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Introduction
The lodging industry in China is growing [1]. When Deng 

Xiaoping introduced the Open Door Policy in 1978 there were 137 
hotels accepting international travelers in China [2]. In 2012, the total 
number of star rated Chinese hotels had reached 12,280 hotels [3]. 

Hotel companies have increased their focus on expanding into 
China [4,5]. China has more hotels and hotel rooms in the construction 
pipeline than any other country. The Chinese hotel industry is expected 
to grow by 12% annually for the next five years. By the year 2025 the 
Chinese hotel market is predicted to be the largest in the world with 6.1 
million hotel rooms.

The internet has changed the hotel reservation and information 
process substantially in the past 10 years. Traditionally, information 
about hotels was established through formal ratings by governments, 
associations, and other for profit businesses [6]. With the growth in 
the internet, a common form of rating and information about hotels is 
the user generated review. Many websites now provide an opportunity 
for guests to review and rate a hotel [7]. Online hotel reviews provide 
a potentially rich source of customer information data regarding 
opinions and sentiment [8].

User generated hotel reviews generally include a composite 
product score (total rating of customer satisfaction) on a Likert type 
scale from one to five with one being the lowest and five being the 
highest (mimicking the 5 star rating system). The reviews also often 
include a question asking travelers if they would recommend the hotel 
to a friend. TripAdvisor.com is the world’s largest rating and review 
site [9]. 

Online user generated hotel reviews are even more important to 
the reservation process for Chinese hotels [10]. Experts have opined 
that hotel quality in China is more difficult to predict than for many 
other countries. Classification systems are often subject to “provincial 
differences in interpretation” [11]. Branding and the chain affiliation 
which often help travelers to predict quality and facility standards for 
a hotel have been less dependable in China. This lack of reliability in 
Chinese hotel information has made online user generated reviews 
vital for the Chinese market.

The advent of hotel rating systems on the Internet and the growth 

in the Chinese hotel market has combined to bring new access to 
guest satisfaction and loyalty information. This study utilized data 
from online user generated hotel reviews on Trip Advisor to examine 
the association of the customer satisfaction ratings for a hotel and 
loyalty as assessed using the traveler’s indication of their likelihood 
to recommend a hotel for five selected cities in China. Data were 
collected for five selected cities in China: Beijing, Shanghai, Shenyang, 
Shenzhen, and Tianjin. These cities were selected because the number 
of user generated hotel reviews and ratings were robust. This is likely 
because these cities have been at the center of a Chinese hotel industry 
expansion.

Literature Review
Customer satisfaction

Customer satisfaction is fundamental to the marketing concept 
of satisfying the needs and desires of consumers [12-14]. Customer 
satisfaction is a “consumer’s fulfillment response. It is a judgment 
that a product or service feature, or the product or service itself, 
provided (or is providing) a pleasurable level of consumption- 
related fulfillment, including levels of under or over-fulfillment” [15]. 
Customer satisfaction is a standard for how well the customers predict 
the performance level from the product or service [16].

Expectancy theory is an area of customer satisfaction research that 
has focused on “disparity between expectations and perceived product 
performance” [17]. The expectations of a customer can interfere with 
the satisfaction level of the service experience or product affecting a 
customer’s review or rating of the product or service.

Abstract
The purpose of this research is to provide hotel operators an opportunity to better understand the relationship 

between online traveler ratings for hotels and the traveler’s willingness to recommend the hotel for 16,597 online 
hotel user generated ratings collected for China’s major cities of Beijing, Shanghai, Shenyang, Shenzhen and Tianjin. 
The results of the study show a stronger relationship between customer satisfaction rating and the willingness to 
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a customer satisfaction score of 2 to 5, the recommended proportion was significantly associated with rating overall 
for hotels in Beijing, Shanghai, Shenzhen and Tianjin.
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Customer satisfaction in the hotel industry has been widely 
researched [18-21]. Hotel customer satisfaction intertwines the service 
experience with the product [22]. Among the factors that research has 
revealed to drive hotel guests’ satisfaction are: guest room cleanliness, 
hotel maintenance, employee friendliness, and knowledgeable 
employees [23,24].

Customer loyalty

Customer loyalty is an important topic in the hotel business. 
Hoteliers believe loyal customers might be likely to repeat their 
purchases of a hotel’s products [25,26]. Loyal customers are also more 
likely to recommend the hotel to friends [27]. Hotels can build a better 
reputation and capture a higher profit by reinforcing loyalty [28]. 

Researchers have typically classified loyalty as having two 
dimensions: behavioral and attitudinal [29-33]. Behavioral loyalty 
is measured through repeat purchases, while attitudinal loyalty is 
measured through a customer’s intention to recommend or repeat a 
purchase [34].

In earlier research, most research focused on the behavioral 
concept of loyalty. However, loyalty research in marketing has evolved 
from focusing on purchase behavior to customer attitude [35-40].

Recommend proportion as customer loyalty for hotel 
industry

Traditionally, the likelihood of repurchase has been considered to 
be the best indicator of customer loyalty for the hotel industry [41]. 
However, some experts suggest that repeat purchases do not necessarily 
indicate customer satisfaction, for they may be “trapped by inertia, 
indifference, or exit barriers erected by the company or circumstance” 
[42]. They also argue that a loyal customer may not make frequent 
purchases. 

For a hotel, a guest’s likelihood to return or to repurchase is affected 
by many factors, and therefore behavioral loyalty may not be a reliable 
indicator. A satisfied guest may not repurchase because future travel 
plans do not include travel to a particular area, or have a similar trip 
purpose. Likewise, some people travel to experience something new, 
and thus will try a different hotel when returning to the area [43]. Other 
factors such as price and convenience can affect hotel room purchase 
decisions. 

Because loyal guests do not always return to a hotel, attitudinal 
loyalty may be a better measure of hotel guest loyalty [44]. Guests who 
are loyal to a hotel will return to the hotel when the circumstances 
permit. While a loyal customer may not be in the position to make a 
repeat purchase in the near future, they may recommend the product 
or company to others. Consumer satisfaction researchers often 
measure loyalty using recommendation behavior: would the consumer 
recommend the product or service to others [45-47]. 

Loyalty expert Fred Reichheld [48] proposes a relationship 
between loyalty and satisfaction. Reichheld’s research found that the 
key to loyalty has been one simple question: “would you recommend 
us to a friend?” Reichheld proposes that tracking the answer to this 
question produces a clear measure of an organization’s performance in 
its customers’ eyes.

Relationship between customer satisfaction and customer 
loyalty

Research over the past twenty years has shown customer 
satisfaction to be an essential factor in loyalty [49,50]. Research has 

also demonstrated that customer satisfaction leads to both behavioral 
and attitudinal loyalty [51,52]. Increased customer satisfaction has 
been shown to increase repeat purchase behaviors, [53], as well as the 
attitudinal loyalty component of favorable recommendations by the 
consumer [54,55]. Customer satisfaction has also been shown to have 
a direct effect on brand loyalty [56,57], and profits. For hotel guests, 
research has also shown a relationship between increased levels of 
satisfaction and the guests’ indication of their likeliness to return [58]. 

