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Abstract

Nowadays hotel reviews, published on various travel websites like TripAdvisor, Booking, Expedia and Orbitz,
are the main source of information about the quality of services and play a significant role in the purchase decision
process. At the same time hotel responses to online reviews are widely regarded as a main online reputation
management tool. Researchers in this field found that they have a strong impact on hotel occupancy, customer
satisfaction and financial profitability. The main purpose of this article is to analyze the response rate and the structure
of hotel responses, used by 4-star hotels managers. The data was collected from Booking.com. The results of this study
expand the understanding of hotel responses and can be used for creating successful online reputation strategy.
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Introduction

The management of the online reputation is not a new conception. Since 1995 Amazon.com
has allowed its customers to publish reviews. Many critics in that area find this decision for very
inappropriate and even threatening the business, but exactly this innovation puts the company on
the top spot in the online trade by retail and subsequently changes the consumers’ online behaviour
completely. Two of the largest trip platforms in the world appeared several years later:
Tripadvisor.com and Booking.com. They were released on the market in 2000 and their purpose is
to popularize tourism by advertising hotels. Both platforms have developed quickly not only
because of the huge variety of destinations, which they offer, but also because of the interest caused
by the customer reviews in them. The founders of Tripadvisor.com report that one year after the
company establishment, the main traffic to the website was because of the customer reviews. There
is not a big difference with Booking.com. In order to use this new tendency in the consumer’s
behaviour the two companies use different approaches. With the purpose of collecting more
customer reviews and transforming into a leading platform for sharings Tripadvisor.com does not
require a categorical proof that the customer has used the service. Thus in a very short period of
time the company lines up on the first place in the world as per number of left reviews. 884 million
reviews have been published on the platform only for 2020. Booking.com directs towards a more
different strategy. In order to guarantee reliable and quality reviews, the company allows their
publishing only by customers who have bought the service through their platform. Nowadays
Booking.com offers more than 28 million places for accommodation and together with
Tripadvisor.com are some of the largest world markets for trips.

One of the main reasons the using and reading of customer reviews to be popularized
especially in the sphere of hotel business, is that the customer cannot see the service before he/she
uses it. In the not so distant past the travelling people have relied mainly on advertising catalogues,
brochures, television, radio advertising and etc., but this activity has been “controlled” by the hotels
themselves and their partners. Nowadays the future customers not only trust the customer reviews,
but they accept them as the most reliable information source. According to Siteminder 81% of the
customers read the reviews before reservation, above 50% read average between 6 and 12 reviews,
and 52% shall not reserve a hotel without published reviews. These and many other researches
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show that the customer reviews already are a main factor in the process of making decisions for a
reservation.

The manager responses are not of less significance. They are an indicator for personal care
towards the customer and create added value not only of the customer reviews, but also of the hotel
online presentation. In a research of Tripadvisor dated 2019, 84% of the inquired people indicate
that the manager response would help them with planning a trip, and 89% of them indicate that it
would change their initial impression about the hotel, caused by negative reviews.

1. Literature review

The manager responses are a main element of the online reputation of each hotel. They
render strong influence on the reservations, the financial performance of the hotel (Prosperio and
Zervas, 2017; Xie et al., 2017) and its competitiveness (Baka, 2016). On the one hand the replies of
the positive reviews increase the customer satisfaction and the opportunity for a repeated purchase
(Xie et al., 2014), on the other hand the responses to the negative reviews may regain the customer
trust and minimize the caused damages (Chevalier and Mayzlin, 2018). For negative reviews are
accepted all, which contain negative comments about the quality and the variety of food, the level
of servicing, the cleanness of the rooms, the hotel location and etc. (Vasquez, 2011; Zheng et al.,
2009).

