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GIS analysis of the tourism attractiveness of Poltava District,
Poltava Region

The purpose of the article is to assess the tourism attractiveness of Poltava District, Poltava Region, using GIS-
based analysis, and to identify the spatial distribution of key tourism resources and infrastructure across the territorial
communities.

The main material. The GIS-based methodology for analyzing tourism attractiveness involves a comprehensive
approach with several stages: data collection and processing, thematic map creation, spatial analysis, and visualization of
the results. To assess the tourism attractiveness of the Poltava district in Poltava region, we applied the criteria of scenic
beauty, availability of tourist attractions, availability of accommodation facilities, and transport accessibility. The research
was conducted in ArcGIS Desktop 10.8. To identify the most scenic areas, buffer zones were created around layers of water
bodies, forests, and territories with high terrain dissection. To calculate the level of provision with tourist attractions, the
number of attractions of each type within the district’s communities was determined. For the analysis of accommodation
facilities, 30 km service zones were generated around the respective objects. To assess the transport accessibility of the
communities, distances were measured between their centers and the city of Poltava, which is the administrative center
of both the district and the region. Relevant indices were calculated for each criterion, as well as an overall Tourism
Attractiveness Index for each territorial community of Poltava District. Maps of natural and recreational resources, tourist
attractions, and tourism attractiveness of the study area were compiled.

Conclusions. The territorial communities of Poltava District demonstrate varying levels of tourism attractiveness,
combining rich natural and cultural resources with different degrees of transport accessibility and infrastructure
development. The most attractive for tourism are the Poltavska and Shcherbanivska communities (due to their scenic
landscapes and favorable transport accessibility), while the least attractive are Skorokhodivska, Drabynivska, Martynivska,
and Nekhvoroshchanska (because of limited infrastructure and fewer tourist attractions). Overall, Poltava district has a
solid foundation for tourism development, with significant opportunities to enhance its attractiveness through improved
infrastructure and the promotion of local heritage.
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Introduction. Tourism experts predict a growing
interest in the history and culture of Ukraine in the
post-war period. Tourists will want to visit not only
hero cities but also recreational sites, since after years
of pandemic, stress, and the horrors of war, people
will need moral recovery. Accordingly, the study of
the tourism attractiveness of different regions of our
country is becoming highly relevant.

Theassessmentofaterritory’stourismattractiveness
is a complex process that requires a comprehensive
approach, which in turn should include the definition of
criteria for tourism attractiveness, data collection, the
creation of indices, cartographic representation, and
the analysis of the results [3, 6].

Geographic information systems (GIS) are gaining
increasing popularity across various fields of human
activity, particularly in tourism. The ability of GIS to
organize, analyze, and visualize spatial data based
on specific criteria makes them an effective tool for
assessing tourism attractiveness of a territory.

The purpose of the article is to assess the tourism
attractiveness of Poltava District, Poltava Region,
using GIS-based analysis, and to identify the spatial
distribution of key tourism resources and infrastructure
across the territorial communities.

Initial conditions. The general concept of tourism
attractiveness is defined by a set of factors that influence
tourists’ interest in visiting a particular territory,
due to its natural features, historical and cultural
heritage, recreational opportunities, and other relevant
characteristics.

According to scholar T. I. Bozhuk, the tourism
attractiveness of a territory should be understood
as encompassing all tourist resources that, by their
characteristics, can attract visitors, evoke their
admiration, and encourage them to visit a particular
area [1]. O. V. Melnyk, on the other hand, notes [10]
that a territory is considered tourist-attractive if
it possesses the potential of tourism resources, a
sufficiently developed tourism infrastructure, and
accessible and comprehensive information for tourists
about it. Accordingly, scholars distinguish between both
potential and actual tourism attractiveness.

Thereisnosingleuniversalmethodologyforassessing
the tourism attractiveness of a region. Therefore, it is
necessary to develop recommendations that take into
account all factors and their interrelationships affecting
tourism attractiveness. Among the main components
are tourism resources, which in turn include natural
and historical and cultural resources, as well as tourism
infrastructure.

