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Abstract

The rapid development of meeting tourism makes it become one of the core-business in a hotel.
Clearing the economic effect of different meetings can be the benefit of the hotel to selectively
target some meeting tourism markets. Using the meeting data of an international chain hotel in
the Pearl River Delta, with quantitative analysis method, we analyzed the economic effects of dif-
ferent kinds of meetings. The type of hotel meetings is mainly company meetings; the scale of
meetings is mainly between small and medium size; hotel meetings take mainly a half of a day and
a day; the number of attendance is mainly under 100; most participants are company customers;
conference organizers are mainly from the city and province as the hotel; most meetings are orga-
nized by travel agency; the income of meeting tourism is positively related to meeting tourism size;
meetings of high-level consumption are held by the government; the spending per capita is high in
2 - 3 days meetings and meetings under one hundred participants; the spending of officials and
executives attendees is greater than other attendees; the spending per capita is high in the meet-
ings held by abroad and provincial sponsors.
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Table 1. Economic effects of different types of meeting
1 PRIEBELSWEFHR

SANRTY A ol BURF
SUHE () 82 11 4
SWAE(N) 10,528 497 200
ES TS ONG) 752,200 39,500 19,200
ANEMA(T) 71.45 79.48 96
BB (L) 9173.17 3590.91 4800

Ee FAEIER B, SFFEN, FIHRER.

Table 2. Economic effects of different lengths of time of meeting
2. TRISHSWEFBR

S ] R —K LES = PR FR VAV +tR
LW () 45 40 1 9 0 0 1 1
SUA(T) 185,300 268,200 31,000 280,000 0 0 26,400 20,000
SUWAH(N) 2463 4722 240 3300 0 0 200 300
ANHN () 75.23 56.80 129.17 84.85 0 0 132 66.67
BN (IT) 4117.78 6705 31,000 31,111.11 0 0 26,400 20,000

NIR- () 150.46 56.80 64.59 28.28 0 0 22.00 9.52

Table 3. Economic effects of different scales of men of meeting
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LU 100 AL R 100~199 200~299 300 Li E
UK () 60 16 8 13
LB (T) 218,100 167,800 147,000 278,000
SUWANEL(N) 2051 2014 1760 5400
WA (T) 3635 10,487.50 18,375 29,076.92
NN (T) 106.34 83.32 83.52 51.48
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Table 4. Economic effects of different attendees of meeting
i 4 FEIBREBRWEFIER

SRH KA AlEE A TR E9n E3 S B 7 Fofths
SBHE () 14 13 29 19 14 3 5
2N (7T) 48,100 70,000 353,600 240,000 54,000 9500 35,700
LWAH(N) 322 691 4948 4032 652 50 530
BN (TE) 3435.71 5384.62 12,193.10 12,631.58 3857.14 3166.67 7140
NI () 149.38 101.30 71.46 59.52 82.82 190 67.36
Table 5. Economic effects of different regions of meeting
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%675t Al S = [ 41
SR () 38 31 20 8
E O (UN] 3573 4837 2021 794
A (T) 206,600 381,100 146,300 76,900
AN (T) 57.82 78.79 72.39 96.85
N (E) 5436.84 12,293.55 7315 9612.5
Table 6. Economic effects of different organizers of meeting
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=W () 30 59 8
ZAHU(N) 4673 6158 394
2B (T) 290,000 488,200 32,700
NI (7T) 62.06 79.28 82.99
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