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Abstract: The work represents general description of basiaigsoof natural-recreational complexes
within Ukrainian natural regions, i.e., land-wateramational, land-recreational-water, water-forest-
recreational low productive, productive and highlpguctive groups of complexes are characterized.

Key words: NRP typology, NRP classification, NRP ecological-ecoiceevaluation, natural-resource
regions.

Deepening of economic-geographic and social-getigdmowledge of natural resources potential
and of natural-recreational potential of the tersit (aquatory) in particular activates the scigntif
research on the problems of its (potential) typpldgaklanov, P.Ya., the academician, well-known
professional in the field of natural resources gaply, considers the typology of nature-resource
regions, the evaluation of territorial nature-raseusystems, the consideration of different inter-
resource links and the natural resources dynamitetan important result and an urgent priority for
the development of fundamental science in genBaklanov, P. Ya., 2007, p. 141, 143). Typology in
the terms of philosophy is considered as a metboddientific cognition by way of object systems
dismemberment and their further grouping with tledphof a generalised ideal model or type and as
a result, their typological description or defiaiti(Ogurtsov, A. P., 1983, p. 685).

When summing up resource-knowledge developmentteeitypology of natural resources potential
(NRP) and in particular, of natural-recreationalgmtial of the territory (aquatory), we can clearly
observe at least two peculiarities. The researclierthe first place, put the proportion of diffate
types of natural resources within a given territ(aguatory), i.e. the structure of the total or ithte-
gral NRP, in the center of their attention and sdbgraccentuate upon the importance of definitibn o
productivity (efficiency) of both separate naturasource types and their integrity. Thence, both NRP
structure and its productivity (efficiency) canveemls a basis for the typology. The NRP dismember-
ment is reasonable to be presented in the forrmadrdinary matrix, where one of its sides would
characterise the NRP structure, while the othes efficiency (Rudenko, V. P., 2007).

The NRP types are named after two or three mostfis@mt natural resources and the general level
of their productivity which proceeds from averagaional indices of the total ecological-economic
potential evaluation. The present stage of NRP kedgé allows for its productivity to be limited to
three grades as well as for discerning betweenhhjgteductive, productive and low productive types
of natural resources potential.

Let us now briefly characterize typological pecritias of the natural-recreational potential of
Ukrainian natural regions. Geographical analysishefcountry’s natural-resource complexes (NRC),
where natural-recreational potential is among thestnimportant ones with respect to their further
functioning and development, which can be seen fitoentype (and subtype) name of the natural re-
gions’ PRCs, allows for disclosure of the followirggularities.

First Natural-recreational resources represent a coafptening factor for the development of 181
natural (physical-geographical) regions of Ukramé of 351 regions of different taxonomic levels
(from physical-geographical region, oblast’, praeén(kray), sub-zone, zone to physic-geographical
country). Thus, the perspectives of further baldndevelopment are connected with improvements in
economic assimilation of natural-recreational ptigdin 51,6 % of the country’s natural regions.

Second The proportion of major types of natural resoaricenatural-resource combinations within
Ukraine allows for 21 types of natural-recreatiooamplexes (with subtypes of different productivity
levels, i.e., low productive, productive and highhpductive natural resources).

Basic types of natural-recreational complexes ofaiskan natural regions represent combinations
that formed on the basis of land-water-recreatmm productive, productive and highly productive
natural resources (48,6 % of total Ukrainian regigpes). The next most frequent types (15,5 %)
represent land-recreation-water low productive,dpative and highly productive ones. Mineral-
recreation-land type and its subtypes come thirdescending list (6,1 %). All these are followed by
land-recreation-mineral (5,5 %), and land-mineegreation (3,9 %) low productive, productive and
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highly productive types of Ukrainian natural-red¢ieaal complexes. As it is obvious, these five most
spread natural-recreational complex types predaminaalmost 4/5 of the country’s natural regions.

We can mention five less spread types of compléredescending order), which are mineral-land-
recreation, water-land-recreation, land-recreati@creation-land-mineral and water-recreation-fores
low productive, productive and highly productiveég of natural-recreational complexes.

On the whole, the first ten frequent types of ratuecreational complexes within natural regions
comprise 9/10 of their diversity in Ukraine.

From the point of view of geography, it is also omant and interesting to analyse territorial dis-
tribution of major types of natural-recreationahgagexes within separate natural regions of the eoun
try. Let us analyse peculiarities of allocationtloé first five most-spread natural-recreational ptax
regional types on the level of physical-geograghicavinces (kray), in the Ukrainian Carpathians and
the Crimean MountainéTable 1) It is worth in the first place noting that theoak five types can be
observed in 144 physical-geographical region ofdifie (let us take them as 100 %).

