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Event Sustainability And Transportation Policy: A Model-Based Cluster Analysis For 1 
A Cross-Comparison Of Hallmark Events 2 

 3 
Abstract 4 
Transportation is one of the main topics in the wide-ranging theme of event sustainability. 5 
The aim of this article is to make a contribution towards the evaluation of the sustainable 6 
transportation policies of hallmark events implemented by the organizers, to establish an 7 

accurate and objective methodology for a cross-comparison. The organizers, policy makers 8 
and the hosting community are the main stakeholders interested in an evaluation of the degree 9 
of sustainability implicit in the mobility policy of an event. Using a sample of periodical 10 
Italian hallmark events, a non-hierarchical model-based clustering is performed, and then 11 
examined to determine whether there is a difference in the distribution of a selection of 12 

auxiliary variables among the clusters. The results show that neither the visitors’ number, nor 13 
the inhabitants’ number in the host city, is associated with the clustering membership. 14 
However, the theme of the event appears to be associated with the estimated partition.  15 

  16 
 17 
Highlights:  18 

• Transportation is one of the main issues involved in event sustainability. 19 

• An evaluation of the sustainable transportation policies of hallmark events is of 20 

interests to organizers, policy makers and the hosting community. 21 

• A model-based cluster analysis makes it possible to objectively compare the 22 
transportation policies of different events. 23 

• Application to a sample of periodical Italian hallmark events shows that the theme of 24 

the event is associated with the estimated clustering, whereas the number of visitors 25 
and the number of inhabitants are independent of such a partition.  26 

 27 
Keywords: event sustainability; festival; triple bottom line; sustainable transportation; 28 
sustainable mobility; model-based clustering; finite mixture model 29 
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 31 

1. Introduction 32 
In recent years special events and festivals have increasingly come to be seen as an instrument 33 
for local development, thanks to their impact on the local economy (Bracalente et al., 2011; 34 
Burgan & Mules, 2001; Dwyer, Mellor, Mistilis, & Mules, 2000b; Getz, 2008; Lee & Taylor, 35 

2005; Lee, 2007; O’Sullivan & Jackson, 2002; Tyrrel & Ismail, 2005), as well as their 36 
intangible benefits, such as a boost to the image and the reputation of the host city, a sense of 37 

pride in the local community, and improved social cohesion (Arnegger & Herz, 2016; Dwyer, 38 
Mellor, Mistilis, & Mules, 2000a; Boo & Busser, 2005; De Bres & Davis, 2001; Dwyer et al., 39 
2000a). 40 
Aside from these positive aspects, however, special events can also generate negative 41 
consequences (Chen, 2011; Delamere, Wankel, & Hinch, 2001; Fredline & Faulkner, 2000; 42 

Hall, 1992; Kim, Jun, Walker, & Drane, 2015). Some of these, such as the degree to which 43 
local residents are inconvenienced for the duration of the event, are to a large extent 44 
unquantifiable, while others can be quantified, albeit with difficulty, such as the additional 45 
explicit – and implicit – costs incurred for local government, and therefore the community as 46 
a whole (Andersson & Lundberg, 2013; Chirieleison & Montrone, 2013). An awareness of 47 

negative social and environmental impacts has led to increasing attention paid to the issue of 48 
event sustainability (Arcodia, Cohen & Dickson, 2012; Dickson & Arcodia, 2010a; Dredge 49 

& Whitford, 2010; Getz, 2009; Hall, 2012).  50 
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While the theme of sustainability in tourism studies has been present in the literature for a 51 
number of years (Buckley, 2012; Clarke, 1997; Hunter & Green, 1995; Hunter, 1997), it has 52 

only recently emerged in event studies, and is still at an early stage. However, the extent of 53 
research in this field is rapidly growing, in parallel with the interest of practitioners and policy 54 
makers (Dickson & Arcodia, 2010; Getz, 2009; Hall, 2011, 2012; Musgrave, 2011; Raj & 55 
Musgrave, 2009). 56 
Among event sustainability issues, one of the most relevant is that of transportation and visitor 57 

mobility, which significantly affects all three dimensions of sustainability (Dolf & Teehan, 58 
2015; Hall, 2011; Høyer, 2000; Laing & Frost, 2010; Latoski, Dunn Jr, Wagenblast, Randall, 59 
& Walker, 2003; Litman & Burwell, 2006; Litman, 1999; Robbins, Dickinson, & Calver, 60 
2007). Firstly, there is the economic impact for the organizers and the public administration, 61 
due to the necessity to provide an alternative mode of transport to private cars. Secondly, the 62 

social impact on local inhabitants, due to traffic congestion and displacement of residents in 63 
the use of public transportation. Thirdly, the environmental impact due to polluting emissions 64 
and a deterioration of air quality (Jeon & Amekudzi, 2005; Low, Gleeson, & Whitman, 2002; 65 

Zheng, Atkinson-Palombo, McCahill, O’Hara, & Garrick, 2011; Zheng, Garrick, Atkinson-66 
Palombo, McCahill, & Marshall, 2013). As a consequence, choices in terms of visitor 67 
mobility can decisively influence the overall level of sustainability of an event (Robbins et 68 
al., 2007). 69 

Moreover, while transportation issues can theoretically arise with relation to all special events, 70 
the size of the event can be a key factor. In general small events involve the movement of a 71 

small number of people, who often come from a local catchment area, and thus do not have a 72 
massive effect in terms of transportation sustainability. On the contrary, mega-events (i.e. 73 
Olympic Games, World Fair, mega sporting events, etc.), which move huge masses of people 74 

from all over the world, can cause enormous sustainable transportation challenges; however, 75 

in the recent years organizers and the policy makers, who are becoming progressively more 76 
aware of the issue, are increasingly committed to developing specific sustainable 77 
transportation management policies in the case of mega-events, with the explicit aim of 78 

reducing negative impacts (Currie, Jones, & Woolley, 2013, 2015; Hall & Hodges, 1996; 79 
Hall, 2011; Jones, 2014; Li, Lv, & Yan, 2012; Menezes & Souza, 2014; Mol, 2010; Yannis, 80 

Golias, Spyropoulou & Rogan, 2009). Indeed, hallmark events (Ritchie, 1984; Getz, 81 
Svensson, & Gunnervall, 2012; Hall, 1989, 1992; Ritchie & Beliveau, 1974) risk being stuck 82 

in the middle: even if the movement of hundreds of thousands of people can lead to significant 83 
mobility and transportation problems, dedicated policies are not necessarily provided for, and 84 
such events are sometimes organized by non-professional subjects (i.e. NGOs) that lack the 85 
competences to address the issue with adequate attention. Moreover, as these events are often 86 

periodical, thanks to their repetitive nature, they are an ideal field in which to develop and 87 
improve best practices in sustainable mobility, which are potentially adaptable to the wider 88 
field of tourism transport. Thus, such events can be a very interesting subject of study. 89 

While many of the factors influencing visitors’ choice of mode of transportation are 90 
exogenous with respect the event organizers, i.e. the existing infrastructure or individual 91 
preferences (Masiero & Zoltan, 2013; Schneider, 2013), others can be influenced by 92 
opportune policies, especially if designed in cooperation with local policy makers and other 93 
relevant stakeholders. Nevertheless, undertaking a proper and objective evaluation of such 94 

policies is not easy, in particular from the perspective of a comparison between different 95 
events. As a result, also due to undeniable methodological difficulties, this issue has yet to be 96 
adequately addressed in the literature.  97 

Moreover, it is worth noting that even excellent mobility policies, if not adequately 98 
communicated to the audience of an event, risk resulting in failure. Therefore,  99 
communication plays a key role and also should be considered. Among the media used to 100 
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inform actual and potential visitors about mobility issues, and pull them towards the use of 101 
sustainable transportation modes, the event web site is undoubtedly one of the most important 102 

(Filo, Funk, & Hornby, 2009; Hoyle, 2002; Shanka & Taylor, 2004; Smith, 2007, 2008; Zarei 103 
& Yusof, 2014), in particular for hallmark events, the audience for which often arrives from 104 
outside the region, and is therefore not familiar with local transport. Various studies have 105 
taken into account online event communication (Devine, Bolan, & Devine, 2009; Filo, Funk, 106 
& Hornbt, 2009; Smith, 2008), but none of these specifically focused on sustainable transport 107 

issues. 108 
In this framework, the main purpose of this study is to make a contribution towards the 109 
evaluation of the sustainable transportation policies of hallmark events, as carried out by the 110 
organizers, and communicated through their websites, with the aim of establishing an accurate 111 
and objective methodology for a cross-comparison. In particular, this paper proposes the use 112 

of a cluster analysis, a widely used method in event studies (i.e. Chen, 2011; Fredline & 113 
Faulkner, 2000; Fredline & Faulkner, 2001; Pérez & Nadal, 2005). For the purposes of this 114 
analysis, a model-based clustering approach is adopted (McLachlan and Peel, 2000; Everitt, 115 

Landau, Leese, & Stahl, 2011). In this methodology, a formal statistical model for the 116 
population is postulated, while allowing for the presence of a number of subpopulations that 117 
represent the “clusters”. This can be expressed through a finite mixture model, in which each 118 
cluster corresponds to a component of the mixture with associated mixing weights. The 119 

probability distribution for each component is often assumed to be equal across components, 120 
but with different parameters that must be estimated from the data. The main advantage of 121 

such an approach is that it is explicitly based on the formal statistical model, which allows 122 
direct inference. In particular, the determination of the number of clusters can be pursued by 123 
model selection criteria. Furthermore, the final clustering partition can be accompanied with 124 

posterior probabilities of cluster membership for each observation.  125 

The proposed model-based clustering will be applied to a sample of twenty events in Italy, 126 
chosen from among the most visited periodical hallmark events in the country. After ordering 127 
the clusters based on their sustainability, a descriptive analysis of auxiliary variables is 128 

performed in order to search for any association with the estimated partition. Particular 129 
attention is devoted to the study of the characteristics of events assigned to the most 130 

sustainable cluster.  131 
The paper is organized as follows. 132 

The second section features a brief summary of the literature, focusing firstly on event 133 
sustainability issues, and secondly on the linkage between transportation and events 134 
sustainability. 135 
The third section, following the identification of key issues related to transportation 136 

sustainability, proposes a method for a cross-comparison between events, in terms of 137 
sustainable transport policies.  138 
The fourth section applies the methodology to a sample of twenty periodical hallmark Italian 139 

events and discusses the results. 140 
Finally, some conclusions are drawn in the closing section, which highlight the policy 141 
implications, the limits of the analysis, and indications for further research. 142 
 143 
 144 

2. Literature review 145 
 146 
2.1. From the positive impact of events to events sustainability issues 147 

Special events and festivals have increasingly been studied in literature, giving rise to a huge 148 
number of theoretical and empirical studies (Getz, Andersson, & Carlsen, 2010; Getz & Page, 149 
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2014; Getz, 2005, 2008; Wilson & Arshed, 2016), also due to the awareness that they confer 150 
significant benefits on the hosting region. 151 