General indexes of the manager responses are their volume and speed of response. In 2008,
according to Vasquez (2014) the responses are only 1% towards the reviews. Several years later
O’Connor (2010) made a research, which shows that the interest in review responding has increased
significantly. The percent of the responses has already reached 10%. A profound research by Park
and Allen(2013) in this direction finds a difference between the percent of the manager responses,
depending on whether the reviews are positive or negative. In the same research was also carried
out an inquiry to the managers of hotels and another important fact was reveled: most managers
understand the significance of the public response, but they do not have established practices and
have difficulties, because they do not know how to react. In such cases they often resort to usage of
rote responses. The rote responses are these, which contain standard phrases and have very close
contents (Liu et al., 2021; Wang and Chaudry, 2018). They have their advantage because of the fact
that they save resources — time and expenses. But simultaneously with this they are not interesting
for the audience, they often influence the future customer negatively and put under doubt the fact
that the hotel exerts personal cares towards its customers (Sparks et al., 2016). An interesting fact is
that their usage has a less negative effect with the hotels, a part of chains, than with the
independent, from where follows that the latter must exert more efforts in this direction. Regarding
the manager responses the researchers undoubtedly share the view that the personal response, which
shows care, is preferred by the potential customers, compared with the rote response. Levy, Duan
and Boo (2013) discover that the hotels, which use responses with elements like appreciation, an
explanation for the situation and apologies or such showing empathy and concern towards the
customer have a higher rating than the rest. Leung, Law, Hoof and Buhalis (2013) add that the
managers have to indicate following corrective actions. Ajanovich and Cizel (2015) reach a similar
conclusion. On the grounds of the research carried out on 364 reviews and the responses adjacent to
them, the researchers determine the creation of unique content, the personalization by insertion of
customer’s words, the emphasizing on the strong sides of the object and the coping with the
negative reviews as basic elements of the successful online reputational business. Min, Lim and
Magnini (2014) reach similar conclusions. According to the researchers the showing of empathy in
the manager responses, as well as the paraphrasing of the described problem are evaluated better.
Ho (2017a) assures that three elements in the manager response are absolutely obligatory:
acknowledging of the problem, expression of feelings and thanking reviewer. Zhang and Vasquez
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(2014) study the generic structure of 80 manager responses, published in Tripadvisor.com and
established ten main ,,moves”, of which: expression of gratitude, apologize for sources of trouble,
invitation for second visit, opening pleasantries, proof of action, acknowledge complaints, refer to
customer reviews, closing pleasantries, avoidance of reoccurring problems and solicit response. It is
interesting to be noted that the all ten elements have presented in neither of the reviews. In the same
study the three most frequently used moves are: expression of gratitude, an apologize and an
invitation for a second visit.

2. Methodology

Subject of the present study are the manager responses towards the negative and mixed
customer reviews of the four-star hotels on the territory of Municipality of Varna, published on
Booking.com, for the period (June-August 2021). Booking.com, a part of Priceline Group Inc. is
among the leading platforms for online reservations in the world. 355 million night
accommaodations have been reserved on the platform for 2020. Unlike other websites, Booking.com
gives right only to customers, who have bought night accommodation via it to leave customer
reviews. The study is directed towards the hotels from the Municipality of Varna. According to data
of the National Statistical Institute for 2020 in the city of Varna are realized almost 2 million night
accommodations, which put it in top positions among the rest cities in Bulgaria. In the national
tourist register are included 67 places for accommodation on the territory of the Municipality of
Varna in this category. 59 hotels of them are included in the platform of Booking. For the reported
period they have received 4610 mixed and negative reviews, and 687 manager replies have been
reported, which shows that the response rate of replying of the 4-star hotels on the territory of
municipality of Varna is 14,9%. For mixed replies are accepted all, which contain both positive and
negative comments, while for negative are accepted such, which contain only negative (Figure 1).

Negative review Mixed review

Big NO Just ok

& + 1. The view from the balcony (s

o .
(=) - Unfortunately, nathing

2. The room was nicely decorated and very spacious.

(&N you haven't backed your stay at this hotel, i strongly recommend you to lock for ancther placd 3. The "all inclusive” part is very relaxing, allowing you to enjoy whatever drink you anywhere. Also
: free drinks in the room.

