrainians to visit on holydays were Egypt (41%)
and Turkey (31%]) in 2018 (Figure 3).

Analysis of the proportions of regions’ contri—
bution to the revenues of Consolidated Budget in

Ukraine in 2018 shows significant inequality by re—
gions (Figure 4).

According to the results of 2018, the proportion
of the revenues of Consolidated Budget from tour—
ism in Kyiv city is the largest (32%), then Lviv (11%),
Odesa (7%), Kyiv (5%), Dnipropetrovsk (5%), Kharkiv
(5%), Zaporizhzha (49%) and Ivano—Frankivsk (3%)
regions. The rest regions of the country contribut—
ed to Consolidated Budget less than 2,5% in 2018.
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Figure 3. Ukrainian tourists’ visits to foreign countries on holyday in 2018 (TOP 10)
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Figure 4. Regions’ contribution from tourism to the revenues of Consolidated Budget in
Ukraine in 2018

Table 1. Tax revenues from tourism in Ukraine in 2017 - 2018

Regions Taxes to Con_solidated Budget, Taxes to I_.ocal Budgets,
rate of increase (%) rate of increase (%)
Vinnytsya 21,3 22,6
Volyn 24,4 18,9
Dnipropetrovsk 19,9 21,0
Donetsk 19,0 46,2
Zhytomyr 13,7 20,5
Zakarpattya 33,2 31,0
Zaporizhzhya 22,7 35,2
Ivano—Frankivsk 0,8 22,4
Kyiv 20,1 492
Kirovohrad 23,7 27,5
Luhansk 14,5 20,9
Lviv 27,4 250
Mykolayiv 17,2 28,2
Odesa 14,2 274
Poltava 26,0 24,5
Rivne 23,5 15,2
Sumy 10,1 14,9
Ternopil 19,1 37,4
Kharkiv 18,1 19,4
Kherson 17,7 36,5
Khmelnytskiy 134 43,8
Cherkasy 14,1 32,7
Chernivtsi 14,4 259
Chernihiv -1,3 34,8
Kyiv city 24,5 31,2

Source: calculated according to [6]
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The differences in tax revenues tendencies to
consolidated budget and to local budgets are
shown in Table 1.

It should be noted, that some regions of the
country had opposite tendencies of changing tax
revenues to consolidated budget and to local bud-
gets. For example, the tax revenues to local bud—
gets in Chernihiv region increased by 34,8% in
2018 in comparison with 2017 while the tax rev—-
enues to consolidated budgets in the same region
decreased by 1,3% during that period.

Statistics of tourism works out its specific indi—
cators, which should be interconnected and repre—
sent a complete and logical system making it pos—
sible to study in detail the tourism process and to
obtain valid statistical data [3]. The system of sta—
tistical indicators is based on economic and social
categories of the tourist market. The tourism met—
rics includes demand and supply indicators, em—
ployment and gross value added in tourism as well
as export—import indicators [2] (Figure 5).

According to the World Tourism Organization
(WTO) the contribution of tourism to the econo-—
my of the country is recommended to compute
with help of tourism satellite accounts [5]. They
are used to get information about the gross val—-
ue added created in tourism, tourist product con—

sumption, production and employment in tourism.
The basis of these accounts contains the cost in—
dicators methodologically comparable with the in—
dicators that are used for the analysis of other in—
dustries. However, tourism satellite accounts are
required a large number of data sources [1]. This
problem is currently solving by conducting sample
socio—economic studies.

Despite the number of outbound tourists tends to
increase, ranked integrated assessments of tour—
ism efficiency showed significant differences and
disproportions by the Ukrainian regions in 2018.
Based on the ranking of Ukraine’s regions by the
integral indicator of tourism efficiency, it was de—
termined the leader of Kyiv city in 2018. (Figure 6).

Conclusions

The analysis of the current state and the main
tendencies of tourism industry by regions of the
country revealed lots of problems related to the re—
ducing the inbound tourist flow, the cost estimation
of tourism efficiency and other. However, without
government support in particular financial sphere,
most problems of country’s tourism market devel—-
opment are difficult to solve. A basic problem is the
absence of financially investment to the mecha-
nism of tourism development. The theoretical and
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Figure 5. Integrated tourism and travel statistics
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Figure 6. Ranking of Ukraine’s regions by the integral indicator of tourism efficiency in 2018

methodological results from this study proved the
need for new approaches needed for adequate es—
timation of tourism potential on the regional lev—
el and can be used in the implementation of state
programs of regional development in Ukraine.
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