Customer satisfaction of chinese hotels

Customer satisfaction of Chinese travelers and for Chinese hotels 
has been studied by several researchers. Overall Chinese travelers have 
expressed satisfaction with hotel experiences [59]. Satisfaction between 
guests staying at foreign versus domestic brands has been found to be 
the same. Customers staying in luxury hotels in China reported an 
overall higher satisfaction than those staying in economy hotels. 

Research has found several elements to be important in customer 
satisfaction for Chinese hotel guests. Chinese travelers have indicated 
front desk services, housekeeping, hotel image, security, common 
facilities, and room size to be important attributes in determining 
satisfaction [60,61]. While other studies have reported that 
transportation, food and beverage management, and value were the 
highest determinants of customer satisfaction in online user generated 
reviews. Perceived website quality has been found to have a direct and 
positive impact on customer satisfaction for Chinese hotel guests [62]. 
Employee service climate has also been found to contribute to positive 
hotel guest satisfaction among Chinese [63]. 

Researchers have suggested that hotel satisfaction in the Chinese 
market differs from other markets [64]. Guest satisfaction for Chinese 
hotel guests emphasizes the core products of comfort and cleanliness; 
while other key aspects of hotel service fail to emerge as primary 
determinants of satisfaction. Satisfaction among Chinese hotel guests 
is more closely related to factors of value, security and basic facilities, 
than extended guest services [64]. When Chinese travelers visit other 
countries, they seek different amenities in a hotel, than guests from 
other parts of the world, favoring gift shops and restaurants over spas, 
fitness centers and entertainment [65].

Expectancy theory may also play a higher role in guest satisfaction 
among Chinese hotel guests. Chinese guest satisfaction with hotels 
has been found to be influenced by the hotels’ star ratings. Hotels 
with higher star ratings often received lower guest satisfaction ratings. 
Guests staying in higher rated hotels had higher expectations, and 
when those expectations were not met, the satisfaction scores were 
affected. Research has also proposed that intention to return or loyalty 
differs with the Chinese guest. 

Loyalty to a brand and the willingness to return to a property 
is not as high for Chinese nationals as foreigners. In hotel selection 
and loyalty among Chinese travelers: image was found to be more 
important than location or convenience of the location of the hotel. 
Chinese guests would prefer a hotel with a better image in a more 
inconvenient location, than vice versa. This differs from studies on 
hotel guest satisfaction and loyalty for other markets for which hotel 
convenience or location was found to be one of the most important 
factors in guest satisfaction [66-68].

While research has highlighted many perspectives of customer 
satisfaction and loyalty with Chinese travelers and Chinese hotels, few 
studies have examined the relationship between satisfaction and loyalty 
for this market. Additionally, while previous research has examined 
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the relationship between satisfaction and loyalty among hotel guests in 
many markets, researchers have found that Asian guests have different 
expectations, satisfaction predictors, and components of loyalty than 
Western hotel guests. As loyalty patterns and customer satisfaction 
determinants for the Chinese hotel market are different, this research 
examines whether the relationship between satisfaction and loyalty 
follows the patterns of other markets or differs.

Research Design
Data used in this study were obtained from publicly available hotel 

reviews posted on the TripAdvisor®.com website. Specifically the study 
used responses to an Overall Rating score for the hotel to measure 
customer satisfaction, and responses to “Would you recommend the 
hotel to a friend?” as a measure of customer loyalty. 

Research variables

Travelers rated overall satisfaction, Overall Rating, using a 
5-point Likert scale: 1=Terrible, 2=Poor, 3=Average, 4=Very good to 
5=Excellent. Travelers were prompted to consider a variety of attributes 
including Cleanliness, Location, Rooms, Service, Value and Sleep 
Quality when they provided the overall satisfaction rating. Travelers 
also answered “Yes” or “No” to the question “Would you recommend 
this hotel to a friend?” 

Subject sampling selection: population and sampling 
procedure

During March of 2010 an automated web spider [69] visited 
TripAdvisor®.com and collected traveler reviews for hotels. The spider 
gathered all available traveler comments and associated ratings for each 
hotel, adhering to the site’s Robot Exclusion Standard restrictions [70]. 
The population for this study was international hotel reviews selected 
from Jan 2004 to March 2010. A total number of 17,478 reviews from 
five selected cities were collected. Because Trip Advisor does not require 
respondents to answer all questions, some reviews contained answers 
to one of the questions but not the other. Removing incomplete reviews 
reduced the number of reviews to 16,597. 

Data analysis procedure

All 16,597 data points were analyzed using SAS version 9.2 Software 
[71]. We obtained descriptive statistics (frequencies and percent 
distributions) for traveler’s Recommend Proportion across different 
overall satisfaction ratings for each city in the study. Logistic regression 
was used with loyalty (as measured by Recommend Proportion) 
as the response variable and city and satisfaction (Overall Rating) 
as categorical explanatory variables. To do this, a 21-level variable 
combining Overall Rating levels and cities was created. This variable 
had a level corresponding to each combination of city and the Overall 
Rating levels 2-5 resulting in 20 categories. The 21st category was created 
by aggregating all traveler responses with a satisfaction rating of 1 for 
all cities. This was done because relatively few individuals assigned an 
overall satisfaction rating of 1 and because Recommend Proportion at 
Overall Rating=1 for the five cities were similar (ranging from 0% to 
1.90%). Pooling these responses improved the numeric behavior of the 
logistic regression results. 

Using a model with a categorical explanatory variable fitted a 
unique logit, which can be transformed into a unique proportion or 
percent, to each of the 21 levels of the categorical explanatory variable. 
The model did not assume the association between Recommend 
Proportion logits and Overall Rating was linear and also circumvented 

problems related to treating an ordinal scale variable (Overall Rating) 
as if it were measured on an interval scale. Goodness of fit was assessed 
using a pseudo-R2 value [72].

Using rating levels 2-5 and all 5 cities, the city-rating interaction 
was tested. Because the interaction was significant, recommend 
proportions were compared among rating levels within each city and 
among cities within each rating level. If the initial test comparing 
recommend proportions among Overall Rating levels 2-5 within a 
city was significant, then follow-up comparisons were used to assess 
whether recommend proportions differed among ratings levels within 
that city. Similarly, for Overall rating levels where cities differed; 
follow-up comparisons assessed which cities differed. 

The logistic regression recognized response clusters formed by 
combinations of hotel and rating; over-dispersion was accounted for 
using the deviance-based scale parameter. In order to assess sensitivity 
of conclusions to extreme data clusters, a variant of the outlier strategy 
was used [73] where hotel-rating clusters with high magnitude 
(greater than 3) deviance residuals were removed from a second 
logistic regression model. The Estimated Recommend Proportions (± 
estimated Standard Error) from both the original fitting and the fitting 
with outliers removed were reported on a percent scale. Significance 
was defined for p ≤ 0.05. 

General Results
There were a total of 16,597 valid observations in five cities. For 

Beijing, there were 10,130 observations, for Shanghai there were 
5,008 observations, for Shenyang there were 215 observations, for 
Shenzhen there were 930 observations and for Tianjin there were 314 
observations. Among all of the observations from hotels the mode 
Overall Rating was 4, with 40.56% travelers rating at 4, 30.18% rating 
5, 18.93% rating 3, 6.18% rating 2 and only 4.15% rating 1 (Table 1). 