Firstly, events can be seen as a powerful tool for attracting tourists, thanks to their appeal, 152 
which can completely or partially motivate travel, thus increasing the number of visitors to a 153 
region (Chirieleison, Montrone, & Scrucca, 2013; Dwyer et al., 2000a; Felsenstein & 154 
Fleischer, 2003). Events can also help to develop a more profitable distribution of tourist 155 
flows, by enhancing the average length of stay, deseasonalizing arrivals, and balancing the 156 

typical seasonal drop in tourism demand off-peak season (Connell, Page, & Meyer, 2015; 157 
Getz, 2005; Ritchie & Beliveau, 1974). As a consequence, special events can (directly or 158 
indirectly) generate a significant economic impact in the territory, thanks to visitor demand 159 
for goods and services at a local level in various sectors, such as hospitality, dining, retail, 160 
arts and crafts, transport, etc. This demand leads to an increase in employment, and wealth 161 

creation and distribution, thus generating a positive multiplicative effect for the local 162 
economy, and dozens of studies in the literature are devoted to its measurement and evaluation 163 
(Arnegger & Herz, 2016; Bracalente et al., 2011; Ritchie, 1984; Dwyer, Forsyth, & Spurr, 164 

2006a, 2006b; Dwyer et al., 2000b; Lee & Taylor, 2005; Lee, 2007; O’Sullivan & Jackson, 165 
2002; Tyrrel & Ismail, 2005). 166 
Secondly, from a less material perspective, events can contribute to improving the visibility 167 
and distinctiveness of the host town, thus enhancing its attractiveness and competitiveness as 168 

a tourist destination (Arnegger & Herz, 2016; Jago, Chalip, Brown, Mules, & Ali, 2003; 169 
Simeon & Buonincontri, 2011). Indeed, events emerge as a key feature to differentiate a 170 

destination on the national and international scene in the context of growing competition 171 
(Getz & Page, 2014). These positive effects can be seen not only during the days when the 172 
event takes place, but also in the long term, and indeed also in structural terms (Arnegger & 173 

Herz, 2016; Boo & Busser, 2005; Jago et al., 2003; McCartney, 2005). 174 

Thirdly, beyond tourism, the organization of events, particularly hallmark and mega-events, 175 
can sometimes accelerate urban requalification processes, stimulate improvements in 176 
infrastructure, and represent an opportunity for extraordinary intervention, in terms of cultural 177 

heritage and the landscape, which is also to the benefit of local inhabitants (Burbank, 178 
Andranovich, & Heying, 2002; Chen & Spaans, 2009; Gold & Gold, 2015; Hall, 2004; 179 

O’Halloran, 2014; Preuss, 2007; Wu, Li, & Lin, 2016).  180 
Finally, from a social point of view, some special events are the visible evidence of the 181 

immaterial heritage of a community, and thus act as a celebration that reinforces traditions, 182 
civic pride and cohesion, with a positive impact on shared intangible values (De Bres & Davis, 183 
2001; Derrett, 2003; Dwyer et al., 2000a; Kim et al., 2015; Richards, 2007; Small, 2007). 184 
Alongside this, thanks to the wide spread of the Triple Bottom Line approach (Elkington, 185 

1997), the literature and practitioners are becoming increasingly aware that events give rise 186 
to significant sustainability issues, due to possible social and environmental negative impacts 187 
(Dickson & Arcodia, 2010; Gaffney, 2013; Getz, 2009; Hall, 2012; Hede, 2007; Heitmann & 188 

Dávid, 2010; Jones, 2014; Musgrave, 2011; Raj & Musgrave, 2009; Stettler, 2011; Whitson 189 
& Horne, 2006; Yuan, 2013). 190 
With respect to social impact, various recent studies in the literature have highlighted the 191 
criticalities raised by special events, and major events in particular, for the hosting community 192 
(Chen, 2011; Hall & Hodges, 1996; Taks, 2013; Waitt, 2003; Whitson & Horne, 2006). The 193 

relevance of this issue is attested to by the numerous attempts made in the literature to evaluate 194 
this social impact, in both qualitative and quantitative terms (Andersson & Lundberg, 2013; 195 
Delamere, 1997; Fredline, Raybould, Jago, & Deery, 2005; Kim et al., 2015; Rollins & 196 

Delamere, 2007; Small, 2007; Waitt, 2003). Among the main disadvantages that can be cited 197 
at a local level are traffic congestion, pressure on services and infrastructure, with a 198 
consequent decreased in use by residents, and a reduced quality of life for local people during 199 
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the days when the event takes place (Hall & Hodges, 1996; Small, Edwards, & Sheridan, 200 
2005). Moreover, the organization of an event can also generate direct costs for the 201 

community. On the one hand, events – and cultural events in particular – often benefit directly 202 
from local public funding, raising opportunity cost questions (Felsenstein & Fleischer, 2003; 203 
Mules & Dwyer, 2005; Whitson & Horne, 2006) and, on the other, some costs related to event 204 
organization are typically indirectly supported by the Municipality, in order to guarantee that 205 
the event runs smoothly, such as extra wages for policing, rubbish collection and cleaning 206 

costs, assistance and aid (Chirieleison & Montrone, 2013). Finally, undesirable socio-cultural 207 
impacts can emerge, as in the case where the “touristification” of an event reduces its 208 
authenticity (Jansen-Verbeke, 2009; Thompson & Matheson, 2008; Xie, 2004) and 209 
compromises its long-term legitimacy, as the event becomes out of step with local residents. 210 
In particular, when historical commemorations, religious and folkloristic events become a 211 

mass product, they can lose their authentic relationship with the community, and even their 212 
reason to exist (De Bres & Davis, 2001; Derrett, 2003; McCartney & Osti, 2007; Richards, 213 
2007). 214 

With respect to environmental impacts, special events can determine an intensive use of 215 
energy and natural resources, and generate atmospheric and water pollution, not to mention 216 
an increase in waste and noise (Adema & Roehl, 2010; Collins, Jones, & Munday, 2009; 217 
Hottle, Bilec, Brown, & Landis, 2015; Kulshrestha, Nageswara Rao, Azhaguvel, & 218 

Kulshrestha, 2004; Kuo, Lee, & Lai, 2006; Laing & Frost, 2010; Wang, Zhuang, Xu, & An, 219 
2007). Mega-events have also recently been accused of being co-responsible for contributing 220 

to climate change (Collins et al., 2009; Dolles & Söderman, 2010). Various methodologies 221 
have been proposed in the literature to evaluate and measure the environmental impact of 222 
event organization, such as its ecological footprint (Collins & Flynn, 2008; Dolf & Teehan, 223 

2015; Gössling, Hansson, Hörstmeier, & Saggel, 2002; Wackernagel & Rees, 1998), 224 

environmental impact assessment (Ahmed & Pretorius, 2010; Hunter & Green, 1995; Tang, 225 
Lo, Cheung, & Lo, 2009), carrying capacity concept (Lee & Graefe, 2003; Lindberg, McCool, 226 
& Stankey, 1997; O’Reilly, 1986), and environmental input output tables (Collins, Flynn, 227 

Munday, & Roberts, 2007; Collins et al., 2009).  228 
Following this growing attention, studies devoted to event sustainability are spreading 229 

rapidly, progressively moving the attention of organizers and policy makers towards 230 
responsible event management (Adema & Roehl, 2010; Arcodia et al., 2012; Dredge & 231 

Whitford, 2010; Gaffney, 2013; Okech, 2011), which is also pulled by visitor awareness and 232 
behavioral implications (Horng & Hu, 2014; Kim, Borges, & Chon, 2006; Laing & Frost, 233 
2010; Song, Lee, Kang, & Boo, 2012; Wong, Wan, & Qi, 2015). 234 
 235 

2.2. Events sustainability and transportation 236 
In this framework, the limited existing literature, and the results of a range of empirical 237 
research, demonstrate that – while little studied – transportation is one of the main topics in 238 

the wide theme of tourism and event sustainability, from all the perspectives of the triple 239 
bottom line: the social, environmental, and economic (Becken, Frampton, & Simmons, 2002; 240 
Black, 1996; Dolf & Teehan, 2015; Gössling et al., 2002; Gronau & Kagermeier, 2007; 241 
Høyer, 2000; Laing & Frost, 2010; Robbins et al., 2007). 242 
From the social perspective, the transportation choices made by the event’s visitors 243 

significantly influences the degree of nuisance for local inhabitants (Robbins et al., 2007). 244 
Particularly in case of events with hundreds of thousands of visitors, the impact on urban 245 
traffic can be disrupting (Andranovich, Burbank, & Heying, 2001; Currie & Shalaby, 2012; 246 

Gaffney, 2013; Menezes & Souza, 2014; Müller, 2015; Yannis, Golias, Spyropoulou & 247 
Rogan, 2009).  248 
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From the environmental perspective, the use of unsustainable modes of transport, and private 249 
cars in particular, to reach the event can generate significant pollution outcomes, bringing the 250 

level of fine particles and other air pollutants over the allowed limit, with a related threat to 251 
the public health (Banister, 2008; Horng & Hu, 2014; Jeon & Amekudzi, 2005; Low et al., 252 
2002; Richardson, 2005; Zheng et al., 2011, 2013). 253 
From the economic perspective, on the one hand poor transportation management can 254 
discourage potential visitors from taking part in the event, with an evident effect on the direct 255 

income of the organizers and the economic impact on the territory, while on the other public 256 
costs are be to be incurred, in order to limit and manage congestion, i.e. extra-wages for city 257 
police (Chirieleison & Montrone, 2013; Menezes & Souza, 2014). Moreover, some recent 258 
studies appear to show a positive correlation between events sustainability and the attitudes 259 
and behavior of visitors, i.e. in terms of overall satisfaction or revisit intentions (Cole & 260 

Chancellor, 2009; Dickson & Arcodia, 2010b; Kim et al., 2006; Laing & Frost, 2010; Mair & 261 
Laing, 2012; Mol, 2010; Song et al., 2012).  262 
Therefore, the growing attention to topics of sustainability ‒ which represent one of the major 263 

challenges for the future development of event management ‒ highlights the importance of 264 
the transportation issue, which may have a strong linkage with the event’s success, its 265 
legitimacy and public and community support (Prayag, Hosany, Nunkoo, & Alders, 2013). A 266 
core problem is that of how to induce a change in the transportation mode away from private 267 

cars (Høyer, 2000). Indeed, while the definition of a sustainable transportation system varies 268 
in the literature, there is a wide consensus that private cars are at the bottom of the pyramid 269 

(Black, 2010; Jeon & Amekudzi, 2005). However, sustainable transport policies and studies 270 
focus primarily on the reduction of the use of individual motorized transport with regard to 271 
daily traffic, providing an attractive public transport offer, and improving the infrastructure 272 

for non-motorized traffic, while the attention paid to leisure induced mobility still remains 273 

quite low (Gronau & Kagermeier, 2007; Kagermeier & Gronau, 2015; Robbins et al., 2007).  274 
Various approaches are available to event organizers to face this relevant issue (Currie & 275 
Shalaby, 2012). 276 

Firstly, even if one of the objectives of organizers is typically to attract the highest number of 277 
visitors, they could try to spread this out over the entire duration of the event, reducing the 278 

peak of the demand, which is in general concentrated during the weekend. This strategy 279 
requires appropriate event planning (i.e. different ticket prices, promotions, special venues, 280 

accommodation packages, etc.), but its effectiveness is strongly linked to the characteristics 281 
of the single event, in term of duration (i.e. number of days), theme (i.e. repeated shows or 282 
unique occurrences) and main audience (i.e. adults vs. retired or young people), as well as the 283 
incentives and the ability of the organizers themselves. 284 

Secondly, to move the audience to a more sustainable mode of transport, event organizers 285 
could promote the non-use of private cars, i.e. encouraging primarily the choice of public 286 
transportation, but also car-pooling and bike sharing, or pedestrian mobility (Laing & Frost, 287 