The assessment of tourism attractiveness should be
comprehensive and consider various aspects in order to
ensure the full development of the tourism industry and
meet the needs and expectations of tourists.

The main factors characterizing the tourism
attractiveness of Ukraine’s regions include:

e Environmental - the overall state of the surrounding
environment in the region. This factor is characterized
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by the availability of natural resources, ecological
components and climatic conditions, the level of
agricultural development, risks of disasters, emissions
of pollutants into the atmosphere, and the discharge
of untreated or insufficiently treated wastewater into
natural surface water bodies.

e Political - includes indicators related to the legal
regulation of tourism development in the country and
the level of crime.

e Economic - determined by indicators reflecting
inflation, unemployment, income and prices of tourism
services and goods, investment volumes, and the share
of the tourism sector in macroeconomic indicators.

e Infrastructure - reflects the condition of roads,
communication systems, accommodation facilities,
catering and leisure establishments, as well as the
availability of Internet networks, computer technologies,
and communication technologies.

e Social - characterized by indicators reflecting the
demographic situation in the region and the country
as a whole, including the rate of natural population
growth, the presence of subcultures, and the share of
unemployed population.

e Cultural - includes information on the number of
general and higher education institutions, library book
collections, seating capacity in cinema halls, and the
number of places in club facilities.

The relevance and necessity of quantitatively
assessing tourism attractiveness at the national or
regional level are explained by the identification of
those territories whose development stimulation would
lead to the possibility of achieving the fastest economic
results [3].

It should be noted that effective planning of the
tourism sector, particularly the assessment of the
tourism attractiveness of territories, requires the
application of innovative approaches, including GIS
analysis. In the studies on the assessment of tourism
attractiveness using GIS [2, 5, 7, 8, 9], data on population
size, tourist sites, their spatial density, tourist flows, and
the availability of tourism infrastructure are usually
taken into account. The authors apply methods such as
Voronoi diagrams, density surfaces, heat maps, spectral
clustering, synthetic mapping, and hierarchical analysis.

Methods of the research. The GIS-based
methodology for the assessment of tourism
attractiveness involves a comprehensive approach
consisting of several key stages:

e Data collection and processing - gathering and
processing cartographic, socio-economic, tourism-
related, and other relevant data.

e C(Creation of thematic maps - based on the
collected and processed data, various thematic maps
are generated to illustrate the distribution of tourism
resources, territorial accessibility, infrastructure
development, and other relevant indicators.

e Spatial analysis - using GIS tools, the spatial
relationships between different objects are analyzed.
This enables the identification of areas with high
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concentrations of tourism resources, assessment of
accessibility to tourist sites, and determination of
optimal routes.

e Visualization of the results - the outcomes of
the analysis are visualized through maps, charts,
and diagrams, providing a clear and accessible
representation of the information for a wide range of
users.

Taking into account both domestic and international
experience, our study employed the following criteria
for analyzing the tourism attractiveness of a territory:
scenic beauty, availability of tourist attractions,
availability of accommodation facilities, and transport
accessibility. The GIS analysis was conducted using
ArcGIS Desktop 10.8.

To identify the most scenic areas for tourism and
recreational purposes in terms of landscape diversity,
buffer zones were created around layers of water
bodies, forests, and areas with highly dissected terrain.
Buffer zones allow consideration not only of the core
of the landscape complex but also of the adjacent areas
that enhance its aesthetic value. The most attractive
areas are considered those where these buffer zones
intersect. It is in such locations that various landscape
elements converge, creating unique and picturesque
compositions [4].

To determine the level of availability of
tourist attractions in the district’'s communities,
a corresponding GIS layer was created, on which
different types of objects were mapped. The number of
tourist attractions of each type was calculated for each
territorial community, including objects of national
significance, regional landscape parks and reserves,
local historical and cultural sites, and locally designated
protected areas.

To determine the level of availability of
accommodation facilities, service areas were created
around the corresponding layer components with a
30 km radius using network analysis. This enabled the
identification of territorial communities with existing
accommodation facilities and those lacking them.

