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Abstract. Introduction. The task of the study is to identify and characterize the means of popularization of
the regional historical and cultural heritage on the example of archaeological monuments of Volgograd Oblast.
Taking into account the need to diversify regional cultural and educational tourism, to actualize new practices in
heritage tourism we consider it necessary to focus on the archaeological heritage unique for most regions. Due
to its interactivity and the possibility of combining several forms of recreational and cultural and cognitive
activities, archaeological tourism can also become one of the most promising forms of promotion of cultural and
historical heritage. Developing a methodology for assessing the archaeological potential of the region in the
field of tourism will allow us to understand the principle of formation of a unique geo-cultural image of the region
as the basis of cultural and historical framework. Methods. Assessment of the archaeotourism potential of
Volgograd Oblast is possible with a combination of the Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP) and Weighted Linear
Combination (WLC), and applied methods, such as the questionnaire and Geographic Information System (GIS).
Analysis. We identified the criteria for assessing the archaeotourism potential of the region the number of
which can be limited to 1 quantitative and 7 qualitative indicators ranked on an assessment scale with 4 rating
points – 0, 2, 4 and 5. Since the selected evaluation criteria play an unequal role in the formation of the tourist
potential of the territory, it was necessary to determine the weighted coefficients for each of them. Results. The
development of archaeological tourism acting as the most accessible and most popular forms of popularization
of cultural heritage will be provided by the development of the territory’s historical and cultural framework based
on a comprehensive assessment of the tourist potential of the region. The methodology was proposed in the
framework of this study. Authors’ contribution. V.A. Zolotovskiy prepared the part devoted to the actualization
and identification of the research topic. P.I. Lysikov developed an adequate methodology for assessing the
archaeotourism potential of the Volgograd Oblast.
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Аннотация. Введение. Задачей изыскания является выявление средств популяризации регионального
историко-культурного наследия на примере памятников археологии Волгоградской области. С учетом необ-
ходимости диверсификации предложений в сфере регионального культурно-познавательного туризма, акту-
ализации новой практики в туризме наследия, мы считаем необходимым остановиться на уникальном для
большинства регионов археологическом наследии. В силу своей интерактивности и возможности комбини-
рования нескольких форм рекреационной и культурно-познавательной деятельности одной из наиболее пер-
спективных форм популяризации культурно-исторического наследия может стать археологический туризм.
Выработка методологии оценки археологического потенциала региона в сфере туризма позволит понять
принцип формирования уникального геокультурного образа региона как основы культурно-исторического
каркаса. Оценка археотуристского потенциала территории представляется возможной на основе сочетания
следующих методов: анализа иерархий, взвешенной линейной комбинации, а также таких прикладных мето-
дов, как анкетирование и ГИС. Анализ. Мы выделили критерии оценки археотуристского потенциала регио-
на, которые можно ограничить 1 количественным и 7 качественными показателями, ранжируемыми по
шкале оценки с 4 рейтинговыми баллами – 0, 2, 4 и 5. Поскольку выбранные критерии оценки играют неоди-
наковую роль в формировании туристского потенциала территории, были определены весовые коэффици-
енты для каждого из них. Результаты. Развитие археотуризма, выступающего в качестве наиболее доступ-
ных и максимально востребованных форм популяризации культурного наследия, будет обеспечено разра-
боткой историко-культурного каркаса территории, основанной на проведении комплексной оценки турист-
ского потенциала региона, методика которой была предложена в рамках настоящего изыскания. Вклад авто-
ров. В.А. Золотовский подготовил часть, посвящённую актуализации и выявлению проблематики темы ис-
следования. П.И. Лысиков разработал адекватную методику оценки археотуристского потенциала Волгог-
радской области.