In the logistic regression of Recommend Proportion on the 
21-level categorical predictor corresponding to city and Overall Rating 
combinations (pseudo-R2=0.32), the contrast assessing interaction 
between city and Overall Rating was significant (χ2=95.99 df =12, 
p<0.0001) (Table 2). Recommend Proportions differed among Overall 
Ratings 2 to 5 in Beijing (χ2=1095.68, df=3, p<0.0001), Shanghai 
(χ2=466.77, df=3, p<0.0001), Shenzhen (χ2=29.38, df=3, p<0.0001), and 
Tianjin (χ2=9.61, df=3, p=0.0222), but not in Shenyang (χ2=2.33, df=3, 
p=0.5064) (Table 2). And Recommend Proportions differed among 
cities for Overall Ratings of 3 (χ2=34.71, df=4, p<0.0001), 4 (χ2=211.83, 
df=4, p<0.0001), and 5 (χ2=52.96, df=4, p<0.0001) but not for the 
Overall Rating of 2 (χ2=4.87, df=4, p=0.3009). 

Comparing recommend proportions by rating overall within 
cities

Beijing: Recommend Proportions differed significantly between 
each rating level pair. As expected, the percent of travelers who would 
recommend the hotel increased steadily as Overall Rating increased 
(Table 2). For Beijing, when an Overall Rating of 1 was assigned to 
the hotel, only 1.09% (model-based estimate pooling all cities 1.16% (± 
0.57)) of travelers would recommend the hotel. When an Overall Rating 
of 5 was assigned, 72.50% (± 1.16%) of travelers would recommend the 
hotel. When travelers gave the hotel an Overall Rating of 2, 4.19% (± 
1.17%) indicated they would recommend the hotel, 18.96% (± 1.21%) 
of travelers who assigned an Overall Rating of 3 would recommend 
the hotel and, 34.54% (± 1.02%) of travelers who assigned an Overall 
Rating of 4 would recommend the hotel.
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Most high residual data points came from either Beijing or 
Shanghai and all were associated with hotels with relatively large 
numbers of observations. Re-analysis with outliers removed did not 
change the pattern of significance in Beijing; however, estimated 
Recommend Proportions corresponding to Overall Ratings 3, 4, and 
5 were reduced to 13.77% (± 0.93%), 18.25% (± 0.80%) and 63.10% (± 
1.25%), respectively.

Shanghai: The Recommend Proportion increased steadily with 
increasing Overall Rating (Table 2). Just 1.2% of travelers who assigned 
an Overall Rating to the hotel of 1 indicated they would recommend 
the hotel to a friend. For Overall Ratings 2, 3, 4, and 5, the estimated 
Recommend Proportions were 4.55% (± 1.50%), 31.16% (± 2.22%), 
59.88% (± 1.57%) and 73.60% (± 1.51%), respectively. Re-analysis 
removing outliers revealed the same pattern with Recommend 
Proportions differing between all Overall Rating level pairs; however, 
estimated Recommend Proportions were reduced at rating levels 3, 4 
and 5 to 30.83% (± 1.85%) , 56.18% (± 1.51%) and 71.29% (± 1.43%).

Shenyang: The Recommend Proportion did not differ significantly 
among Overall Ratings from 2 to 5 (Table 2) but estimated Recommend 
Proportions for Overall Ratings 3, 4, and 5 were higher than the 
estimated Recommend Proportion for an Overall Rating of 1 (1.16% 
± 0.57%). For Overall Ratings 2, 3, 4, and 5 estimated Recommend 
Proportions were 6.67% (± 8.98), 17.65% (± 9.12), 21.43% (± 5.78), and 
only 28.57% (± 7.94), respectively.

Shenzhen: While the Recommend Proportion increased with 
increasing Overall Rating, not all differences were significant (Table 2). 
For an Overall Rating of 1, the estimated Recommend Proportion of 
1.16% (± 0.57%) was lower than any other Recommend Proportion. 
Estimated Recommend Proportions for Overall Ratings 2 and 3 (16% (± 
7.23%) and 37.04% (± 5.29%), respectively) were lower than estimated 
Recommend Proportions for Overall Ratings 4 and 5 (53.97% (± 3.64%) 
and 62.67% (± 3.90%), respectively). Re-analysis with outliers removed 
slightly reduced the estimated Recommend Proportion for an Overall 
Rating of 4 to 52.56% (± 3.09%) and resulted in all differences achieving 
statistical significance. This change in the significance pattern was due 
to smaller value for the estimated over-dispersion parameter in the re-
analysis with outliers removed that resulted in smaller standard error 
estimates and, consequently, more sensitive tests. For the analysis using 

all data, the deviance-based over-dispersion parameter on the scale 
of the standard error was 1.40 versus a value of only 1.16 for the re-
analysis with outliers removed.  

Tianjin: While estimated Recommend Proportions increased as 
Overall Ratings increased, few observed differences were significant 
(Table 2). The estimated Recommend Proportion of 7.14% (± 9.60) 
for respondents with an Overall Rating of 2 did not differ from any 
other estimated Recommend Proportion. Recommend Proportions for 
travelers assigning ratings of 3, 4, and 5 differed from the estimated 
Recommend Proportion for those assigning a rating of 1. Recommend 
Proportions for travelers assigning Overall Ratings of 3 or 4 (16.07% 
(± 6.85%) and 20.14% (± 4.75%), respectively) differed from the 
Recommend Proportion for travelers assigning an Overall Rating of 
5 (40.86% (± 7.11%)). Only the Recommend Proportion at an Overall 
Rating of 4 changed slightly to 18.38% (± 3.86) when data were re-
analyzed with outliers removed. 

Comparing recommend proportions among cities by each 
rating overall

At overall rating of 2: As already noted, at an Overall Rating of 
2, Recommend Proportions did not differ among cities. At an Overall 
Rating of 2, the estimated Recommend Proportions ranged from 4.12% 
to 16.00% (Table 2). 

At overall rating of 3: At an Overall Rating of 3, the estimated 
Recommend Proportions were 18.96% for Beijing, 31.16% for Shanghai, 
17.65% for Shenyang, 37.04% for Shenzhen, and 16.07% for Tianjin 
(Table 2). The Recommend Proportion for Beijing differed significantly 
from the Recommend Proportions for Shanghai and Shenzhen. While 
the estimated proportions appear to fall into two groups, Beijing, 
Shenyang and Tianjin with Recommend Proportions around 16-19%, 
and Shanghai and Shenzhen with Recommend Proportions between 30 
and 40%, the only other significant difference was between Shenzhen 
and Tianjin. Re-analysis with outliers removed reduced estimated 
Recommend Percentages for Beijing (13.77%) and Shanghai (30.83%).  

 At overall rating of 4: As was the case at an Overall Rating of 3, 
the pattern of significant differences among cities was driven by both 
differences between estimated Recommend Percentages and sample 

    Ratings
City N 1 (%) 2 (%) 3 (%) 4 (%) 5 (%)

Beijing 10130 3.63 5.66 20.2 41.84 28.68
Shanghai 5008 4.99 7.47 16.85 37.78 32.91
Shenyang 215 2.33 6.98 15.81 45.58 29.3
Shenzhen 930 5.7 5.38 17.42 39.25 32.26

Tianjin 314 3.82 4.46 17.83 44.27 29.62
Total 16597 4.15 6.18 18.93 40.56 30.18

Table 1: Sample Size (N) and Overall Rating Percentage Distribution within each City and for all data.