The place is not clean or safe for small children ; )
. . R . . - 4, They were trying to respect the COVID19 restrictions with using masks inside and gloves in the
The entire family got some kind of food poisoning and we spent the entire trip vomiting and having ; !
restaurant area.

diarrhea

The food was the same for the entire trip and it was poor in quality @ - 1. If you want something dane you have to give tips to almost everyone from the parking guys to|
The pool is great for kids, although the music is so loud it is unbearable to stay near the pool for a the guys from the beach bar.

longer period of time 2. Not clean enough for a 4 star hotel.

The music from the pool can be heard in the rooms with pool view 3. The food is okish but not great.

The room had cld furniture and everything had this "icky” feeling. like they haven't cleaned the place 4, The "no reservation” policy of the sunbeds is applicable enly to those whe do not tip de guys from
properly the beach bar.

There are no regulations regarding covid 5. The bathroom drainage was not working properly so when we took a shower water flooded the
The parking is a nightmare entire bathroom and it took a while until it dried (despite our efforts to use as little water as possible).

The beach and city center is close but if you have a stroller, it is very difficult to go up and down so

many stairs

Figure 1. A negative and a mixed review

Note: The examples in the figure are taken from Booking.com and are a part of the study.

In the process of the study was established that out of all 59 hotels in the system of
Booking.com only 25 of them have published at least one response or for the period (June-August
2021) they have received 2600 customer reviews and have published 687 manager responses or the
response rate of the studied hotels is 26,4% (Table 1). Later the hotels, which have replied to or
less than 5,5% of the customer reviews are excluded from the studied excerpt. Thus the number of
the studied manager replies is reduced to 668, published by 16 hotels.
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Table 1. Response rate of four-star hotels in Municipality of Varna

Hotel Reviews Responses Response rate
1 104 8 7,7%
2 68 6 8,8%
3 74 60 81%
4 190 1 0,5%
5 231 1 0,4%
6 315 1 0,3%
7 12 5 41,7%
8 76 1 1,3%
9 253 142 56,1%
10 83 2 2,4%
11 102 1 0.9%
12 55 19 34,5%
13 67 64 95,5%
14 186 39 21%
15 72 8 11,1%
16 118 88 74,6%
17 21 4 19%
18 50 42 84%
19 8 8 100%
20 41 26 63,4%
21 38 2 5,3%
22 80 69 86,3%
23 81 80 98,8%
24 245 9 3,7%
25 30 1 3,3%

2600 687

For the purposes of the present study an analysis of the manager responses is carried out via
manual coding of the content. For a more profound study the hotels were divided into two groups:
such, which are a part of chains and independent. It is interesting to be noted that the response rate
of the hotels, a part of a chain is 57,4%, and of the independent is 20,2%.

In the next stage of the study first were separated the rote responses, which do not take into
account the content of the customer review at all and do not pay any attention to the general
complaint. In these replies were used identical or close as per content texts - patterns (Figure 2). In
the studied group they are 103, as 45 of them were published by hotels, a part of chains.

ne bartenders put one ice cube in each cocktail
the beach bar if we hadn't a ticket from reception, even if we had an [

.4 QOtrosop ot xotena:
Dear Mr. Donchev,

Thank you for your review.

Your opinion is very important for us. Dear Mr. Bogdan ,
We hape fo see you again in the future. thank you for your review. Your opinion is very important for us. We hope to see you again in the

Best regards.

s

Figure 2. Rote responses
Note: The examples in the figure are taken from Booking.com and are a part of the study.
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The rest 565 responses were studied about the content as per preliminarily prepared
framework with the main elements, which are met in the manager replies, determined until this
moment by scientific researchers. 8 elements were chosen (Table 2) and their frequency of usage
was studied.

