TRENDS OF INTEGRATION PROCESSES DEVELOPMENT IN THE DAIRY
PRODUCTS SUBCOMPLEX OF UKRAINE

O. Barylovych

Abstract. To ensure the needs of the population of high quality milk and dairy
products, it is necessary to combine the interests of all subjects of management of
the dairy product subcomplex - milk producers, milk processing enterprises and
enterprises that are engaged in the marketing of milk and dairy products. To
harmonize their activities, it is important to develop modern mutually beneficial
forms of cooperation built on the basis of cooperation and integration processes. In
the article an attempt has been made to ground the necessity of existence of
cooperatives, to show the state and trends of the development of cooperative
movement in the dairy products subcomplex of Ukraine.

In particular, the necessity of acceleration integration processes is
substantiated, the theoretical and legislative aspects of the cooperative movement
in the industry are considered, types of cooperatives are presented and the
expediency of their functioning is substantiated, the main tendencies and examples
of the development of cooperatives in the sphere of milk production and processing
are presented.

It has been determined that the formation of vertical and horizontal integration
associations is a necessary component of the development of civilized market,
which will ensure the appropriate quality of milk and dairy products and will create
prerequisites for expanding the geography of milk and dairy exports of Ukraine.
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INVESTIGATING THE ROLE OF TOURISM IN THE CONSERVATION
AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT:
A GEOGRAPHIC APPROACH

MAHTAB JAFARI, Department of Political Geography, Faculty of Geography,
University of Tehran, Iran

Abstract: Tourism is always embracing economy, social and environmental
impacts. For this reason, the policy of sustainable development of tourism is
necessary. The general approach is that governments have paid attention to
tourism ecologically in the long run. This is approved and financially self-sufficient,
and from the perspective of social and moral for local communities is beneficial and
promising. The aim of this study is to evaluate the effects of wetland ecosystem
conservation and environmental sustainability of tourism in rural areas. The
purpose of applied research and in terms of data collection is descriptive and
analytical. The study population consists of 3 villages’ khawmirabad rural district,
Sarkol Zarivar which in the whole 93 villages of this area, a number of villages was
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selected. Sample households of the village and randomly classified and 12 villages
were selected. Cochran formula used to determine the sample size and
guestionnaire to 330 randomly selected villages were selected among heads of
households. The validity of the test Cronbach's alpha was 0.77 percent. For
statistical analysis of data from one sample -t- test, chi-square test and ANOVA test
in spss software is used. The results show that tourism in economic and socio-
cultural aspects have a positive impact on the wetland ecosystem conservation and
sustainable rural environment.

Keywords: environment, conservation, sustainable development, geographic
approach, tourism

Introduction. In the present era of tourism, the tourism economy is becoming
one of the fastest growth industries in the world, a tool for the creation of national
income and one of the main pillars of the global economy; also, of concepts, forms
of development considered [24]. Natural tourism activity is a complex with other
sectors of society and the economy, having in common the effects and
consequences of different which should be in the process of planning all its aspects
considered the take up of negative factors and threat prevention and the effects of
economic, social and environmental aspects related to the increase [25]. Tourism
and environment are mutually dependent. Thus, development and management of
tourism so that the environment is a key factor in achieving sustainable
development is taken into account [30]. Tourists need to be part of the natural,
cultural and human environment, to maintaining the balance between them [1],
because the vast majority of recreational activities directly depends on natural
resources in the destination [3]; the negative environmental impact of tourism
including air pollution, soil pollution, water pollution, traffic congestion problems,
poured spraying waste, damage to historical buildings, destruction of natural herbs,
destruction of wildlife, etc. [1]

Wetlands are beautiful sights. It is necessary the tourism industry to develop
properly planned and managed, as a creator or drive the development process to
achieve sustainable development in the local communities and aquatic ecosystems
and wetlands.

Wetlands of inertia relative water have been developed among many
ecosystems production in the world, comparable to rain forests and coral reefs,
which include a variety of species of microorganisms, plants, insects, amphibians,
reptiles, birds, fish and mammals [23]. The regeneration of these natural
ecosystems engages the restoration of natural materials and rustic design of the
most important research areas and many of the country's executive. The aim of this
study is to evaluate the effects of wetland ecosystem conservation and
environmental sustainability of tourism in rural areas surrounding the Zarivar,
located in the city of Marivan.