2010; Pratiwi, Zhao, & Mi, 2015), and also offering incentives for those that accept giving up 288 
their private car (i.e. discounts on production of a train ticket). In any case, it is worth noting 289 
that, particularly in the case of hallmark events that attract hundreds of thousands of visitors, 290 
the ordinary system of public transportation might collapse and, to offer an effective 291 
alternative to private cars, it may be necessary to enhance the offer, which requires the 292 

cooperation of local government authorities. However, any improvement of the public 293 
transportation offer beyond a certain threshold is hard to realize (Li et al., 2012; Menezes & 294 
Souza, 2014; Sinha, 2003), as when faced with a peak in demand in the case of special events, 295 

the public mobility offer tends to be constant and rather rigid, due to the contracts of transport 296 
employees and the capacity of the available vehicles. Moreover, additional services imply 297 
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costs that are typically directly or indirectly borne by the public administration, and thus again 298 
fall back on the local community (Zheng et al., 2011).  299 

Thirdly, the organizers could establish a special alternative mobility offer. Indeed, many 300 
hallmark events, often incentivized by local municipalities, provide extra buses, shuttle bus 301 
connections with public transport, and so on. This additional service could be paid for by the 302 
event visitors themselves, or by the organizers, and be free of charge for the users, to incentive 303 
them to use it. 304 

Finally, the organizers could choose to ignore mobility issues, regardless of the effects on the 305 
event’s sustainability, but this might put its legitimacy at risk, due to a growing awareness 306 
among public opinion, the public authorities, and the visitors themselves. 307 
From the perspective of visitors, the choice of transportation mode to an event is the result of 308 
a complex process, which is affected by a multiplicity of factors (Asensio, 2002; Böcker, 309 

Dijst, Faber, & Helbich, 2015; Collins & Chambers, 2005; Kagermeier & Gronau, 2015; 310 
Masiero & Zoltan, 2013; Schneider, 2013; Vos et al., 2015). Some of these are structural, and 311 
cannot easily be changed in the short term (i.e. infrastructure and accessibility of the location, 312 

availability and cost of public transportation, weather conditions, etc.), while others depend 313 
on the individual conditions of the visitors (number of persons travelling together, age, health 314 
condition, income, culture, etc.). In any case, it can be assumed that the policies of event 315 
organizers also have an influence, encouraging the use of sustainable transportation and 316 

promoting effective alternatives to mobility based on private cars (Kagermeier & Gronau, 317 
2015; Kassens-Noor & Kayal, 2016).  318 

However, any transportation policy risks having very little effect if not adequately 319 
communicated to visitors (Horng & Hu, 2014). Thus the degree to which the organizers 320 
clearly publicize the transportation alternatives, emphasizing and promoting the more 321 

sustainable options, could be decisive in their choice. Even those visitors theoretically willing 322 

to use sustainable modes of transport might give up, due to the lack of easily obtainable 323 
information on how to reach the event venue without their car. Various media can be used: 324 
newspapers, television, social media, newsletters, etc. (Kozak & Kozak, 2008). Among these, 325 

a fundamental role is played by the event website, which is often the first source of 326 
information for visitors in planning a journey (Devine et al., 2009; Filo et al., 2009; Kozak & 327 

Kozak, 2008; Moise & Cruceru, 2014; Shanka & Taylor, 2004; Smith, 2007, 2008; Zarei & 328 
Yusof, 2014). Moreover, the relevance of the event web site is even more important for 329 

hallmark events, whose audience is to a large extent composed of non-local inhabitants. 330 
Therefore, to implement sustainable transportation policies without properly communicating 331 
them on the event web site would be akin to not implementing such policies in the first place. 332 
In general, few empirical studies have been conducted on the issue of sustainable 333 

transportation in the context of event organization. Furthermore, much of this research relates 334 
to mega-events, such as the summer or winter Olympic Games, or the World’s Fair, the scale 335 
of which is far from typical. As a result the methodologies and results are not automatically 336 

applicable to smaller periodical events. Other studies that focus on a single event, while 337 
offering interesting indications on the linkage between transport and sustainability, do not 338 
allow for a comparison between different contexts (Asensio, 2002; Böcker et al., 2015; Currie 339 
& Shalaby, 2011; Frantzeskakis & Frantzeskakis, 2006; Gaffney, 2013; Latoski et al., 2003; 340 
Li et al., 2012; Menezes & Souza, 2014; Mol, 2010; Robbins et al., 2007; Shahin, Hüseyin, 341 

& Kemal, 2014; Xinhua, 2011; Yannis, Golias, Spyropoulou & Rogan, 2009). 342 
In this framework the present article focuses on the sustainable transport policies implemented 343 
by event organizers, as communicated in their web sites, proposing a method that allows for 344 

an objective comparison of a number of periodical hallmark events.  345 
While a comparison of the sustainable transportation policies of different events is not an easy 346 
task in methodological terms, it would be useful for organizers, for a pre- and post-event self-347 
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assessment, in terms of effectiveness and as an instrument for benchmarking analysis (Adema 348 
& Roehl, 2010; O’Brien & Gardiner, 2006); for policy makers, whose role is to support the 349 

organizers in ensuring the smooth running of the event, maximizing positive and minimizing 350 
negative impacts (Dredge & Whitford, 2010; Getz, 2009); for the hosting community, which 351 
suffers inconvenience due to unsustainable mobility, and would be more likely to support a 352 
hallmark event if there was a commitment towards transportation sustainability (Prayag et al., 353 
2013; Yu, Chancellor, & Cole, 2009).   354 

 355 
 356 
3. Methodology  357 
The main purpose is to group hallmark events based on their similarity in terms of the 358 
organizers’ sustainable transportation policy, resulting from the presence or absence on their 359 

web sites of key issues related to sustainable mobility. Following this a cluster analysis, a 360 
statistical methodology widely used in event literature (see for instance Chen, 2011; Fredline 361 
& Faulkner, 2001; Fredline & Faulkner, 2000; Pérez & Nadal, 2005), is carried out. Unlike 362 

most other studies, in this case a model-based clustering approach was adopted (McLachlan 363 
and Peel, 2000) to estimate a finite mixture model which allows to make inference on the 364 
number of clusters, assign a probability of cluster membership to each event, and compute 365 
the corresponding uncertainty associated with this classification. Once the clusters have been 366 

estimated, these can be ordered based on a positive response to the selected features. Identified 367 
clusters of events are then compared in terms of sustainable transportation policies. Further 368 

analysis is performed by investigating whether events belonging to different clusters present 369 
distinguishing features, with particular attention to those classified in the cluster presenting a 370 
prevalence of commitment towards sustainable transportation. 371 

  372 

3.1. Key issues related to the sustainable transportation policy of events 373 
Firstly the main issues related to the sustainable transport policies implemented by the 374 
organizers were identified, and the research hypotheses were established. 375 

An analysis of the literature (Banister, 2008; Høyer, 2000; Jeon & Amekudzi, 2005; Low et 376 
al., 2002; Menezes & Souza, 2014; Robbins et al., 2007; Zheng et al., 2011, 2013) identified 377 

the existence of five main key issues worthy of investigation related to the sustainable 378 
transportation policy of events:  379 

a) the provision of information about alternative sustainable transportation modes to 380 
reach the event venue (i.e. by train, bus, metro, bicycle, etc.);  381 

b) the organization of ad-hoc sustainable transportation at a local level from the arrival 382 
point (regardless of the transportation mode up to that point) to the event location (i.e. 383 

parking + shuttle; parking + bus; train + shuttle);  384 
c) the organization of additional extra-local sustainable transportation (i.e. special buses; 385 

special trains); 386 

d) the promotion of the use of sustainable mobility (i.e. providing links to car sharing, 387 
bike sharing, bus or train timetables); 388 

e) incentivizing sustainable mobility, offering advantages for visitors choosing 389 
alternatives modes to private cars (i.e. ticket discounts or promotions on production 390 
of train or bus ticket).  391 

For each of these five key issues a set of binary patterns to be searched for on event web sites 392 
were identified, labeled as follows: 393 

1. “Inform”: the web site offers information on how to reach the event location using a 394 

transportation mode other than by private car; 395 
2. “Loc-Organize”: organized sustainable transportation is provided from the arrival 396 

point to the event location; 397 



9 
 

3. “Ext-Organize”: special extra-local sustainable transportation is arranged; 398 
4. “Promote”: the web site promotes the use of sustainable transportation and raises the 399 

awareness of visitors; 400 
5. “Incentive”: an incentive is provided for the use of sustainable transportation. 401 

The assumption is that the more key issues are addressed on the event web site, the more the 402 
event can be considered committed to a sustainable transportation policy. 403 
Finally, to verify whether those events more committed to sustainable transportation present 404 

similar characteristics, a search was conducted for auxiliary variables associated with the 405 
clusters assignment. Even if theoretically all hallmarks events raise issues linked to 406 
transportation sustainability, some circumstances could increase the commitment of 407 
organizers to dedicated policies.  408 
Firstly, the higher the number of visitors, the more relevant transportation inconvenience 409 

could be (Preuss, 2007, 2011). Therefore, the hypothetical relationship is proposed as follows: 410 
 411 
H1. The cluster assignment is associated with a higher number of visitors. 412 

 413 
Secondly, in general the larger the hosting city, the harder it is to manage the mobility of 414 
thousands of visitors in addition to normal city traffic (Gold & Gold, 2015; Muñoz, 2006). 415 
Therefore, the hypothetical relationship is proposed as follows: 416 

 417 
H2. The cluster assignment is associated with a higher number of inhabitants of the hosting 418 

city. 419 
 420 
Finally, regarding the push factors, the organizers themselves might have a particular 421 

sensitivity towards sustainability, which could act as a pulling factor towards sustainable 422 

transportation policies. Since various studies show that the theme of the event is linked with 423 
the attitudes and values of the organizers, highlighting a relationship with sustainability (Kim 424 
et al., 2006; McKercher, Mei, & Tse, 2008), the hypothetical relationship is proposed as 425 

follows: 426 
 427 

H3. The cluster assignment is associated with the theme of the event.  428 
 429 

3.2. Statistical methods 430 
Cluster analysis is a broad area of statistical methods which aims to discover groups of similar 431 
observations (Everitt et al., 2011). Classical methods assign a measure of dissimilarity among 432 
the observations, and then a hierarchical procedure is used for merging (agglomerative 433 

bottom-up methods) or dividing (divisive top-bottom methods) the observations into groups. 434 

Another popular approach is the 𝐾-means algorithm, which, for fixed number of clusters 𝐾, 435 

seeks the optimal partition of objects around 𝐾 centroids. A different approach is pursued in 436 
model-based clustering, where it is assumed that the data are an i.i.d. sample from a 437 
population described by a probability density function. This density function is expressed as 438 
a finite mixture of parametric component density functions, each component modeling one of 439 

the clusters. 440 
Model-based clustering for binary data, also known as Latent Class Analysis, assumes the 441 

following mixture model with 𝐾 components:  442 

𝑝(𝐱) = ∑ 𝜋𝑘

𝐾

𝑘=1

𝑓𝑘(𝐱; 𝐩𝑘). 443 

Under the local independence assumption, the component density function can be written as 444 
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𝑓𝑘(𝐱; 𝐩𝑘) = ∏ 𝑝
𝑘𝑗

𝑥𝑘𝑗

𝑝

𝑗=1

(1 − 𝑝𝑘𝑗)1−𝑥𝑘𝑗 , 445 

where 𝑥𝑘𝑗 = 1 if an attribute is present in the 𝑗th feature or variable for the 𝑘th component 446 

and 0 otherwise, and 𝑝𝑘𝑗 the associated probability of success. 447 

Celeux & Govaert (1991) proposed a re-parameterization of the above model, which allows 448 
a rich set of models to be fitted. This is implemented in the Rmixmod package (Lebret et al., 449 