Ключевые слова: популяризация историко-культурного наследия, музеефикация, историко-культур-
ный каркас, памятники археологии, археологический туризм, оценка археотуристского потенциала, Волгог-
радская область.
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Introduction. Relevance of the research
topic. The destructive impact of globalism in the
form of the comprehensive spread of mass culture
and the “abolition” of national and regional cultural
values, has led to disastrous consequences in the
form of oblivion of cultural heritage. Given the
specifics of the openness of modern information
society, the specifics of political systems and
directions of constitutional law development, one

of the most effective forms of preservation of
national and cultural identity is the actualization
and use of cultural monuments in the
enlightenment and educational spheres of tourism.
At the same time, being a product of globalism,
which is undergoing the deepest essential and
institutional crisis in the post-pandemic period, it
is mass tourism that preserves its fundamental
cultural and cognitive function.
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“Travelling man” as a reflection of a certain
social environment is influenced by specific
ideological and value orientations and life attitudes.
Highlighting the special status of cultural heritage
in the system of social relations, as well as
assigning it a priority place in public policy of
different levels and directions can be clearly
defined as a sign of sustainability of socio-cultural
development. Tangible and intangible cultural
monuments, first of all, should be considered as a
particularly valuable and not subject to essential
deformations ideological foundation of the process
of formation of a spiritually healthy society.
Satisfaction of people’s cultural needs, realization
of humanistic constitutional rights, including
through acquaintance with the heritage sites, is
part of the modern socio-cultural environment.
At the same time, cultural monuments as objects
of cultural and cognitive practice act as a resource
for expanding historical knowledge.

The purpose of the study is to identify and
characterize means aimed at to popularize regional
historical and cultural heritage. The study includes
the following tasks: to determine forms of
popularizing historical and cultural heritage; to
identify factors that affect the development of
promising directions in popularization practice at
the regional level, as well as to identify
methodological foundations that determine its
effectiveness.

Problem statement. In the conditions of
globalization the monuments of culture and history
are given a  special role of value factors
determining the specificity of the development of
socio-cultural processes. Globalized transnational
culture is a direct threat to the preservation of
national identity, distinctive cultural tradition, and
cultural heritage [19, pp. 85-86; 11, p. 73].

The problem of cultural her itage
preservation, including through its actualization
in the implementation of museumification tasks,
has a direct connection with the environmental
understanding of culture, with the concept of
cultural landscape, historical memory and other
components of culture as an integral system [1,
p. 96]. Cultural and historical environment is
the most effective mechanism of formation and
preservation of historical memory. Historical
memory as a result of the successive social
accumulation of socio-cultural experience
provides not only preservation of cultural values

and traditions transmission, but also spiritual
health of society. The very process of formation
of historical memory is most effectively
provided through widely available relevant forms
and types of cultural practices of popularization
of cultural and historical heritage, in which
objects of cultural heritage act as basic sources
of activities to preserve the diversity of national,
ethnic and religious culture [18, pp. 14-16; 8,
pp. 221-223].

The protection of cultural and historical
heritage sites is ensured by an appropriate political
and legal culture, moral guidelines and the will to
pass it on to future generations. The preservation
of cultural heritage is aimed not only at the
formation and development of appropriate current
forms of culture-bearers’ self-identification, but
also at the development of intercultural and inter-
civilizational relations. Destruction and oblivion of
cultural heritage sites threaten a spiritual crisis,
destruction of social and historical memory.
Modern practices for the protection of cultural
heritage are aimed not only at its preservation in
its primary form, but also at achieving its maximum
accessibility and popularization.

Since museumification remains the main
form of cultural heritage preservation, museums
are the main subjects of its popularization [5]
(for details on the content, types, and methods
of museumification, see: [9]). Museums as the
main socio-cultural institution specializing in the
study, identification and preservation of regional
heritage should become a link between heritage
and tourism, ensuring the preservation of
historically and culturally significant monuments.
The implementation of preservation and
popularization functions of museums has led to
their special place in the system of teaching and
educational practices, including enlightenment,
education and tourism. Using a combination of
means and forms of popularization, museums
not only ensure the cultural heritage preservation
of the regions, but a lso develop relevant
approaches to its actualization by expanding the
directions of participation in society, organizing
innovative interactive and project activities [7,
pp. 151-153; 16].