Theoretical framework. Tourism, as an important form of human activities,
has an important impact. The effects in the region of tourism destination interact
with the local environment, economy, culture and society is evident. Also, a large
part of the activities of tourism planning is done on the effects of tourism [16]. The
effects of tourism development, the complex process of change and exchange
between tourists and destination host settlements are included [31].
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The environmental dimension of tourism, one of the favorite areas of
geographers, is the reason for the implication of geography with a robust approach
in the field of human relations and the environment [17]. The analysis of tourism on
the environment and resources is an area in which natural and human geographers
study problems related to tourism.

Lagoon refers to a place where water is the main factor for the environment,
plants and animals, all areas, rivers, lakes, littoral, mangrove forest, hatcheries,
channels, etc. where the maximum water depth of more than 3 meters during low
tide are not applicable. The need for environmental protection and utilization of
natural resources, including sustainable development is a necessity. Park
managers, protected areas and wetlands face many decisions that need to be
appropriately adopted. Cover and dynamic monitoring of land use and landscape in
protected areas and wetlands need to understand how they effect on nature; the
process of reconstruction and rehabilitation and that of protection on long term are
very important.

Wetlands are some of the most important ecosystems on Earth. Safe areas for
wildlife in these areas are, however, threatened. Wetlands through water are
biologically the most diverse ecosystems of the Earth. They have spread across the
world and play an important role in the water cycle, control the regional floods,
prevent erosion, water treatment and recirculation of nutrients. They also are
transitional zones between land and water environments and, as resources, they
become attractive. Negative human activities greatly affect the wetland ecosystem
[18]. Human impacts on wetlands can include physical changes, such as deposition
and changes in water flow; also, general biological changes such as loss of
biodiversity, the introduction of invasive species and changes in the structure of
society [6].
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Fig. 1. Connections among wetland functions, uses and values. Source:
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1.a. National studies in the field of research

ECOLOGY

ECONOMICS

Writer(s) Subject Results

Hassan Ismail- Sustainable tourism | Results show that a total of 33 variables
Zadeh et al. in wetlands measuring institutional economics, social,
(2015) ecosystem. cultural and ecological environmental study

(Case study: lagoon

sustainable tourism in wetland ecosystems,

city cash)

3 variables from the perspective of the
people and every 33 variables, from the
perspective of the authorities about have
been confirmed. However, the analysis of
two views converge (consistency) in the 3-
variable divergence (anisotropy) has been
observed in five variables.

Danehkar et al
(2012)

Designed to nature-
based tourism in the
wetland using Spatial
Multi Criteria
Evaluation (SMCE)

According to the results of the
implementation of a hierarchical approach in
prioritizing the main criteria tourism,
landscape criteria with the highest weighting
coefficient allocated to the first priority. With
regard to border the lagoon on the
development of aquatic plants in the end
zone three weights recreation including
ecotourism, nature based tourism without
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physical development and  physical
development of nature-based tourism in the
chaghakhur wetland identification and
location.

Saman Gulali
Zadeh (2013)

The effect of different
methods of natural
ecosystems tourism
on the parameters of
environmental
education

Participation in the Environmental Education
considerable increases knowledge and
considerable changes in their attitudes and
behavior. The results show that the
difference between the two groups of the
tips mentioned in this study influence the
environmental education.

Narges Vazin
(2014)

Develop a model for
strategic planning of
wetland ecotourism
towards wetland
ecosystem health and
sustainable
development of rural
communities, the
range wetlands
Miyankaleh

The results show the capacity of ecotourism
wetlands was high in the studied area, the
capacity of ecotourism based on the Likert
scale in most parameters determined
optimal level of numerical control (number
3) is evaluated and alpha level of 0.05 . Was
significant.

Sajad Astani
(2013)

Zoning and Wetlands
International Tourism
Climate Assessment
Shadegan using
geographic
information system
and single model

Results indicate that the Tourism Climate
Index in April in the northern part of the
lagoon Yahoo Messenger has good
conditions in the central and southern part
an excellent rating. The total wetland area in
March compared to the other months of the
year shows that the situation is more
favorable.