Rating
1 (Terrible)* 2 (Poor) 3 (Average) 4 (Very good) 5 (Excellent)

City N f % N f % N f % N f % N f %
Beijing 368 4 1.09% 573 24 4.19% 2046 388 18.96% 4238 1464 34.54% 2905 2106 72.50%

Shanghai 250 3 1.20% 374 17 4.55% 844 263 31.16% 1892 1133 59.88% 1648 1213 73.60%
Shenyang 5 0 0.00% 15 1 6.67% 34 6 17.65% 98 21 21.43% 63 18 28.57%
Shenzhen 53 1 1.89% 50 8 16.00% 162 60 37.04% 365 197 53.97% 300 188 62.67%

Tianjin 12 0 0.00% 14 1 7.14% 56 9 16.07% 139 28 20.14% 93 38 40.86%

*Formal analysis pooled ratings equal to 1 across cities to create a single category with N=688, f=8, and a Recommend percentage of 1.16%.

Table 2: Sample sizes (N), Recommend frequencies (f), and Recommend percentages by Overall Rating and City.
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sizes (Table 2). Only three city comparisons were not significant: 
Shanghai and Shenzhen, with estimated Recommend Percentages 
59.88% and 53.97% did not differ; Shenyang and Tianjin with estimated 
Recommend Percentages 21.43% and 20.14% did not differ; and Beijing 
with an estimated Recommend Percentage of 35.54% did not differ from 
Shenyang. Re-analysis with outliers removed reduced the estimated 
Recommend Percentages for Beijing (18.25%), Shanghai (56.18%), 
Shenzhen (52.56%), and Tianjin (18.38%). Pairwise comparisons no 
longer detected a difference between Beijing and Tianjin so that the 
re-analysis identified two city groups. The first consisted of Beijing, 
Shenyang and Tianjin with Recommend Percentages around 18-20% 
and the second group included Shanghai and Shenzhen with estimated 
Recommend Percentages over 50%. 

At overall rating of 5: At an Overall Rating of 5, the estimated 
Recommend Percentages were 72.50% for Beijing, 73.60% for 
Shanghai, 28.57% for Shenyang, 62.67% for Shenzhen, and 40.86% for 
Tianjin (Table 2). Recommend Percentages for Beijing and Shanghai 
were similar but differed from Recommend Percentages for the other 
three cities. The Recommend Percentage for Shenzhen differed from 
the Recommend Percentages for Shenyang and Tianjin. Re-analysis 
with outliers removed reduced estimated Recommend Percentages 
for Beijing (63.10%) and Shanghai (71.29%) and also changed the 
significance pattern. In the re-analysis, Shanghai differed from all other 
cities, while Beijing and Shenzhen did not differ. 

Summary and Discussion
Hotels in China appear to be performing well in terms of the overall 

satisfaction ratings reported. Although only 30.18% of travelers ranked 
the hotels in the highest rating of 5, a very low percentage, just 4.15%, 
reported an overall customer satisfaction rating of 1. The most frequent 
rating assigned by travelers was an Overall Rating of 4 at 40.56% among 
all five cities. Thus almost 71% of the travelers rated the hotels in the 
top two rating categories. 

But the positive ratings are overshadowed by the fact that only 
43.33% of the travelers indicated that they would recommend the hotel. 
While the data supported the findings of other research: Recommend 
Proportion did increase as the Overall Rating increased, the numbers of 
those willing to recommend the hotel were lower than expected. When 
travelers assigned hotels the bottom Overall Rating of 1, only 1.16% or 
8 out of 688 indicated they would recommend the hotel. For hotels in 
Beijing and Shanghai the Recommend Proportion increased steadily 
with Overall Rating when travelers assigned the hotel an Overall 
Rating of 2 to 5. In Shenzhen and Tianjin, the Recommend Proportion 
increased with increasing Overall Rating although not all differences 
were significant. However, for hotels in Shenyang, the Recommend 
Proportion was not significantly associated with the Overall Rating 
when travelers assigned the hotel an Overall Rating of 2 to 5. Some of 
these results may be due to the relatively smaller sample sizes for these 
cities but even at an Overall Rating of 5 the Recommend Proportion 
for Shenyang was quite low at 28.7% and only 40.86% at Tianjin. This 
supports the findings of other researchers who found loyalty and the 
willingness to return to be lower among the Chinese market. 

At Overall Ratings 3, 4, and 5, Recommend Proportions differed 
among cities with Shanghai and Shenzhen tending to have relatively 
high Recommend Proportions. Shenyang and Tianjin had relatively 
low Recommend Proportions at each Rating level. While Beijing’s 
Recommend Proportions were relatively low at an Overall Rating 
of 3, intermediate at an Overall Rating of 4, and relatively high at an 
Overall Rating of 5, Beijing’s Recommend Proportions were sensitive 

to outliers. When outliers were removed, Beijing’s Recommend 
Proportion at an Overall Rating of 4 was low and at an Overall Rating 
of 5 fell from 72.50% to 63.10%, lower than Shanghai’s 71.29% (with 
outliers removed) but similar to Shenzhen’s 62.67%. The results 
show clear differences in travelers’ ratings and recommendations 
between the cities. This warrants further investigation. There are many 
factors that could contribute to this difference. Is the traveler who is 
recommending and rating the hotels different? Is the purpose for travel 
different? Are the hotels different? Within each of these questions lie 
many other factors that could contribute to the difference. For instance 
when examining the traveler, origin of the traveler, age, gender, 
previous experience traveling, and size of the travel party are just a few 
factors that could contribute to the differences in rating behavior. 

Outliers tended to be associated with relatively high Recommend 
Proportions from hotel-rating clusters that had relatively large 
numbers of traveler ratings. Most outliers came from either Beijing 
or Shanghai and re-analysis with outliers removed produced lower 
estimated Recommend Percentages for Beijing and Shanghai. While 
the reductions were small for Shanghai, the reduction for Beijing was 
marked at Overall Ratings 3-5. Thus a relatively small number of hotels 
with many respondents inflated Beijing’s Recommend Proportions. 

Conclusions and Recommendations
Many travelers now search online for their hotel. Most select their 

accommodations based on rating scores and whether other travelers 
have recommended the hotel. It is imperative that hotel managers pay 
attention to both online traveler satisfaction scores and the willingness 
of traveler to recommend the hotel to others. When travelers 
recommend a hotel, occupancy might rise and the hotel might return 
increased profits to the hotels owners. 

The results suggest that the customer satisfaction ratings and the 
willingness of a traveler to recommend a hotel and are related for some 
markets, but not for all. Regular discussions and analysis of the ratings 
among Chinese hotel management might allow the hotel to improve its 
scores and respond to general trends. More importantly, the operation 
should make an effort to impact the ratings posted on the Internet 
by interacting with the guests in proactive manner. Even if there is a 
problem or service issue, responding to the problem and proper follow 
up might make the difference between the willingness of the traveler 
to recommend or not recommend the hotel [74]. This supports what 
Bowen and Shoemaker postulated about the crucial importance for 
hospitality customer organizations “to find supervisory strategies 
that allow the customer contact employee to effectively and efficiently 
deliver the service experience to the customer”. 

