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"Tourism Department of Bonebolango Regency, Gorontalo Provinee, Indonesia
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Abstract. Whale shark tourism is a growing industry in the world. This study aimed to determine
the benefits local people carn from whale shark tourism at two sites in Indonesia, Botubarani in
Gorontalo Province and Labuhan Jambu, Teluk Saleh, Nusa Tenggara Barat Province. This study
mvolved dive centres, fishermen, community tourism groups, village enterprises (BUMDES),
home stay owners, car rental companies, boat owners, lift net owners, snorkelling equipment
rental businesses and ecotourism operators. In Botubarani, dive centres sold whale shark
watching dive trips for US$42.3/pax. and snorkelling trips for US$23/pax, of which. US$4.6 and
USSL7 went 1o the Pokdarwis. and US$33.5 to the dive centre. For non-divers, trips cost
USS 115, of which USS$1.5 was for whale shark bait. USS1.5 went to the Pokdarwis, and US$4.6
to fishermen. Whale shark watchers in Labuhan Jambu paid US$21 1.5-USS$270 1o ecotourism
operators plus USS7.7/pax to the BUMDES. From that money, US$119 was paid to lift net
owners, US$42 to boat operators, and US$19.2-USS$76.9 to ecotourism operators, On average,
car rental companies received USS$46. 1. home stays received USS$7.6, and USS1 1.5 was paid for
rental equipment.

mlrodncﬁnn m
e sharks (Rhincodon typus) have been called the * Ambassador of Sharks'. ir large size, docile
nature, planktivorous diet, surface feeding tendencies and slow movement make them attractive from a
tourism standpoint [1,2]. Their tendency to aggregate in predictable locations has enabledggpany
countries to establish a whale shark-watching tourism industry that is worth approximately 66
million worldwide, the majority of which is captured by developing countries [3].

Whale shark ecotourism is an important source of sustainable revenue for developing countries,
while simultaneously giving live whale sharks economic value. For example, fresh whale shark meat in

> Taiwanese market retails for US$4.91-17.16 per kg or USS12,948 for 2800 kg individual [4], while
a live whale shark in Belize is estimated to be worth at least US$34,906 a year or approximately USS2
million over its lifetime, assuming a minimum life expectancy of 60 years [3]. Countries with established
whale shark watching industries like Australia and Belize have reported annual economic retums of
USS24 million and USS$1.35 million, respectively [3]. In addition, this financial incentive has helped
convert several South-east Asian fishing villages targeting whale sharks as prey into community-based
ecotourism ventures supporting their protection [5]. Because of their predictable patterns of feeding
food sources such as sergestids [6] and fish larvae [7], people have been able to use their presence for

?‘e“ﬁﬁ()m Content from this work may be used under the terms of the Creative Commons Auribution 3.0 licence. Any further distribu tion
B of this work most mantain attribution 1o the author(s ) and the title of the work, Journal citation and DOL
Pubhished under licence by 10P Publishing Lid 1
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marine wildlife tourism. Increasingly, the whale sharks have been supponing Egc tourism industries
a the globe [5]. (21}

e whale shark is listed as Endangered in the IUCPfaRed List of Threatened Species [8] and n
Indonesia this species is fully protected by the Regulation of the Minister of Marine Affairs and Fisheries
Number 18 of 2013. Even so, this species faces many threats including bycatch and unregulated,
unreported and illegal fishing [1,8.9].

Whale shark tourism now exists in several places across Indonesia such as in Probolinggo, Derawan,
Talisayan, Botulggani, Teluk Saleh, Teluk Cenderawasih and Kaimana. In Teluk Cenderawasih, income
generated from whale shark toffsm to Cenderawasih Bay National Park (CBNP) is around USS 10.54
million [10]. In addition. the contribution of foreign tourists there reached 82.4% while only 17.6%
came from local people. Local tourists paid USS$ 3 15.3 per visit while foreign tourists paid USS$ 1.453.8
per visit into this area.

This study focused on two sites: Botubarani, Gorontalo and Labuhan Jambu, Teluk Saleh in
Sumbawa. In Botubarani whale shark tourisrgyas initiated in April 2016, while in Labuhan Jambu,
Teluk Salch it began in September 20 Igg§1 1], aim of this study was to investigate the benefits local
people earn from whale shark tourism operations.