Hosein Negaresh
(2013)

The feasibility of
developing tourism
Poldokhtar wetlands
based on SWOT
analysis

The results showed, for the study area, 21
internal strengths. And external
opportunities as regional advantages and
weaknesses internal and external threats as
bottlenecks 22 feasibility of developing
tourism in the region. Conclusion: the
threshold of the high wvulnerability of
wetlands for tourism, which requires review
and appropriate politics.

Mohsen Ranjbar
et al (2011)

Anzali Lagoon role in
sustainable tourism
development and
sustainable planning

City Bandar Anzali most points demographic
adjacent wetland is a wetland with an
approximate length of 33 km and a width of
18 km from the north to the city of Bandar
Anzali and the Caspian Sea, east to the
village of Hasan River, from West to villages
shoots ration of the Ali Abad Kaporchal and
from the south Handekhale villages and
Nokhaleh ends. Proximity to the major cities
of Rasht, Anzali, Someye sara roads, as
well as a lot of it in terms of tourism has
become one of the country's major hubs.
Every year a large number of tourists
nationwide during the holiday season,
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especially in spring and summer, travel to
the area.

Source: Findings, 2017

1.b International studies in the field of research

Writer(s) Subject Results

Hailun et al. Lake Wetland Wetland ecotourism sustainable
Management System | development must rely on the support of
Case Study wetland | local community residents and community
ecotourism involvement of local communities as an
compatibility with Jin | important part of the wetland ecotourism
Yan management. It must be said that in
addition to evaluating the ecological natural
phenomenon, the conditions of local
communities in all aspects, including
capacity development of eco-tourism,
financial strength, attitude and
understanding of local communities can
contribute a prerequisite for the successful

implementation of ecotourism.

SONG et al.. The effects on A unigue wetland ecosystem of rich
tourism and biodiversity, functioning and values of
sustainable environmental, economic and social lot.
development of Cultural specificity / cultural heritage and

regional wetland Ning | biodiversity of wetland ecosystems have
Guy added value. Wetlands having unique
natural and cultural landscape are

appropriate for ecotourism development.

Dong Check the status of | In summary, managing wetland tourism

the development of |can realize economic development,
tourism and tourism, and yet can support wetland
protection of wetland | ecological conservation.
resources in Dongting
Lake
Lili et al. A preliminary study | The kinds of wetland ecosystem services,
on tourist behavior in | tourism and science education are very
a pond important functions, and wetland
ecotourism, and tourism training and new
exploitation of wetland resources are
applicable.

Liu et al. Case study analyzes | Lagoon wetland ecotourism is based on
the effects of natural resources. In fact, ecotourism
ecotourism on wetlands include wetland ecological
Sustainable culture, which is ethical and responsible

Development Lagoon | ecotourism characteristics of wetlands;
Jin Yan wetland protection into account and
sustainable development of wetlands

protection.
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Wang Study the Because of its wetlands rich in biodiversity

development of and cultural diversity, value and function of
tourism and wetland | environmental education  tourism  is
ecosystems responsible travel to natural environments

that protect the environment, and the
economy  helps  Aboriginal  people.
Especially in sensitive and protected areas
to reduce the negative environmental
effects caused by the operation will be
balanced environment.

Source: Findings, 2017

Methodology. The purpose of this study in terms of data collection is
descriptive and analytical. Data collection in the theoretical part of the documentary
and in the field of survey based on interviews and questionnaires were used. The
aim of this study was to evaluate the effects of wetland ecosystem conservation
and environmental sustainability of tourism in rural areas. The study population
consists of villages 3 khawmirabad rural district, Sarkol and zarivar which of the 93
villages of this area, a number of villages were selected. Sample households of the
village and randomly classified and 12 villages were selected. In field studies,
collecting required data, preparing guestionnaire and getting interviews between
the villages were the most important part. A questionnaire was designed including
household questionnaire. The questionnaire consisted of closed questions. In
designing questions, the Likert scale was used. The validity of the test Cronbach's
alpha was 0.77 percent. For statistical analysis of data from one sample t test, chi-
square test and ANOVA test in spss software were used.