As part of the subject of the study, we should
note that the most common forms of popularization
of archaeological heritage are the creation of
specialized exhibitions and archaeological
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museums, archaeological museum-preserves,
including open-air museums.

Filling with objects and types of
presentation / representation in such sites has no
typical solution and depends on many factors: the
specificity of the archaeological sites themselves
(in terms of form and type); infrastructure; the
level of technological support; the existence of
traditions in the field of museumification and
archaeological practice. The following sites can
be recognized as examples of an effective
approach to the choice of the form of presentation
of archaeological heritage. On the one hand, it is
the reconstructed museum-preserve “Kostenki”
(Voronezh Oblast), representing the Paleolithic
dwelling made of mammoth bones. On the other
hand, it is the archaeological museum-preserve
“Tanais”, acting as an interactive living museum,
containing the traditional exhibition museum halls,
a collection room, a scientific department and
restoration studios.

Transmission of cultural values, their
perception within the framework of intercultural
dialogue and preservation in the process of spiritual
development of society in the form of cultural and
historical memory is provided by tourism as the
most accessible socio-cultural practice. The main
condition for the preservation of cultural and
historical heritage is continuity, achieved through
repeatable social practices. One of the most
effective and most accessible forms of
popularization and preservation of cultural and
historical heritage is tourism. Actualization of
cultural heritage sites, including memorialization
sites, in the framework of their use in the excursion
practice of heritage tourism allows solving multiple
tasks in the field of spiritual and patriotic
education [2, pp. 99-101].

Cultural and historical heritage determines
the content of the cultural potential of a particular
territory, and also affects the choice of forms of
cultural heritage sites actualization in the
framework of ensuring effective promotion
through their use in tourism. One of the main
humanistic goals of heritage tourism is to preserve
monuments, encourage the construction of
museums and preserve the cultural landscape of
territories. Currently, one of the main obstacles
to the development and organization of heritage
tourism is the problem of preservation of cultural
heritage sites. Despite the special role of tourism

as a form of promotion, it is necessary to
recognize the problem of maintaining the integrity
and pristine nature of cultural heritage, since
cultural and historical monuments are the ultimate
resource.

Tourism is an interdisciplinary knowledge,
combining almost all branches of scientific
knowledge, including those concerning the
preservation of cultural heritage through various
forms of its presentation. Tourism itself is
represented by an extremely heterogeneous
activity, formalized by the purposes of tourist travel
in various forms.

In the context of cultural heritage
preservation policy, heritage tourism as a
subspecies of cultural and cognitive tourism
acquires particular importance among the types
of tourism. Heritage tourism has no formal
definition in the domestic law and doctrine.
However, in the foreign literature, it has not only
received an established understanding, but also
took an independent place in the understanding
of the problem of museumification of cultural
heritage sites in modern society. When it comes
to understanding heritage tourism, it is generally
accepted that its fundamental quality is the
orientation of the tourist to get acquainted with
objects of cultural heritage [37, pp. 239-243; 33;
36; 25; 41, pp. 3-4].

The critical feature of heritage tourism as
a special type of socio-cultural practice is
manifested in the highest degree of public
involvement in cultural and cognitive activities.
Heritage tourism and its subtypes significantly
expand the range of subjects of knowledge, as
well as cognitive tools, together with the
channels of dissemination of knowledge, making
it accessible.