1. Materials and Methods

2.1. Study area
This study was conducted in Botubarani (Gorontalo) and Labuhan Jambu, Teluk Saleh (Sumbawa) from
I8 December 2018 to 15 February 2019. The study locations are described in Djunaidi et.al (2020) [11].

2.2, Data collection

Four enumerators were trained to assist in collecting data in the study areas. In Botubarani, village
representatives, dive centres, fishermen and community tourism group (Pokdarwis) members were
interviewed, while in Labuhan Jambu, Teluk Salch, villages enterprises (Badan Usaha Milik Desa,
BUMBDES), car rental companics, home stay owners, local hego boat owners, hagan lift net owners,
snorkelling equipment rental business and ecotourism operators were interviewed. The interviews were
conducted in the villages of Botubarani, Gorontalo and Labuhan Jambu, Teluk Saleh. Enumerators
visited the respondents daily during the agreed data collection period. The total number of respondents
was 91 people for both locations combined. comprising 2 village representatives, 2 dive centre
representatives, 27 fishermen and 7 community tourism group (Pokdarwis) members in Botubarani: and
4 representatives from village enterprises (BUMDES), 2 from car rental companies. 7 home stay owners,
5 local hego boat owners, 30 bagan lift net operators, 1 person from a snorkelling equipment rental
business and 3 ecotourism operators in Labuhan Jambu. Teluk Saleh.

2.3, Data analysis

The data collected were tabulated in Microsoft Excel 2010 and presented with graphics. tables and
supporting visual documentation. The results were analysed descriptively with reference to the current
literature and issues related to whale shark watching tourism.

3. Results and Discussion

3.1. Community groups involved

In most developed and industrialized countries, studies on community support for sustainable tourism
have been conducted in many places [12], and it is widely viewed as vital to support the conservation
of many marine species [ 13,14]. Despite a growing number of studies in developing countries [ 15], there
1s still a need for further studies on people’s perceptions and ways to support local involvement in
tourism development.
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This study revealed that local community members who support and benefit from the allle shark
tourism operations in the study areas consisted of cleven groups. These cleven groups within the
community included village representatives, dive centres, fishermen, village tourism groups
(Pokdarwis), villages enterprises (BUMDES), car rental companies, home stay owners, local hego boat
owners, hagan lift net owners, snorkelling equipment rental businesses and ecotourism operators. The
first four were found in Botubarani, Gorontalo and the rest were present in Labuhan Jambu, Teluk Salch.
Village representatives sold the tickets while dive centres provided diving and snorkelling for divers and
snorkelers using their own boats, and fishermen provided canoes for non-divers. Mcanwhile, the village
tourism group (Pokdarwis) will give instructions to the visitors who interact with whale sharks in the
interaction areas. Village enterprises (BUMDES) provided services for bagan lift net owners whenever
the net was damaged due to a whale shark becoming entangled with the net. Car rental companies
provided cars to the visitors who come from Sumbawa to Labuhan Jambu village and home stay owners
provided accommodation for the visitors. Local hego boat owners brought the visitors to the bagan lift
nets which were used as a platform for seeing the whale sharks, while snorkelling equipment rental
business provided snorkelling gear and ecotourism operators sold the trips.

Similarly to Labuhan Jambu, tour operators in Ningaloo, Westem Australia were involved in and
arranged trips to see the whale sharks [16]; however, they used spotter planes to locate the whale sharks,
and commygcate the coordinates to the boats. In this case, a maximum of 10 snorkellers were then
allowed to enter the water to swim with the animal. Table | displays the names and numbers of the
community groups, their location, and a description of the services provided.

Table 1. Community groups providing whale shark tourism services in Botubarani and Labuhan Jambu.

No. _Group name/type Location Services provided Number
1 Village representatives Botubarani Ticket sales 2
2 Dive centres Botubarani Diving and snorkelling 2
3 Fishermen Botubarani Canoes for whale shark watching 27
4 Village Tourism Group Botubarani Provide permits/instructions for 7

(Pokdarwis) whale shark watching
5 Villages Enterprises Labuhan Jambu Repair/maintenance services for 4
(BUMDES) bagan lill-ncts
6 Car rental companies Labuhan Jambu Transport for tourists from 2
Sumbawa
7  Home stay owners Labuhan Jambu Accommodation for whale shark 7
watchers
8  Local bego boat owners  Labuhan Jambu  Transport from shore to the hagan 5
lift nets
9 Bagan lift net owners Labuhan Jambu Use of bagan lift nets as whale 30
watching platforms
10 Snorkelling equipment  Labuhan Jambu Provide snorkelling gear 1
rental owners
11 Ecotourism operators  Labuhan Jambu  Sell whale shark watching trips 3