The results of this study suggest that Chinese hotel managers should 
develop or expand their own in-house review system to encourage 
travelers to write positive reviews for the hotel. The numbers of reviews 
reflect participation of the hotel or relative numbers of tourists but 
increased participation of satisfied guests could influence the ratings. 
This might be especially beneficial in smaller markets such as Shenyang 
which had a lower participation in TripAdvisor®. 

Recommendations for Further Research
Future research might focus on exploring both the causes of the low 

ratings, and the reasons travelers do not recommend the hotel. Having 
a better understanding of why some individuals rate hotels high, but 
do not recommend the hotels would allow the operators to respond 
and improve their online recommendation scores. For example, some 
travelers in this study gave an Overall Rating 4 or 5 but the Recommend 
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Proportion was low. A better understanding is needed of why a traveler 
would give a high rating to a hotel, yet not recommend the hotel. 

A future study might focus on comparing ratings from different 
classifications, types and levels of hotels. Likewise a study comparing 
hotels between brands or between types of brand affiliations might 
reveal differences in traveler rating and recommendation patterns.

It also would be interesting to determine more about the travelers 
that made the comments. Further research could examine customer 
segments, and what motivates customers to post comments online. 
Future research could also classify the travelers and their ratings by 
these motivations and develop a system that identifies from the guest 
list those most likely to rate the hotel highly and recommend the hotel. 
A bigger focus might be comparing data by breaking down data clusters 
to give specific data corresponding to the individual hotels

This study noted a difference in Recommend Proportion by city. 
Future research could examine if the travelers who rated the hotels in 
the different cities were different travelers, different markets, or if they 
had different reasons for travel.

The standard for hotel excellence in terms of rating is now online. 
A better understanding of the processes involved is important. The new 
standard of excellence for hotel operators is not only to improve quality 
of product and service but also to find methods to motivate your guest 
to write a glowing online recommendation of your hotel.

References

1.	 Chon K, Maier TA (2010) Welcome to hospitality: An introduction (3rdedn). New 
York, New York: DELMAR, Cengage Learning.

2.	 Zhang H, Pine R, Lam T (2005) Tourism and Hotel Development in China. 
Binghamton, New York: The Haworth Hospitality Press

3.	 Research and Markets (2012) China Hotel Industry Report 2012-2015. 
Research and Markets. Accessed 8 May 2014.

4.	 China National Tourism Administration. Accessed 15 March 2011 at http://
en.cnta.gov.cn.

5.	 Yijun Y (2011) Number of Hotel Rooms Set to Soar. China Daily.

6.	 Stringam BB, Gerdes J, VanLeeuwen DM (2010) Assessing the importance 
and relationships of ratings on user generated travel reviews. Journal of Quality 
Assurance in Hospitality & Tourism: 11: 73-92.

7.	 Stringam BB, Gerdes JJ (2010) An analysis of word of mouse ratings and guest 
comments of online hotel distribution sites. Journal of Hospitality Marketing & 
Management 19: 773-796.

8.	 Li, H , Ye Q, Law R (2013) Determinants of customer satisfaction in the hotel 
industry: an application of online review analysis. Asia Pacific Journal of 
Tourism Research 18: 784-802.

9.	 Racherla, P, Connolly DJ, Christodoulidou N (2010) Exploring the patterns in 
consumer reviews on a travel website. 

10.	Kim W, Ma X, Kim D (2006) Determinants of Chinese hotel customers’ 
e-satisfaction and purchase intentions. Tourism Management 27: 890-900.

11.	Ryan C,  Huimin G (2007) Perceptions of Chinese hotels. Cornell Hospitality 
Quarterly 48: 380-391.

12.	Dutka, AF (1995) AMA handbook for customer satisfaction, Lincolnwood, IL: 
NTC business books.

13.	Spreng RA, Mackenzie SB, Olshavsky RW (1996) A reexamination of the 
determinants of consumer satisfaction. Journal of Marketing 60: 15-32.

14.	Yi Y (1990) A critical review of customer satisfaction. In: Zeithaml VA, ed., 
Review of Marketing. Chicago: American Marketing Association 68-123.

15.	Grigoroudis E, Siskos Y (2010) Customer satisfaction evaluation: Methods for 
Measuring and Implementing Service Quality, NY: Springer.

16.	Soteriou, AC, Chase RB (1998) Linking customer contact model to service 
quality. Journal of operations management 16: 495-508.

17.	Anderson R (1973) Consumer dissatisfaction: The effect of disconfirmed 
expectancy on perceived product performance. Journal of Marketing Research 
10: 38-44

18.	Barsky J (1992) Customer Satisfaction in the Hotel Industry Meaning and 
Measurement. Journal of Hospitality & Tourism Research 16: 51-73.

19.	Oh H, Parks S (1997) Customer satisfaction and service quality: a critical 
review of the literature and research implications for the hospitality industry. 
Hospitality Research Journal 20: 35-64.

20.	Pizam A, Ellis T (1999) Customer satisfaction and its measurement in hospitality 
enterprises. International Journal of Contemporary Hospitality Management 11: 
326-339.

21.	Skogland I, Siguaw J (2004) Are your satisfied customers loyal? Cornell Hotel 
and Restaurant Administration Quarterly 45: 221-234.

22.	Denove C, Power JD (2006) Satisfaction: How every great company listens to 
the voice of the customer. NY: Portfolio.

23.	Oh H (1999) Service quality, customer satisfaction, and customer value: A 
holistic perspective. International Journal of Hospitality Management 18: 67-82.

24.	Mattila A, O’Neill J (2003) Relationships between hotel room pricing, occupancy 
and guest satisfaction: A longitudinal case of a midscale hotel in the United 
States. Journal of Hospitality & Tourism Research 27: 328-341.

25.	Bowen J, Shoemaker S (1998) Loyalty: Strategic commitment. Cornell Hotel 
and Restaurant Administration Quarterly 39: 13-25.

26.	Mattila A (2006) How affective commitment boosts guest loyalty. Cornell Hotel 
and Restaurant Quarterly 47: 174-181.

27.	Getty JM, Thompson KN (1995) The relationship between quality, satisfaction 
and recommending behavior in lodging decisions. Journal of Hospitality & 
Leisure Marketing 3: 3-22.

28.	Sim J, Mak B, Jones D (2006) A model of customer satisfaction and retention 
for hotels. Journal of Quality Assurance in Hospitality & Tourism 7: 1-23.

29.	Carpenter GS, Donald RL (1985) A model of marketing mix, brand switching 
and competition. Journal of Marketing Research 22: 318-329.

30.	Cronin JJ, Taylor SA (1992). Measuring service quality: A reexamination and 
extension. Journal of Marketing 56:  55-68.

31.	Dick AS, Basu K (1994) Customer loyalty: Toward an integrated conceptual 
framework. Journal of the Academy of Marketing Science 22: 99-113.

32.	Kandampully J, Suhartanto D (2000) Customer loyalty in the hotel industry: the 
role of customer satisfaction and image. International Journal of Contemporary 
Hospitality Management 12: 346-351.

33.	Oliver RL (1997) Satisfaction: A behavioral perspective on the consumer. 
McGraw-Hill, New York.

34.	 Hayes BE (2008) Customer loyalty 2.0: The net promoter score debate and 
the meaning of customer loyalty. Quirk’s Marketing Research Review 54-62.