Due to its interactivity and the possibility of
combining several forms of recreational, cultural
and cognitive activities, one of the most promising
forms of promotion of cultural and historical
heritage is archaeological tourism. Archaeological
tourism (sometimes archaeotourism) is a special
kind of tourism which is a subspecies of heritage
tourism. In general, most experts agree that
archaeological tourism is a journey to visit
historical sites, museums and sites that constitute
the archaeological heritage of an area (i.e.
archaeological monuments) [39, p. 32; 32, p. 162].
In addition, archaeological tourism may also
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include visits to archaeological laboratories,
ongoing field research and even travelers’ direct
participation [30, p. 66; 34, p. 165]. The latter form
of the organization of archaeotourism in the
western literature was called “volunteer
archaeological tourism” (see, for example: [31;
35]). Thus, archaeological tourism carries out
many functions: cognitive, educational,
communicative, promotes preservation and
popularization of cultural and historical heritage
sites. It is closely connected with scientific, rural,
ecological and other types of tourism. Its main
goal is to reveal the specificity of certain periods
of development of human society in the process
of acquaintance with archaeological monuments
as objects of display. Archaeological monuments
include archaeological finds, tangible assets of the
past which are very diverse and, accordingly, their
classification can be different. In the general
totality of cultural heritage sites, it is archaeological
objects that constitute their essential part.

The attractiveness and high socio-cultural
significance of archaeological tourism are
determined not only by the uniqueness of the
archaeological sites themselves, but also by the
possibility of involving citizens in rescue
archaeological work, as well as various forms
of their  interactive representation (from
reconstruction of the organization of ancient
people’s household to modelling ancient and
medieval rituals, as well as acquaintance with
archaeology as a science). Archaeological
tour ism is widespread abroad and is
systematically fixed in the Russian tourist
practice. Underdevelopment of the domestic
archaeological tourism is primarily based on the
lack of understanding of its resource base.

The preservation of cultural heritage in some
form of presentation / representation is aimed not
only at the transmission of historical memory, but
also at the transfer of a complex of knowledge to
the next generations. By determining cultural
heritage as a subject of scientific research, we
expand the opportunities of historical knowledge
in the field of religious, ethnocultural, social and
political history. The specificity of the content of
cultural policy should be focused on achieving the
most effective and preserving results of cultural
and historical heritage actualization through various
socio-cultural practices of popularization [20,
p. 198; 10, p. 66].

Determination of actual forms of
popularization of cultural heritage through its
representation and presentation in the framework
of tourist projects implementation is limited by the
condition of cultural heritage sites and possibilities
of their use/updating. In the latter case, the factor
of territorial distribution of the cultural heritage
sites and their existing spatial organization should
be highlighted as a determining one.

In such circumstances, the most effective
mechanism for the inclusion of cultural heritage
in tourism as the most accessible popularization
of socio-cultural practice is the cultural
framework of the territory. As a form of spatial
organization of cultural heritage sites, it is a system
of micro-territories with historical and cultural
content, providing infrastructural accessibility of
cultural monuments, various types of museum
objects and aimed at creating conditions of
maximum accessibility of cultural and historical
display objects. Effectively formed cultural
framework unites all the territorial tangible and
intangible cultural heritage sites into a systemic
totality, allowing for the widest development of
research, scientific-cognitive and cultural-
educational activities [13, pp. 131–132; 20,
pp. 199–200].

Volgograd Oblast has a large number of
archaeological monuments belonging to various
cultures. The revealed archaeological material is
museumified and placed in local history museums
of the region. The use of the region’s archaeological
potential in local history activities of cultural,
cognitive and educational orientation within the
framework of heritage and archaeological tourism
is a priority goal in the sphere of popularization of
the region’s cultural heritage. Its achievement is
limited by the weak study of archaeological
heritage sites as a factor in the popularization of
the cultural heritage of the region in the form of
tourism. The reasons for this are: insufficient
attention to the organization of profile cultural
and educational activities within the framework
of educational work of historical and local history
orientation, undeveloped promising forms of
actualization of cultural heritage sites on the basis
of museumification means. The primary task on
the way to overcoming the existing limitations is
the assessment of the cultural potential and the
formation of the cultural framework of the region
on its basis.
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Given the specificity of tourism heritage and
the quality of cultural and historical heritage of
Volgograd Oblast, reflecting the millennial cultural,
political and religious history of the Great Steppe
that unites several civilizations at once, it seems
appropriate to develop an archaeological historical
and cultural framework of Volgograd Oblast.
Developing a methodology for assessing the
archaeological potential of Volgograd Oblast in
the field of tourism will allow us to understand
the principle of formation of a unique geo-cultural
image of the region as the basis of cultural and
historical framework.