3.2, Whale shark watching trips

Indonesia is a big country facing economic conditions that have not shown much improvement over
recent decades. Fortunately, the tourism industry is growing, and many visitors come to destination areas
to seek a variety of expeniences, one of which is to see whale sharks. According to [17,18]. one factors
contributing to whale shark watching is the willingness to pay. For example, tourists can take a tour
package for USS 359 per day to sce whale sharks in Teluk Cenderawasih; this includes the use of
snorkelling gear, meals, snacks, accommodation in the ficld and return transportation from Nabire to
Kwatisore [10].
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There are two ways to see the whale sharks in Botubarani and Labuhan Jambu. In Botubarani, divers
or snorkelers booked their trip through dive centres while non-divers or non-snorkelers booked the trip
through the locket provided in the area where the whale sharks are located. Divers paid the equivalent
of US$42.3 per person while snorkelers paid US$23 and non-divers paid USS11.5. From the money
paid by divers and snorkelers, USS 4.6 and USS 2.7 respectively went to the village tourism group
(Pokdarwis) and USS 1.5 was spent on whale shark bait. Meanwhile, from the money paid by non-
divers, USS 1.5 was spent on whale shark bait, US$3.9 went to the village representatives, USS 1.5 went
to the village tourism group (Pokdarwis) and USS 4.6 went to the fishermen. Dive centres obtained US$
33.5 from the divers and USS 15.4 from the snorkelers. Divers or snorkelers came to the dive centres to
book their trips, either the Miguel Dive Centre located in Gorontalo City or the Salvador Dive Centre
located in Botubarani. Visitors who have booked will go on the same day or the next day. Non-
divers/snorkelers could come to the locket in the whale shark watching area in Botubarani whenever
they wanted to. between 06.00 am and 17.00 pm every day. They would take a canoe provided by the
fishermen to go to the interaction area, while divers or snorkelers would be brought to the interaction
arca by the dive centre in a speed boat.

Divers, snorkelers and non-divers/non-snorkelers have around 45 minutes to an hour to interact with
whale sharks, after which they return to the boat or the beach. During the interaction period fishermen
will give nike as bait to attract the whale sharks and keep them swimming near the canoe or boat. These
nike are the larvae or post-larvac of several species of amphidromous fish, including Awaous sp. [19]
which typically migrate from seawater to their main freshwater habitat after spending most of their larval
phase in plankton-rich coastal waters. A certified diver will accompany the snorkeler or diver during the
interaction with the whale shark. They will ensure a distance of about 3 to 4 is maintained between the
whale shark(s) and the snorkelers or divers. This protocol must be followed otherwise they will have to
terminate the dive or snorkel.

In Ningaloo, Western Australia tour operators use a spotter plane to locate the whale shark. As soon
as they have lo@ged the whale shark, communication will be es@blished with the boat and 10 snorkelers
maximum will enter the water and swim with the whale shark. Snorkelers must not approach the whale
shark closer gan three meters and the boat must remain 30 meters away from the sharks [20].
Furthermore, a trained videographer is present to record data every triggfluring the whale shark season.
The videographer takes images during whale shark encounters using underwater digital video or still
camera and whenever possible the videographer will take images of the right and the left side of each
whale shark and record the sex and estimate size [21]. Figure | shows divers, snorkellers and non-divers
interacting with whale sharks in the interaction area in Botubarani, Gorontalo.

Similar to Bowbarani, visitors to Labuhan Jambu, Teluk Saleh have to take a boat to sec the whale
sharks. They cither take local bego boat or come with their own speed boat (e.g. from a liveaboard boat)
to the bagan lift nets used as whale shark watching platforms. However, before they can visit the
interaction area they have to contact the ecotourism operators for a reservation, either from Labuhan
Jambu village or from a liveaboard boat. The amount they have to pay to the villages enterprises
(BUMDES) varies from USS211.5 to USS$270 plus USS$7.7 per pax. From those prices, US$119 went to
bagan lift net owners, US$42 went to local bego boat owners and between US$19.2 to US$76.9 went
to ecotourism operators. At the bagan lift net. the owner will provide rebon (Acetes sp.), a small shrimp
resembling krill which is native to the western and central Indo-Pacific including Indonesia. The rebon
is used as bait to attract the whale sharks and keep them near the hagan lift net. The bagan owner also
provides a simple breakfast to the visitors.
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Figure 1. Divers (B, C). snorkelers (B) and non-divers (A, B, D) interact with whale sharks in
Botubarani, Gorontalo. (Source: A, B: https://beritagar.id/artike Vsains-tekno/kelestarian-hiu-paus-
bantu-kembangkan-ckowisata-indonesia; C, D: Salvador Dive).