To analyze the transport accessibility of the district’s
communities, distances were calculated between their
centers and both the administrative center and the
main infrastructural hub of the region - the city of
Poltava. Based on these distances, all communities were
categorized into three groups: proximate, relatively
proximate, and peripheral.

Following the analysis, indices were calculated for
each criterion of tourism attractiveness, namely:

e Natural Scenic Beauty Index (NSBI);

e Tourist Attractions Availability Index (TAAI);

e Accommodation Facilities Availability
(AFAI);

e Transport Accessibility Index (TI).

To determine the NSBI, the proportion of each
territorial community’s area occupied by scenic sites
was calculated. Using the Intersect tool in ArcGIS
10.8, the corresponding layer was intersected with

Index
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the community boundaries layer, the area of these
sites was measured, and their relative share within
each community was calculated as a percentage. The
resulting data were then normalized.

To determine the TAAI, it was proposed to use
information on the number of tourist attractions of
each type (objects of national and state significance;
regional landscape parks and reserves; local cultural
and historical sites; and objects of the Nature Reserve
Fund of local significance) across the communities. For
each category, weighting coefficients of 0.6, 0.5, 0.4, and
0.3, respectively, were applied, giving greater weight
to those types of attractions that are considered more
appealing to tourists.

The TAAI was calculated using the following formula
(D):

TAAI =X W, + X,*W, + X *W, + X *W, (D),
where:

e TAAI - Tourist Attractions Availability Index;

e X, - number of attractions of national and state
significance;

* X, - regional landscape parks and reserves;

X - local cultural and historical sites;

* X, - objects of the Nature Reserve Fund of local
significance;

W, W, W, W, - weighting coefficients for the
respective categories.

To determine the AFAI, information on the location
of accommodation facilities and the area of their
service zones was used. The areas of the service zones
of accommodation facilities were calculated and their
share in the total area of the district's communities
was determined. Weighting coefficients were then
applied: 0.6 were assigned to the communities where
accommodation facilities are present, and 0.3 to those
where they are absent.

The AFAI was calculated using the following formula
(2):

AFAI = X*W (2),
where:

e AFAI - Accommodation Facilities Availability
Index;

¢ X - the share of the territory covered by the service
zones of accommodation facilities relative to the total
area of the community;

* W - weighting coefficient.

To determine the TI, information on the proximity
of community centers to the district center was used.
Proximal territorial communities were assigned an
index value of 1, relatively proximal communities - 0.5,
and peripheral ones - 0.

To calculate the overall Tourism Attractiveness Index
(TAI) for the territorial communities of Poltava District,
it was proposed to assign weighting coefficients to each
previously calculated index: natural scenic beauty -
0.6, availability of tourist attractions - 0.5, availability
of accommodation facilities - 0.3, and transport
accessibility - 0.4, in accordance with the importance of
each factor for tourists.
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NATURAL AND RECREATIONAL RESOURCES OF POLTAVA DISTRICT,
POLTAVA REGION

Poltava district in Ukraine
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Fig. 1. Natural and recreational resources of Poltava District, Poltava Region
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The TAI was calculated using the following formula

(3):

TAI = NSBI* W, + TAAI* W, + AFAI* W

AFA

+ TI* W, (3),

where:

e TAI - Tourism Attractiveness Index;

e NSBI - Natural Scenic Beauty Index;

* W, — weight coefficient for natural scenic beauty;

e TAAI - Tourist Attractions Availability Index;

e W, ., — weight coefficient for tourist attractions
availability;

e AFAI - Accommodation Facilities Availability
Index;

e W,.,- weight coefficient for accommodation
facilities availability;

¢ TI - Transport Accessibility Index;

* W, - weight coefficient for transport accessibility.

The normalized Tourism Attractiveness Index
(NTAI) was calculated using the following formula (4):

NTAI=(TAI-1 )/, . -1 ) (4),
where:

e NTAI - Normalized Tourism Attractiveness Index;

e TAI - Tourism Attractiveness Index;

[ . -minimum value of the Tourism Attractiveness
Index,

el -maximum value of the Tourism Attractiveness
Index.