2. Sample villages and distributed questionnaires among them

Rural district The name The Total The number of
of the number of population questionnaires
vilage  households

Zarivar Kani 41 181 7
kabod

siyanav 196 845 33

Kani 171 660 28
Sanan

Dara tefey 244 924 41

ney 656 2560 55

Khawmirabad  Savjey 280 1152 44

Anjiran 111 455 22

Yangijeh 90 362 17

Sarkol Balek 139 529 24
Darziyan 112 451 21

Sharani 113 472 23

marg 89 365 15

Total 12 41 8956 330

Source: Findings, 2017
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Research area. Lagoon flows 3 km West Marivan in Kurdistan province and
the tourist attractions of the province. Sweet pond water is boiling and is funded
from a number of source floors. In winter the lake freezes completely. The wetlands
in longitude '8 ° 46 latitude '32 ° 35 and the height of 1285 meters above sea level
is located. During Zarivar Lake about 5 km and a width of about 1.6 km. The extent
of wetlands because of changes in the volume of water in different seasons
changing and the maximum depth of 5.5 meters. The lagoon's largest and most
beautiful fresh water lake west of Iran and one of the most unique freshwater lake
in the world and all circumstances considered a wetland of international
development. Approximate size pond water is about 30 million cubic meters.
Wetland about 22, 5 km and the average rainfall is 786 mm per year. Relative
humidity equal to 4/58 percent and average annual evaporation of 1900 mm has
been reported (Environmental Protection Agency, 1393). Villages of 200 meters to
3 kilometers lagoon flows have been chosen. The main activity is agriculture and
horticulture villages and, in some cases, the work in border markets. Despite the
economic situation and the Lake tourists in the villages around, the wetlands have
been affected.

Fig. 2. Location of the study area

Descriptive findings. Check the individual characteristics of the respondents
indicate that all respondents were male, 15.1% of respondents aged 25-15 years in
terms of age, 33.5% of respondents aged 35-25 years, 30.3% of respondents age
45-35 years, 16.1% of respondents aged 55-45 years and 5.0% in those aged over
55 years have been. In terms of education, 1.8 percent illiterate, 20.6% of subjects
at the elementary level, 28.9 percent of people in the middle, 27.1 percent of high
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school and 21.6 percent of those in upper secondary level. Nearly 80 percent of
people have their home at his residence. Job status among respondents are 37.2%
of agricultural jobs, 20.2% of public service jobs (shops, taxi driver between rural-
urban), 5.5% of government employees, 14.2% of self-employed workers and
22.5% of other work.

3. The individual characteristics of respondents in rural areas, border
areas
Individual characteristics of respondents

Index Classification Frequency Percent
15-25 1338 100
25-35 0 0
Age 35-45 33 15.1
45-55 73 33.5
55 > 66 30.3
llliterate 35 16.1
Primary 11 5.0
Level of Guidance 4 1.8
educa- High school 45 20.6
tion High school 63 28.9
graduate or higher
Farmer 59 27.1
Public services 47 21.6
Main job Government's 173 79.4
employee
Working 20 9.2
Dehyaran 25 11.5
Other 81 37.2
Too much 44 20.2
A lot 12 5.5
Job So much for 31 14.2
Satis- Little 49 22.5
faction Very little 1338 100

Source: Findings, 2017

4. Dimensions and indicators measured in this study

Dimension Criteria

Ecological-environmental | Diversity of flora and fauna, water resources
management, management of wastewater agriculture,
organic farming, water pollution lake, nature
conservation and biodiversity, the pollution of the
environment, increase public participation in protecting
ecosystems, use of building materials suitable for
harvesting allowed water from the wetland and
watershed wetlands, lack of wastewater management
alternatives, the harm to the animals wetlands) wildlife
(land use changes as a result of tourism activities,
shortage of farm and garden organ in the villages of the
region, consuming large amounts of fertilizer and
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pesticides Chemicals in food production.

Economic

Transport facilities, access to weekly markets, poor
access to employment opportunities in the area, lack of
eco-cottage industries in rural areas, rural women's
employment, increase the purchasing power of the local
community

Sociocultural

Recognition of the environment, the awareness of
people about the connection between the village and the
region, people's belief in wetland conservation as
cultural heritage, lack of opportunities for public
participation in decision-making and programs for the
protection of wetlands, Development Education
environmental learning, sense of cooperation in tourism
development and maintenance of wetland ecosystems.