From Labuhan Jambu, visitors leave with a bego boat before dawn at 03.00 a.m.. amriving at the
bagan lift net around 0530 a.m. in the early morning. Visitors will have breakfast at the bugan lift net
after watching the whale sharks either by snorkelling or diving. From liveaboard boats. visitors can come
at 06.00 a.m. and they can snorkel or dive. During the snorkelling or diving period, people from the
bagan lift net will feed the whale sharks with rebon to keep them nearby, as mentioned earlier. Visitors
are normally accompanied by a well-trained guide during the interaction, and the distance between the
whale sharks and the visitors is around 3 to 4 meters. After spending one to two hours, visitors can come
back to the shore or to the liveaboard boat.

In Mozambie. especially in Tofo beach 400 km north-east of the capital city of Maputo, tourism
operators offer 2-hour snorkelling trips to see whale sharks and other marine megafauna. Boats survey
a 6 km of the coastline south of Tofo, §ween the surf-line and 1000 meters away from the beadfjin
depths between 5-30 meters. The whale sharks are located through visual inspection and the biiits then
positioned themselves in relation to the whale shark’s direcfn of travel so that visitors can enter the
water to interact with the whale sharks [22]. Furthermore, upon locating the whale shark, observers
entered the water alongside with the visitors and record the total number of swimmers and the
environmental characteristics such as weather condition and underwater visibility [23]. Figure 2 shows
snorkelers. divers and swimmers approaching whale sharks around bagan lift nets in Teluk Saleh.
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Figure 2. Diver, snorkeler and swimmer (E, G. H) interact with whale shark wilc figure (F) show
people in bagan, Teluk Saleh. (Source: E. F: Sumbawa Amazing; G, H: Lestari Bahari).

3.3. Benefits from whale shark tourism

In this study, the benefits were divided differently according to the location where the whale shark
tourism took place. We started with Botubarani where village representative, dive centres, fishermen
and villages tourism group (Pokdarwis) received the benefits. Since whale shark watching began in 2016
the four stakeholders mentioned above have consisted of 2 village representative, 2 dive centres, 27
fishermen and 7 members of the village tourism group (Pokdarwis). Village representatives are the
people who sell the ticket to watch the whale sharks, dive centres were Miquel Dive Centre located in
Gorontalo City and Salvador Dive Centre located in Botubarani, while the fishermen each had a boat
that was registered to the village and used itto take the visitors to the interaction arcggn the other hand,
the village tourism group (Pokdarwis) comprised people who dedicated their time to managing the whale
shark tourism in the arca.

The benefits dive centres received from this tourism was divided into local and intemational divers
and snorkelers. In 2016 Salvador Dive Centre received US$26,676 and Miquel Dive Centre received
USS10,284 from local divers while from international divers Salvador Dive Centre received USS11.021
and Miquel Dive Centre US529,245. Meanwhile, during the same year, Salvador Dive Centre received
USS$8,712 from local snorkelers and Miquel Dive Centre received USS2,980; from international
snorkelers Salvador Dive Centre received US$3,024 and Miquel Dive Centre received US$7,416. The
income remained high in 2017, 2018 and 2019 (Figure 3) but fell sharply in 2020 due to the Covid-19
pandemic which prevented both local and intemational tourist travel. In 2018, Miquel Dive Centre
received USS32 863 from intemational divers, more than the Salvador Dive Centre with USS$14.304,




MARSAVE 2020 OP Publishing
1OP Conf. Series: Earth and Environmental Science 763 (2021) 012063 doi:10.1088/1755-1315/763/1/012063

while Salvador Dive Centre received USS8.308 from local divers, less than the Miquel Dive Centre with
USS9.413.

income From DIVERS Income From SNORKELERS
in USS per year in USS per year
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Figure 3. Showed the benefits received by Salvador Dive Centre and Miquel Dive Centre from local
and international divers and snorkelers in Botubarani over the period 2016 to 2020.

