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ABSTRACT
Online travel agencies (OTAs) are platforms that allow customers to book a range of travel-related 
services such as accommodation, flights, car hire, cruises and other activities online. The modern age 
of travel is being driven by the use of digital technology and, in particular, artificial intelligence (AI) 
to design and deliver products and services. The implementation of AI functionalities in online travel 
agencies is a rapidly evolving area where the focus is on developing attractive products that satisfy, 
surprise and delight the customer. The research methodology consisted of three main phases, the second 
and third of which are described in this paper. The first phase identified the key AI functionalities in 
the OTAs that impact the customer’s travel experience and developed an original questionnaire based 
on functional and dysfunctional questions from the Kano model. Kano’s two-dimensional model aims 
to determine the level of customer satisfaction or dissatisfaction when a particular attribute (in this 
research, each attribute is represented by an AI functionality) is present or absent. There are five Kano 
categories for each quality attribute: Must-be, Performance, Attractive, Indifferent and Reverse. In 
addition, some of the AI functionalities were considered as clusters of AI topics such as personalisation-
based, optimisation, advanced search and AI chatbots when formulating the research questions. The 
second phase described in this article was conduct a survey using the Kano questionnaire and prepare 
the dataset for analysis. The third phase consisted of applying discrete and continuous analyses for 
each AI functionality, discussing the results and answering the research questions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Online travel agencies (OTAs), such as Booking.com, Expedia and Trip.com serve as 
intermediaries in the travel industry, using web-based platforms and mobile applications to 
accelerate the delivery of a variety of travel-related services. (Talwar et al., 2020; Chen et al., 
2022). OTAs have also simplified the entire process of exploring and comparing a wide range 
of hotel offers worldwide, accessible with minimal effort through a few simple clicks (Jo et 
al., 2022). In recent years, the development and dissemination of technologies has increased 
considerably. 

The integration of cutting-edge technology, especially the ubiquitous artificial intelligence 
(AI), has made the process of selecting a customised product or service more efficient and 
accessible to the customer than ever before. AI is a technology that has transformed many 
sectors around the world, including the travel, hospitality and leisure industries (Koo et al., 
2021). It also offers tourism companies the opportunity to improve customer satisfaction 
while optimising business protocols and processes. (Samala et al., 2022; Solakis et al., 2022). 
Furthermore, according to Statista (2023), the AI industry is expected to grow to USD 305.90 
billion in 2024. Numerous travel companies, including well-known online travel agencies 
(OTAs), have recognised the importance and benefits associated with the integration of state-
of-the-art technologies. They have already explored the benefits and functions of artificial 
intelligence and found effective ways to introduce AI into the travel industry (Urwin, 2024).

Customer preferences play a crucial role in shaping the functionalities and features of AI 
systems implemented in online travel agencies (Zhu et al., 2023). According to Salesforce, 
(2023), around 80 per cent of customers are more likely to make a purchase if they receive a 
personalised experience from a company. 

This indicates that customers value the personalisation and tailored recommendations of AI 
in OTAs (Solakis et al., 2022; Samala et al., 2022; Pillai & Sivathanu, 2020; Aliyah et al., 2023). 
Customers expect AI systems to provide real-time communication, round-the-clock customer 
service and the ability to predict their interests and preferences (Bilgihan and Ricci, 2024; İştin 
et al., 2022; Buhalis and Moldavska, 2022). To meet these preferences, tourism companies need 
to invest in AI tools that enable personalised offers, optimise service delivery and perform 
comprehensive analyses of location data, preferences and customer characteristics (Kim, So, 
et al., 2024; Solakis et al., 2022; Wu, 2021; Koo et al., 2021).

By analysing the potential benefits and challenges associated with AI, the main objective of 
this study is to identify and categorise the impact of different AI functionalities on customers’ 
travel experience using Kano’s two-dimensional model, which categorises quality attributes 
into five dimensions: must-be, one-dimensional, attractive, indifferent and reverse quality 
attributes. Based on the given objective, the research questions can be formulated as follows:

RQ1. How do various AI personalisation-based functionalities meet customer needs?
RQ2. What role do AI-supported optimisation functionalities (price prediction, travel 

summary, travel items combination) play in perceived customer satisfaction?
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RQ3. How do customers perceive the functionality of AI chatbots in online travel agencies?
RQ4. How do customers rate advanced search options?
RQ5. Which AI functionalities in OTAs are perceived as Must-be, Performance, Attractive 

and Indifferent?

In order to obtain answers to the research questions, an empirical study was conducted 
focussing on identifying specific AI features in OTAs that influence the travel experience 
and customer satisfaction/dissatisfaction. The main method of this research was therefore 
a survey using an originally designed questionnaire based on the Kano model (Kano et al., 
1984) to assess the level of customer satisfaction in relation to the presence or absence of 
each AI feature in OTAs. The practical contribution of the research is to provide insights 
that help OTAs to develop appealing, high-quality products that meet customer preferences 
and improve competitiveness in the market. Following the introduction, the Related work 
section summarises the current research efforts related to AI in tourism and OTAs and the 
application of the Kano model in the evaluation and development of services/products. The 
Methodology section describes all three main research phases as well as the introduction and 
description of all important constructs (scales, measurements, coefficients…). In the Results 
and Discussion section, all results are presented and discussed. In the conclusion, the main 
findings and the answers to the research questions are given as well as the limitations of the 
research and the plans for future research.