The main material. The territory of Poltava District,
Poltava Region, which is the subject of our study, has
significant potential for tourism and recreation. This is
facilitated by its advantageous geographical location,
historical features, cultural diversity, valuable natural
sites, and protected areas.

The studied district is the largest in terms of
area among all districts of Poltava Region. Its total
area is 10,858.6 km? accounting for 37.8% of the
region’s total area. Some of the oldest and most well-
known settlements in the district include Poltava (the
administrative center), Dykanka, Opishnia, Bils’k, and
their surroundings. These locations host the most
popular and significant tourist attractions of Poltava
District.

The district consists of 24 territorial communities,
including 5 urban, 8 settlement, and 11 rural
communities. The analysis of tourism resources and
infrastructure in Poltava District was conducted
specifically at the level of these territorial communities.

For the GIS-based analysis of tourism attractiveness
in Poltava District, the following data layers were used:
administrative boundaries, settlements, community
area data, roads, accommodation facilities, relief,
hydrography, forest resources, protected natural areas,
and historical and cultural landmarks.

To identify the most scenic areas of the territory, an
analysis of terrain ruggedness was carried out, along
with buffer and overlay analyses. The most picturesque
locations, in terms of landscape diversity, were
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determined as areas where the buffer zones of water
bodies, forests, and zones with high terrain ruggedness
values intersect. Based on the results of the analysis,
a map of the natural and recreational resources of
Poltava District, Poltava Region, was created (Fig. 1). As
can be seen, most of the scenic areas are located along
riverbeds within the Kobeliatska, Shcherbanivska,
Poltavska, Reshetylivska, and Dykanska territorial
communities.

The largest share of scenic sites relative to the
community area is found in Shcherbanivska (12.5%),
followed by Poltavska (5.3%) and Reshetylivska (4.53%)
territorial communities, while the smallest shares are in
Velykorublivska (0.26%) and Skorokhodivska (0.38%),
as reflected in the NSBI values (Table 2).

For the analysis of the availability of tourist
attractions in the district’'s communities, a
corresponding point data layer was created, containing
a total of 61 objects: 20 historical and cultural sites
and 41 protected natural areas (including 8 of national
significance and 33 of local significance). These include:
4 natural monuments (1 geological, 1 botanical, and 2
complex); 28 nature reserves (3 general zoological, 6
botanical, 3 hydrological, 14 landscape, 1 forest, and 1
ornithological); 3 protected tracts; 4 parks-monuments
of landscape art and 2 regional landscape parks. The
number of tourist attractions in each community of the
district is shown in Fig. 2.

The highest value of the TAAI (Table 2) is observed
in the Poltavska community, followed by Kobeliatska,
Novosanzharska, Dykanska, and Kotelevska
communities. This is explained by the fact that these
communities host the largest number of tourist
attractions. In addition, they include sites of national
importance, regional landscape parks and a nature
reserve (Kobeliatska, Dykanska, and Kotelevska), as
well as local historical and cultural sites (Poltavska and
Dykanska), which were assigned the highest weighting
coefficients.

The lowest TAAI values are observed in Bilytska,
Drabynivska, Tereshkivska, and Kolomatska
communities (where tourist attractions are absent),
as well as Martynivska, Machukhivska, Karlivska,
Shcherbanivska, Skorokhodivska, Mashivska, and
Lannivska communities. This is due to the fact that
these communities have the smallest number of tourist
attractions - mainly protected areas oflocal importance,
which were given the lowest weighting coefficient.