Meanwhile, income generated from divers and snorkellers also provided benefits to the fishermen,
village tourism group and village representative through the use of canoes, payment of the retributions
and tickets (Figure 4). In 2016 the fishermen obtained US$3.532, the village tourism group received
US$5.606 and village representatives received US$2.995 from divers. From snorkelers the fishermen
obtained USS$2,356, the village tourism group obtained US$3.378 and village representatives received
USS$1,997.

Income Generated By
Fishermen, Village Tourism Group and Village Representative Per Year
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Figure 4. Whale shark watching income of fishermen, the village tourism group and village
representatives combined from divers and snorkellers using canoes, paying the local retribution and
purchasing tickets from 2016 to 2020.
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In 2017 and 2018 the fishermen, village tourism group and village representatives received almost
the samc as in 2016; however in 2018 the snorkellers contributed less than in the first two years. There
was a drop in income from divers and snorkelers in 2019; from divers the fishermen received USS 1,748,
the village tourism group received US$2,774 and the village representatives received USS1.482 while
from snorkellers the fishermen received USS1.417, the village tourism group USS$2,248 and the village
representatives USS1,201. In 2020, due to the COVID-19 pandemic restrictions on travel, visitor
numbers were very low; therefore so was income.

From visitors watching the whale sharks from canoes, we estimate that in 2016 the fishermen
received USS$33.580. the village tounsm group obtained USS10.950 and the village representative
USS828.470. From 2017 to 2019 the benefits began to decrease. The decrease was 17% in 2017, 11.5%
in 2018 and 38.5% by 2019. Finally in 2020 when the COVID- 19 pandemic struck, benefits decreased
to almost zero. Figure 6 shows the income generated from visitors who watched the whale sharks from
canoes from 2016 to 2020.

24 840

At L L - = llaps Tronm Goup (Coscateay - widage Renrearsare

Figure 5. Income from visitors who watched whale sharks from canoes received by fishermen, the
village tourism group and village representatives in Botubarani from 2016 to 2020.

Similar to Botubarani in Gorontalo Province, in Labuhan Jambu, Teluk Saleh the benefits went to
several groups; however the groups involved differed. They included village enterprises (BUMDES)
who provided services to bagan lift-net, including repairs whenever their net was broken by whale
sharks, car rental companies that provided transportation form Sumbawa to Labuhan Jambu, home stay
owners who set up accommodation to the visitors, local bego boat owners who take visitors to the bagan
lift-net, the owner and operators of the bagan lift-nets that provided a place as a flat-form to see the
whale shark, snorkelling equipment rental owners who provided snorkelling gear to the visitors and
ecotourism operators who arranged the trips to sce the whale sharks.

The village enterprises (BUMDES) received US$615 in 2018 and US$2,077 in 2019; in 2020 the
income decreased to USS115 because visitors were not coming to the area due to COVID-19.
Meanwhile, car rental companies received US$192 in 2018 and US$538 in 2019 but received no benefits
(zero income) from whale shark watching in 2020. Bagan lift net owners and local bego boat owners
received the highest benefits followed by ecotourism operators. The income was US$1.908 in 2018 and
US$6,438 in 2019 for hagan lift owners while local bego boat owners received US$1,673 in 2018 and
US$2.308 in 2019 and tourism operators received US$932 in 2018 and US$3.115 in 2019. Home stay
owners and the snorkelling equipment rental owner received less because most of the trips were by
tourists coming from liveaboard diving companies rather than from land-based accommodation. Home
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stay owners received US$62 in 2018 and US$131 in 2019 while the snorkelling equipment rental owner
reccived USS311 in 2018 and USS830 in 2019. Fig. 6 shows the income form whale shark tourism to
stakeholders in Labuhan Jambu from 2018 to 2020.

Income From Whale Shark Tourism
in USS during 2018 - 2020
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Figure 6. Income from whale shark tourism received by stakeholders in Labuhan Jambu, Teluk Salch
from 2018 to 2020.