Methods and materials. The choice of
appropriate methods for assessing the tourist
potential of a territory depends on a number
of pre-established indicators, among which are
the object, subject, purpose, as well as the
assessment cr iteria.  Since the purpose of
evaluation is the development of archaeotourism
in Volgograd Oblast, the object of evaluation is,
respectively, the archaeological tourism potential
of the region which we will consider as a set of
archaeotourism potential of municipalities within
it, while the subject of the evaluation is the
representatives of governments interested in
tourism development within their assigned
territory. An adequate approach to achievement
of this goal could be offered by a combination of
the following methods widely used to assess the
tourist industry:

Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP) [26,
p. 427sq.; 29, p. 8sq.] (it is also worth noting
the so called Fuzzy-AHP Approach developed
by a group of Chinese researchers which is a
combination of classic AHP and Fuzzy
Comprehensive Evaluation Method (FCEM)
[28]) is a mathematical method which is used
to make informed decisions by decomposing the
problem under study and presenting the latter
as a hierarchical structure consisting of three
levels, including the final goal (the upper level),
criteria (sub-criteria) and alternatives (the lower
level). As par t  of the assessment of the
archaeotourism potential of the territory, this
method can be used to determine the weights
of the selected evaluation criteria by their
pairwise comparison by the decision maker
(expert) on a scale of 1 to 9.

Weighted Linear Combination (WLC) [22,
p. 1; 29, p. 8] is another mathematical method

that is used for expert ranking of selected criteria
according to a set rating scale.

Furthermore, to assess the archaeotourism
potential of municipalities in the region, it is
necessary to involve applied methods of
assessment: the questionnaire and Geographic
Information System (GIS). The questionnaire
should be carried out with the help of purposive
(non-probability) sampling method [27, p. 26sq.;
40, p. 17sq.; 23, p. 101] which will determine the
expert group of representatives of public
authorities, scientific-pedagogical workers and
employees of cultural and leisure institutions.
Relative archaeotourism potential of municipal
formations of Volgograd Oblast should be reflected
by means of the corresponding cartogram with
application of the elementary spatial analysis
method [21; 24; 38; 29, pp. 3-7].

In general, we can summarize that the relevant
methodology for assessing the archaeotourism
potential of the territory should meet, above all, the
requirement of comprehensiveness, i.e. to take into
account quantitative and qualitative parameters,
to provide a component-by-part, multi-criteria
analysis, to calculate particular and integral
indicators.

Analysis. There are 1,227 monuments of
archaeology in Volgograd Oblast [14]. According
to our calculations using the data of the National
Cultural Heritage Register  of Russia,
1,192 archaeological monuments have the status
of objects of federal significance [17]. Another
306 objects of archaeological heritage are on the
list of identified objects of cultural heritage of
Volgograd Oblast [15]. Nevertheless, the region’s
potential for the development of archaeological
tourism, as far as we know, has not yet become
the subject of a special study. There are several
articles devoted to the assessment of the tourism
potential of the region as a whole [3; 6; 4]. They
have mostly theoretical and descriptive character.
As for archaeological tourism in Volgograd
Oblast, we could not find any serious research on
this topic.

