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CratuctuuHuin aHania ranysi Typusmy
B YKpaiHi: perioHanbHI acnekTu

Po3Butok TypucTuyHOI ranysi € ogHVM 3 OCHOBHUIX IHCTPYMEHTIB CBITOBUX IHTErpaLiiHX rpoLecis,
perioHanbHoro po3BUTKY Ta CTUMYIOBaHHA HOBUX BUAIB EKOHOMIYHOI iSifIbHOCTI. Y Tou Xe Yac po3su—
TOK TYPU3MY HEMOXITMNBUI 63 MiXPerioHanbHOI KOHKYPEHLUi, OCKINIbK1 KOXEH PerioH KpaiHn Hamara—
ETbCS peaniaysBaTu CBIVi TYPUCTUYHUV MOTEHLiar.

Mera crarti — npoaHani3yBaTv Cy4acHUV CTaH Ta noganbLUmni PO3BUTOK TYPUCTUYHOI iHAYCTPIl B Kpa—
iHI Ha perioHanbHOMY PiBHI, 8 TAKOX OLIHUTY EKOHOMIYHY eQDEKTUBHICTb TYPU3MY 38 perioHamu YKpaiHu.

3rigHo 3 JOCHIAXEHHSIM, MOXHa 3p0bUTy BUCHOBOK, LLO NPOTAroM aHanizosaHoro nepiogy (20717—
2018 pp.) anHamika BUi3HVX Ta BI3HNX TYPUCTUYHUX MOTOKIB Mana npoTunexHi TeHaeHuii. Ha ocHoBi
LaHuX rpo BUISHUA TYPUCTUYHW MOTIK B6Yr0 BU3Ha4YeHO nigepa — mMicTo KuiB, MeLLKaHLi SKoro npoBo—
annn HavbinbeLue HoYer 3a KopaoHoMm (y cepeaHbomMy 5,4 HoYi Ha 0AHOr0 XUTENs Ha pik 3 METOH Bifno—
4mHKY y 2018 poui).

KinbKicTb nignpyemMcTs, Lo 3anMaroTbLCS TYPU3MOM B YKpaiHi, nocTiviHo 36insbLuyetses. Y 2018 poui
BugaHo 2737 niLeHsivi Ha TYPUCTUYHY JISNbHICTb, Lo Mavixxe Ha 3% bBinbLue, HiX y nonepegHboMy poLi.
BnopobaHHs ykpaiHCbKux TYpUCTIB OO BiABIAYBaHWX KPaiH 3amMLLIanics OCUTb NocTivinimy. Tligepa—
mun 6yriv Ervinet (41%] T1a TypevuunHa (31%] y 2018 poui.

B xogi gocnigxeHHs1 6yB 3pobreHny aHarsni3 eKOHOMIYHOI e¢heKTUBHOCTI TYpuU3My 38 perioHaMm Ha 0C—
HOBI YOTUPBLOX rpyr CTATUCTUYHUX OKa3HWKIB. BcTaHoBneHo, wo Ans perioHiB YkpaiHy xapakTtepHa
3Hay4Ha aMcrponopuis 3a iIHTerpanbHUM NoKa3HUKOM TYPUCTUYHOI echeKTBHOCTI. byno 3anponoHoBaHo
BUKOPUCTaHHS faHUX caTeniTHUX paxyHKIB Typu3mMy 5151 BOOCKOHANEHHs CUCTEMU NOKa3HUKIB TYpU3MY.

TeopeTn4Hi Ta METO[ONOrYHI Pe3ybTaTy 4aHOro JOCTIMKEHHS JOBENN HEOBXIAHICTb HOBUX MiAXOAIB
/151 aAekBaTHOI OLIHKM TYPUCTUYHOIO MOTeHUiany Ha perioHanbHOMY PIBHI Ta MOXYTb BYTY BUKOPUCTaHI
rpv peaniaawii [ep>xaBHUX rMporpam perioHanbHOro po3BuTKy B YKpaiHi.

Knro4osi cnoBa: TyprcTtnyHa cehepa, perioHu, TYPUCTUYHI MOTOKM, CTATUCTUYHI OKa3HUKK, cuctema
MOKa3HWKIB, TYPUCTUYHUA CATENITHUIA PaxXyHOK, IHTErPabHUA MOKa3HYIK.

MA3YP M.B.,
CVIPEHKO E.B.

CraTucTuyeckuin aHanus3 oTpacnam Typusama
B YKpauHe: peruoHasibHble acnekTtbl

Pa3BuTtune Typuctyeckon oTpacnv SBAseTcs O4HUM U3 OCHOBHbIX MHCTPYMEHTOB MUPOBbIX MHTErpa—
LMOHHbIX MPOLIECCOB, PEMMIOHAIBHOI0 Pa3BUTHS Y CTUMYINPOBAHWUS HOBbIX BULOB 3KOHOMUYECKON fes—
TeNbLHOCTY.

