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The level of using mineral waters in Ukraine 
Hayday S., Kulinich M., Kulinich . 
The article presents data on reserves of mineral waters in Ukraine. Also in the article on the 

basis of statistical data, we analyzed the level of use of mineral waters in in different 
administrative regions and in Ukraine in general. 

Keywords: mineral water, deposits of mineral water, reserves of mineral waters, inferred 
resources of mineral waters. 
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Surface runoff transformation within the Samara river watershed  
Dovganenko D., Dovgal L. 
The possibility of GIS and the satellite data usage to determine the Samara river surface 

runoff transformation are discussed. Zones of high and low anthropogenic factors effect on the 
surface runoff are determined using comparing modeling method. 

Keywords: surface runoff, modeling, transformation, GIS. 
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