2. RELATED WORK

Artificial intelligence (AI) penetrates almost every aspect of travel and tourism: robotics 
(Ivanov and Webster, 2020; Koo et al., 2021; Goel et al., 2022; Chi et al., 2022), chatbots and 
virtual agents (Pillai and Sivathanu, 2020; Samala et al., 2022; Mohammad Shawal et al., 2023; 
Li et al., 2023; Chen et al., 2021), image recognition (Tuo et al., 2021), 24/7 customer service 
(Kim, Hall, et al., 2024; Bilgihan and Ricci, 2024; Orden-Mejía et al., 2023), voice-based services 
(Buhalis and Moldavska, 2022), dynamic pricing (Zulaikha et al., 2020; Kim, So, et al., 2024), 
personalised recommendation systems (Ghobriel, 2023; Allah Ali Sayed Mohamed Gaafar, 
2020), forecasting and prediction tools (García-Madurga and Grilló-Méndez, 2023), relevant 
reviews (Kazak et al., 2020), language translation systems (Wei and Lin, 2020) and others 
(Dowling, 2023; Ling et al., 2023; Samara et al., 2020; Aliyah et al., 2023; ColorWhistle, 2024). 

Various AI advancements along with other technologies such as blockchain, IoT, trends 
towards creating smart cities and smart hotels are opening up new opportunities for the 
tourism and hospitality sector to meet and exceed the evolving needs and experiences of 
tourists, (Rather, 2024; Kashem et al., 2023; Marín Díaz et al., 2023) and enhance tourists’ 
experiences from the booking process to the end of their trips (Benaddi et al., 2024).

The new technological development in tourism is aligned with the intention to create positive 
impacts for customers, such as time and money savings, timely provision of important 
information, increased security and personalised functionalities (Yoon and Choi, 2023).
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SCOPUS database searches for the field consisting of a combination of titles abstracts and 
keywords: TITLE-ABS-KEY (AI AND touris*) within the last 5 years in Computer Science, 
Business Administration, Management and Accounting, Social Sciences, Decision Sciences 
and Economics, Econometrics and Finance show a steady increase in publications (from 
2019-2023 respectively: 19,50,79,125,209), but this number is much lower when it comes 
to narrowing down the search string to „OTA or online travel agenc*“, which shows only 
eight relevant publications in the last 5 years and none of them aim to investigate customer 
preferences, experiences and adoption of AI functionalities specifically in OTAs.

To investigate the methodological use of the Kano model over the last 5 years, a bibliometric 
search was conducted in the Scopus citation and indexing database for a string search for 
“Kano model” in the TITLE-ABS-KEY field. It turned out that the number of related documents 
increased continuously from 2019 to 2023 (123, 159,167 and 192,200 respectively). The Kano 
model is mainly associated in the context of (keywords) customer satisfaction, product design, 
service quality, quality control, customer requirements, product development, decision 
making and service quality. To narrow down the bibliometric research to the tourism sector, 
the results for the search string „Kano model and touris*” from 2019 to 2023 also showed an 
increasing number of documents (6,7,6,10,13). A comprehensive analysis of the Kano model 
in the context of hospitality and tourism is available in (Slevitch, 2024).

The motivation for this research was the arise of AI features development and the need to 
investigate customers’ AI preferences in the OTA context. This is important because when you 
consider implementing a certain functionality that costs time and money into an information 
system, there is always a risk that a customer will not accept it or even realise it exists. By 
understanding which functionalities lead to customer satisfaction and dissatisfaction, you 
can improve the customer experience and the overall success of your productor service in the 
market. Based on the above reasons, the lack of research on AI functionalities in OTAs and the 
purpose and use of the Kano model, the authors consider the Kano model questionnaire to 
be a good tool for assessing AI capabilities and functionalities in online travel agencies.

3. METHODOLOGY

A three-phase methodology was used to conduct this study, as shown in Table 1. The second 
and third phases are entirely described in this paper. The main methods and results of the first 
phase (accepted to be published in (Car, 2024) as a preliminary study) are briefly summarised 
below.

In order to investigate which AI functionalities impact the user experience in the booking 
process and how, a questionnaire based on the Kano model was created with the help of 
expert opinions (7 experts, 3 IT experts and 4 from hospitality and tourism sector). As the 
Kano model requires predefined functions, this was taken into account throughout.

• The analysis of all relevant AI functions implemented or to be implemented in OTAs 
(collection of all relevant literature and materials (scientific articles, conference papers, 
white papers, documentation, websites),
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• assigning a score to each functionality by experts based on their assessment of its 
relevance to the OTA field, and

• creating a ranking of average scores for each AI feature.

Once a consensus was reached, 12 functions were identified as relevant for inclusion in the 
questionnaire. The KANO questionnaire was created with the 12 satisfiers and 12 dissatisfiers 
questions’ pairs (Table 6). Two questions were formulated for each functionality: How does 
the respondent feel when this function is present in OTA (functional form of the question – 
aims to extract satisfiers) and how does the respondent feel when this function is absent in 
OTA (dysfunctional form of the question – aims to identify the so-called dissatisfiers) (Car, 
2024).