4. Conclusion

Whale shark watching tourism benefited several local community groups at the study sites, including
village representatives, dive centres, fishermen, village tourism groups (Pokdarwis), village enterprises
(BUMDES), car rental companies, home stay owners, local hego boat owners, bagan lift net owners, a
snorkelling equipment rental owner and ecotourism operators. These community groups cach played an
important role and has some responsibility for the success of whale shark tourism development at the
two sites studied. Whale shark watching trips included processes enabling visitors to see the fish in the
wild while swimming, snorkelling and diving with this animal. Finally, the benefits from the whale
shark tourism were of value to people in the local communities. Even though the income generated from
whale shark watching tourism was not the main income of the local people involved, it helped them in
their daily family and community lives: for example for children’s school fees, to support the local
mosque and to promote tourism in the areas through building an infonmation centre.

Acknowledgments
The authors wish to thank all the community members who took part in this research.

References

[1] Rowat D and Brooks K S 2012 A review of biology, fisheries and conservation of whale shark
Rhincodon typus J. Fish Biol. 80 1019 — 1056

[2] Sequeira A M M, Mellin C, Meckan M G, Sims D W, Bradshaw C J A 2013 Inferred global
connectivity of whale shark Rhincodon tvpus populations J. Fish Biol. 82 367-389

[3] Graham R T and Roberts C M 2007 Assessing the size and structure of a seasonal population of
whale sharks (Rhincodon nvpus Smith 1828) using conventional tagging and photo
identification Fish. Res. 84 71-80




MARSAVE 2020 10P Publishing
IOP Conf. Series: Earth and Environmental Science 763 (2021) 012063 doi: 10.1088/1755-1315/763/1/012063

[4] Chen V'Y and Phipps M J 2002 Management and Trade of Whale Shark in Taiwvan (Taipei:
TRAFFIC-East Asia)

[5] Gallagher A J and Hammerschlag N 2011 Global shark currency: The distribution, frequency, and
economic value of shark tourism Cuwrr. Issues Tour. 14 797-812

[6] Rohner C A, Armstrong A I, Pierce S J, Prebble C E, Cagua E F, Cochran J E, Richardson A J
2015 Whale shark target dens prey patches of sergestids shrimp off Tanzania J. Plankion Res.
37 352-362

[7] Robinson D P, Jaidah M Y, Jabado R W, Lee-Brooks K. Nour EI-Din N M. Malki A A A, Ormond
R F G 2013 Whale sharks, Rhincodon typus, aggregate around offshore platforms in Qatari
waters of the Arabian gulf to feed on fish spawn PloS ONE 8 58255

[8]  Pierce S J, Norman B 2016 Rhincodon typus [UCN Red List Threat. Species

[9]  White W T and Cavanagh R D 2007 Whale shark landings in Indonesian artisanal shark and ray
fisheries Fish. Res. 84 128-31

[10]  Anna Z 2017 Economic valuation of whale shark tourism in Cenderawasih Bay National Park,
Papua, Indonesia, Biodiversitas 18 1026-1034

[11] Djunaidi A, Jompa J, Nadiarti N, Bahar A, Tilahunga S D, Lilienfeld D and Hani M S 2020
Analysis of two whale shark watching destinations in Indonesia: status and ecotourism
potential Biodiversitas 21 4911-23

[12] Nunkoo R and Gursoy D 2012 Residents' support for tourism: An identity perspective Ann. Tour.
Res. 39 243-268

[13] Meletis Z A and Harrison E C 2010 Tourists and turtles: Searching for a balance in Tortuguero,
Costa Rica Conserv. Soc. 8 26-43

[14] Pegas F D V and Stronza A 2010 Ecotourism and sca turtles harvesting in a fishing village of
Bahia Conserv. Soc. 8 15-25

[I5] Abdollahzadeh G and Sharifzadeh A 2012 Rural residents’ perceptions toward tourism

development: A study from Iran fnt. J. Tour. Res. 16 126-136

[16] Sanzogni R L, Meekan M G, Meeuwig J J 2015 Multi-year impact of ecotourism on whale shark
(Rhincodon typus) visitation at Ningaloo Reef, Westem Australia PLoS ONE 1020127345

[17] Khan H, Ali F, Shah M, Shoukat S 2014 Estimating willingness to pay for recreational services
of two public parks in Peshawar Pakistan Environ. Econ5 21-26

[18] Fauzi A 2014 Economic valuation and damage assessment of resources and environmenial
(Bogor: IPB Press)