Table 2. Main elements in the manager response

Main elements

1 element Expression of gratitude
2 element Apology for sources of trouble

3 element Paraphrasing

4 element Explanation of the situation

5 element Undertaking corrective actions

6 element Offering a compensation

7 element Disagreement or rejection of the complaint
8 element Invitation for a future visit

» Expression of gratitude

The expression of gratitude is a main communicative strategy towards the customer ( Sparks
et al., 2016; Zhang and Vasquez, 2014). Nevertheless that this element is strongly routinized, it is
recommendable because it shows that the reviewer is evaluated for his/her comment. In the
manager replies most frequently ,,the gratitude” refers to the time, which the customer has spent in
order to write the review, to the choice of a hotel, as well as to both of them together.

1. Thank you very much that you have chosen our hotel for your holiday.

2. Thank you very much for the spent time to share your comments about your stay with
us.

3. Thank you very much that you have chosen our hotel and about the time, which you
have spent to write this review.

Most frequently this element is positioned in the beginning of the response and is applied
single time. In some cases one and the same response is repeated and it is met in the beginning and
in the end of the text, which enhances its influence (Figure 3). In the studied 565 manager responses
the expression of gratitude is met in 530 of them, which once again proves the conclusions of the
scientific studies carried out until now that this is the most frequently met element.

¥, Otroeop ot xorena:

3apageiite, Pymen, Baarogapum Bu, ue uzbpaxre [ xotenv 2a Bawata nouveka, KakTo 1
3a OTAENEHOTO Bpeme da nybavkyeate koMeHTapW. Pageame ce, Ye NoKauWATa Ha xoTennte Bu e
®apecana. 33 cexaneHue pazbupame, Ye He CME ONpPaBaany ouYakeaHuaTa By 3a kauecteoTo Ha
XPaHaTa, KaKTO NaPKWHT YOIYraTa M HUBOTO Ha uucToTa. Balwmte KoMEHTapK €3 LEHHM 23 Hag, ©
Len nooBpABaHE HUBOTO Ha YCIYTHMTE, KOMTO NPEAOCTIEAME W We BBA3T CEEASHM A0 HAHWETO
Ha CLOTEETHWUTE OTASMN. Enarmeaeﬂ\n B GTHGBD._OT,qen Mpoaaxtu 1

Mapketunr

Figure 3. Expression of gratitude.

Note: The examples in the figure are taken from Booking.com and a part of the study

“Response by the hotel:

Hello, Rumen. Thank you that you have chosen .... hotels for your holiday, as well as for the spent time to
publish comments. We are glad that you liked the location of the hotels. Unfortunately we understand that we have not
justified your expectations about the food quality, as well as about the parking service and the level of cleanness. Your
comments are valuable for us with purpose increasing the level of the services, which we give and they shall be brought
to the knowledge of the respective departments. Thank you once again. ... ........... Sales and Marketing Department”
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» Apology for sources of trouble
The insertion of an apology or regret in the manager response is one of the key strategies for
coping with negative reviews. The apology expresses regret and compassion towards the guest’s
dissatisfaction. It always has a positive effect (Crant and Bateman, 1993). The including of an
apology in the response does not necessarily mean that we agree with the indicated affirmations on
behalf of the customer, but certainly shows attitude and care towards him/her. The responses, which
contain “an apology” are accepted for empathic although they would hardly make the customer
repeat his/her purchase. Frequently used expressions are:
4. 1 am really sorry to see you were disappointed about the parking.
5. We sincerely do apologize for any disappointment caused.
6. We are truly sorry we were not able to meet all your expectations during your stay.
In the present study it is met in 318 responses or approximately in 56 % of them. It is
interesting to be noted that it presents more frequently in the responses of the independent hotels,
than in these of the hotels part of chains. With the first ones it is met in 68,8% of the responses,
while with the second ones - only 34%.

» Paraphrasing

According to the theory for active listening the paraphrasing is one of the key methods,
which is used as a proof that the guest is heard. Recommended by the specialists, it is a key
component in the manager responses, which shows the reviewer, as well as the potential customers
that the responses are read in fact and that rote responses are not used. The paraphrasing in most
general meaning is insertion of words from the customer review in the manager response (Figure 4).
In the studied responses it is met 324 times, 57% in the hotels’ responses, belonging to a hotel
chain and 57,5% with the independent.

i c
(&) - Room was very comfortable,
Breakfast was great but the eggs were cold.