The reliability and validity of the questionnaire was assessed separately for 12 functional and 
12 dysfunctional questions. For the 12 functional questions, the Cronbach’s alpha was 0.73 
(acceptable according to (Hair et al., 2006), all coefficients > 0.6 indicate acceptable internal 
consistency and reliability), the Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin measure of sampling adequacy was 0.68 
(satisfactory according to (Leech et al., 2005) and (Stewart, 1981), > 0.5) and the principal 
component analysis for 4 factors showed a cumulative variance of 72% after varimax rotation. 
For the 12 dysfunctional questions to 115 respondents, Cronbach’s alpha was 0.68, the Kaiser-
Meyer-Olkin measure of sampling adequacy was 0.66 and the principal component analysis 
on 4 factors showed a cumulative variance of 73% after varimax rotation (Car, 2024).

Table 1. The Research Methodology phases

Phases Activities Results

Phase  
1

Step 1 Comprehensive analysis of relevant 
literature and materials

Identification of AI functionalities in 
OTAs to be observed

Creation of a questionnaire based on the 
Kano model

First version of the Kano questionnaire

Step 3 Testing of the questionnaire by 
experts and verification of validity and 
reliability

Final version of the questionnaire for 
deployment

Phase  
2

Deployment of the survey and 
preparation of data for analysis

Collection of responses;

Obtaining only the relevant answers 
dataset for analysis

Phase  
3

Discrete and continuous analysis results 
and interpretation

Identification of AI functionalities that 
affects satisfaction/dissatisfaction;

Research questions answers

Conclusion and future research plans

Source: Authors
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3. 1  The Kano model and its constructs

The main research method was the use of an originally constructed questionnaire based on 
the principles of the Kano model (Kano et al., 1984) which identifies five different dimensions 
– levels of customer satisfaction and dissatisfaction (Table 2). It allows to understand 
customers’ attitudes towards product features by categorising them as: Attractive, one-
dimensional or Performance, Indifferent, obligatory - Must be, undesirable - Reverse. Kano 
links product quality and functionality to customer satisfaction (Ek and Çıkış, 2015; Avikal et 
al., 2014) and is used to determine which service attributes have a greater impact on customer 
satisfaction and therefore require immediate attention (Matzler et al., 1996). It requires a 
specific questionnaire survey and measures to analyse results in order to produce a numerical, 
tabular and graphical representation of customer satisfaction and dissatisfaction. The Kano 
model was and still is popular for monitoring which product features need attention in 
product/service development or optimisation (Pandey et al., 2022; Slevitch, 2024).

The method was slightly adapted from the research of (Chen, 2012; Berger et al., 1993; Matzler 
and Hinterhuber, 1998; Shahin A et al., 2013) in terms of the question generation and scoring 
table, as well as the processing of survey data and interpretation of results, which were 
adapted from the original according to (Berger et al., 1993).

Figure 1. Kano model

Source: adapted from (Kano et al., 1984), (Berger et al., 1993), (Yadav, 2016)
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Table 2. Kano 5 quality dimensions

Quality Dimension Dimension description

Attractive
When fulfilled, they cause satisfaction, but when not fulfilled, they do 
not cause dissatisfaction because the client does not expect them

Performance or 

One-dimensional

Increasing the performance of attributes results in a proportional 
increase in satisfaction, while decreasing the performance of attributes 
results in a proportional decrease in satisfaction (or increase in 
dissatisfaction). For example, the speed of a web page loading.

Must-be

Quality elements that result in dissatisfaction when not fulfilled (or 
not delivered at a satisfactory level) because the customer expects 
them as necessary. However, when fulfilled (delivered at a satisfactory 
or higher level), they do not result in satisfaction

Indifferent
Quality elements that neither result in satisfaction nor dissatisfaction, 
regardless of whether they are fulfilled or not

Reverse/Undesired
Quality elements that result in dissatisfaction when fulfilled and to 
satisfaction when not fulfilled.

For expressing their opinions, respondents will use these 5 qualitative response options.:
1. I dislike it,
2. I can live with, 
3. I’m neutral, 
4. I expect it/It must be, 
5. I like it. 

Table 3. Kano Evaluation tables (B) variant will be used in this research

A) Original Kano table
B)  Variant of Kano evaluation table based on 

(Pouliot, 1993)

Feature/  
Functionality

Dysfunctional (Negative 
questions) Dissatisfiers Feature/  

Functionality 

Dysfunctional (Negative 
questions) Dissatisfiers

5 4 3 2 1 5 4 3 2 1

Functional 
(Positive 
questions) 
Satisfiers

5 Q* A A A P
Functional 
(Positive 
questions) 
Satisfiers

5 Q A A A P

4 R I I I M 4 R Q I I M

3 R I I I M 3 R I I I M

2 R I I I M 2 R I I Q M

1 R R R R Q* 1 R R R R Q

Source: Authors

*Q – indicates inconsistent/contradictory answers or possibility of wrongly formulated questions. In case of 
getting conflicting responses (such as “Dislike” and “Dislike”) to both questions, it is a Questionable answer, 
category Q. For this very reason, (Pouliot, 1993) suggested that cells (2,2) and (4,4) from the standard Kano 
evaluation should be also of the category Q. the categories are M - Must-Be, P – Perfomance (or One-dimen-
sional, O in some sources), A- Attractive, I-Indifferent, R-Reverse and Q-Questionable. 
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The discrete Kano model analysis consists of assigning the dimension label from Table 3 to 
each pair of respondents’ answers, which results from observing the value of the functional 
and dysfunctional question for each functionality in the questionnaire. Then the maximum 
value of the sum of the frequencies of all categories for each feature is assigned as the final 
Kano category. For example, analysing the Functionality 7 Image-based search out of all 228 
responses, the most frequent was A-Attractive.

