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Analysis of spatial pattern and obstacle factors of hotel competitiveness based

on internet data.: a case study of middle-top grade hotels of Urumqi
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Abstract: The rapid development of Internet technology provides a new perspective for urban ge-
ography research. Based on network consumption review data and online map city POI data, the
competitiveness score of middle-top hotels in the main urban area of Urumqi is measured., with
the spatial pattern characteristics of hotels with different competitiveness levels analyzed. The
obstacle degree model is introduced to discuss the obstacle factors of the spatial differentiation of
hotels with different competitiveness levels. The results show that; (D The competitiveness scores
of middle-top hotels in Urumqi are not evenly distributed, the low-medium level competitiveness
accounts for a large proportion, and the hotel structure needs to be optimized. @From the per-
spective of the spatial pattern, the competitiveness of middle-top hotels presents a “south high
and low north, high inside and low outside”. The spatial combination forms the characteristics of
cluster aggregation and band extension. As the competitiveness level decreases, the hotel pres-

ents a diffusion pattern from the city center to the edge, from the south to the north, and from
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agglomeration to dispersion. @ Obstacle degree calculation results show that the surrounding

business environment, commercial environment and hotel popularity are the main obstacles to

achieving the hotel’s competitiveness score. Reasonably guiding the “multi-center” spatial layout

of the hotel industry, strengthening the brand effect, enhancing comprehensive competitiveness,

and providing consumers with a better-quality consumer experience are the paths worth exploring

in the future development of the tourism city hotel industry.
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Fig. 1 Distribution of middle-top grade hotels in

Urumgi and sketch map of research area
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middle-top grade hotels in Urumqi
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Fig. 4 Spatial distribution map of competitiveness scores of middle-top grade hotels in Urumqi
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Tab. 2 Grading of Urumqi middle-top grade hotels competitiveness
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Fig. 6 Distribution of the frequency of obstacle indicators to competitiveness of middle-top grade hotels in Urumqi
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Tab. 3 Obstacle indicators and degree of the first-level indicators of competitiveness of middle-top grade hotels in Urumqi
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