2015) for the R statistical software environment (R Core Team, 2016), which returns 450 
parameters estimated by the method of maximum likelihood (McLachlan & Peel, 2000). 451 

A crucial advantage of model-based clustering, compared to other methods such as 452 
hierarchical algorithms, is the sounded formal probability formulation, which allows for the 453 

evaluation and selection of the model that best approximates the data distribution. In 454 

particular, model selection involves both the model parameterization (among the ten 455 
available) and the number of mixture components or clusters. A popular model selection 456 
criterion is the BIC (Bayesian Information Criterion) (Schwarz, 1978), which is computed as 457 

BIC = 2 lnL̂ − 𝜈 ln(𝑛), 458 

where lnL̂ is the maximized value of the log-likelihood function, 𝜈 is the number of free 459 

parameters to be estimated, and 𝑛 is the sample size. This criterion penalizes the log-460 

likelihood by model complexity, so the chosen model is the one maximizing the BIC criterion. 461 

Having selected a final model, the probability of a data point 𝐱𝑖 belonging to a given cluster 462 

can be easily computed as 463 

ẑ𝑖𝑘 =
𝜋̂𝑘𝑓𝑘(𝐱𝑖; 𝐩̂𝑘)

∑ 𝜋̂𝑔
𝐾
𝑔=1 𝑓𝑔(𝐱𝑖; 𝐩̂𝑔)

 , 464 

and then assigned to the cluster k̂ according to the MAP (maximum-a-posteriori) principle, 465 

i.e. k̂ = arg𝑘max ẑ𝑖𝑘. The uncertainty associated with the classification of one data point can 466 

be expressed as 𝑢𝑖 = 1 − max  ẑ𝑖𝑘 for 𝑖 = 1, … , 𝑛. 467 

Finally, entropy can be used as a measure of overall uncertainty: 468 

Entropy = − ∑ ∑  ẑ𝑖𝑘

𝑛

𝑖=1

𝐾

𝑘=1

ln( ẑ𝑖𝑘) ≥ 0. 469 

An optimal classification has minimum entropy equal to 0 when  ẑ𝑖𝑘 = 1 for classification of 470 

the 𝑖th observation to cluster 𝑘 and 0 elsewhere. Larger values of Entropy indicate higher 471 
clustering uncertainty. 472 
The final clustering partition obtained is then used to assess whether the distribution of some 473 
selected auxiliary variables is different among the clusters. For categorical variables the chi-474 

square test of independence (Agresti, 2007) is used with statistical significance (i.e. p-value) 475 
obtained by simulations as, due to the small sample size, most of the cells have frequencies 476 
of less than five. For numerical variables, the one-way ANOVA (Montgomery, 2013) is 477 
carried out to test the significance of cluster means, followed by the Tukey honest significant 478 
differences (HSD) test (Tukey, 1949), which allows to take into account issues arising from 479 

multiple comparisons. In all cases the significant level is set to the usual 5%. Failing to reject 480 
at the specified significance level implies that the distribution of an auxiliary variable is not 481 

statistically different among the clusters.  482 
 483 
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3.3.The selection of the sample 484 
As previously discussed, hallmark events risk generating significant negative impacts both on 485 

the environment and the local hosting community, due to the unsustainable mobility choices 486 
of their visitors, who often arrive from outside the local district. For this reason it was decided 487 
to adopt a sample of major Italian periodical events. Unfortunately, as in many other 488 
countries, a reliable database of the periodic special events organized yearly across the 489 
national territory is not available.  490 

Consequently, a database of the main Italian hallmark events staged in 2015 was created by 491 
conducting a web search, using four of the main international search engines (Google, Yahoo, 492 
Msn, Bing) and two of the main Italian search engines (Virgilio.it and Arianna.it). The use of 493 
a multiplicity of search engines reduced the possibility of overlooking key hallmark events. 494 
The resulting information was integrated with that retrieved from the main thematic portals 495 

(i.e. Eventreport.it; Italia-eventi.com; Italiafestival.it; etc.).  496 
Given the aim of the analysis, only events that simultaneously present the following features 497 
were considered suitable: 498 

 499 
1. repetitiveness: regular events cause periodical mobility problems that affect the 500 

hosting community, which attracts the attention of local government authorities; on 501 
the contrary, in the case of one-off special events, the organizers may be less interested 502 

in sustainable transportation issues, or be unable to produce ad-hoc policies. Thus, 503 
only events held annually at least have been taken into account; 504 

2. duration longer than one day: it was considered that single day special events, in 505 
general, have a lower impact on urban traffic, and even serious inconvenience may be 506 
tolerable for such a limited period of time; 507 

3. medium-sized or larger events: it is difficult to compare the scale of different events, 508 

because various criteria could be used (i.e. visitor numbers, length, cost for the 509 
organizers, income, etc.). As suggested by the prevailing literature (Getz et al., 2012; 510 
Hall, 1989; Jago & Shaw, 1998), visitor numbers were considered, and a threshold of 511 

at least 100,000 visitors to the most recent edition (as declared on the event web site) 512 
was established. While aware that the organizer estimates of visitors number are 513 

sometimes not completely reliable (Chirieleison et al., 2013; Davies et al., 2010; 514 
Raybould, Mules, Fredline, & Tomljenovic, 2000; Tyrrel & Ismail, 2005), they were 515 

accepted as being a good indication, and considered prudently, particularly in the case 516 
of free of charge events. In these cases, to verify visitor numbers, focused research 517 
was conducted on the local and national press review and, in the case of inconsistent 518 
results, the lowest data was considered. 519 

 520 
Among the corresponding events, the first 20 by visitor numbers were considered in the 521 
sample. It was decided not to extend the sample size further, as the aim was to establish quality 522 

through in-depth analysis of the data. Table 1 shows the visitor numbers for each event in the 523 
sample, along with the location and number of inhabitants of the hosting municipality (in the 524 
case of multiple locations, the sum has been considered), the theme (adapted from Getz & 525 
Page, 2014 and Getz, 2005), the duration, and whether a ticket  is required for access or 526 
entrance is free of charge. 527 

 528 
Table 1. The events in the sample  529 

Events Visitors  Location Inhabitants Theme Duration Access 

Notte Rosa (Pink 

Night) 

2,000,000  Rimini, 

Forli, 

Cesena, 

Ravenna, 

5 Cities 655,140 

 

Entertainment 3 days free 
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Ferrara 

Carnival of Venice 860,000  Venice City 263,736 Celebration 

(carnival) 

20 days free 

Eurochocolate 800,000  Perugia City 166,273 

 

Entertainment 

(food 

festival) 

10 days free 

Buskers Ferrara 800,000  Ferrara City 133,398 Entertainment 

(music) 

10 days free 

Umbria Jazz 450,000  Perugia City 166,273 Entertainment 

(music) 

10 days free 

and 

ticket 

Pizza Village 380,000  Naples Metropolis 971,623 Entertainment 

(food 

festival) 

6 days free 

Turin International 

Book Fair 

340,000  Turin Metropolis 890,133 Culture 5 days ticket 

Notte della 

Taranta (Taranta 

Night) 

320,000  Melpignano Village 2,237 

 

Entertainment 

(music) 

18 days free 

and 

ticket 

Motor Show 300,000  Bologna City 384,202 Sport 

(recreational) 

10 days ticket 

Summer Jamboree 300,000  Senigallia Town 45,027 Entertainment 

(music) 

8 days free 

and 

ticket 

Tocatì Festival 300,000  Verona City 258,765 Culture 

(traditional 

culture) 

4 days free 

International food 

and taste fair 

220,000  Turin Metropolis 890,133 Entertainment 

(food 

festival) 

5 days ticket 

Philosophy 

Festival 

207,000  Modena City 184,973 Culture 3 days free 

Science Festival 180,000  Genoa City 586,987 Culture 11 days ticket 

Italian Tennis 

International BNL 

175,978  Rom Metropolis 2,867,143 Sport 

(competition) 

7 days ticket 

Lucca Comics & 

Games 

150,000  Lucca Town 89,196 Entertainment 4 days ticket 

Viareggio 

Carnival 

150,000  Viareggio Town 62,598 Celebration 

(carnival) 

5 days ticket 

Cheese Festival 150,000  Bra Town 30,224 Entertainment 

(food 

festival) 

4 days free 

and 

ticket 

Literature Festival 119,000  Mantua Town 48,690 Culture 5 days free 

and 

ticket 

MITO 115,000  Milan, Turin 2 Metropolis 2,235,039 Entertainment 

(music) 

3 weeks free 

and 

ticket 

 530 

 531 
4. Results and analysis 532 
 533 
4.1. Data collection 534 
According to the main aim of the paper, data gathering was conducted on the official event 535 

web sites, typically the first interface for a visitor in search of information on how to reach an 536 
event’s location, particularly if they are non-local. The analysis was conducted with reference 537 

to the 2015 editions of events. 538 
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A graphical representation of the collected data is reported in Figure 1. In this plot rows 539 
correspond to events (ordered by number of visitors), and columns to observed features. The 540 

presence (yes) or absence (no) of each key feature is indicated in different colors. 541 
 542 
Figure 1. Collected and analyzed event data features 543 

 544 

 545 

A very mixed situation becomes apparent from inspection of the observed data, with a number 546 
of events that are strongly committed to sustainable transportation complying with each of 547 
the key issues, while some other events appear not to be committed at all, even lacking any 548 
information on how to reach the venue with a sustainable mode of transportation.  549 

 550 

4.2. Data analysis and discussion 551 
The model-based clustering analysis for binary data, as discussed in Section 3.2, began by 552 

considering all the available model decompositions and the number of mixture components 553 

or clusters ranging from 1 to 7. Figure 2 shows the corresponding BIC values 554 
 555 
 556 
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Figure 2. BIC values to be used for selecting the clustering model for binary data 557 

 558 

The model with the highest BIC value is the model with equal mixing proportion and complete 559 

independence, with respect to both the features and the components (Binary_p_E), and 4 560 

components. However, models with 3, 5, and 6, components have BIC differences of less than 561 

2 from the best model, so they also appear to be well supported by the data, according to the 562 
usual interpretation of BIC differences (Kass and Raftery, 1995). To decide which final model 563 

to adopt, the entropy of the classification (see Section 3.2) may be considered. As shown in 564 

Table 2, the model with 3 mixture components has the lowest overall uncertainty, and for this 565 

reason was the final model selected. 566 
 567 
 568 
 569 
Table 2. Summary statistics for the models with the largest support from the data 570 

Model K log-likelihood BIC 
BIC 

difference 
Entropy 

Binary_p_E 3 -60.22 -123.41 -1.86 13.12 

Binary_p_E 4 -59.28 -121.55 0.00 18.52 

Binary_p_E 5 -59.96 -122.91 -1.36 24.59 

Binary_p_E 6 -60.20 -123.40 -1.85 27.30 

 571 
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Figure 3 shows the classification uncertainty for events grouped by cluster membership. 572 

 573 
Figure 3. Clustering uncertainty of events grouped by cluster membership  574 

 575 

Figure 4 presents the estimated clusters of events, ordered by decreasing uncertainty within 576 
each cluster, and the corresponding feature values. 577 

Figure 4. Graphical representation of collected data with events grouped by cluster membership and ordered by 578 
decreasing uncertainty within each cluster 579 
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 580 
 581 