Table 4. Example of assigning the functionality final Kano category

Functionality/ frequency M P A I R Q Total Category

7. Image based search 22 31 88 81 3 3 228 A

Source: Authors

When results from different categories are close, the following rule is applied: Must-be > 
Performance > Attractive > Indifferent (Lee et al., 2011) based on (Berger et al., 1993).

After applying the discrete analysis of responses to the Kano questionnaire, a continuous 
analysis method introduced by (DuMouchel, 1993) is also used. This uses new values, namely 
Dysfunctional and Functional values, both ranging from ‒2 to 4. Therefore, each previous 
response option for functional and dysfunctional questions must be converted into a number 
on a satisfaction potential scale as shown in Table 5.

 − Dysfunctional: ‒2 (Like), ‒1 (Must be), 0 (Neutral), 2 (Live with), 4 (Dislike)
 − Functional: ‒2 (Dislike), ‒1 (Live with), 0 (Neutral), 2 (Must-be), and 4 (Like). 

Table 5. The Kano evaluation table with additional values for functional and 
dysfunctional answers - continuous analysis

Dysfunctional (X axis)

Functional (Y axis)
Like Expect It Don’t Care Live With Dislike

‒2 ‒1 0 2 4

Like 4 Q A A A P

Expect It 2 R Q I I M

Don’t Care 0 R I I I M

Live With ‒1 R I I Q M

Dislike ‒2 R R R R Q

The average values of these new converted scores are shown in the plane with 4 quadrants – 
Figure 1 (intersection at point (2,2) resulting from the red coloured cell boundaries in Table 
5 above):
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Figure 2. Four quadrants for MPAI dimensions (the most relevant)

Source: Authors adapted from (DuMouchel, 1993)

There are also satisfaction (CS) and dissatisfaction (CD) coefficients, also referred to as Better 
and Worse respectively (Timko, 1993). These values show the influence on:

• customers satisfaction if the feature is present (CS value in the range of 0–1, with values 
closer to 1 indicating a positive relationship with satisfaction) or

• dissatisfaction if the feature is not present (values from ‒1 – 0, where values closer to 
0 indicate a lower influence on customer dissatisfaction if the feature is not present).

After all discrete analyses have already been performed in each category for a given feature, CS 
and DS are calculated using these formulas:
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Table 6. Originally Kano questionnaire developed in Phase 1

Codes Questions

1F OTA provides a personalized user interface based on previous searches and user preferences

1D
OTA does NOT provide a personalized user interface based on previous searches and user 
preferences

2F OTA provides personalized travel suggestions based on previous searches and previous trips:

2D
OTA does NOT provide personalized travel suggestions based on previous searches and previous 
trips:

3F
OTA enables forecasting of accommodation prices and other travel items (flights, additional 
facilities...)

3D
OTA does NOT enable forecasting the prices of accommodation and other travel items (flights, 
additional facilities...)

4F
OTA enables search based on speech via a voice assistant (instead of text, search and filters are 
determined by speech)

4D
OTA does NOT enable search based on speech via the voice assistant (search and filters are 
determined by speech instead of text)

5F OTA provides chatbots for complete customer support and support for booking travel items 24/7

5D OTA does NOT provide chatbots for full customer support and 24/7 travel booking support

6F
OTA gives to the user notifications about the best price, discounts and important dates (via the 
application, e-mail, sms, etc.) for accommodation, flights and other items

6D
OTA does NOT give to the user notifications about the best price, discounts and important dates 
(via the application, e-mail, sms, etc.) for accommodation, flights and other items

7F OTA enables image-based search

7D OTA does NOT enable image-based search

8F
OTA enables the generation of a text description of the summary of the accommodation and 
accompanying attractions, helping users to better understand what to expect.

8D
OTA does NOT enable the generation of a text description of the summary of the accommodation 
and accompanying attractions, helping users to better understand what to expect.

9F
OTA allows the user to receive relevant reviews on items of interest to him in terms of 
accommodation and travel

9D
OTA does NOT allow the user to receive relevant reviews on items of interest to him in terms of 
accommodation and travel

10F OTA offers personalized loyalty and reward programs

10D OTA does NOT offer personalized loyalty and reward programs

11F
OTA offers automated and personalized travel itinerary planning by suggesting combinations of 
flights, accommodation and activities.

11D
OTA does NOT offer automated and personalized travel itinerary planning by suggesting 
combinations of flights, accommodation and activities.

12F
OTA offers additional notifications about important news, restrictions and/or emerging risks 
related to the upcoming trip

12D
OTA does NOT offer additional notifications about important news, restrictions and/or emerging 
risks related to the upcoming trip

Source: Car (2024)
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3. 2  Survey deployment

The target group of the survey are customers of all ages and demographic profiles who 
use OTAs to book accommodation and other items when travelling (taxis, car hire, flights, 
excursions, city tours…). The first part of the survey (before the 12 pairs of questions of the 
Kano questionnaire) consisted of some demographic and general questions about travelling 
habits and familiarity with OTAs, which are listed in the Results and discussion section.