Source: Findings, 2017.

5. Evaluation of the effects of wetland ecosystem conservation and

environmental sustainability of tourism in rural areas of the respondents

Dimension

Ecological

Variables

Diversity
of flora
and fauna
water
resource
manage-
ment
Agricul-
tural
waste
manage-
ment
Organic
farming
Reducing
water
pollution in
the lake
Conser-
vation of
Nature
and
Biodiver-
sity
Reduce
the
pollution
of the
environ-
ment
Increase
women's

Too Much  Some Little  Very  Aver Chi- Sig

much what little age squa-
re

18.70 14.00 1250 24.00 30.80 2.32 36.55 .000
5

15.30 19.30 1810 24.30 23.10 2221 8.735 000

21.80 14.00 16.50 23.70 24.00 2.10 12.94 .000
1

31.80 15.90 23.40 5.60 23.40 351 61.85 .000
0

15.30 6.50 26.50 20.60 31.20 2.56 59.42 000
1

20.20 11.80 16.50 25.90 25,50 2.85 23.09 .000
7

12.10 4.00 18.70 27.70 37.40 2.73 109.0 .000
78

20.60 29.90 17.80 19.60 12.10 3.27 26.52 000
3
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Environmental

Economic

participa-
tion in the
protection
of ecosys-
tems

The use of
appro-
priate
building
materials
Allowed to
withdraw
water from
the pond
Alternative
Wastewat
er
Managem
ent
System
The
damage to
wetland
animals
Land use
change as
a result of
tourism
activities
Organic
farms and
gardens in
rural area
Fertilizer
and
chemical
pesticides
in
agriculture
Transport
facilities
Weekly
market
access
Access to
employme
nt
opportuniti
es in the
area

Eco
cottage
industries
in villages
Employme
nt for rural
women

10.30

39.60

16.20

4.70

17.10

20.20

19.60

24.00

23.10

19.30

16.20

17.3

19.90

32.40

16.80

9.00

22.70

7.80

26.50

34.00

30.20

5.60

17.40

23.5

24.90

11.80

19.60

28.30

12.50

26.20

22.40

20.90

18.40

13.40

15.30

20.0
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28.70

6.20

22.40

35.50

23.10

20.20

17.40

16.20

18.10

29.00

25.90

29.4

16.20

10.00

24.90

22.40

23.70

25.50

14.00

5.00

10.30

32.70

25.20

9.8

2.32

3.82

2.60

2.99

3.12

3.70

3.86

3.44

3.48

2.50

2.50

3.82

33.40

143.3

77

8.798

107.7
69

16.27

34.99

14.49

72.44

104.2
18

153.9
38

182.5
98

27.09

.000

.000

000

.000

.000

008

.006

.001

000

.000

.000

.000



Increase 12.2 12.2
the
purchasin
g power of
the local
communit
y
Recognizi 11.8 38.4 33.3 3.25 113.8 .000
ng the 43
environme
ntal area
Awarenes 20.90 25.20 22.10 18.40 1340 3.86 12.66 @ 000
Social s of the 0
linkage
between
the village
and and the
region
People 14.30 14.03 2460 26.80 1990 2.83 21.13 .000
believed 4
to protect
the
wetlands
as cultural
heritage
cultural Public 29.30 37.40 13.70 11.20 8.40 3.68 102.6 .000
participati 29
onin
decision-
making
and
wetland
conservati
on
programs
Developm 13.10 19.60 17.80 28.70 20.90 2.25 20.66 000
ent of 7
environme
ntal
education
and
learning
Sense of 20.0 345 22.7 13.3 9.4 3.58 47.76 .000
cooperatio 5
nin
tourism
developm
ent and
maintenan
ce of
wetland
ecosystem
S
Source: Findings, 2017
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In this study in the context of assessing the impact of tourism in maintaining
wetland ecosystem and environmental sustainability in rural areas, 27 indicators
defined and each of these indicators in SPSS studied and analyzed, which results
in Table 6 have been shown. In the table the consent of respondents to each
indicator, average and chi-square are studied. In the field of ecological and
environmental dimensions, 15 indicators (diversity of flora and fauna, water
resources management, agricultural waste management, organic farming, water
pollution lake, nature conservation and biodiversity, the pollution of the
environment, increase women's participation in the protection of ecosystems use of
construction materials good, picked allow water from the wetland and watershed
wetlands, lack of wastewater management alternatives, the harm to the animals
wetlands) wildlife (land use changes as a result of tourism activities) used
according the optimal numerical test (3), the average on most parameters to
measure the low post favorable than assessed value and alpha level of 0.00 were
significant.