 582 
It can be easily seen from this graph that the first cluster presents most of the features, whereas 583 

the last cluster is missing most of them. The situation for the second cluster is somewhat 584 
between the other two clusters. Note that clusters have been ordered based on the number of 585 

positive answers to the selected features. There is no loss in generality by applying this step, 586 
since any clustering model is identifiable up to a permutation of the group labels. In this case, 587 
the first cluster is the most sustainable, while the third is the least.  588 

Following the analysis, it can be observed that cluster n. 1 is also the less numerous one, with 589 
only 6 events: the International Food and Taste Fair, The Tocatì Festival, the Cheese Festival, 590 

the Science Festival, The Turin International Book Fair, and the Philosophy Festival. It is 591 
worth noting that many of the events in this cluster are committed not only to informing 592 
visitors on how to reach the venue without private cars, and organizing local and/or extra-593 

local sustainable modes of transportation (as those in cluster n. 2 do also), but they also 594 
actively promote and encourage sustainable mobility.  595 

On the contrary, cluster n. 3 evidently groups events with poor sustainable transportation 596 
policies, which lack a significant commitment towards these issues.  597 
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Regarding the second research question, this investigates whether the average number of 598 
visitors is significantly different among clusters. As shown in Table 3, the ANOVA analysis 599 

indicates that the means are not statistically different (p-value 0.405). The graph in Figure 5 600 
shows the average number of visitors in each cluster with the corresponding 95% confidence 601 
intervals. As can be seen, there is a large overlap of intervals, and a Tukey HSD test confirms 602 
that the means are not statistically different. Thus, the first hypothesis (H1) is not verified, as 603 
the presence in the best cluster is not associated with a higher number of visitors. 604 

 605 
Table 3. ANOVA table for testing the significance of the mean differences for the number of visitors in each 606 
cluster 607 

Effect df Sum Squares Mean Squares F value p-value 

Cluster 2 367654.36 183827.18 0.95 0.405 

Residuals 17 3277742.75 192808.40   

 608 
 609 
Figure 5. Plot of the average number of visitors in each cluster with 95% confidence intervals 610 

 611 
 612 
 613 

The same analysis was also conducted for the number of inhabitants (Table 4), and again there 614 
was no significant difference in the means within clusters (p-value 0.223). The plot in Figure 615 
6 shows the average number of inhabitants in each cluster with the corresponding 95% 616 

confidence intervals. As in the previous case, both the graph and Tukey HSD test confirm that 617 
the means are not statistically different. Thus the second hypothesis (H2) is not verified, as 618 

the presence in the best cluster is not associated with a significantly different number of 619 
inhabitants in the hosting city. 620 
 621 
Table 4. ANOVA table for testing the significance of the mean difference of the number of inhabitants in each 622 
cluster 623 

Effect df Sum Squares Mean Squares F value p-value 

Cluster 2 1772672.70 886336.35 1.64 0.223 
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Residuals 17 9179142.63 539949.57   

 624 
 625 
Figure 6. Plot of the average number of inhabitants in each cluster with 95% confidence intervals 626 

 627 

 628 
 629 

 630 
Finally, the possibility of an association between the theme of the event and the estimated 631 
cluster membership was investigated. The corresponding cross-tabulated data are shown in 632 

Table 4, and a chi-squared test of independence indicates a marginally significant result (X2 633 
= 11.671, p-value = 0.0412; due to sparseness in the contingency table the p-value was 634 
simulated using 10000 resamples).  635 
 636 
Table 5. Two-way contingency table of cluster membership and the theme of the event. The table reports the 637 
absolute frequencies and percentages by rows 638 

Cluster 
Theme 

Sum 
Celebration Culture Entertainment Sport 

1 0   (0.00%) 4 (66.67%) 2 (33.33%) 0   (0.00%) 6 (100%) 

2 1 (14.29%) 1 (14.29%) 5 (71.43%) 0   (0.00%) 7 (100%) 

3 1 (14.29%) 0   (0.00%) 4 (57.14%) 2 (28.57%) 7 (100%) 

 639 
 640 

Therefore, the third hypothesis (H3) is verified, as a presence in the best cluster is associated 641 
with the theme of the events, and in particular cluster n. 1 is shown to include the most cultural 642 
events in the sample. 643 

Furthermore, while the sample size necessitates caution in generalizing the conclusions, it 644 
does appear that pulling factors are more influential than pushing factors in moving event 645 
organizers towards sustainable transportation policies.  646 
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  647 
5. Conclusions 648 

The organization of special events can lead to significant advantages for the hosting 649 
community, with regard to both economic and social impacts (Arnegger & Herz, 2016; Dwyer 650 
et al., 2000a). Nevertheless, they can also raise significant sustainability issues, and policy 651 
makers are increasingly interested in a triple bottom line assessment of special events 652 
(Andersson & Lundberg, 2013; Dredge & Whitford, 2010; Getz, 2009; Hall, 2012). As a 653 

consequence, sustainability will probably become one of the main challenges for event 654 
management in the next few years, also due to visitor awareness and behavioral implications 655 
(Horng & Hu, 2014; Kim, Borges, & Chon, 2006; Laing & Frost, 2010; Song, Lee, Kang, & 656 
Boo, 2012; Wong, Wan, & Qi, 2015). 657 
As many authors have indicated, the choices of transportation mode made by the public are 658 

one of the main determinants of the overall impact of the event, in terms of sustainability 659 
(Kagermeier & Gronau, 2015; Laing & Frost, 2010; Low et al., 2002; Robbins et al., 2007). 660 
Visitors’ mobility decisions are influenced by numerous factors (Hu & Schneider, 2015; 661 

Schneider, 2013). Besides structural factors, i.e. the infrastructure assets of the hosting region, 662 
and individual factors, i.e. age and health conditions of the visitors, the existence of specific 663 
policies introduced by the organizers to encourage the audience to use sustainable 664 
transportation also play a significant role. Moreover, as the event’s web site is often the first 665 

(and sometimes the only) source of information used by visitors to obtain details (Devine et 666 
al., 2009; Moise & Cruceru, 2014; Smith, 2008) about how to reach the event venue, the 667 

presence or absence of key information that aims to encourage sustainable mobility can be   a 668 
determinant in the decision made.  669 
In this framework, the main purpose of the research was to propose a method which allows 670 

for an objective comparison of various events, in terms of sustainable transportation policies, 671 

through their website communications, and offer two sets of conclusions: general conclusions, 672 
regarding methodology, and specific conclusions, regarding the results obtained applying the 673 
method to a sample of Italian hallmark events. 674 

With reference to the methodological approach taken, this research offers a useful 675 
contribution towards the development of an objective methodology for comparative analyses 676 

between different events with regard to the organizers’ support for transportation 677 
sustainability. The statistical investigation proposed is a model-based clustering approach, 678 

where a formal statistical model is adopted to describe the clusters. This has the main 679 
advantage of readily available statistical inferential tools, both for the estimation of 680 
parameters, and the determination of the number of clusters. 681 
Such a model does not require expensive research, while at the same time offering a useful 682 

yardstick for the evaluation of the key issues related to the sustainable mobility of events.  683 
Moreover, integration with a successive analysis of association between event features that 684 
are conditional on the estimated clusters makes it possible to easily individuate the existence 685 

of any factors related to a greater commitment on behalf of the organizer to sustainable 686 
mobility policies. Both organizers and policy makers can benefit from the result of this study, 687 
as it provides insight into sustainable transportation policies, which received limited attention 688 
from academics and the practitioners in the past. The proposed method should also be of 689 
interest to local stakeholders and the hosting community, which suffer the weight of the 690 

inconveniences resulting from the unsustainable mobility choices of the event visitors (Currie 691 
et al., 2015; Müller, 2015). It should therefore be helpful in the debate about hosting and 692 
supporting the organization of an event (Delamere et al., 2001; Hede, 2007; Laing & Frost, 693 

2010; Prayag et al., 2013). Moreover, as it allows for a clear comparison among different 694 
events, the method could be adopted for easy benchmarking analyses, encouraging a virtuous 695 
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circle towards sustainable events governance, to the benefit of the event’s legitimacy and the 696 
growth of positive net impacts for the local community.  697 

With reference to the specific case study, the method was tested with a sample of 20 Italian 698 
periodical hallmark events. The results confirm that hallmarks events – despite the fact that 699 
moving thousands of visitors can generate significant sustainability issues – often fail to 700 
provide adequate transportation policies, as a significant number of events were assigned to 701 
the worst cluster. Moreover, all the events in the best cluster are committed not only to 702 

informing visitors on how to reach the venue without using private car, and organizing local 703 
and extra-local sustainable transport, but also to actively promoting and encouraging the 704 
choice of sustainable transportation modes through their web sites.  705 
Finally, while the number of visitors to an event and the number of inhabitants of the host city 706 
do not appear to have a significant relationship with the estimated cluster membership, the 707 

theme of the event does. Even if the sample size suggests caution in the generalization of the 708 
findings, the results appear to be coherent with previous studies, confirming that the 709 
organizers’ vision can act as a key sustainability performance driver, following endogenous 710 

pull factors, more than push factors related to exogenous features (Mair & Laing, 2012, 2013). 711 
However, it is worth highlighting some limits of the research. 712 
Firstly, the host community typically tends to suffer the brunt of the negative effects of 713 
unsustainable local mobility, which causes crowding, traffic collapse and air pollution in 714 

urban areas (Gaffney, 2013; Preuss, 2011; Taks, 2013), while there is a tendency to 715 
underestimate the consequences of extra-local unsustainable mobility. However, the proposed 716 

method weights both aspects equally, considering the commitment towards sustainable 717 
transport up to the hosting city (pattern “Ext-Organize”) and the commitment towards 718 
sustainable transport from the arrival point to the events venue (pattern “Loc-Organize”) on 719 

the same level. 720 

Secondly, in the analysis of the relationship between auxiliary variables and estimated cluster 721 
membership, the number of visitors was considered as in table 1, but it worth noting that, in 722 
particular for free access festivals, the data cannot be considered completely reliable, as it is 723 

often the result of an optimistic estimate on behalf of the organizers rather than objective 724 
measurement. 725 

Drawing on the specific case study, useful suggestions can be made for further research. 726 
Firstly, although the sample was adequate for the statistical analysis, a larger sample size 727 

would yield more generalizable results about the auxiliary variables. Thus, regardless of event 728 
size, a wider sample could be used to test the hypothesis that endogenous factors (other than 729 
the theme of the event) related to the organizers propensity, rather than exogenous factors 730 
(such as the visitors or the inhabitants of the host city), play a strong role in determining the 731 

commitment towards sustainable mobility policies, and consequently the cluster membership. 732 
Secondly, it would be interesting to apply the proposed method to a sample of hallmark events 733 
in different countries, to allow an international comparison of the results on sustainable 734 

transportation policy. In particular, an eventual association between the Country hosting an 735 
event and its estimated cluster membership could highlight the weight of different national 736 
sustainability frameworks. 737 
Finally, probably the most interesting development of the present research would be to 738 
investigate whether, and to what extent, the effective choices of visitors are affected by the 739 

event’s sustainable transportation policies. Indeed, while the assumption that an enhancement 740 
of sustainable mobility policies has a positive effect on visitor awareness, and thus their 741 
propensity to use greener means of transport, is highly convincing, and endorsed by some 742 

recent studies (Banister, 2008; Black, 2010; Kagermeier & Gronau, 2015; Litman & Burwell, 743 
2006; Richardson, 2005), the theme merits further investigation.  744 
  745 