35.	Baloglu, S (2002) Dimensions of customer loyalty: Separating friends from well 
wishers. Cornell Hotel and Restaurant Administration Quarterly 43: 47-59.

36.	Bhote KR (1996) Beyond customer satisfaction to customer loyalty: The key to 
greater profitability. NY: American Management Association.

37.	Boulding W, Kalra A, Staelin R, Zeithaml VA (1993) A dynamic process 
model of service quality: From expectation to behavioral intentions. Journal of 
Marketing Research 30: 7-27.

38.	Dube L, Renaghan LM (1999) Building customer loyalty: Guests’ perspectives 
on the lodging industry’s functional best practices (Part I). Cornell Hotel and 
Restaurant Administration Quarterly 40: 78-88.

39.	Ehrenberg ASC (1991) New brands and the existing market. Journal of the 
Market Research Society 33: 285-299.

40.	Peterson M, Iyer DS (2006) Gauging an industry standard of attitudinal loyalty 
for vacation lodging in the USA. Journal of Vacation Marketing 12: 107-118.

41.	Keiningham T, Cooil B, Aksoy L, Andreassen T, Weiner J (2007) The Value 
of different customer satisfaction and loyalty metrics in predicting customer 
retention, recommendation, and share of wallet. Managing Quality Service 17: 
361-384. 

42.	Reichheld F (2003) The One Number You Need to Grow. Harvard Business 
Review 47-54. 

http://www.amazon.com/Welcome-Hospitality-Kaye-Kye-Sung-Chon/dp/1428321489#reader_1428321489
http://www.amazon.com/Welcome-Hospitality-Kaye-Kye-Sung-Chon/dp/1428321489#reader_1428321489
http://books.google.co.in/books/about/Tourism_and_Hotel_Development_in_China.html?id=tXO-dL3KwncC
http://books.google.co.in/books/about/Tourism_and_Hotel_Development_in_China.html?id=tXO-dL3KwncC
http://www.researchandmarkets.com/reports/2318572/china_hotel_industry_report_20122015
http://www.researchandmarkets.com/reports/2318572/china_hotel_industry_report_20122015
http://english.peopledaily.com.cn/90778/7638530.html
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/232883285_Assessing_the_Importance_and_Relationships_of_Ratings_on_User-Generated_Traveler_Reviews
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/232883285_Assessing_the_Importance_and_Relationships_of_Ratings_on_User-Generated_Traveler_Reviews
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/232883285_Assessing_the_Importance_and_Relationships_of_Ratings_on_User-Generated_Traveler_Reviews
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/19368623.2010.508009#.VGm7nG2971U
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/19368623.2010.508009#.VGm7nG2971U
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/19368623.2010.508009#.VGm7nG2971U
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/10941665.2012.708351#.VGm7ym2971U
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/10941665.2012.708351#.VGm7ym2971U
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/10941665.2012.708351#.VGm7ym2971U
http://cdn.tripadvisor.com/pdfs/cds/Global_TradeTalk.pdf
http://cdn.tripadvisor.com/pdfs/cds/Global_TradeTalk.pdf
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0261517705000592
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0261517705000592
http://www.veilleinfotourisme.fr/servlet/com.univ.collaboratif.utils.LectureFichiergw?ID_FICHIER=1333691710610
http://www.veilleinfotourisme.fr/servlet/com.univ.collaboratif.utils.LectureFichiergw?ID_FICHIER=1333691710610
http://www.abebooks.com/book-search/title/ama-handbook-customer-satisfaction/dust-jacket/
http://www.abebooks.com/book-search/title/ama-handbook-customer-satisfaction/dust-jacket/
http://www.jstor.org/discover/10.2307/1251839?uid=3737496&uid=2129&uid=2&uid=70&uid=4&sid=21105222401823
http://www.jstor.org/discover/10.2307/1251839?uid=3737496&uid=2129&uid=2&uid=70&uid=4&sid=21105222401823
http://books.google.co.in/books?hl=en&lr=&id=4TUXGG0Cf5cC&oi=fnd&pg=PA68&dq=Yi,+Y.+%281990%29.+A+critical+review+of+customer+satisfaction.&ots=VnknbLVIQw&sig=sagQaUieAoigZPU3_9lU6hwDVMI#v=onepage&q&f=false
http://books.google.co.in/books?hl=en&lr=&id=4TUXGG0Cf5cC&oi=fnd&pg=PA68&dq=Yi,+Y.+%281990%29.+A+critical+review+of+customer+satisfaction.&ots=VnknbLVIQw&sig=sagQaUieAoigZPU3_9lU6hwDVMI#v=onepage&q&f=false
http://link.springer.com/book/10.1007%2F978-1-4419-1640-2
http://link.springer.com/book/10.1007%2F978-1-4419-1640-2
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0272696398000266
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0272696398000266
file:///D:/Total_Journals/Sateesh%20V/JBB/JBBVolume.6/JBB6.7/JBB6.7_AI/Customer Satisfaction in the Hotel Industry Meaning and Measurement
file:///D:/Total_Journals/Sateesh%20V/JBB/JBBVolume.6/JBB6.7/JBB6.7_AI/Customer Satisfaction in the Hotel Industry Meaning and Measurement
file:///D:/Total_Journals/Sateesh%20V/JBB/JBBVolume.6/JBB6.7/JBB6.7_AI/Customer Satisfaction in the Hotel Industry Meaning and Measurement
file:///D:/Total_Journals/Sateesh%20V/JBB/JBBVolume.6/JBB6.7/JBB6.7_AI/18.%09Barsky, J. (1992). Customer Satisfaction in the Hotel Industry Meaning and Measurement. Journal of Hospitality & Tourism Research, 16(1), 51-73.
file:///D:/Total_Journals/Sateesh%20V/JBB/JBBVolume.6/JBB6.7/JBB6.7_AI/18.%09Barsky, J. (1992). Customer Satisfaction in the Hotel Industry Meaning and Measurement. Journal of Hospitality & Tourism Research, 16(1), 51-73.
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596119910293231
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596119910293231
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596119910293231
http://cqx.sagepub.com/content/45/3/221.short?rss=1&ssource=mfc
http://cqx.sagepub.com/content/45/3/221.short?rss=1&ssource=mfc
http://www.amazon.com/Satisfaction-Every-Company-Listens-Customer/dp/159184164X#reader_159184164X
http://www.amazon.com/Satisfaction-Every-Company-Listens-Customer/dp/159184164X#reader_159184164X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0278431998000474
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0278431998000474
http://www.personal.psu.edu/jwo3/Hotel Pricing and Occupancy Article.pdf
http://www.personal.psu.edu/jwo3/Hotel Pricing and Occupancy Article.pdf
http://www.personal.psu.edu/jwo3/Hotel Pricing and Occupancy Article.pdf
http://www.stoweshoemaker.com/images/Loyalty_strat_commitment.pdf
http://www.stoweshoemaker.com/images/Loyalty_strat_commitment.pdf
http://cqx.sagepub.com/content/47/2/174.abstract
http://cqx.sagepub.com/content/47/2/174.abstract
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1300/J150v02n03_02#.VGnbQm2971U
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1300/J150v02n03_02#.VGnbQm2971U
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1300/J150v02n03_02#.VGnbQm2971U
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1300/J162v07n03_01#.VGnbdG2971U
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1300/J162v07n03_01#.VGnbdG2971U
http://www.jstor.org/discover/10.2307/3151428?uid=3738256&uid=2129&uid=2&uid=70&uid=4&sid=21105223102733
http://www.jstor.org/discover/10.2307/3151428?uid=3738256&uid=2129&uid=2&uid=70&uid=4&sid=21105223102733
http://www.jstor.org/discover/10.2307/1252296?uid=3738256&uid=2129&uid=2&uid=70&uid=4&sid=21105223102733
http://www.jstor.org/discover/10.2307/1252296?uid=3738256&uid=2129&uid=2&uid=70&uid=4&sid=21105223102733
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1177%2F0092070394222001#page-1
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1177%2F0092070394222001#page-1
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596110010342559
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596110010342559
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596110010342559
http://books.google.co.in/books/about/Satisfaction.html?id=IJ5846z99tIC
http://books.google.co.in/books/about/Satisfaction.html?id=IJ5846z99tIC
http://businessoverbroadway.com/wp-content/uploads/2011/01/BOB_Customer_Loyalty_2.0_Quirks.pdf
http://businessoverbroadway.com/wp-content/uploads/2011/01/BOB_Customer_Loyalty_2.0_Quirks.pdf
http://www.uk.sagepub.com/clow/study/articles/PDFs/14_Bolaglu.pdf
http://www.uk.sagepub.com/clow/study/articles/PDFs/14_Bolaglu.pdf
http://books.google.co.in/books/about/Beyond_Customer_Satisfaction_to_Customer.html?id=jUwaRgAACAAJ
http://books.google.co.in/books/about/Beyond_Customer_Satisfaction_to_Customer.html?id=jUwaRgAACAAJ
http://areas.kenan-flagler.unc.edu/Marketing/FacultyStaff/zeithaml/Selected Publications/A Dynamic Process Model of Service Quality- From Expectations to Behavioral Intentions.pdf
http://areas.kenan-flagler.unc.edu/Marketing/FacultyStaff/zeithaml/Selected Publications/A Dynamic Process Model of Service Quality- From Expectations to Behavioral Intentions.pdf
http://areas.kenan-flagler.unc.edu/Marketing/FacultyStaff/zeithaml/Selected Publications/A Dynamic Process Model of Service Quality- From Expectations to Behavioral Intentions.pdf
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/238302466_Building_Customer_LoyaltyGuests%27_Perspectives_on_the_Lodging_Industry%27s_Functional_Best_Practices_%28Part_I%29
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/238302466_Building_Customer_LoyaltyGuests%27_Perspectives_on_the_Lodging_Industry%27s_Functional_Best_Practices_%28Part_I%29
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/238302466_Building_Customer_LoyaltyGuests%27_Perspectives_on_the_Lodging_Industry%27s_Functional_Best_Practices_%28Part_I%29
http://marketingscience.info/assets/documents/190/2365.pdf
http://marketingscience.info/assets/documents/190/2365.pdf
http://jvm.sagepub.com/content/12/2/107.abstract
http://jvm.sagepub.com/content/12/2/107.abstract
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09604520710760526
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09604520710760526
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09604520710760526
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09604520710760526
https://hbr.org/2003/12/the-one-number-you-need-to-grow
https://hbr.org/2003/12/the-one-number-you-need-to-grow