Due to the specificity of the Kano questionnaire and the semantics behind the scale values of 
the functional and dysfunctional questions, the survey was conducted online with detailed 
instructions. Initially, 386 responses were collected, which underwent data cleaning and 
filtering. The following data sets were removed:

• all responses that were not completed,
• all responses from respondents who have never used an OTA,
• all responses from respondents who misunderstood the instrument – more than 2 

contradictory pairs of responses (category Q).

In the final version of the dataset used for the analysis, 228 responses were valid. In the next 
section, all results are presented with interpretation and discussion.

4. RESULTS

From the cleaned dataset of the survey results, a total of 228 records from 228 respondents 
were considered for the analysis, 118 men and 110 women. The first requirement for inclusion 
in the final dataset for analysis was that the respondent had used at least one OTA for their 
travel bookings. The most popular OTA among respondents was Booking.com, followed by 
Airbnb and TripAdvisor (multiple choice question, top 5 most frequent results, Table 7)

Table 7. Demographic and use of OTAs results
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The questionnaire (Table 6) contains 12 features, which are coded as F-s (f1–f12) in some 
result presentations (Table 8).
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Table 8. List of F-s, 12 AI OTA functionalities

F Feature/Functionality

f1 1. Personalized interface based on previous searches and user preferences

f2 2. Personalized suggestions for traveling

f3 3. Travel items pricing prediction

f4 4. Voice based search

f5 5. 24/7 chatbot customer support

f6 6. Relevant notifications via email, app or sms

f7 7. Image based search

f8 8. Generation of summarized textual report for booked trip

f9 9. Insight in relevant and personalized reviews

f10 10. Personalized loyalty programs

f11 11. Travel items combination suggestions (flights, accommodation, activities…)

f12
12.  Information regarding significant limitations, obligations, or risks associated with the 

destination.

Source: Authors

The discrete and continuous analysis was performed in order to gain multiple insights into 
customers’ preferences regarding AI functionalities in OTAs and to compare both results. The 
first part of the discrete analysis was to obtain the Kano categories (from the Kano rating 
table) and then transform the response values of the functional and dysfunctional questions 
into the values of the respective functional and dysfunctional scores, ranging from ‒2 to 4 
(Table 5). An example of the f7 – Image-based search can be found in Figure 3 (extract from 
the response table): 

Figure 3. Extract from the response dataset and categories assigned

OTA enables 
image-based 

search

OTA does  
NOT enable  

image-based search

Kano  
Code

Functional 
Score

Dysfunctional 
Score

3 2 I 0 2

5 2 A 4 2

5 2 A 4 2

3 4 I 0 -1

4 3 I 2 0

4 3 I 2 0

5 3 A 4 0

5 2 A 4 2

Source: Authors
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The next step was to calculate the average of the functional and dysfunctional scores for 
each of the 12 features, excluding the responses where the Kano code was “Q”. The results are 
shown in Table 9 and Graph 1:

Table 9. Functional and dysfunctional scores and continuous  
analysis categorisation for each F

Functionality Dysfunctional Functional
Category for the 

XY Plain

f1 2.17 1.44 M

f2 2.36 1.63 M

f3 2.48 2.29 P

f4 2.04 0.56 M

f5 2.13 1.63 M

f6 2.54 2.16 P

f7 1.76 2.46 A

f8 1.98 1.94 I

f9 3.22 2.68 P

f10 2.48 2.17 P

f11 1.68 1.92 I

f12 2.26 2.68 P

Source: Authors



T. Car, M. Šimunić: Customer preferences towards AI functionalities in OTAs
Zbornik Veleučilišta u Rijeci, Vol. 13 (2025), No.1, pp. 59-83

72

Graph 1. The four quadrants representation of the first continuous analysis

f1. Personalized interface based on previous searches and user preferences M

f2. Personalized suggestions for traveling M

f4. Voice based search M

f5. 24/7 chatbot customer support M

f3. Travel items pricing prediction P

f6. Relevant notifications via email, app or sms P

f9. Insight in relevant and personalized reviews P

f10. Personalized loyalty programs P

f12.  Information regarding significant limitations, obligations,  
or risks associated with the destination

P

f7. Image based search A

f8. Generation of summarized textual report for booked trip I

f11. Travel items combination suggestions (flights, accommodation, activities…) I

Source: Authors
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The second continuous analysis parameter to be determined was CS and CD (formulae in 
Methodology section) for each AI functionality in OTA - the results are shown in Table 10 and 
Graph 2. The CS values range from 0 to 1, with the closer the value is to one, the greater the 
impact on customer satisfaction when the functionality is present. 

The CD values range from 0 to minus 1, where a value close to zero means that the customer is 
not dissatisfied if the function is not present. If you look at the results, the red arrow points to 
the F-s which, if not present, could lead to high dissatisfaction. The green arrow points to the 
functionalities that cause higher satisfaction when present. Higher absolute values of the CDs 
indicate a high number of F-s that should be present so that customers are not dissatisfied 
– hence many Must-be (M) Kano categories. The CS and CD analysis resulted in a different 
categorisation of the F-s, with only one being on the borderline of the P category. 