21 
 

  746 



22 
 

 747 

References 748 
  749 

Adema, K., & Roehl, W. (2010). Environmental scanning the future of event design. International Journal of 750 
Hospitality Management, 29(2), 199–207. 751 

Agresti, A. (2007) Introduction to Categorical Data Analysis. New York: Wiley. 752 
Ahmed, F., & Pretorius, L. (2010). Mega-events and environmental impacts: the 2010 FIFA World Cup in 753 

South Africa. Alternation, 17(2). 754 
Andersson, T. D., & Lundberg, E. (2013). Commensurability and sustainability: Triple impact assessments of 755 

a tourism event. Tourism Management, 37, 99–109. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2012.12.015 756 
Andranovich, G., Burbank, M. J., & Heying, C. H. (2001). Olympic Cities: Lessons Learned from Mega-Event 757 

Politics. Journal of Urban Affairs, 23(2), 113–131. http://doi.org/10.1111/0735-2166.00079 758 
Arcodia, C., Cohen, S., & Dickson, C. (2012). Accrediting sustainable event practice. In E. Fayos-solà (Ed.), 759 

Knowledge Management in Tourism: Policy and Governance Applications (pp. 209–218). Bingley: 760 
Emerald Group. 761 

Arnegger, J., & Herz, M. (2016). Economic and destination image impacts of mega-events in emerging tourist 762 
destinations. Journal of Destination Marketing & Management. 763 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jdmm.2015.11.007 764 

Asensio, J. (2002). Transport mode choice by commuters to Barcelona’s CBD. Urban Studies, 39(10), 1181–765 
1895. 766 

Banister, D. (2008). The sustainable mobility paradigm. Transport Policy, 15(2), 73–80. 767 
Becken, S., Frampton, C., & Simmons, D. (2002). Analysing international tourist flows to estimate energy use 768 

associated with air travel. Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 10(2), 141–131. 769 
Black, W. (1996). Sustainable transportation: a US perspective. Journal of Transport Geography, 4(3), 151–770 

159. 771 
Black, W. (2010). Sustainable transportation: problems and solutions. New York: Guilford Press. 772 
Böcker, L., Dijst, M., Faber, J., & Helbich, M. (2015). En-route weather and place valuations for different 773 

transport mode users. Journal of Transport Geography, 47(128-138). 774 
Boo, S., & Busser, J. (2005). Impact analysis of a tourism festival on tourists destination images. Event 775 

Management, 9(4), 223–237. 776 
Bracalente, B., Chirieleison, C., Cossignani, M., Ferrucci, L., Gigliotti, M., & Giovanna Ranalli, M. (2011). 777 

The economic impact of cultural events: The Umbria Jazz music festival. Tourism Economics, 17(6), 778 
1235–1255. 779 

Buckley, R. (2012). Sustainable tourism: Research and reality. Annals of Tourism Research, 39(2), 528–546. 780 
Burbank, M. J., Andranovich, G., & Heying, C. H. (2002). Mega-events, urban development, and public 781 

policy. The Review of Policy Research, 19(3), 179–202. 782 
Burgan, B., & Mules, T. (2001). Reconciling cost–benefit and economic impact assessment for event tourism. 783 

Tourism Economics, 7(4), 321–330. 784 
Celeux, G., & Govaert, G. (1991). Clustering criteria for discrete data and latent class models. Journal of 785 

Classification: Classification Literature Automatic Search Service / plus CLASS, 8(2), 157–176. 786 
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF02616237 787 

Chen, S. (2011). Residents’ perceptions of the impact of major annual tourism events in Macao: Cluster 788 
analysis. Journal of Convention & Event Tourism, 12(2), 106–128. 789 

Chen, Y., & Spaans, M. (2009). Mega-event strategy as a tool of urban transformation: Sydney’s Experience. 790 
In The 4th International Conference of the International Forum on Urbanism (pp. 99–110). 791 
http://doi.org/9a45d8f0-be77-4a07-a6d5-79178c5d16f5 792 

Chirieleison, C., & Montrone, A. (2013). Evaluating local government costs and revenues: The case of an 793 
Italian privately owned for-profit event. Tourism Management Perspectives, 8, 90–97. 794 

Chirieleison, C., Montrone, A., & Scrucca, L. (2013). Measuring the impact of a profit-oriented event on 795 
tourism: The Eurochocolate Festival in Perugia, Italy. Tourism Economics, 19(6), 1411–1428. 796 

Clarke, J. (1997). A framework of approaches to sustainable tourism. Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 5(3), 797 
224–233. 798 

Cole, S., & Chancellor, H. (2009). Examining the festival attributes that impact visitor experience, satisfaction 799 
and re-visit intention. Journal of Vacation Marketing, 15(4), 323–333. 800 

Collins, A., & Flynn, A. (2008). Measuring the environmental sustainability of a major sporting event: a case 801 
study of the FA Cup Final. Tourism Economics, 14(4), 751–768. 802 

Collins, A., Flynn, A., Munday, M., & Roberts, A. (2007). Assessing the environmental consequences of 803 
major sporting events: The 2003/04 FA Cup Final. Urban Studies, 44(3), 457–476. 804 

Collins, A., Jones, C., & Munday, M. (2009). Assessing the environmental impacts of mega sporting events: 805 
Two options? Tourism Management, 30(6), 828–837. 806 



23 
 

Collins, C., & Chambers, S. (2005). Psychological and situational influences on commuter-transport-mode 807 
choice. Environment and Behavior, 37(5), 640–661. 808 

Connell, J., Page, S., & Meyer, D. (2015). Visitor attractions and events: Responding to seasonality. Tourism 809 
Management, 46(283-298). 810 

Currie, G., Jones, A., & Woolley, J. (2013). The travel demand management program for the London 2012 811 
Olympic Games: Impacts and lessons. In World Conference on Transportation Reserch. Rio De Janeiro, 812 
Brazil. 813 

Currie, G., Jones, A., & Woolley, J. (2015). Travel Demand Management and the Big Scare: Impacts and 814 
Lessons on Travel in London During the 2012 Summer Olympic Games. Transportation Research 815 
Record, 2469, 11–22. 816 

Currie, G., & Shalaby, A. (2012). Synthesis of Transport Planning Approaches for the World’s Largest Events. 817 
Transport Reviews, 32(1), 113–136. 818 

Davies, L., Ramchandani, G., & Coleman, R. (2010). Measuring attendance: issues and implications for 819 
estimating the impact of free-to-view sports events. International Journal of Sports Marketing and 820 
Sponsorship, 12(1), 11–23. 821 

De Bres, K., & Davis, J. (2001). Celebrating group and place identity: A case study of a new regional festival. 822 
Tourism Geographies, 3(3), 326–337. 823 

Delamere, T. (1997). Development of scale items to measure the social impact of community festivals: item 824 
generation. Journal of Applied Recreation Research, 22(4), 293–315. 825 

Delamere, T., Wankel, L., & Hinch, T. (2001). Development of a scale to measure resident attitudes toward 826 
the social impacts of community festivals, Part I: Item generation and purification of the measure. Event 827 
Management, 7(11-24). 828 

Derrett, R. (2003). Making sense of how festivals demonstrate a community’s sense of place. Event 829 
Management, 8(1), 49–58. 830 

Devine, A., Bolan, P., & Devine, F. (2009). Online destination marketing: maximising the tourism potential of 831 
a sports event. Internationl Journal of Sport Management and Marketing, 7(1-2), 58–75. 832 

Dickson, C., & Arcodia, C. (2010a). Environmentally sustainable events: a critical review of the literature. In 833 
Global Events Congress IV: Festivals & Events Reseach: State of the Art. Leeds Metropolitican 834 
University. 835 

Dickson, C., & Arcodia, C. (2010b). Promoting sustainable event practice: The role of professional 836 
associations. International Journal of Hospitality Management, 29(2), 236–244. 837 
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhm.2009.10.013 838 

Dolf, M., & Teehan, P. (2015). Reducing the carbon footprint of spectator and team travel at the University of 839 
British Columbia’s varsity sports events. Sport Management Review, 18(2), 244–255. 840 

Dolles, H., & Söderman, S. (2010). Addressing ecology and sustainability in mega-sporting events: The 2006 841 
football World Cup in Germany. Journal of Management & Organization, 16, 587–600. 842 

Dredge, D., & Whitford, M. (2010). Policy for sustainable and responsible festivals and events: 843 
institutionalisation of a new paradigm – a response. Journal of Policy Research in Tourism, Leisure and 844 
Events, 2(1), 1–13. http://doi.org/10.1080/19407960903542235 845 

Dwyer, L., Forsyth, P., & Spurr, R. (2006a). Assessing the economic impacts of events: A computable general 846 
equilibrium approach. Journal of Travel Research, 45(1), 59–66. 847 
http://doi.org/10.1177/0047287506288907 848 

Dwyer, L., Forsyth, P., & Spurr, R. (2006b). Economic impact of sport events: A reassessment. Tourism 849 
Review International, 10(4), 207–216. 850 

Dwyer, L., Mellor, R., Mistilis, N., & Mules, T. (2000a). A framework for assessing “tangible” and 851 
“intangible” impacts of events and conventions. Event Management, 6(3), 175–189. 852 

Dwyer, L., Mellor, R., Mistilis, N., & Mules, T. (2000b). Forecasting the economic impacts of events and 853 
conventions. Event Management, 6(1), 192–204. 854 

Elkington, J. (1997). Cannibals with forks. The triple bottom line of 21st century. Oxford: Capstone. 855 
Everitt, B., Landau, S., Leese, M., & Stahl, D. (2011). Cluster analysis. London: Wiley and Sons. 856 
Felsenstein, D., & Fleischer, A. (2003). Local festivals and tourism promotion: The role of public assistance 857 

and visitor expenditure. Journal of Travel Research, 41, 385–392. 858 
Filo, K., Funk, D., & Hornby, G. (2009). The role of web site content on motive and attitude change for sport 859 

events. Journal of Sport Management, 23(1), 21–40. 860 
Frantzeskakis, J. M., & Frantzeskakis, M. J. (2006). Athens 2004 Olympic Games: Transportation Planning, 861 

Simulation and Traffic Management. ITE Journal, 76(10). 862 
Fredline, E., & Faulkner, B. (2000). Host community reactions. Annals of Tourism Research, 27(3), 763–784. 863 

http://doi.org/10.1016/S0160-7383(99)00103-6 864 
Fredline, E., & Faulkner, B. (2001). Residents’ reactions to the staging of major motorsport events within their 865 

communities: a cluster analysis. Event Management, 7(2), 103–114. 866 



24 
 

Fredline, E., Raybould, M., Jago, M., & Deery, M. (2005). Triple bottom line event evaluation: A proposed 867 
framework for holistic event evaluation. In J. Allen (Ed.), The impact of Events, Proceedings of 868 
International Event Research Conference. Sidney: Australian Centre for Event Management. 869 

Gaffney, C. (2013). Between discourse and reality: The un-sustainability of mega-event planning. 870 
Sustainability, 5(9), 3926–3940. http://doi.org/10.3390/su5093926 871 

Getz, D. (2005). Event management and event tourism. New York: Cognizant Communication Corporation. 872 
Getz, D. (2008). Event tourism: Definition, evolution, and research. Tourism Management, 29(3), 403–428. 873 

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2007.07.017 874 
Getz, D. (2009). Policy for sustainable and responsible festivals and events: institutionalization of a new 875 

paradigm. Journal of Policy Research in Tourism, Leisure and Events, 2(1), 1-13. 876 
Getz, D., Andersson, T., & Carlsen, J. (2010). Festival management studies: Developing a framework and 877 

priorities for comparative and cross-cultural research. International Journal of Event and Festival 878 
Management, 1(1), 29-59. http://doi.org/10.1108/17852951011029298 879 