B 10 xe BpemMdA pasButmne Typn3Ma HeBO3MOXHO bes MeXXpernoHanbHOV KOHKYPeHUWN, NoCKOJIbKY
Kaxabivi PervoH CTpaHsbl MNbITAeTcs peann308aTk CBOV Typl/lCTl/l'—IeCKVIﬂ rioteHywnarl.
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Lenb cratbu — npoaHann3npoBaTb COBPEMEHHOE COCTOSIHUE U [anbHeNLLEee pa3BuUTve TypUCTYe—
CKOV MHOYCTPUM B CTPAHE Ha PEervuoHasnbHOM YPOBHE, & TakXe OLEHUTb 3KOHOMUYECKYH 3(hheKTB—
HOCTb TypU3Ma ro peroHam YKkpauHsi.

CornacHo vccrnenoBaHuio, MOXHO CHAenaTb BbIBOA, YTO B TEYEHWM PaccMaTpyBaemMoro rnepuvopa
(2017—2018 rr.] auHamuka Bble3[HbIX Y Bbe3AHbIX TYPUCTUHECKMX MOTOKOB YMera rnpoTUBOMNON0X—
Hble TeHAeHUmW. Ha ocHoBe faHHbIX 0 Bbie34HOM TYPUCTUHECKOM MOTOKe 6biil onpegeneH nugep — ro—
poa Knes, xuTenv KoToporo npoBogunv b6orsLuee KOMMYecTB0 HoYer 3a rpaHuLen (B cpegHem 5,4 Ho—
41 Ha 0AHOro XUTeNs B rof ¢ yenbto otaeixa 8 20718 rogy).

Konunyectso npepnpusaTui, 3aHUMAaKLLMXCS TYpU3MOM B YKpauHe, nocTosiHHO yBernuumBaeTcs. B
2018 ropgy bbino BbigaHo 2737 nuLeH3ui Ha TYPUCTUHECK YO AeATENbHOCTb, YTO No4YTy Ha 3% bonbLue,
4yem B npeabigyLuem rogy. [lpeanoyTenvs yKpanHCKuX TypyUCcTOB Mo noceLaeMbiM CTpaHaM 0CTaBasnvCh
[OCTaTo4YHO NocTosiHHbIMK. JTuaepamu 6bimv Ervnet (41%)] un Typuws (31%) 8 2018 rogy.

B xopne viccnepnoBaHus 6bin caenaH aHannu3 3KOHOMUYECKON 3¢hheKTUBHOCTY TYpmU3ma o permoHam
Ha OCHOBE YeTblpex rpynrn CTaTUCTUYECKUX NoKa3aTenen. YCTaHOBAEHO, YTO ANs PErMoHOB YKpauHsl
XapaKTepHa 3HaqYuTenbHasi AUCrPonopums Mo UHTErParbHOMY MOKa3aTenk TYPUCTUHECKON 3ghehek—
TVBHOCTW. BbIr0 NpeyioXeH0 UCMosib30BaHNE AaHHbIX CaTeNIMTHbIX CHETOB TypU3Ma /15 COBEPLLIEH—
CTBOBaHWs CUCTEMbI 10Ka3aTesnei TypusmMa.

TEOPETM‘-IECKVIG n METOHOJIOrn4eckmne peaynbTatbl JaHHOro MCCrenoBaHvAa gokasann HeobxoauMocTb
HOBbIX M0AX0[0B /1 8AeKBaTHOW OLEHKN TYpPUCTVHECKOro rnoTeHumarna Ha pervoHaribHOM YPOBHE 1 MOryT
6bITb MCMO/b30BaHhb! rpvi peann3aynn rocyaapCcTBEHHbIX NMPporpamMm PpernoHaribHoro pa3snting B pral/lHe.

KnioueBbie cnoBa: TypucTnydeckas ccpepa, PErvoHsbl, TYPUCTUHECKNE MNMOTOKN, CTATUCTNHYECKNE MO0~
Ka3abl, cucTemMa nokasaHu, TYypUCTUYEeCKunii CriyTHUKOBBIV Pakypc, MHTerpaLyoHHbIe rNoKassbl.

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 countrytries to realize its tourist potential.

The purpose of the article is to analyze the current status and further development of tourism industry in
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 thanin 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.

®dopMyBaHHS PUHKOBMX BigHOCKH B YkpaiHi Ne3 (226)/2020 105



CTATVICTVIKA B/AIB EKOHOMIHHOI OIANBHOCTI TA MIANPYEMCTB B YKPAIHI

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 haliday in 2018.

In 2018, 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 (419%)
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 lvano—Frankivsk (3%)
regions. The rest regions of the country contribut—-
ed to Consolidated Budget less than 2,5% in 2018.
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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 l.':on_solidated Budget, Taxes to Eocal 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 49,2
Kirovohrad 23,7 27,5
Luhansk 14,5 20,9
Lviv 274 250
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 13,4 43,8
Cherkasy 14,1 32,7
Chernivtsi 14,4 25,9
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 9).

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 [S]. 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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