Table 10. CS and CD values and value semantics

F CS CD Category F CD F CS

f1 0.24 ‒0.48 I f9 ‒0.74 f12 0.57

f2 0.29 ‒0.53 M f6 ‒0.67 f7 0.54

f3 0.46 ‒0.53 M f4 ‒0.58 f6 0.49

f4 0.18 ‒0.58 M f5 ‒0.53 f9 0.47

f5 0.32 ‒0.53 M f2 ‒0.53 f3 0.46

f6 0.49 ‒0.67 M f3 ‒0.53 f10 0.43

f7 0.54 ‒0.24 A f10 ‒0.52 f11 0.39

f8 0.35 ‒0.33 I f1 ‒0.48 f8 0.35

f9 0.47 ‒0.74 M/P f12 ‒0.40 f5 0.32

f10 0.43 ‒0.52 M f8 ‒0.33 f2 0.29

f11 0.39 ‒0.25 I f11 ‒0.25 f1 0.24

f12 0.57 ‒0.40 A f7 ‒0.24 f4 0.18

Source: Authors



T. Car, M. Šimunić: Customer preferences towards AI functionalities in OTAs
Zbornik Veleučilišta u Rijeci, Vol. 13 (2025), No.1, pp. 59-83

74

Graph 2. The four quadrants representation of the second continuous analysis

f2. Personalized suggestions for traveling M

f3. Travel items pricing prediction M

f4. Voice based search M

f5. 24/7 chatbot customer support M

f6. Relevant notifications via email, app or sms M/P

f10. Personalized loyalty programs M

f9. Insight in relevant and personalized reviews M

f7. Image based search A

f12.  Information regarding significant limitations, obligations,  
or risks associated with the destination

A

f1. Personalized interface based on previous searches and user preferences I

f8. Generation of summarized textual report for booked trip I

f11. Travel items combination suggestions (flights, accommodation, activities…). I

Source: Authors

From the Graphs 1 and 2 it could be observed that the features are not categorised in the 
same way, providing additional insight into customers’ perceptions. The functional and 
dysfunctional scores (first continuous analysis represented on Graph 1) categorised 4 M, 5 P, 
1 A and 2 I features, while the CS CD scores from the second continuous analysis (Graph 2) 
divided the same features into 7 M, 0 P (f6 was very close to P – bubble with orange and green 
on the coordinates f6(0.47, ‒0.67)), 2 A and 3 I. Finally, before discussing how to interpret all the 
results obtained, the results of the discrete analysis are given as explained in the methodology 
section. Before the final table, the most frequent answers are listed in 5 categories. The 
coloured semantics of the green-red scale serve to highlight the most important categories 
(M, P, A) and to show the most frequent responses to which features were most frequently 
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rated with the Indifferent evaluation category. The R category is also included here to show 
which functionalities were most frequently rated as Reverse – Presence causes dissatisfaction.

Table 11. Frequency of responses for each Kano category (except Q)

F M F P F A F I F R

f9 87 f6 83 f7 88 f8 113 f4 31

f1 85 f9 82 f12 76 f11 113 f6 19

f4 78 f3 68 f11 50 f1 81 f5 14

f2 76 f10 48 f10 46 f7 81 f2 8

f5 71 f12 45 f8 35 f2 74 f12 8

f10 65 f8 43 f3 33 f4 74 f1 7

f6 52 f5 39 f1 32 f3 71 f11 7

f3 47 f11 36 f5 28 f5 71 f3 6

f12 41 f2 35 f2 26 f10 59 f10 4

f8 30 f7 31 f9 24 f6 52 f7 3

f7 22 f4 29 f6 16 f12 51 f8 2

f11 19 f1 20 f4 5 f9 34 f9 1

Finally, Table 12 follows, in which the values obtained from the discrete analysis are compared 
with the results of the continuous analysis in order to propose the final result. For example, 
the decision to assign the final category to Q3 as P and not M, followed by the observation 
of the frequencies of the discrete analysis (68 P and 47 M) and the fact that Q3 was one of 
the top three functionalities in absolute ranking for the P -performance category (Table 11). 

Table 12. All results summarized and final category generation

Discrete analysis
Continuous 

analysis
Conclusion

Functionality M P A I R Q ∑
Discrete 
analysis 

Category

Table 
10

Table 
9

Final 
category

1. Personalized interface 
based on previous searches 
and user preferences

85 20 32 81 7 3 228 M I M M

2. Personalized suggestions 
for traveling

76 35 26 74 8 9 228 M M M M

3. Travel items pricing 
prediction

47 68 33 71 6 3 228 I M P P

4. Voice based search 78 29 5 74 31 11 228 M M M M

5. 24/7 chatbot customer 
support

71 39 28 71 14 5 228 M M M M
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Discrete analysis
Continuous 

analysis
Conclusion

Functionality M P A I R Q ∑
Discrete 
analysis 

Category

Table 
10

Table 
9

Final 
category

6. Relevant notifications via 
email, app or sms

52 83 16 52 19 6 228 P M P P

7. Image-based search 22 31 88 81 3 3 228 A A A A

8. Generation of 
summarized textual report 
for booked trip

30 43 35 113 2 5 228 I I I I

9. Insight in relevant and 
personalized reviews

87 82 24 34 1 0 228 M/P M/P P M

10. Personalized loyalty 
programs

65 48 46 59 4 6 228 M M P M

11. Travel items combination 
suggestions (flights, 
accommodation, activities...

19 36 50 113 7 3 228 I I I I

12. Information regarding 
significant limitations, 
obligations, or risks 
associated with the 
destination

41 45 76 51 8 7 228 A A P A

Source: Authors

Although there are many ways to evaluate and interpret the categories of the Kano 
model, the combination of discrete and continuous analysis is always useful, as it provides 
a multifaceted view of respondents’ satisfaction and dissatisfaction with the topic under 
investigation. Highlighted in yellow are the AI functionalities that could be assigned to the 
different categories through one discrete and two continuous measurements, while the green 
functions were assigned in the same way. For the latter, we can clearly confirm the adjacent 
categories, while for the former, the prioritisation principle MPAI and the data from 
table 11 support the final categorisation. In the case of the M/P category (indicating similar 
values), the M category was favoured.