Getz, D., & Page, S. J. (2014). Progress and prospects for event tourism research. Tourism Management, 52, 880 
593-631. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2015.03.007 881 

Getz, D., Svensson, B., & Gunnervall, A. (2012). Hallmark Events : Definition , Goals and Planning Process. 882 
International Journal Of Event Management Research, 7(1), 47–67. 883 

Gold, J., & Gold, M. (2015). Legacy, sustainability and Olympism: crafting urban outcomes at London 2012. 884 
Staps: Revue Internationale des Sciences du Sport et de L'Éducation, 37, 23-35. 885 

Gössling, S., Hansson, C., Hörstmeier, O., & Saggel, S. (2002). Ecological footprint analysis as a tool to assess 886 
tourism sustainability. Ecological Economics, 43(2), 199-211. 887 

Gronau, W., & Kagermeier, A. (2007). Key factors for successful leisure and tourism public transport 888 
provision. Journal of Transport Geography, 15(2), 127–135. 889 
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtrangeo.2006.12.008 890 

Hall, C. (1989). The definition and analysis of hallmark tourist events. GeoJournal, 19(3), 263–268. 891 
Hall, C. (1992). Hallmark tourist events: impacts, management and planning. London: Belhaven Press. 892 
Hall, C. (2004). Sport tourism and urban regeneration. In B. Ritchie & D. Adair (Eds.), Sports tourism: 893 

Interrelationships, impacts and issues (pp. 192–206). Clevedon: Channelview Publications. 894 
Hall, C. (2011). Policy learning and policy failure in sustainable tourism governance: From first-and second-895 

order to third-order change? Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 19(4-5), 649-671. 896 
Hall, C. (2012). Sustainable mega-events: Beyond the myth of balanced approaches to mega-event 897 

sustainability. Event Management, 16(2), 119-131. 898 
Hall, C. M., & Hodges, J. (1996). The Party’s Great, but What About the Hangover?: The Housing and Social 899 

Impacts of Mega-Events with Special Reference to the 2000 Sydney Olympics. Festival Management 900 
and Event Tourism, 4(1), 13–20. http://doi.org/10.3727/106527096792232414 901 

Hede, A. (2007). Managing special events in the new era of the triple bottom line. Event Management, 11(1/2), 902 
13-22. 903 

Heitmann, S. & Dávid, L. (2010). Sustainability and events management (pp. 181-200). In Robinson, P., 904 
Dickson, G., & Wale, D. (Eds.) Events Management. Wallingford: CABI. 905 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1079/9781845936822.0181 906 

Horng, J., & Hu, M. M. (2014). How the introduction of concepts of energy saving and carbon reduction 907 
(ESCR) can affect festival visitors’ behavioural intentions: an investigation using a structural model. 908 
Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 22(8):1216-1235. doi: 10.1080/09669582.2014.884100 909 

Hottle, T., Bilec, M., Brown, N., & Landis, A. (2015). Toward zero waste: Composting and recycling for 910 
sustainable venue based events. Waste Management, 38, 86-94. 911 

Høyer, K. G. (2000). Sustainable Tourism or Sustainable Mobility? The Norwegian Case. Journal of 912 
Sustainable Tourism, 8(2), 147–160. http://doi.org/10.1080/09669580008667354 913 

Hoyle, L. (2002). Event marketing: How to successfully promote events, festivals, conventions, and 914 
expositions. New York: John Wiley & Sons. 915 

Hu, L., & Schneider, R. J. (2015). Shifts between Automobile, Bus, and Bicycle Commuting in an Urban 916 
Setting. Journal of Urban Planning and Development, 141(2). http://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)UP.1943-917 
5444.0000214 918 

Hunter, C. (1997). Sustainable tourism as an adaptive paradigm. Annals of Tourism Research, 24(4), 850-867. 919 
Hunter, C., & Green, H. (1995). Tourism and the environment: a sustainable relationship? London: 920 

Routledge. 921 
Jago, L., Chalip, L., Brown, G., Mules, T., & Ali, S. (2003). Building Events Into Destination Branding: 922 

Insights From Experts. Event Management, 8(1), 3–14. http://doi.org/10.3727/152599503108751658 923 
Jago, L., & Shaw, R. (1998). Special events: A conceptual and definitional framework. Festival Management 924 

and Event Tourism, 5(1), 21-32. 925 
Jansen-Verbeke, M. (2009). The territoriality paradigm in cultural tourism. Tourism, 19(1-2), 25–31. 926 



25 
 

http://doi.org/10.2478/V10106-009-0003-z 927 
Jeon, C. M., & Amekudzi, A. (2005). Addressing sustainability in transportation systems: definitions, 928 

indicators, and metrics. Journal of Infrastructure Systems, 11(1), 31-50. 929 
Jones, M. (2014). Sustainable event management: A practical guide. London: Routledge. 930 
Kagermeier, A. & Gronau, W. (2015). Identifying key factors for the successful provision of public transport 931 

for tourism. In F. Orsi (ed.), Sustainable Transportation in Natural and Protected Areas, London: 932 
Routledge. 933 

Kass, R. E. and Raftery, A. E. (1995). Bayes factors. Journal of the American Statistical Association, 90, 773–934 
795. 935 

Kassens-Noor, E., & Kayal, P. (2016). India’s new globalization strategy and its consequences for urban 936 
development: the impact of the 2010 Commonwealth Games on Delhi's transport system. International 937 
Planning Studies, 21(1), 34-49. 938 

Kim, H., Borges, M. C., & Chon, J. (2006). Impacts of environmental values on tourism motivation: The case 939 
of FICA, Brazil. Tourism Management, 27(5), 957–967. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2005.09.007 940 

Kim, W., Jun, H. M., Walker, M., & Drane, D. (2015). Evaluating the perceived social impacts of hosting 941 
large-scale sport tourism events: Scale development and validation. Tourism Management, 48, 21–32. 942 
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2014.10.015 943 

Kozak, N., & Kozak, M. (2008). Information sources available to visitors: A segmentation analysis. Tourism 944 
Review, 64(4), 4-12. 945 

Kulshrestha, U. C., Nageswara Rao, T., Azhaguvel, S., & Kulshrestha, M. J. (2004). Emissions and 946 
accumulation of metals in the atmosphere due to crackers and sparkles during Diwali festival in India. 947 
Atmospheric Environment, 38(27), 4421–4425. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2004.05.044 948 

Kuo, C., Lee, H., & Lai, J. (2006). Emission of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons and lead during Chinese 949 
mid-autumn festival. Science of the Total Environment, 366(1), 233-241. 950 

Laing, J., & Frost, W. (2010). How green was my festival: Exploring challenges and opportunities associated 951 
with staging green events. International Journal of Hospitality Management, 29(2), 261-267. 952 

Latoski, S. P., Dunn Jr, W. M., Wagenblast, B., Randall, J., & Walker, M. D. (2003). Managing travel for 953 
planned special events. Washington DC: Federal Highway Administration. 954 

Lebret, R., Iovleff, S., Langrognet, F., Biernacki, C., Celeux, G., & Govaert, G. (2015). Rmixmod: The R 955 
Package of the Model-Based Unsupervised, Supervised and Semi-Supervised Classification Mixmod 956 
Library. Journal of Statistical Software, 67(6), 241–270. 957 

Lee, C., & Taylor, T. (2005). Critical reflections on the economic impact assessment of a mega-event: the case 958 
of 2002 FIFA World Cup. Tourism Management, 26(4),595-603. 959 

Lee, H., & Graefe, A. R. (2003). Crowding at an arts festival: extending crowding models to the frontcountry. 960 
Tourism Management, 24(1), 1–11. http://doi.org/10.1016/S0261-5177(02)00036-5 961 

Lee, M. (2007). Analytical reflections on the economic impact assessment of conventions and special events. 962 
Journal of Convention & Event Tourism, 8(3), 71-85. 963 

Li, W., Lv, N., & Yan, X. (2012). World Expo 2010 Public Transport Integration Optimization Research. Civil 964 
Engineering and Urban Planning, 839-845. http://dx.doi.org/10.1061/9780784412435.151 965 

Lindberg, K., McCool, S., & Stankey, G. (1997). Rethinking carrying capacity. Annals of Tourism Research, 966 
24, 461-465. 967 

Litman, T. (1999). Exploring the paradigm shifts needed to reconcile transportation and sustainability 968 
objectives. Transportation Research Record: Journal of the Transportation Research Board, 1680, 8-12. 969 

Litman, T., & Burwell, D. (2006). Issues in sustainable transportation. International Journal of Global 970 
Environmental Issues,6(4), 331-347. 971 

Low, N., Gleeson, B., & Whitman, J. (Eds.). (2002). Making Urban Transport Sustainable. Basingstoke: 972 
Palgrave Macmillan. http://doi.org/10.1057/9780230523838 973 

Mair, J., & Laing, J. (2012). The greening of music festivals: motivations, barriers and outcomes. Applying the 974 
Mair and Jago model. Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 20(5), 683–700. 975 
http://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2011.636819 976 

Mair, J., & Laing, J. H. (2013). Encouraging pro-environmental behaviour: the role of sustainability-focused 977 
events. Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 21(8), 1113–1128. 978 
http://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2012.756494 979 

Masiero, L., & Zoltan, J. (2013). Tourists intra-destination visits and transport mode: a bivariate probit model. 980 
Annals of Tourism Research, 43, 529–546. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.annals.2013.05.014 981 

McCartney, G. (2005). The impact of the 50th Macao Grand Prix on Macao’s destination image. International 982 
Journal of Event Management Research, 1(1), 46-64. 983 

McCartney, G., & Osti, L. (2007). From cultural events to sport events: A case study of cultural authenticity in 984 
the dragon boat races. Journal of Sport Tourism, 12(1), 25-40. 985 

McKercher, B., Mei, W. S., & Tse, T. S. M. (2008). Are Short Duration Cultural Festivals Tourist Attractions? 986 



26 
 

Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 14(1), 55-66. 987 
McLachlan, G., & Peel, D. (2000). Finite mixtures models.  New York: John Wiley & Sons. 988 

doi: 10.1002/0471721182.ch8  989 
Menezes, T. R. de, & Souza, J. F. de. (2014). Transportation and Urban Mobility in Mega-events: The Case of 990 

Recife. Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences, 162, 218–227. 991 
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2014.12.202 992 

Moise, D., & Cruceru, A. F. (2014). An Empirical Study of Promoting Different Kinds of Events through 993 
Various Social Media Networks Websites. Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences, 109, 98–102. 994 
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2013.12.426 995 

Mol, A. P. J. (2010). Sustainability as global attractor: the greening of the 2008 Beijing Olympics. Global 996 
Networks, 10(4), 510–528. http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-0374.2010.00289.x 997 

Montgomery, D. C. (2013). Design and Analysis of Experiments, 8th ed. New York: Wiley. 998 
Mules, T., & Dwyer, L. (2005). Public sector support for sport tourism events: The role of cost-benefit 999 

analysis. Sport in Society, 8(2), 338–55. 1000 
Müller, M. (2015). The Mega-Event Syndrome: Why So Much Goes Wrong in Mega-Event Planning and 1001 

What to Do About It. Journal of the American Planning Association, (August), 1–12. 1002 
http://doi.org/10.1080/01944363.2015.1038292 1003 

Muñoz, F. (2006). Olympic urbanism and Olympic Villages: Planning strategies in Olympic host cities, 1004 
London 1908 to London 2012. Sociological Review. http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-954X.2006.00660.x 1005 