One of the main factors in more evaluations performed on the development of
tourism in local communities has been emphasized, the economic effects of
tourism. Tourism in recent years as a very important economic factor is of great
concern; as well as all the places where the tourism industry will need to develop
appropriate tourism professionals and executive management. The economic
dimension in the study 6 index (transport facilities, access to weekly markets, poor
access to employment opportunities in the area, lack of rural industries compatible
with the environment in rural areas, employment of rural women, increase the
purchasing power of the local community) have been used according to the mean
square of each indicator; tourism had a positive effect on the economic situation of
the rural areas of wetland ecosystems. Programs for wetland protection,
development of environmental education and learning, sense of cooperation in
tourism development and maintenance of wetland ecosystems have been used;
according to the index that the social dimension of cultural tourism in rural areas of
wetland ecosystems have a positive impact.

6. The test results T wetland ecosystem conservation and sustainable
environment impact of tourism in rural areas

Index Mean Standard Index Sig Confidence 95%

Difference deviation T Interval of the

Difference

Upper Low

Ecological- 2.1169 1.209 0.007 46306 -.3000 -.1139
environmental

Economic 3.8131 4.374 .000 89774 0.0106 @ 0.0444

Social and cultural 3.2764 1.479- 0.003 31268 @ 0.0326 0.0046

Source: Findings, 2017

In one sample T-test number 3 as desirable numerical or theoretical middle
test is intended. If the lower and upper limits are positive posts will be larger than
the observed value. And when both are negative numerical average calculated from
the theoretical middle or utility of the test and show less favorable conditions is
not. The analysis shows that the level of tourism in economic and socio-cultural
aspects has a positive impact on the wetland ecosystem conservation and
sustainable environment in rural areas.
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7. The analysis of the impact of wetland ecosystem conservation and
environmental sustainability of tourism in rural areas

Index Sum of  df
Squares
Between 27.814 22
Ecological _  Groups
environmental Within  260.461 357
Groups
Total 268.275 359
Between 15.517 2
Economic Groups
Within  244.865 357
Groups
Total 260.383 359
Between .826 2
Social and Groups
cultural Within  277.507 357
Groups
Total 278.333 359

Source: Findings, 2017

To explain whether the environmental factors

Mean F
Square

23.907 24.367 .000

Sig.

.730
.000
10.318
7.759
.686
653. .000
.6.543
77

of ecological, economic, social

and cultural tourism in the wetland ecosystem conservation and environmental
sustainability in rural areas have a significant difference or not, the one-way
analysis of variance was used. According to the results Table 8 and the significance
level (0.000) can be said that to amount F for the impact of tourism on wetland
ecosystem conservation and environmental sustainability in rural areas has been
significant. In other words, this value indicates that at least there is a significant
difference between the two; to check the claim of pair wise comparisons (Tukey)

was used in the Table 8.

8. ANOVA multiple comparisons test

Mean  Std. .Sig 95%
Exam type Index Rural Differen Error Confidence
ce Interval
(1-J) Upper Lower
Bound Bound
Economic .32389 .100 .00 -.0770 -.5508
Ecological- 66 0
environ .00526 .127 .00 .2941 -.3052
mental 33 0
Social -.32389 .100 .00 .5508 .0770
and 66 1
cultural 33833 .135 .00 .6262 -.0095
05 1
Tukey Near  -.11944 .097 .00 .3492 -.1103
60 0
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Economic 58611 .123 .00 .8767 .2955

46 0
Middle 11944 .097 .00 .1103 -.3492
60 1
46667 .130 .00 .7749 .1585
95 0
Near -. 10236 .103 .00 .1390 -.3501
Social and 91 0
cultural -.06389 .131 .00 .2454 -3732
43 1
Middle 10236 .103 .00 .3501 -.1390
91 1
.04267 .139 .00 .3698 -.2864
40 1

Source: Findings, 2017

Meanwhile, the Kruskal-Wallis test results also show that the alpha level of
0.001 significant wetland ecosystem conservation and environmental impact of
tourism in rural areas is sustainable. As the ratings show that an average rural
flows to the highest allocated, that may be because it flows near the villages of the
district wetland ecosystem in the region: by consequence, the impacts (positive and
negative) of tourism on the ecosystem in the villages.