[19] Olii A H. Sahami F M, Hamzah S N, Pasisingi N 2017 Preliminary findings on distribution pattem
of larvae of nike fish (Awaous sp.) in the estuary of Bone River, Gorontalo Province, Indonesia
AACL Bioflux 10 1110-1118

[20]  Catlin J and Jones R 2010 Whale shark tourism in Ningaloo Marine Park: A longitudinal study
of wildlife tourism Tour. Manag. 31 275-285

[21] Marshall A D and Pierce S J 2012 The use and abuse of photographic identification in sharks and
rays . Fish Biol. 80 1361-1379

[22] Haskell P J, McGowan A, Westling A, Méndez-Jiménez A, Rohner C A, Collins K, Pierce S J .
2014 Monitoring the effects of tourism on whale shark Rhincodon typus behaviour in
Mozambique Orvx 49 492-499

[23] Rohner C A, Richardson A J, Marshall A D, Weeks S J, Pierce S J 2011 How large is the world's
largest fish? Mecasuring whale sharks Rhincodon rypus with laser photogrammetry./. Fish Biol.
78 378-385

10




2021_IOP_Conf._Ser.__Earth_Environ._Sci._763_012063_opt....

ORIGINALITY REPORT

134 100 11« 6

SIMILARITY INDEX INTERNET SOURCES PUBLICATIONS STUDENT PAPERS

PRIMARY S

OURCES

Submitted to University of Lancaster 3{y
0

Student Paper

R. L. Sanzogni, M. G. Meekan, J. J. Meeuwig. 20/
"Multi-Year Impacts of Ecotourism on Whale °
Shark (Rhincodon typus) Visitation at Ningaloo

Reef, Western Australia”, PLOS ONE, 2015

Publication

|
B B

o

www.cambridge.org 1
Internet Source %

Submitted to School of Business and 1 .
Management ITB &

Student Paper

blog.cabi.org 1 o
0

Internet Source

A O Bielinskyi, | Khvostina, A Mamanazarov, A 1 "
Matviychuk, S Semerikov, O Serdyuk, V 0
Solovieva, V N Soloviev. "Predictors of oil

shocks. Econophysical approach in

environmental science", IOP Conference

Series: Earth and Environmental Science, 2021

Publication



l
B

A Djunaidi, J Jompa, Nadiarti, A Bahar, A
Sianipar, AW Hasan, | S Alaydrus, M

Erdmann. " Potential tourism development for
whale shark () watching in eastern Indonesia
", IOP Conference Series: Earth and
Environmental Science, 2019

Publication

<1%

PeterJ Haskell, Andrew McGowan, Anna
Westling, Adriana Méndez-Jiménez et al. "
Monitoring the effects of tourism on whale
shark behaviour in Mozambique ", Oryx, 2014

Publication

<1%

www.sharktrust.or
Internet Source g < 1 %

Submitted to University of Wales Institute, <1
%
Cardiff

Student Paper

blodlver5|tas mipa.uns.ac.id <1 %

Internet Source

WWW. mdp| com 1
Internet Source < %

Dhlyassalam Imam, Mohammad M. Kamal, <1 %
Rifka Fachrunnisa. "Human-Whale Shark °
Interaction: An Inquiry into Standard

Operational Procedure (SOP) for Tourist in

Papua and East Java", IOP Conference Series:

Earth and Environmental Science, 2019



!

| : | ‘f |
=8 K 2 B BB | BB ES

Publication

Internet Source

mafiadoc.com
<1 %

Internet Source

res.mdpi.com <1 "
0

smujo.id <1 "

Internet Source

Internet Source

worldwidescience.org <1«
0

bioflux.com.ro
<1 %

Internet Source

Internet Source

www.srfme.org.au <'| "
0

Gonzalo Araujo, Fabien Vivier, Jessica June <1
; , %
Labaja, Daniel Hartley, Alessandro Ponzo. "
Assessing the impacts of tourism on the
world's largest fish at Panaon Island,
Southern Leyte, Philippines ", Aquatic
Conservation: Marine and Freshwater
Ecosystems, 2017

Publication

M F Farid, S Hariyadi, M M Kamal, H A
Susanto. "Evidence of residential area of
whale sharks in Saleh Bay, West Nusa

Tenggara", IOP Conference Series: Earth and
Environmental Science, 2021



Publication

Exclude quotes Oon Exclude matches <5 words

Exclude bibliography On