Musgrave, J. (2011). Moving towards responsible events management. Worldwide Hospitality and Tourism 1006 
Theme, 3(3), 258-274. 1007 

Okech, R. (2011). Promoting sustainable festival events tourism: A case study of Lamu Kenya. Worldwide 1008 
Hospitality and Tourism Theme, 3(3), 193-202. 1009 

O’Brien, D., & Gardiner, S. (2006). Creating sustainable mega event impacts: Networking and relationship 1010 
development through pre-event training. Sport Management Review, 9, 25-47. 1011 

O’Halloran, R. (2014). Events and urban regeneration: The strategic use of events to revitalise cities. Tourism 1012 
Management, 42, 213-214. 1013 

O’Reilly, A. (1986). Tourism carrying capacity: concept and issues. Tourism Management, 7, 254-258. 1014 
O’Sullivan, D., & Jackson, M. (2002). Festival tourism: a contributor to sustainable local economic 1015 

development? Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 10, 325-342. 1016 
Pérez, E. A., & Nadal, J. R. (2005). Host community perceptions a cluster analysis. Annals of Tourism 1017 

Research, 32(4), 925–941. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.annals.2004.11.004 1018 
Pratiwi, A., Zhao, S., & Mi, X. (2015). Quantifying the relationship between visitor satisfaction and perceived 1019 

accessibility to pedestrian spaces on festival days. Frontiers of Architectural Research, 4(4), 285-295. 1020 
Prayag, G., Hosany, S., Nunkoo, R., & Alders, T. (2013). London residents’ support for the 2012 Olympic 1021 

Games: The mediating effect of overall attitude. Tourism Management, 36, 629–640. 1022 
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2012.08.003 1023 

Preuss, H. (2007). The Conceptualisation and Measurement of Mega Sport Event Legacies. Journal of Sport & 1024 
Tourism, 12(3-4), 207–228. http://doi.org/10.1080/14775080701736957 1025 

Preuss, H. (2011). A method for calculating the crowding-out effect in sport mega-event impact studies: The 1026 
2010 FIFA World Cup. Development Southern Africa, 28(3), 367–385. 1027 
http://doi.org/10.1080/0376835X.2011.595995 1028 

Raj, R., & Musgrave, J. (2009). Event Management and Sustainability. New York: Cabi. 1029 
Raybould, M., Mules, T., Fredline, E., & Tomljenovic, R. (2000). Counting the Herd. Using Aerial 1030 

Photography to Estimate Attendance at Open Events. Event Management, 6(1), 25-32. 1031 
R Core Team (2016). R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing. Vienna, Austria: R 1032 

Foundation for Statistical Computing. http://www.R-project.org/. 1033 
Richards, G. (2007). Culture and Authenticity in a Traditional Event: The Views of Producers, Residents, and 1034 

Visitors in Barcelona. Event Management, 11(1), 33–44. http://doi.org/10.3727/152599508783943228 1035 
Richardson, B. C. (2005). Sustainable transport: analysis frameworks. Journal of Transport Geography, 13(1), 1036 

29–39. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtrangeo.2004.11.005 1037 
Ritchie, B. J. R. (1984). Assessing the Impact of Hallmark Events: Conceptual and Research Issues. Journal of 1038 

Travel Research, 23(1), 2–11. http://doi.org/10.1177/004728758402300101 1039 
Ritchie, J. R. B., & Beliveau, D. (1974). Hallmark Events: An Evaluation of a Strategic Response to 1040 

Seasonality in the Travel Market. Journal of Travel Research, 13(2), 14–20. 1041 
http://doi.org/10.1177/004728757401300202 1042 

Robbins, D., Dickinson, J., & Calver, S. (2007). Planning transport for special events: a conceptual framework 1043 
and future agenda for research. International Journal of Tourism Research, 9(5), 303–314. 1044 
http://doi.org/10.1002/jtr.639 1045 

Rollins, R., & Delamere, T. (2007). Measuring the social impact of festivals. Annals of Tourism Research, 34, 1046 

http://www.r-project.org/


27 
 

805-808. 1047 
Schneider, R. J. (2013). Theory of routine mode choice decisions: An operational framework to increase 1048 

sustainable transportation. Transport Policy, 25, 128–137. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tranpol.2012.10.007 1049 
Schwarz, G. (1978). Estimating the Dimension of a Model. The Annals of Statistics, 6(2), 461–464. 1050 
Shahin, S., Hüseyin, T., & Kemal, Ö. (2014). Evaluating transportation preferences for special events: A case 1051 

study for a megacity, Istanbul. Procedia-Social and Behavioral Sciences, 111, 98-106. 1052 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2014.01.042 1053 

Shanka, T., & Taylor, R. (2004). A correspondence analysis of sources of information used by festival visitors. 1054 
Tourism Analysis, 9(1-2), 55-62. 1055 

Simeon, M., & Buonincontri, P. (2011). Cultural event as a territorial marketing tool: The case of the Ravello 1056 
Festival on the Italian Amalfi Coast. Journal of Hospitality Marketing & Management, 20(3-4), 385-1057 
406. 1058 

Sinha, K. C. (2003). Sustainability and Urban Public Transportation. Journal of Transportation Engineering, 1059 
129(4), 331–341. http://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-947X(2003)129:4(331) 1060 

Small, K. (2007). Social dimensions of community festivals: An application of factor analysis in the 1061 
development of the Social Impact Perception (SIP) scale. Event Management, 11(1-2), 45-55. 1062 

Small, K., Edwards, D., & Sheridan, L. (2005). A flexible framework for evaluating the socio-cultural impacts 1063 
of a (small) festival. International Journal of Event Management Research, 1(1), 66-77. 1064 

Smith, K. (2007). Distribution channels for events: Supply and demand-side perspectives. Journal of Vacation 1065 
Marketing, 13(4), 321-338. 1066 

Smith, K. (2008). The information mix for events: a comparison of multiple channels used by event organisers 1067 
and visitors. International Journal of Event Management Research, 4(1), 24-37. 1068 

Song, H., Lee, C., Kang, S., & Boo, S. (2012). The effect of environmentally friendly perceptions on festival 1069 
visitors’ decision-making process using an extended model of goal-directed behavior. Tourism 1070 
Management,33(6), 1417-1428. 1071 

Stettler, S. (2011). Sustainable event management of music festivals: An event organizer perspective. 1072 
Dissertations and Theses. Paper 257. http://pdxscholar.library.pdx.edu/open_access_etds/257 1073 

Taks, M. (2013). Social sustainability of non-mega sport events in a global world. EJSS. European Journal for 1074 
Sport and Society, 10(2), 121. 1075 

Tang, S. Y., Lo, C. H., Cheung, K. C., & Lo, J. M. K. (2009). Institutional Constraints on Environmental 1076 
Management in Urban China: Environmental Impact Assessment in Guangzhou and Shanghai. The 1077 
China Quarterly, 152, 863. http://doi.org/10.1017/S0305741000047585 1078 

Thompson, K., & Matheson, C. (2008). Culture, authenticity and sport: a study of event motivations at the 1079 
Ulaanbaatar Naadam Festival, Mongolia. In Cochran, J. (Ed.), Asian Tourism: Growth and Change. 1080 
Oxford: Elsevier. pp. 233-243. 1081 

Tukey, J. (1949). Comparing Individual Means in the Analysis of Variance. Biometrics, 5 (2), 99-114. 1082 
Tyrrel, B. J., & Ismail, J. A. (2005). A methodology for estimating the attendance and economic impact of an 1083 

open-gate festival. Event Management, 9(3), 111–118. http://doi.org/10.3727/152599505774791158 1084 
Vos, J. De, Mokhtarian, P., Schwanen, T., Van Acker, V., & Witlox F. (2015). Travel mode choice and travel 1085 

satisfaction: bridging the gap between decision utility and experienced utility. Transportation. doi: 1086 
10.1007/s11116-015-9619-9 1087 

Wackernagel, M., & Rees, W. (1998). Our ecological footprint: reducing human impact on the earth. 1088 
Waitt, G. (2003). Social impacts of the Sydney Olympics. Annals of Tourism Research, 30(1), 194–215. 1089 

http://doi.org/10.1016/S0160-7383(02)00050-6 1090 
Wang, Y., Zhuang, G., Xu, C., & An, Z. (2007). The air pollution caused by the burning of fireworks during 1091 

the lantern festival in Beijing. Atmospheric Environment, 41(2), 417–431. 1092 
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2006.07.043 1093 

Whitson, D., & Horne, J. (2006). Part 2 The Glocal Politics of Sports Mega‐Events: Underestimated costs and 1094 
overestimated benefits? Comparing the outcomes of sports mega‐events in Canada and. The Sociological 1095 
Review, 54, 71-89. 1096 

Wilson, J., & Arshed, N. (2016). Expanding the Domain of Festival Research: A Review and Research 1097 
Agenda. International Journal of  Management Review. doi: 10.1111/ijmr.12093 1098 

Wong, I., Wan, Y., & Qi, S. (2015). Green events, value perceptions, and the role of consumer involvement in 1099 
festival design and performance. Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 23(2), 294-315. 1100 

Wu, Y., Li, X., & Lin, G. C. S. (2016). Reproducing the city of the spectacle: Mega-events, local debts, and 1101 
infrastructure-led urbanization in China. Cities, 53, 51–60. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2016.01.004 1102 

Xie, P. (2004). Visitors’perceptions of authenticity at a rural heritage festival: a case study. Event 1103 
Management, 8(3), 151-160. 1104 

Xinhua, L. (2011). Spectator Arrival and Departure Traffic Mode and Influence Factors in Beijing Olympic 1105 
Games Opening and Closing Ceremony. Journal of Transportation  System Engeneering and 1106 



28 
 

Information Technology, 11(1), 163-167. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1570-6672(10)60109-2 1107 
Yannis, G., Golias, J., Spyropoulou, I., & Rogan, A. (2009). Integrated scheme for Olympic village traffic and 1108 

parking arrangements. Journal of Infrastructure  System, 15, 40-49. 1109 
Yu, C., Chancellor, H., & Cole, S. (2009). Measuring residents’ attitudes toward sustainable tourism: A 1110 

reexamination of the sustainable tourism attitude scale. Journal of Travel Research, 3. doi: 1111 
10.1177/0047287509353189 1112 

Yuan, Y. Y. (2013). Adding environmental sustainability to the management of event tourism. International 1113 
Journal of Culture, Tourism and Hospitality Research, 7(2), 175–183. http://doi.org/10.1108/IJCTHR-1114 
04-2013-0024 1115 

Zarei, A., & Yusof, A. Bin. (2014). Informational sources of sport tourists attending ISTAF super series. 1116 
Journal of Physical Education and Sport, 14(4), 554–561. http://doi.org/10.7752/jpes.2014.04086 1117 

Zheng, J., Atkinson-Palombo, C., McCahill, C., O’Hara, R., & Garrick, N. W. (2011). Quantifying the 1118 
Economic Domain of Transportation Sustainability. Transportation Research Record: Journal of the 1119 
Transportation Research Board, 2242(-1), 19–28. http://doi.org/10.3141/2242-03 1120 

Zheng, J., Garrick, N. W., Atkinson-Palombo, C., McCahill, C., & Marshall, W. (2013). Guidelines on 1121 
developing performance metrics for evaluating transportation sustainability. Research in Transportation 1122 
Business & Management, 7, 4–13. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rtbm.2013.02.001 1123 

 1124 
  1125 
 1126 
 1127 
 1128 

 1129 