Citation: Mandabach KH, Stringam BB, Xingya MA, Leeuwen DMV, Gerdes JJ (2014) The Impact of Online Traveler Ratings with the Willingness of 
the Traveler to Recommend Hotels for Five Selected Cities in China. J Tourism Hospit 3: 134. doi:10.4172/2167-0269.1000134

Page 7 of 7

Volume 3 • Issue 3 • 1000134
J Tourism Hospit
ISSN: 2167-0269 JTH, an open access journal 

43.	Chen J, Gursoy D (2001) An investigation of tourists’ destination loyalty and
preferences. International Journal of Contemporary Hospitality Management
13: 79-85. 

44.	Bowen J, Chen SL (2001) The relationship between customer loyalty and
customer satisfaction. International Journal of Contemporary Hospitality
Management 13: 213-217. 

45.	Gefen D (2002) Customer Loyalty in E-Commerce. Journal for the Association
for Information Systems 3: 27-51. 

46.	Serenko A, Stach, A (2009) The Impact of Expectation Disconfirmation on 
Customer Loyalty and Recommendation Behavior. Journal of Information
Technology Management 20: 26-41. 

47.	Zeithaml V, Berry L, Parasuraman A (1996) The Behavioral Consequences of
Service Quality. Journal of Marketing 60: 31-46. 

48.	Reichheld F (2006) The ultimate question: Driving good profits and true growth. 
Boston, MA: Harvard Business School Press.

49.	Oliver RL (1999) Whence consumer loyalty? Journal of Marketing 63: 33-44.

50.	Pont M, McQuilken, L (2005) An empirical investigation of customer satisfaction 
and loyalty across two divergent bank segments. Journal of Financial Services 
Marketing 9: 344-359.

51.	Jacoby J, Olson JC (1970) An attitudinal model of brand loyalty: Conceptual
underpinnings and instrumentation research. Purdue Papers in Consumer
Psychology.

52.	Narayandas N (1996) The link between customer satisfaction and customer
loyalty: An empirical investigation. Working paper, 97-017, Boston, MA:
Harvard Business School

53.	Mittal V, Kamakura WA (2001) Satisfaction, repurchase intent and repurchase
behavior: Investigating the moderating effect of customer characteristics.
Journal of Marketing Research 38: 131-142. 

54.	Clemes M, Gan C, Ren M (2011) Synthesizing the effect of service quality,
value, and customer satisfaction on behavioral intentions in the motel industry. 
Journal of Hospitality & Tourism Research 35: 530-568. 

55.	Gunderson MG, Heide M., Olsson UH (1996) Hotel guest satisfaction among
business travelers: What are the important factors? Cornell Hotel & Restaurant 
Administration Quarterly 37: 72-83.

56.	Biter MJ (1990) Evaluating service encounters: The effects of physical
surroundings and employee responses. Journal of Marketing 54: 69-82.

57.	Rust RT, Zahorik AJ, Keiningham, TL (1993) Return on quality (ROQ): Making 
service quality service financially accountable. Journal of Marketing 59: 58-70.

58.	Schall, M (2003) Best practices in the assessment of hotel-guest attitudes. The 
Cornell Hotel and Restaurant Administration Quarterly 44: 51-65.

59.	Hsu, C. (2014) Brand evaluation of foreign versus domestic luxury hotels by
Chinese travelers. Journal of China Tourism Research 10: 35-50

60.	Xue, X, Cox C (2008) Hotel selection criteria and satisfaction levels of the
Chinese business traveler. Journal of China Tourism Research 4: 261-281.

61.	Zhen, L, Zhu F (2006) Post-purchase evaluation of China’s star rated hotel
service quality. China Tourism Research 2: 84-103.

62.	Bai B, Law R, Wen I (2008) The impact of website quality on customer
satisfaction and purchase intentions: Evidence from Chinese online visitors.
International Journal of Hospitality Management 27: 391-402

63.	He Y, Li W, Lai K (2011) Service climate, employee commitment, and customer 
satisfaction: evidence from the hospitality industry in China. International
Journal of Contemporary Hospitality Management 23: 592-607.