Tab. 1. Distribution of basic natural-recreational compkgpes within physic-geographical regions of Ukeain

Land-recre- Land-
Land-water- !_and-recreat— Land- ation- mineral-
; ion-water low . :
recreation low ! forest- mineral low recreation
) . h productive, :
Physic-geographical (natu- productive, roductive recrea- productive, low product-
ral) province, country productive and P B tion productive ive, pro-
. and highly ) A
highly produc- } produc- and highly ductive and
) productive ) ] )
tive types t tive type productive highly prod-
ypes :
types uctive types
Podilska o* 1 1
West-Ukrainian forest-steppe 15 3
Dnister-Dnieper forest-steppe 13 4 1
Livoberezhna-Dnieper for- 3 1 1
est-steppe
Serednyo-Ruska forest-steppe 5 5
Dnister-Dnieper north-steppe 4 4
Livoberezhno-Dnieper-Pry- 3 5
azovska north-steppe
Donetsk north-steppe
Zadonetska-Don north-steppe 1 1
Prychornomorska mid-steppe 6 3 1 1
Prychornomorska-Pryazovs- 12 4
ka dry-steppe
Crimean steppe 11 1
Crimean Mountains 1 1
Ukrainian Carpathians 4 3 12 1 1
Totally, Ukraine 88 29 12 8 7

Explanatory text. 9* - Quantity of Ukrainian phyalgeographical regions that represent given type
of natural-recreational complex

Land-water-recreation low productive, productived amighly productive types cover 88 physic-
geographical regions (over 60 % of the regions w/iee first five types are available), in particultb
regions of the West-Ukrainian forest-steppe prairi regions of the Dnister-Dnieper forest-stefige,

— Prychornomorsko-Pryazovska dry-steppe, 11 — Gringeppe, 9 — Polissa, 8 — Livoberezhno-Dnister
forest-steppe, 6 — Prychornomorsko mid-steppeban&erednyo-Ruska forest-steppe provinces.

Land-recreation-water low productive, productived drighly productive types are found within 29
Ukrainian physic-geographical regions (over 20 %afil44 regions under research), in particulag ie-
gions of the Serednyo-Ruska forest-steppe provin@sch of 4 regions of the Dnister-Dnieper fostsppe,
Dnister-Dnieper north-steppe and Prychornomorska#®wvska dry-steppe provinces, in each of 3 regbns
the West-Ukrainian forest-steppe, Prychornomorskasteppe provinces and in the Ukrainian Carpathian

Water-forest-recreation productive type of natueslreational complexes is exclusively character-
istic for 12 natural regions of the Ukrainian Cahpans.

And, at last, land-recreation-mineral low produetiyproductive and highly productive complex
types are found in 8 physic-geographical region&Jkfaine, namely, in the Livoberezhno-Dnister-
Pryazovska north-steppe province (3 regions), BniBhieper forest-steppe, Zadonetska-Don north-
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steppe, Prychornomorska mid-steppe provinces,d@rttrainian Carpa-thians and the Crimean Moun-

tains (1 region in each).

The fifth most-spread, namely, land-mineral-redoeatow productive, productive and highly pro-
ductive types are observed in 7 regions of thesRaliLivoberezhno-Dnieper forest-steppe, Livoberez-
hno-Dnieper-Pryazovska nort-steppe, Prychornomonsikbsteppe, Crimean steppe provinces and in
the Ukrainian Carpathians.

It is worth mentioning that 144 Ukrainian physicegeaphical regions which accumulate combina-
tions of 5 most-spread types (with subtypes) olirsirecreational complexes of the country, are
distinctive for dominance of low productive subtgpga 1/3 of them, productive — 1/2 and highly pro-
ductive — 1/5 out of all natural regions of Ukraine

Thus, as it is evident from geographical analys@ilts, the evaluation, and the definition of struc
ture and productivity levels, i.e. the typologyraftural-recreational complexes of primary (physical
geographical) regions would allow for:

1) disclosing perspective directions for rationaliaatiof use, protection and reproduction of Ukrain-
ian natural resources potential on both nationdlragional levels;

2) suggesting proposals with regard to improvemenbrahch and territorial structure of natural-
economic geographical systems, if proceeded fraamsttucture of and the mutual links between
natural and natural-recreational complexes;

3 Substantiating the ways for the development anbmgdtion of nature use regional types, develop-
ing regional programmes for balanced recreatioaalne use.
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Typoldgia prirodno-rekreaénych komplexov prirodnych regionov na Ukrajine

Valeriy RUDENKO, Oksana RUDENKO, Maryna YACHNYUK

Summary: Prehlbovanie ekonomickogeografickych a sociogeagath poznatkov zaoberajlcich sa

potencialom prirodnych zdrojov (najma prirodno-re&kimého potencialu Gzemia) vedie k typoldgii

prirodno-rekre@nych komplexov. V prispevku su &trel charakterizované typologické Specifika pri-

rodno-rekrea@ného potencialu prirodnych regionov na Ukrajinevygkumov geografickej analyzy je

zrejmé, Ze hodnotenie, Struktira a Urbyeoduktivity regionov vyusjlcich do typoldgie prirodno-

rekrea’nych komplexov primarnych (fyzickogeografickyckjdeov obsahuja:

1. perspektivne smery racionalizicie vyuZzitia, ochramgprodukcie potencialu prirodnych zdrojov
v regiénoch Ukrajiny na narodnej a regionalnej ingv

2. navrhy na zlepSenie teritorialnej Struktury prirastekonomickych geografickych systémov,

3. zddvodnenie spbdsobov rozvoja a optimalizacie regiych typov vyuzitia krajiny, tvorby regio-
nalnych programov pre rovnovazne vyuzitie krajiny igkreané wely.
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