Fw . . - .
@) - I've covered my pillows with a towel, because they smelled like sweat. The whole pillow should be
washed, not just the cover.

The dinner in the lobby restaurant was not hot. This happened more than one time.

._4 Hotel response:

Dear Raimund,

Thank you for having taken your time to provide us with your valuable feedback. | am sorry to
hear about any inconvenience you may have experienced with the food for which | can only
apologize. We would like to apologize for the Eillows as well. Your helpful comments are much
appreciated and your feedback will help us to continually improve the standard of facilities and
services offered to all our guests.

Figure 4. Paraphrasing

Note: The examples in the figure are taken from Booking.com and are a part of the study.

» Explanation of the situation

With the explanation can be admitted the mistake, as well as to be rejected the
responsibility of it. In many of the cases this is the only way for the hotel to protect itself from
the unfair accusations. Its usage is successful also in the cases when the solution of the problem
could have been settled at the hotel, but the customer has not informed the employees about it.
Quite often the explanation is used in situations, which limit the responsibility of the hotel like:
the discomfort, which may cause the holding of a conference on the territory of the hotel, the
crowding of tourists at exactly specified time at the restaurant, regardless of the fact that a wide
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time range is given, the lack or the payment of a parking lot, which is mentioned on
Booking.com or on the website of the hotel, but it remained unnoticed by the tourist, the type of
feeding and etc. The study shows that 166 responses out of 565 have included the explanation as
an element. An example for a response, which contains an explanation of the situation is the
following:

, 1 did not like the location of the hotel. It was quite far from the beach. | was
disappointed at the reception desk when | found out that | should pay 20 BGN per night for
parking lot. The shower in the bathroom was broken and did not stop dripping. We could
not sleep peacefully even one night. ”

Response:

,, Thank you for the time, which you have spent for writing your comment. Regarding
the location of the hotel, it is marked on Booking.com and you can inform yourself about it
before making a reservation. The parking lot costs 20 BGN per night as it is written on
Booking.com and on our website. We sincerely regret about the problem, which you had
with the room. If you had shared at the reception desk, our employees would have reacted
immediately in order to solve this unpleasant situation........ 7

» Undertaking corrective actions
The including of corrective elements shows that the hotel has undertaken actions, which shall
minimize or shall completely exclude the possibility the unpleasant situation to be repeated. Often
met in the responses are:
7. We shall discuss your problem with department Administration in order to be sure
that this shall not repeat anymore.
8. Your remarks have already been referred to the managers and | can assure you that
we shall take all necessary measures.
9. Your comments will be shared with the appropriate department as we always strive
to improve.
Corrective actions are declared in 417 responses or 73,8% out of all responses of the management
show readiness and action on behalf of the hotel the problem to be solved. It is met in 64,5% of the
cases with the hotels, which are a part of chains and in 79% with the independent.

» Offering a compensation

Sometimes the hotel-keepers offer a compensation in the online space with purpose to
minimize the negative effect of the written review. It is found in previous studies that as a whole
this step is not very preferred and it is used quite rarely because of the visibility of the responses in
the online space and the possibility this to cause more complaints with purpose a subsequent
compensation.

In the studied responses is found only one, offering a compensation response, which shows
that the Bulgarian managers are not inclined to offer compensations in the online space.