64.	Gu H, Ryan C (2008) Chinese clientele at Chinese hotels: preferences and
satisfaction. International Journal of Hospitality Management 27: 337-345.

65.	Chu R., Choi T (2000) An importance performance analysis of hotel selection
factors in the Hong Kong hotel industry. Tourism Management 21:363-377.

66.	Hotels.com (2012). The Chinese International Travel Monitor. Hotels.com.

67.	Dickinger A, Mazanec J (2008) Consumers’ Preferred Criteria for Hotel Online
Booking.International Conference in Innsbruck, Austria, Springer, Wien - New
York.

68.	Guillet B, Law R. (2010) Analyzing hotel star ratings on third-party distribution
websites. International Journal of Contemporary Hospitality Management 22:
797-813.

69.	Gerdes, J, Bender B (2008) Addressing researchers’ quest for hospitality data: 
Mechanism for collecting data from web resources. Tourism Analysis 13: 309-
315.

70.	Koster M (2007) A standard for robot exclusion.

71.	SAS institute Inc. 2008. SAS/STAT® 9.2 User’s Guide. Cary, NC: SAS Institute 
Inc.

72.	Hosmer DW, Lemeshow S (2000) Applied Logistic Regression (2nd Ed.), NY:
John Wiley & Sons, Inc. 

73.	Ramsey FL, Schafer DW (2002) The statistical sleuth, a course in methods of
data analysis, second edition, Belmont, CA: Duxbury press.

74.	McDougall G, Levesque T (1999) Waiting for service: the effectiveness
of recovery strategies. International Journal of Contemporary Hospitality
Management 11: 6-15.

http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596110110381870
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596110110381870
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596110110381870
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596110110395893?journalCode=ijchm
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596110110395893?journalCode=ijchm
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596110110395893?journalCode=ijchm
http://aisel.aisnet.org/jais/vol3/iss1/2/
http://aisel.aisnet.org/jais/vol3/iss1/2/
http://www.aom-iaom.org/jitm_pdfs/jitm_09/number 3/article3.pdf
http://www.aom-iaom.org/jitm_pdfs/jitm_09/number 3/article3.pdf
http://www.aom-iaom.org/jitm_pdfs/jitm_09/number 3/article3.pdf
http://areas.kenan-flagler.unc.edu/marketing/facultystaff/zeithaml/selected publications/the behavioral consequences of service quality.pdf
http://areas.kenan-flagler.unc.edu/marketing/facultystaff/zeithaml/selected publications/the behavioral consequences of service quality.pdf
http://www.amazon.com/The-Ultimate-Question-Driving-Profits/dp/1591397839#reader_1591397839
http://www.amazon.com/The-Ultimate-Question-Driving-Profits/dp/1591397839#reader_1591397839
http://www.uta.edu/faculty/richarme/MARK 5342/Articles/Oliver 1999.pdf
http://www.palgrave-journals.com/fsm/journal/v9/n4/abs/4770165a.html
http://www.palgrave-journals.com/fsm/journal/v9/n4/abs/4770165a.html
http://www.palgrave-journals.com/fsm/journal/v9/n4/abs/4770165a.html
http://www.acrwebsite.org/search/view-conference-proceedings.aspx?Id=5728
http://www.acrwebsite.org/search/view-conference-proceedings.aspx?Id=5728
http://www.acrwebsite.org/search/view-conference-proceedings.aspx?Id=5728
http://www.worldcat.org/search?qt=hotseries&q=se%3A%22Working+paper+%28Harvard+University.+Graduate+School+of+Business+Administration.+Division+of+Research%29%22
http://www.worldcat.org/search?qt=hotseries&q=se%3A%22Working+paper+%28Harvard+University.+Graduate+School+of+Business+Administration.+Division+of+Research%29%22
http://www.worldcat.org/search?qt=hotseries&q=se%3A%22Working+paper+%28Harvard+University.+Graduate+School+of+Business+Administration.+Division+of+Research%29%22
http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2344925
http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2344925
http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2344925
http://jht.sagepub.com/content/35/4/530.abstract
http://jht.sagepub.com/content/35/4/530.abstract
http://jht.sagepub.com/content/35/4/530.abstract
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0010880496831041
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0010880496831041
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0010880496831041
http://www.jstor.org/discover/10.2307/1251871?uid=3738256&uid=2129&uid=2&uid=70&uid=4&sid=21105233494243
http://www.jstor.org/discover/10.2307/1251871?uid=3738256&uid=2129&uid=2&uid=70&uid=4&sid=21105233494243
http://www.ipsos.com/loyalty/sites/ipsos.com.loyalty/files/row_article.pdf
http://www.ipsos.com/loyalty/sites/ipsos.com.loyalty/files/row_article.pdf
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010880403900188
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010880403900188
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/19388160.2013.870505?journalCode=wctr20#.VGsThm2971U
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/19388160.2013.870505?journalCode=wctr20#.VGsThm2971U
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/19388160802502454#.VGsTyG2971U
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/19388160802502454#.VGsTyG2971U
http://www.ryerson.ca/~iri/papers/zlu.pdf
http://www.ryerson.ca/~iri/papers/zlu.pdf
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0278431907001028
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0278431907001028
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0278431907001028
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596111111143359
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596111111143359
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596111111143359
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0278431907001077
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0278431907001077
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0261517799000709
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0261517799000709
http://press.hotels.com/en-gb/files/2012/07/Hotels.com-Chinese-International-Traveller-MapCITM.pdf
http://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007%2F978-3-211-77280-5_22#page-1
http://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007%2F978-3-211-77280-5_22#page-1
http://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007%2F978-3-211-77280-5_22#page-1
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596111011063098
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596111011063098
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596111011063098
http://www.cabdirect.org/abstracts/20083309297.html
http://www.cabdirect.org/abstracts/20083309297.html
http://www.cabdirect.org/abstracts/20083309297.html
http://www.robotstxt.org/robotstxt.html
https://support.sas.com/documentation/cdl/en/statugstatmodel/61751/PDF/default/statugstatmodel.pdf
https://support.sas.com/documentation/cdl/en/statugstatmodel/61751/PDF/default/statugstatmodel.pdf
http://as.wiley.com/WileyCDA/WileyTitle/productCd-0470582472.html
http://as.wiley.com/WileyCDA/WileyTitle/productCd-0470582472.html
http://www.amazon.com/The-Statistical-Sleuth-Methods-Analysis/dp/1133490670#reader_1133490670
http://www.amazon.com/The-Statistical-Sleuth-Methods-Analysis/dp/1133490670#reader_1133490670
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596119910250346
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596119910250346
http://www.emeraldinsight.com/doi/abs/10.1108/09596119910250346

	Title
	Corresponding author
	Abstract
	Keywords
	Introduction 
	Literature Review 
	Customer satisfaction 
	Customer loyalty 
	Recommend proportion as customer loyalty for hotel industry 
	Relationship between customer satisfaction and customer loyalty 
	Customer satisfaction of chinese hotels 

	Research Design 
	Research variables 
	Subject sampling selection: population and sampling procedure 
	Data analysis procedure 

	General Results 
	Comparing recommend proportions by rating overall within cities 
	Comparing recommend proportions among cities by each rating overall 

	Summary and Discussion 
	Conclusions and Recommendations 
	Recommendations for Further Research 
	Table 1
	Table 2
	References