For the analysis of the availability of accommodation
facilities within the district’'s communities, a separate
GIS layer was created to mark the locations of
accommodation facilities (hotels, hostels, guest houses,
apartments, campsites, and recreation centers - a total
of 90 facilities). Service areas with a radius of 30 km
were generated around them using network analysis.
This distance was chosen as it represents the optimal
range that tourists are generally willing to travel by car
without significant inconvenience, taking into account
the often unsatisfactory condition of the roads.
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TOURIST ATTRACTIONS OF THE TERRITORIAL COMMUNITIES
OF POLTAVA DISTRICT, POLTAVA REGION

Poltava District within
Poltava Region
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Fig. 2. Tourist attractions of the territorial communities of Poltava District, Poltava Region
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TOURISM ATTRACTIVENESS OF THE TERRITORIAL COMMUNITIES
OF POLTAVA DISTRICT, POLTAVA REGION
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Table 1
Classification of territorial communities
based on their proximity to the district center
Group List of territorial communities
Proximate Shcherbanivska
Tereshkivska
Novoselivska
Machukhivska
Dykanska
Kolomatska
Relatively proximate Chutivska
Opishnianska
Novosanzharska
Mykhailivska
Mashivska
Karlivska
Velykorublivska
Bilytska
Reshetylivska
Peripheral Drabynivska
Zinkivska
Kobeliatska
Kotelevska
Lannivska
Martynivska
Nekhvoroshchanska
Skorokhodivska
Table 2
Results of the calculations of the overall TAI
Ne Community name NSBI TAAI AFAI Tl TAI NTAI
1 |Bilytska 0.256541 0 0.412185 0.5 0.47758 0.310278
2 | Velykorublivska 0.021129 0.082192 0.329222 0.5 0.35254 0.221897
3 | Drabynivska 0 0 0.352479 0 0.105744 0.047458
4 | Dykanska 0.319317 0.260274 0.895249 1 0.990302 0.67268
5 | Zinkivska 0.134107 0.082192 0.649525 0 0.316418 0.196366
6 | Karlivska 0.150652 0.041096 0.995901 0.5 0.609709 0.40367
7 Kobeliatska 0.30417 0.315068 0.531036 0 0.499347 0.325664
8 Kolomatska 0.076068 0 0.443701 1 0.578751 0.381788
9 Kotelevska 0.078189 0.232877 0.690284 0 0.370437 0.234548
10 | Lannivska 0.360028 0.041096 0.306121 0 0.328401 0.204836
11 | Martynivska 0.12534 0.041096 0.21115 0 0.159097 0.085169
12 | Machukhivska 0.075023 0.041096 0.460059 1 0.603579 0.399337
13 | Mashivska 0 0.041096 0.421459 0.5 0.346986 0.217972
14 | Mykhailivska 0.204541 0.123288 0.003399 0.5 0.385388 0.245116
15 | Nekhvoroshchanska 0.167115 0.082192 0.111954 0 0.174951 0.096375
16 | Novosanzharska 0.274209 0.205479 0.984241 0.5 0.762537 0.511691
17 | Novoselivska 0.067478 0.082192 0.33681 1 0.582626 0.384527
18 | Opishnianska 0.291158 0.164384 0.999549 0.5 0.756751 0.507602
19 | Poltavska 0.42232 1 1 1 1.453392 1
20 | Reshetylivska 0.362805 0.164384 0.79337 0.5 0.737886 0.494267
21 | Skorokhodivska 0.030089 0.041096 0 0 0.038601 0
22 | Tereshkivska 0.107915 0 0.999635 1 0.76464 0.513177
23 | Chutivska 0.308283 0.123288 0.06974 0,5 0.467536 0.303179
24 | Shcherbanivska 1 0.041096 0.999031 1 1.320257 0.905898
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Analyzing the obtained results, it can be stated
that accommodation facilities are present in 11 out of
24 territorial communities of Poltava District, while
their service areas extend across all communities.
The territories of the Karlivska, Shcherbanivska,
Opishnianska, Tereshkivska, Poltavska, and
Machukhivska communities are almost fully covered
by these service areas. In contrast, the least provided
with accommodation facilities are the Skorokhodivska
and Mykhailivska communities, where the service areas
of accommodation facilities cover only 14-15% of
their total area, which is reflected in the values of the
corresponding index (Table 2).