» Disagreement or rejection of the complaint
In this case the hotel-keeper categorically rejects the possibility he/she to be guilty about
what has happened. (Figure 5). Quite often with expression of disagreement the tone is strongly
emotional. As a whole it is not accepted as the best strategy at writing responses, because of the
difficulty the polite tone to be preserved.
In the study only 7 reviews or 1,2% of all responses have expressed firm disagreement with
the demands put forward, as 2 of them belong to a hotel chain.
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C-: - 33 4-38€3/1eH XOTEN,KAKTO & MOCOYEHO B XapaKTePUCTMKATA Ha XOTeNa,HAMALLE HUTO YEXIH HUTO

K3H3 33 TONN3 BOA3,Y3WKNX3ENMKUTE BAX3 MHOTO MaJKW,33 43 C1 NOCYxM C TAX Joeek!

X[’JaHETa nog BCAKAKEa KPMTUK3 MaNKo KaTo KONWUECTEC W OrpaHUUeHa KaTo pa3Hcc-5pazxe.

._4 OTroeop oT XoTena:

3opaeselTe,

Bnarogapum za komeHTapa !

OTtHocHo 3abenexkure Bu:

- YexnuTe He Ca 33AbIXWTENHMN 33 KaTErOpUATa

- KanwTe 3a Tonna B04a CbLUO Ha Ca 3aAbLKWTENHN 33 KaTeropuaTa

- XaENWMTE €a paznVMUHK Pa3Mepw , Hal - ronemuaT e 70/140, cernacHo MEUCKEaHWATAE Ha
kareropwsTa. 1o - ronemm ca camo KbpnuTe 3a Nniax ,Ho XoTen I - rPaAckn XoTen u He
TakMEa He Ce nMpeanarar.

- 3aKycKaTa e B 1Ba BapWaHTa - Ha BrodeT uan a na KapT .8 3aBACMMOCT oT BpOA Ha 3aKycealmuTe

- 3akyckaTa Ha Groder npeanara pazHooOpazua noeeve of 20 BMAE XPaHW W HaTNUTKX B
HEOrPaHUYEHO KONMYECTEC.

- 3aKycKkaTa a na KapT . No MeHk , Bes orpaHuyeHna B n3bopa Ha BpoA ACTWA U KONMYECTBOTO.
B zaknoueHue : Hamupame , ue BCUUKKM OTNPABEHM 2308NeXKM He OTTOB3PAT Ha MCTUHAETA U He
MOrar a KacanT KaTeropusauMaTa Ha xoTena . PasnopeaGute B TOEa OTHOLLEHME C3 ACHW .
Mons , ako MMaTe Apyri No- OCHOEATENHM NPUYUHA 32 BallMTe KpUTUKS, MULLETE HM .
Bnaroaapum ole BefHBX 23 KOMeHTapa !

Mozapaeu

Figure 5. An example for rejection of the complaint

Note: The examples in the figure are taken from Booking.com and are a part of the study.

“For a 4-star hotel as it is indicated in the characteristics of the hotel, there were neither slippers, nor a jug
for hot water, glasses, the towels were very small in order to be used! The food was beneath criticism, little as quantity

and limited as variety!”

Response by the hotel

“Hello,

Thank you about the comment!
Regarding your remarks:

- The slippers are not obligatory for the category.

- The jugs for hot water are also not obligatory for the category.

- The towels are in different sizes, the largest is 70/140 in compliance with the requirements of the category.
The beach towels are only bigger, but ..... hotel is a city hotel and such are not offered.

- The breakfast in two variants — at a buffet or a la cart, depending on the number of the people for

breakfast.

- The breakfast at a buffet offers a variety of more than 20 types of food and drinks in unlimited quantity.
- The breakfast a la cart, as per menu, without limitations in the choice of number of dishes and the

quantity.

- In conclusion: We find that all directed remarks are not true and they cannot concern the categorization
of the hotel. The orders in this regard are clear. Please, if you have other more well-grounded reasons

about your criticism, write us.

- Thank you once again about the comment!

- Bestregards”

> Invitation for a future visit

The invitation for a repeated visit is a good indicator for the fact that each customer is
important for the hotel, even the dissatisfied. It is usually put at the end of the review and it has a

strongly softening effect.

10. Looking forward to welcoming you again.
11. 1t will be pleasure for us to meet you again and we expect to change your opinion

about us.