So, first of all, we should identify the criteria
for assessing the archaeotourism potential of the
region, the number of which, we believe, can be
limited to 1 quantitative and 7 qualitative indicators.
Each qualitative criterion is ranked according to
the evaluation scale with 4 rating points – 0, 2, 4
and 5 (Table 1) (see: [12, pp. 491-493]).
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Table 1. Qualitative criteria for assessing the archaeotourism potential of municipalities
of Volgograd Oblast

Criterion Definition Rating scale Rating points 

Uniqueness (Ui) 
Typicality or uniqueness of the archaeological 

heritage sites in the territory of the municipality, 
average score 1 

>1.05 
>1.025–1.05 

1–1.025 
1 

5 points 
4 points 
2 points 
0 points 

Attractiveness (Vi) 
Visual attractiveness, informativeness, 

accessibility of perception 
of the archaeological heritage sites in the 

territory of the municipality, average score 2 

>1.2 
>1.1–1.2 

1–1.1 
1 

5 points 
4 points 
2 points 
0 points 

Transportation 
accessibility (Ai) 

Distance from each site to the administrative 
center of the municipality, average score 3 

>3 
>1–3 
0.5–1 
<0.5 

5 points 
4 points 
2 points 
0 points 

Distance to the regional 
center (Di) 

Distance of the administrative center 
of the municipality from the point of entry 

into the region 

<50 km 
>50–150 km 
>150–300 km 

>300 km 

5 points 
4 points 
2 points 
0 points 

Density (Pi) Density of archaeological heritage sites 
on the territory of the municipality 4 

>0.012 site/km2 
>0.005–0.012 site/km2 
0.002–0.005 site/km2 

<0.002 site/km2 

5 points 
4 points 
2 points 
0 points 

Capacity of collective 
accommodation facilities 

(Ci) 
Number of beds in collective accommodation 
facilities on the territory of the municipality 

>250 pcs. 
>150–250 pcs. 

50–150 pcs. 
<50 pcs. 

5 points 
4 points 
2 points 
0 points 

Seating capacity (Fi) The number of seats in public catering 
establishments in the territory of the municipality 

>300 u. 
>200–300 u. 
100–200 u. 

<100 u. 

5 points 
4 points 
2 points 
0 points 

Note. 1 – the average index of uniqueness U of the objects of archaeological heritage in the territory of municipality
i is derived as follows. Each archaeological monument is ranked on an assessment scale from 1 to 3 points where 3 points
mean a site which is unique for the country, 2 points are given to a site unique for the region, but typical for the country,

and 1 point – to a site which is typical for the region. Then the arithmetic mean is calculated by the formula 
i

i
i n

U
U cp ,

where ni is the total number of archaeological heritage sites on the territory of the municipality. 2 – the average index of
attractiveness V of archaeological heritage sites of municipality i is calculated as follows. All archaeological monuments
in the territory of the municipality are ranked on a scale of assessment from 1 to 5 points, based on their belonging to a
particular type, among which in the territory of Volgograd Oblast, according to the data from the National Cultural Heritage
Register of Russia, there are burial monuments (solitary mounds, mound groups / burial grounds), settlement monuments
(dwelling site, site of ancient town), ramparts (regardless of purpose). Points are distributed by type of archaeological

monuments in the course of expert evaluation. Then the arithmetic mean is calculated using the formula 
i

i
i n

V
V cp . 3 – the

average indicator of distance A from each archaeological heritage site on the territory of municipality i to its administrative
center is calculated by the formula Aicp = dicpс, where dicp is the average distance (km) from archaeological monuments
located on the territory of the municipality to its administrative center by road, and c is correction factor of transport
accessibility. The distance from each archaeological monument to the administrative center of the region is ranked on a
scoring scale from 0 to 3 points where 3 points are assigned to an object located less than 10 km from Volgograd, 2 points
to those more than 10 to 50 km, 1 point to those more than 50 to 100 km, 0 points to those more than 100 km. Then the

arithmetic mean is calculated using the formula 
i

i
i n

A
A cp . To obtain the correction factor c, the transport accessibility of

archaeological heritage sites on the territory of the municipality should be evaluated by roads from the administrative
center of the municipality using an assessment scale from 1 to 3 points where 3 points are assigned to roads of federal
importance, 2 points to those of regional importance, 1 point to those of local importance. Then the arithmetic mean is