To assess the transport accessibility of the territorial
communities of Poltava District, Poltava Region, they
were classified based on their proximity to the main
infrastructural hub - the district and regional center,
the city of Poltava. Three categories were identified:
proximate, relatively proximate, and peripheral
communities. For this purpose, distances along the
main highways from community centers to the district
center were calculated.

According to the results, communities located
within 31.4 km or less from the district center were
classified as «proximate», those between 31.4 km and
55.9 km as «relatively proximate», and those between
55.9 km and 80.4 km as «peripheral» (Table 1). As
was said before, proximal territorial communities
were assigned a Transport Accessibility Index value
of 1; relatively proximal communities - 0.5; peripheral
ones - 0 (Table 2).

Thus, the closest communities are Shcherbanivska
and Tereshkivska (6.9 km from Poltava), while the most
distant one is Zinkivska (80.4 km from Poltava).

The final stage of the study involved the
calculation and cartographic visualization of the
Tourism Attractiveness Index (TAI) for the territorial
communities of Poltava District. The results of the
calculations are presented in Table 2. Based on the
overall index, a map of the tourism attractiveness of the
territorial communities of Poltava District was created
(Fig. 3).

According to the results obtained, the most tourism-
attractive communities in Poltava District are the
Poltavska and Shcherbanivska communities, while the
least attractive are the Skorokhodivska, Drabynivska,
Nekhvoroshchanska, and Martynivska communities.
These communities exhibit some of the highest and
lowest values, respectively, across most assessment
criteria.
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In particular, the Shcherbanivska and Poltavska
communities were identified as the most scenic and
the most accessible in terms of transport. As noted
earlier, they also rank among the highest in terms
of accommodation availability. Tourist attractions
are present in both communities, although the
Shcherbanivska community has one of the lowest values
for the corresponding index.

Conclusions. The study presents an analysis of the
tourism attractiveness of the territorial communities
of Poltava District using GIS tools. The criteria for
evaluating tourism attractiveness included scenic
beauty, availability of tourist attractions, availability of
accommodation facilities, and transport accessibility.

During the analysis, indices were calculated for each
ofthecriteria,aswellasanoverall Tourism Attractiveness
Index for each of the territorial communities in Poltava
District. Thisareademonstratesadiverselevel oftourism
attractiveness, combining rich natural and cultural
resources with varying degrees of accessibility and
infrastructure. The most attractive communities, such
as Poltavska and Shcherbanivska, stand out due to their
favorable transport accessibility, scenic landscapes, and
concentration of accommodation facilities and tourist
attractions of both national and local significance.
At the same time, peripheral communities (such as
Skorokhodivska, Drabynivska, Nekhvoroshchanska, and
Martynivska communities) often remain less attractive
because of limited infrastructure and a smaller number
of points of interest, though they retain potential
for the development of rural and ecological tourism.
Overall, the district possesses a solid foundation for
tourism development, with significant opportunities
for enhancing its appeal through the improvement of
infrastructure and promotion of local heritage.

It should be noted that the level of tourism
attractiveness of a particular area may vary depending
on the type of tourism considered and the factors used
as the basis for analysis. For a more accurate assessment
of tourism attractiveness, both at the district level and
for individual territorial communities, it is important to
consider not only the presence but also the condition of
tourism infrastructure and attractions, which could be a
focus for further research.

The results of this analysis can be useful for
enterprises and organizations involved in tourism
development and promotion in Poltava Region, for
local government authorities, or for potential investors,
while the methodology employed can also be applied to
assess the tourism attractiveness of other areas.

REFERENCES:

1. Bozhuk, T. I. (2009). Methods for evaluating recreational areas: questionnaire survey (case study of Sofiyivka Dendrological Park).
Bulletin of Donetsk Institute of Tourist Business, (13), 152-157 [in Ukrainian].

2.Cehan, A, & Tudora D. (2015). Methods and models of hierarchization of the tourist attractions. Study case: Neamt County. Annals
of the University of Oradea. Geography Series, XXV(1), 14-24 [in English].