12. We shall be glad if you are our guest again and this time to justify your expectations.

40
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442 responses or 78,2% contain an invitation for a new visit at the hotel. It is also strongly
routinized as well as the expression of gratitude and the excuse. It is met in 73,4% of the cases with
the chain hotels, and 80,9% with the independent.

3. Results and discussion

The study carried out on the analysis of the manager responses shows that the three most
frequently used elements are: expression of gratitude, invitation for a future visit and undertaking of
corrective actions (Table 3). All the three elements can be easily stereotyped, subsequently
routinized and their frequency of usage may be explained by this. It is interesting to be noted that
the apology for sources of trouble is the fifth most frequently used element. Most scientific studies
until this moment put it in the first three as per frequency of usage, but the current study lines it at a
lower position. An explanation of the situation is present only in 29,4% of the responses, while the
paraphrasing is in 57,3%. This is explained to a certain extent by the fact that the paraphrasing
requires much less time and efforts on behalf of the manager, than the explanation of the situation.
The low values of the last two elements in the table categorically show that the Bulgarian manager
does not express disagreement and does not offer a compensation in the public space.

Table 3. Usage frequency of the main elements in the manager response.

Elements Responses, containing Percent of usage in the
this element responses
Expression of gratitude 530 93,8%
Invitation for a future visit 442 78,2%
Undertaking corrective actions 417 73,8%
Paraphrasing 324 57,3%
Apology for sources of trouble 318 56,3%
Explanation of the situation 166 29,4%
Disagreement or rejection of the 7 1,2%
complaint
Offering a compensation 1 0,1%

Some similarities and differences are clearly outlined at the differentiation of the hotels in
two groups, independent and such, which are a part of chains (Table 4). Both groups of hotels
express gratitude in their responses, as well as they direct an invitation for a future visit.
Paraphrasing is used equally frequently and with both type of hotels. Undertaking corrective actions
is reported strongly with the independent hotels, while an explanation of the situation prefer to give
the managers of hotels, which are a part of a chain. A significant difference is reported in the
indicator ,,apology for sources of trouble”. It is used only in 34% of the responses of the hotel
chains, while it is 68,8% with the independent hotels. This shows to a certain extent the forming of
a more different style in the manager responses of the two types of hotels. The managers of hotel
chains are more inclined to give explanations for the situation, but not showing regret for the caused
inconvenience. Their style can be determined as more formulative, less personalized and including
in itself less expressive vocabulary.
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Table 4. Usage frequency of the main elements in the responses of independent and
hotels a part of chains.

Elements Hotels, a part of a chain  Independent hotels
Expression of gratitude 88,2% 97%
Invitation for a future visit 73,4% 80,9%
Undertaking corrective actions 64,5% 79%
Paraphrasing 57,1% 57,5%
Apology for sources of trouble 34% 68,8%
Explanation of the situation 43,3% 21,5%
Disagreement or rejection of the 0 1,9%

complaint
Offering a compensation 0 0,3%
Conclusion

The manager responses play a decisive role in the management of the online reputation.
Nowadays they are one of the most effective marketing instruments. The publishing of timely,
worthwhile responses increases the customer satisfaction, shows personalized attitude and care
towards the customer and increases the sales of the hotel. The current study shows that the
Bulgarian managers are still approaching this instrument timidly. Out of 4610 mixed and negative
reviews, published on the platform of Booking.com for the period June-August 2021 only 687 of
them have received a manager response, as almost every 7 is similar, not reporting the content of
the review. It can be said with certainty that the hotels a part of chains are more active in this
activity. The structural analysis of the content of the responses brought out the three most frequently
used elements in the Bulgarian manager responses, and namely: expression of gratitude, invitation
for a future visit and undertaking corrective actions. The study has its limitations, because it
includes only the four-star hotels on the territory of Municipality of Varna. In order to be carried out
a more thorough and accurate profile of the manager response it is well to be studied also the
manager responses of hotels in a different than the studied category.
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