calculated using the formula 
i

i
i n

с
С cp  which is divided by the maximum score (cmax = 3). If transport accessibility to the

archaeological site is provided by roads of different importance, the category of roads should be selected that covers
most of the way to the site from the administrative center of the municipality. 4 – density P of archaeological heritage sites

on the territory of municipality i is calculated by the formula 
i

i
i s

nP  , where ni is the number of archaeological heritage sites
on the territory of the municipality (units), and si is the area of the municipality (km2).
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Weighting of quali tative evaluation
criteria. Since the selected criteria for assessing
the archaeotourism potential of municipalities in
Volgograd Oblast play an unequal role in the
formation of the tourist potential of the territory, it
is necessary to determine the weighting
coefficients (w) for each of them. This task can
be solved by the above-mentioned method of
hierarchy analysis. Thus, all the criteria are subject
to a pairwise expert evaluation according to the
following “superiority scale”, where 1 – equal
value, 3 – insignificant superiority, 5 – strong
superiority, 7 – very strong superiority, 9 – extreme
superiority.

All of our selected criteria are summarized
in the following table (Table 2).

Evaluation formula. The final formula for
assessing the archaeotourism potential of a
municipality (Ti) will look like this:

Ti = ni  (Uiw1 + Viw2 + Aiw3 + Diw4 + Piw5 +
+ Ciw6 + Fiw7).

The archaeotourism potential of the region as
a whole is the sum of the archaeotourism potentials
of the municipal formations within it (T = ΣTi). The
relative archaeotourism potential (T0) of a municipality
in relation to the entire territory of the region is

calculated by the formula T0 = 
maxT
Ti , where Tmax is

the maximum archaeotourism potential among all
municipalities of the region.

Results. The traditionally high role of
tourism in cultural and cognitive activities is
reflected in international and national standard-
sett ing practice. At the same time,  the
development of heritage tourism provides
protection and maintenance of cultural objects.
Popularization aspect of archaeological tourism

as a variety of cultural and cognitive activities is
reflected not only in the UNESCO Convention
on Cultural Tourism, but also more narrowly /
substantively defined in national and international
acts governing the protection and preservation of
cultural heritage. Ensuring the preservation and
protection of cultural monuments as part of
popularization activities in the form of heritage
tourism and archaeological tourism is directly
related to the issue of presentation and
representation of cultural heritage, as well as the
problem of relevant directions and means of
museumification of cultural monuments.

The rich archaeological heritage of Volgograd
Oblast is of special tourist interest. The introduction
of archaeological sites into tourism practice not only
through visits to museums, but also within the
framework of visits to archaeological monuments,
will expand the channels of popularization of the
cultural heritage of the region. We proposed a
methodology for a comprehensive, component-by-
part evaluation of the resource potential of
Volgograd Oblast in the field of archaeological
tourism enabling us to bring a huge layer of historical
and cultural heritage up to date.

The results of the study lead to the
conclusion that the development of archaeological
tourism, as well as heritage tourism in general,
acting as the most accessible and most popular
forms of popularization of cultural heritage, will
be provided by the development of the historical
and cultural framework of the territory, based on
the assessment of the potential of a particular type
of objects included in the system set of cultural
heritage. Given the specifics of the research
format and the special place of archaeological
sites in the cultural heritage of Volgograd Oblast,
we proposed a methodology for assessing the
potential of archaeological sites in the tourist show

Table 2. Matrix of paired comparisons of qualitative evaluation criteria of archaeotourism
potential of municipalities of Volgograd Oblast

Criteria        Total Weight 
coefficients 

 1.00         
  1.00        
   1.00       
    1.00      

     1.00     
      1.00    
       1.00   

       Total   
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industry which is the most accessible and
promising form of popularization of the cultural
heritage of the region.

NOTE

1 The study was financially supported by the
Ministry of Science and Higher Education of the Russian
Federation as research project no. 0633-2020-0004
“Development of methods of virtual 3D reconstruction
of historical objects”.
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