3. Davydova, O. G. (2015). The evaluation methods of tourist attractiveness in the regions. Ukrainian Society, 4(55), 97-107. https://

doi.org/10.15407 /socium2015.04.097 [in Ukrainian].



92 | MNpobnemun 6eanepepBHOi reorpadiyHoi oCcBiTK | KapTorpadii
ISSN 2075-1893(Print)  ISSN 2409-3173(Online)

| 2025. Bunyck/Issue 42

4. Dempsey, C. Buffers in GIS. Geography Realm. Retrieved June 10, 2025, from https://www.geographyrealm.com/buffers-in-gis/
[in English].

5. Garbea, R. V. (2014). Tourist attractiveness of the urban environment in Moldavia. Management&Marketing, XII (1), 84-90
[in English].

6. Hnatkovych, 0. D., & Hryn’oh, N. V. (2017). Evaluation of attraction tourism resources of the Carpathian region. Global and National
Problems of Economics, (17), 136-138 [in Ukrainian].

7. Karagoz, D, Aktas, S., & Kantar, Y. (2022). Spatial analysis of the relationship between tourist attractions and tourist flows in Turkey.
European Jornal of Tourism Research, (31), 3102. https://doi.org/10.54055/ejtr.v31i.2745 [in English].

8. Kulyk, V., Sossa, R. (2018). Determining the tourist attractive regions by GIS analysis using heatmaps. Geodesy and Cartography,
44(1), 22-27. https://doi.org/10.3846/gac.2018.882 [in English].

9. Lepetiuk, V. (2020). Cartographic analysis of tourist attractive regions using GIS technologies. Geodesy and Cartography, (46),
188-193. https://doi.org/10.3846/gac.2020.11773 [in English].

10. Melnyk, O. V. (2004). Integral indicator of the tourism attractiveness of the territory: concept and theoretical aspects. Regional
Economy, (4), 197-204 [in Ukrainian].

The article was received by the editors 04.07.2025
The article is recommended for printing 15.08.2025

TioTIOHHUK BikTOpis - marictp reorpadii kadesnpu ¢iznunoi reorpadii Ta kaprorpadii pakynbreTy reosiorii, reorpadii, pekpeauii
i Typu3My XapkiBcbKOro HanjioHasabHOro yHiBepcuTeTy iMeHi B.H. Kapasina; e-mail: tutunnikviktoriaB@gmail.com; ORCID ID: https://
orcid.org/0009-0005-2921-754X

IlonoBuy HaTtanis - kanguat reorpadiyHux Hayk, goueHT 3BO kadeapu ¢pisuunoi reorpadii ta kaprorpadii paxynbreTy reosio-
rii, reorpadii, pekpearii i Typuamy XapkiBcbKoro HanioHasbHOro yHiBepcuTeTy iMmeHi B.H. Kapasina; e-mail: n.v.popovych@karazin.ua;
ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4968-6296

rIC-AHANI3 TYPUCTUYHOI NPUBABIMBOCTI MONTABCbKOTO PANOHY MONTABCbKOI OB/IACTI

MerTolo L€l cTaTTi € OLiHKA TypuUCTMYHOI NpuBabamBicTi MonTaBcbKoro paitoHy MonTaBcbKoi 06nacTi 3a 40NOMOro
lC-aHanisy Ta BU3HAUUTU MPOCTOPOBUI PO3MOAIN OCHOBHUX TYPUCTUUHMX PECYPCiB Ta iHOPACTPYKTYpH B PO3pi3i Tepu-
TOpiasIbHUX rpomag,