9. Effect relationship between the villages’ wetland ecosystem conservation
and environmental sustainability of tourism in rural areas Kruskal-Wallis test
Rural district Count Average ratings

Khaw and 83 163.46
Impact of Mirabad
tourism in Zarivar 96 199.36
wetland Srki 151 154.17
ecosystem Total 330
conservation Df 2
and Sig 0.001

sustainable

environment
Source: Findings, 2017

Results. Development of tourism in an area with tourist arrivals continue to
change the landscape of human and natural, socio-cultural changes, economic and
environmental ecology. Tourism needs to provide recreation areas for tourists and
create jobs and income for residents of local communities without damaging the
environment, local communities and natural ecosystems. The wetland ecosystems,
due to the wide range of ecological attractions and unique natural and cultural
landscape, are highly regarded. The results show that tourism in economic and
socio-cultural aspects have a positive impact on the wetland ecosystem
conservation and sustainable rural environment. But there are also some negative
effects on the environment and the stable wetland ecosystems. The findings of the
Kruskal-Wallis test show that tourism in villages near the wetland ecosystem
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Zarivar (Yangijeh, dara tefey, Siyanav, kani kabod, Kani Sanan and ney) is the
most affected by the economic dimension of the rural areas. Also, there is a
negative impact on the region in the field of the environment (pollution of the lake
water, lack of protection of nature and biodiversity, environment pollution, harm to
animals, etc.).
Suggestions

1. planning and proper management to prevent water pollution and protect the
environment and surrounding wetland ecosystem around the Lake.

2. Encourage people to protect nature and the ecosystem around the lagoon
and also avoid harming wildlife wetland ecosystems.

3. Provision of infrastructure and services needed by tourists and locals

4. Proper management of water resources and water are allowed harvesting of
wetland for tourists and locals.

5. Alternative wastewater management systems for rural areas, especially
rural areas around the wetland ecosystem.

6. Avoid the use of fertilizers and chemical pesticides in agriculture and
horticulture.

7. Learning and teaching people to understand the environment and the
necessity to protect wetlands as cultural heritage.
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AOCNIAXEHHA PONI TYPU3MY Y 3BEPEXEHHI CTAJIOIO PO3BUTKY
EKONOTrIl: FEOrPA®IMHUA NIAXIA

Mahtab Jafari

AHomauia: Typusm 3aexOu OXOre eKOHOMIYHUU, coujalibHUl ma
eKoroaiyHul ennue. 3 uiei npuduHu HeobxiOHa mosnimuka cmarno2o PO38UMKY
mypu3smy. 3aearnibHul nioxi0 rnonseac 6 momy, Wo ypsodu 00820CMPOKO8O
38epHynu yeacy Ha eKosioeldHuu mypusm. Lle cxeaneHe | ¢hiHaHCO80
camoOocmamHbO, 3 MOYKU 30pYy couyianbHUX ma MoparibHUx 0551 Micyesux epomad
€ 8u2iOHUM i nepcriekmusHUM. Memoro OaHo20 OO0CIOXEHHS € OUiHKa eriugy
3bepexeHHss ekocucmeM B00HO-60/10MHUX yei0b ma €eKos02i4HOI cmitikocmi
mypusmMy 8 cinbcbkil micuesocmi. Memoto npuknadHux OocridKeHb ma 3 MOoYKU
30py 360py OaHux € ornucosuli ma aHanimu4yHul xapakmep. Bue4ame HacerieHHs
cknadaemscs 3 3 cenuw, XammipabaOdcbkozo cena, Capkornb 3apieap, akul y yinid
93 cenax ujei obnacmi obpasnu OekinbKka cin. 3ibpanu 3pa3ku domoz2ocrodapcms
cesnna ma eurnadkoso kKnacugikogaHi ma 12 cin. KokpaHiecbka c¢hbopmyna, sika
gukopucmosyearnacs 0551 8U3Ha4YeHHs po3mipy eubipku ma aHkemu 0o 330
gurnadkosux cenuuw, 6yna obpaHa ceped kepigHUKi8 domozaocrnoldapcms. LiticHicmb
mecmy Anbga KpoHbaxa cmaHosuna 0,77 eiOcomka. [ cmamucmu4yHO20
aHanizy daHux 3 00H020 mecmy-t-mecmy sukopucmosgyembcsi mecm Ha chi-square
ma ANOVA y npoepami spss. Pesynbmamu nokasytomb, WO mypusm 8
€KOHOMIYHUX ma  COUIOKYSIbmypHUX acriekmax [1o3umueHO er/iugae Ha
3bepexeHHss ekocucmem 800HO-60/IOMHUX yeiOb ma cmilKe  CiflbCbKe
cepedosuuye.