Summarising these research results, it can be concluded that AI features in OTAs are the 
following:
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Table 13. F-s assigned in one of the four Kano categories

M - Must-be P - Performance A- Attractive I-Indifferent

1.  Personalized interface 
based on previous searches 
and user preferences

2.  Personalized suggestions 
for traveling

4.   Voice based search

5.  24/7 chatbot customer 
support

9.  Insight in relevant and 
personalized reviews

10.  Personalized loyalty 
programs

3.  Travel items pricing 
prediction

6.  Relevant notifications 
via email, app or sms

7.  Image based 
search

12.  Information 
regarding 
significant 
limitations, 
obligations, 
or risks 
associated 
with the 
destination

8.  Generation of 
summarized 
textual report for 
booked trip

11.  Travel items 
combination 
suggestions 
(flights, 
accommodation, 
activities…)

Source: Authors

5. CONCLUSION

As AI is rapidly making its way into all industries, including tourism and hospitality, the 
acceptance and value of the AI functions already implemented or yet to be implemented 
by customers must be systematically managed. The implementation of various AI features 
costs time and money, so it is important to evaluate their impact on user acceptance and 
satisfaction. The aim of this research was to explore customer preferences for AI features in the 
context of OTAs and to develop an understanding of which features lead to both customer 
satisfaction and dissatisfaction. 

The methodology was conducted using the originally developed Kano questionnaire and 
analysing the responses using discrete and continuous measures to provide a more detailed 
and multifaceted perspective on the Kano categorisation of 12 AI features in the context of 
OTAs. Based on the results obtained, five research questions (RQ1 to RQ5) were answered 
(A1 to A5):

RQ1. How do various AI personalisation-based functionalities meet customer needs?

A1. There were five personalisation-based features: f1. Personalized interface based on previous 
searches and user preferences, f2. Personalized suggestions for traveling, f9. Insight in relevant 
and personalized reviews, f10. Personalized loyalty programs and f6. Relevant notifications 
via email, app or sms. The final results show that the first four f-s fall into the same category 
– Must-be, i.e., customers expect them to be present and if they are not fulfilled, this leads to 
growing dissatisfaction. Relevant notification (personalised) was ranked as the performance 
dimension which has the second highest priority when deciding which attribute should be 
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implemented in the product/service, as it generates the greatest customer satisfaction when 
it is present and the greatest dissatisfaction when it is absent.

RQ2. What role do the AI-supported optimisation functionalities (price prediction, travel 
summary, travel items combination) play in perceived customer satisfaction?

A2. There were three optimisation functions: f3. Travel items pricing prediction, f8. Generation 
of summarized textual report for booked trip and f11. Travel items combination suggestions 
(flights, accommodation, activities…). Function f3 was categorised as P-performance, i.e., it 
has a strong influence on satisfaction when it is present and on dissatisfaction when it is 
absent, while f8 and f11 represent the functions that cause neither satisfaction when they are 
fulfilled nor dissatisfaction when they are not fulfilled, as they were classified as I-indifferent 
in all three analyses performed.

RQ3. How do customers perceive the functionality of AI chatbots in online travel agencies?

A3. Chatbots, one of the most tangible and popular AI applications, are categorised as a 
Must-be feature, so customers expect it to be implemented in OTAs.

RQ4. How do customers rate advanced search options?

A4. Advanced search options such as f4. Voice based search and f7. Image-based search are 
divided into the categories Must be (f4) and Attractive (f7). Voice-based search is expected 
by customers in OTAs, while image-based search, if present, causes satisfaction, but if not 
present, does not cause dissatisfaction because the customer does not expect it.

RQ5. Which AI functionalities in OTAs are perceived as Must-be, Performance, Attractive and 
Indifferent?

A5. Some of the 12 observed AI functionalities in OTAs were not included in RQ1-RQ4. Table 
12 lists the final categories for each of the 12 functionalities.

The results of this research should serve as a compass for developing features that satisfy 
but also delight the customer, rather than investing in those that generate indifference or 
dissatisfaction (Reverse category). It is expected that stakeholders of OTAs will benefit by 
becoming more agile in the right direction to develop engaging, high-quality products for 
their customers and become more competitive in the market in the age of AI. The study also 
aims to contribute to theory in the field of service quality and customer satisfaction in the 
age of AI and modern technologies (especially in tourism), both for researchers working on AI 
applications and for all professionals in tourism and hospitality.