OcHoBHMIA matepian. MeToguka TC-aHani3y TYPUCTMYHOT NpMBabAMBOCTI nepesbayae KOMNAEKCHUIA Miaxig 3 HU3-
Koto eTani: 36ip Ta 06po6Ka AaHMX, CTBOPEHHA TEMATUUYHMX KapT, MPOCTOPOBUIA aHani3, Bidyanisauia pesynbratis. s
aHani3y TypucTUYHOI NprBabanBOCTi MoATaBCbKOrO parioHy MonTaBCbKoi 061acTi HAMKU BUKOPUCTAHO KpUTEPii MasbOBHU-
yocTi, 3a6e3neyeHoCTi TYPUCTUYHUMM aTpaKLisMK, 3abe3neyeHocTi 3acobamm PO3MILLLEHHA Ta TPAHCMOPTHOT AOCTYMHOCTI.
[JocnifxeHHs BUKOHaHO y cepeposuLi ArcGIS Desktop 10.8. [ns ineHTUdiKaLii HalbiNbL ManbOBHUYMX AINAHOK TepUTOpIi
BMKOPWUCTaHO BydepHi 30HM HABKONO LWapiB BOAHUX 0O’€EKTIB, /iCiB Ta TEPUTOPIN 3 BUCOKOK TMOMHOK PO34YIEeHYBAHHA
penbed, a AnA po3paxyHKy piBHA 3abe3neyeHOCTi TYPUCTUYHUMM aTPAKLIAMU — BU3HAYEHO KiNbKICTb TYPUCTUYHMX aTpaK-
LLiii KOXHOrO TUMY B rPOMagax paioHy. [lna aHanisy piBHA 3abe3neyeHocTi 3ac06amm PO3MILLLEHHA CTBOPEHO 30HM 0bcy-
roByBaHHA Ha 30 KM HaBKo/O BiAnoBiaHWX 06’ekTiB. LLLo6 NpoaHaniayBaTh TPAHCMOPTHY AOCTYMHICTb FPOMagA, 3HalaeHo
BiACTaHi MiX TXHIMK LeHTpaMmu Ta micTom MonTaBa, AKe € afiMiHICTPATUBHMM LIEHTPOM paiioHy Ta obnacti. Po3paxoBaHo
BiANOBIAHI iHAEKCH MO KOXKHOMY 3 KpUTEPIiB Ta 3arasibHUI iHAEKC TYPUCTUYHOI NPMBABAMBOCTI KOXKHOI 3 TepUTOpiabHUX
rpomag, MonTaBcbKOro paoHy. YkNafeHo KapTu NPUPOAHO-PeKpeaLliiHuX Pecypcis, TYPUCTUUHUX aTPaKLLM Ta TYPUCTUUHOT
npuBabaMBOCTI TePUTOPIT AOCNIAKEHHS.

BucHoBKM. TepuTopiasibHi rpomaay MonTaBCbKoro paloHy 4EMOHCTPYIOTb Pi3HMI PiBEHb TYPUCTUYHOI NpyBabanBoCTi,
NoeAHyouM baraTi NPUPOAHI Ta KyJIbTYPHI PECYPCH 3 Pi3HUM CTyNeHem TPAHCMOPHOI LOCTYMHOCTI Ta PO3BUTKY iHPACTPYK-
Typu. HaltbinbLu TypuctyHo Npusabameumm € MontascbKa Ta LLlepbaHiBcbKa rpomaam (K Halbinbw MasboOBHWYI Ta TPaH-
CMOPTHO AOCTYMHI), @ HalMeHLW npuBabansummn — CKOPOXOAIBCbKA, [ApabuHiscbka, MapTuHIBCbKA Ta HexBopoLLaHcbKa
(uepes obmekeHy iHOPACTPYKTYPY Ta MEHLUY KifbKiCTb TYPUCTUUYHUMX aTpaKLii). 3aranom, MoATaBCbKMA PaltioH Mae MiLHy
6a3y 4nA PO3BUTKY TYPU3MY, 3i 3HAYHUMM MOKAMBOCTAMM NiABULLEHHA TYPUCTUUHOI NPUBABAMBOCTI LUAAXOM NOKPALLEHHA
Bi4NOBIAHOI iHOPACTPYKTYpU Ta NONyAApM3aLii micLLeBoi CnagLLmHu.

Kntouosi cnosa: [1C-aHanis, mypucmuyvHa npusabaugicme, peioHanbHUl mypusm, pekpeayiliHi pecypcu, mpocmopo-
suli aHani3, 2eoiHgopmayiliHi cucmemu, Moamaescbka 0baacme.
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