Knro4yoei cnoea: HaeKkonuwHe cepedosuwe, 3b6epexeHHs, cmanuu
pPO38UMOK, 2eoepaghiyHuUU nidxio, mypusm
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WCCIIENOBAHUE PONN TYPU3MA B COXPAHEHUU YCTOUYMBOIO
PA3BUTUA SKOJTOITMU: TEOTPA®UYECKUN NOAXONA

Mahtab Jafari

AHHOomauusi: Typusm 8cezeda oxgambigaem 3KOHOMUKY, coyuasibHoe U
aKorioeu4ecke enusiHue. o amoud npuduHe Heobxoduma rosiumuka ycmou4yueo2o
passumusi mypusma. Obwuti nodxod 3akrnyaemcs 8 mom, 4mo rpasumesibcmea
onumernbHoO obpamunu 8HUMaHUe Ha 3Kosioaudyeckul mypusm. 3mo 0006peHo u
uHaHCO80 camModoCmamoYHO, C MOYKU 3pPeHUsl coyuarsibHbIX U HpasCcmeeHHbIX
0nsi  MEeCmHbIX OOWUH 8bI200HO U rnepcriekmusHbiM. Llenbto  daHHO20
uccnedosaHusi S655emcsi OUEHKa 6/1USIHUSI COXpaHeHuUsi 3aKocucmem B00HO-
60510mHbIX y200ul U 3Koslo2u4yeckol ycmou4yueocmu mypusMa 8 CceslibCKou
mecmHocmu. Llenbro rnpuknadHbIx uccriedosaHull U ¢ moyKu 3peHusi cbopa OaHHbIX
[erigemcs onucamersibHbIU U aHajumu4yeckul xapakmep. W3yyaem HacerneHus
cocmoum u3 3 nocernikoe Xammupabadcbkoeo cena, Capkosib 3apusap, Komophbil
8 uesniom 93 cenax amou obnacmu ebibpaniu Heckosrbko OepeeeHb. Cobparu
obpa3ubl O0omoxo3slicme cena u cryyYalHO KnaccuguuyuposaHbl u 12 cen.
KokpaHoeckasi cpopmyrna, komopas ucrnosib3ogasnachb 05 onpedesieHus pasmepa
8blbopku U aHkembl 00 330 cnydalHbIXx rocesikos, bbina eblibpaHa cpedu
pykosodumerseti domoxosstcmes. [eldcmeumenbHocmb mecma Anbga KpoHbaxa
cocmaernsna 0,77 npoueHma. [ns cmamucmu4yeckoeo aHarnuida 0aHHbIX ¢ 0OHOU
mecm-t-mecma ucrionib3yemcsi mecm Ha chi-square u ANOVA 8 rpoegpamme Spss.
Pe3ynbmamel rokasblgearom, 4mo mypu3Mm 8 3KOHOMUYECKUX U COUUOKYITbMYPHbIX
acriekmax rosioXumesibHO efusiem Ha coxpaHeHue akocucmem 800HO-60/10MHbIX
yeodul u ycmou4uegoe ceribckoe cpedy.

Knrodyeeblie cnioga: oOKpyxawwass cpeda, coxpaHeHue, ycmoudugoe
passumue, eeoepaghudeckuli mnodxod, mypusam
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