The main research limitations are reflected in the inclusion of only 12 functionalities, which 
may vary within a short period of time due to the highly dynamic nature of the field, as well 
as the limited number of survey responses and some inherent limitations and criticisms 
regarding the Kano model and its analysis. To overcome the latter limitation, both discrete and 
continuous analyses were conducted. Regarding the former, it is clear that some features will 
gain popularity and others will lose appeal as maturity/reliability increases, so it is necessary 
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to regularly check the acceptance of AI features by customers using a larger sample. In the 
context of AI in OTAs, the proposed KANO questionnaire will be regularly updated in the 
future research plans by adding new questions and editing or deleting existing ones.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT   
This paper has been financially supported by the University of Rijeka, Faculty of Tourism and 
Hospitality Management for the project ZIP-FMTU-016-11-2022.

REFERENCES

Aliyah, Lukita, C., Pangilinan, G.A., Chakim, M.H.R. and Saputra, D.B. (2023) “Examining the Impact of Artificial 
Intelligence and Internet of Things on Smart Tourism Destinations: A Comprehensive Study”, APTISI 
Transactions on Technopreneurship, Pandawan Sejahtera, Vol. 5 No. 2Sp, pp. 12–22, doi: 10.34306/att. 
v5i2sp.332.

Allah Ali Sayed Mohamed Gaafar, H. (2020) Artificial Intelligence in Egyptian Tourism Companies: 
Implementation and Perception, JAAUTH), Vol. 18, pp. 66-78, doi: 10.21608/jaauth.2020.31704.1028

Avikal, S., Jain, R. and Mishra, P.K. (2014) “A Kano model, AHP and M-TOPSIS method-based technique for 
disassembly line balancing under fuzzy environment”, Applied Soft Computing, Vol. 25, pp. 519–529, doi: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2014.08.002.

Benaddi, L., Ouaddi, C., Jakimi, A. and Ouchao, B. (2024) “Towards A Software Factory for Developing the 
Chatbots in Smart Tourism Mobile Applications”, Procedia Computer Science, Vol. 231, pp. 275–280, doi: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procs.2023.12.203.

Berger, C., Blauth, R., Boger, D., Bolster, C., Burchill, G., DuMouchel, W., Pouliot, F., et al. (1993) “Kano’s Methods 
for Understanding Customer-defined Quality”, Center for Quality Management Journal, Vol. 4, pp. 3–36.

Bilgihan, A. and Ricci, P. (2024) “The new era of hotel marketing: integrating cutting-edge technologies with 
core marketing principles”, Journal of Hospitality and Tourism Technology, Emerald Publishing, Vol. 15 No. 
1, pp. 123–137, doi: 10.1108/JHTT-04-2023-0095.

Buhalis, D. and Moldavska, I. (2022) “Voice assistants in hospitality: using artificial intelligence for customer 
service”, Journal of Hospitality and Tourism Technology, Emerald Publishing Limited, Vol. 13 No. 3, pp. 
386–403, doi: 10.1108/JHTT-03-2021-0104.

Car, T. (2024) “Model procjene korisničkog iskustva AI funkcionalnosti u online putničkim agencijama”, MIPRO 
2024, 47th International ICT and Electronics Convention, Opatija.

Chen, J.S., Kamalanon, P. and Janupiboon, T.P. (2022) “Company websites and mobile apps versus social media: 
which service experience creates more customer value for online travel agencies?”, Service Business, 
Springer Science and Business Media Deutschland GmbH, Vol. 16 No. 4, pp. 1081–1110, doi: 10.1007/
s11628-022-00511-x.

Chen, J.S., Le, T.T.Y. and Florence, D. (2021) “Usability and responsiveness of artificial intelligence chatbot on 
online customer experience in e-retailing”, International Journal of Retail and Distribution Management, 
Emerald Group Holdings Ltd., Vol. 49 No. 11, pp. 1512–1531, doi: 10.1108/IJRDM-08-2020-0312.

Chen, L.F. (2012) “A novel approach to regression analysis for the classification of quality attributes in the Kano 
model: An empirical test in the food and beverage industry”, Omega, Vol. 40 No. 5, pp. 651–659.

Chi, O.H., Gursoy, D. and Chi, C.G. (2022) “Tourists’ Attitudes toward the Use of Artificially Intelligent (AI) 
Devices in Tourism Service Delivery: Moderating Role of Service Value Seeking”, Journal of Travel Research, 
SAGE Publications Ltd, Vol. 61 No. 1, pp. 170–185, doi: 10.1177/0047287520971054.



T. Car, M. Šimunić: Customer preferences towards AI functionalities in OTAs
Zbornik Veleučilišta u Rijeci, Vol. 13 (2025), No.1, pp. 59-83

80

ColorWhistle. (2024) “How OTAs can Utilize Generative AI in the Travel Industry?”, available at: https://
colorwhistle.com/generative-ai-in-travel-ota/ (Accessed: 29 March 2024).

Dowling, L. (2023) “How AI is Transforming the Travel Industry”, available at: https://pathmonk.com/how-ai-
is-transforming-the-travel-industry/ (Accessed: 10 February 2024).

DuMouchel, W. (1993) “‘Thoughts on Graphical and Continuous Analysis’ on ‘Kano’s Methods for 
Understanding Customer-defined Quality’”, Center for Quality of Management Journal.

Ek, F.İ. and Çıkış, Ş. (2015) “Integrating the Kano model into architectural design: quality measurement in 
mass-housing units”, Total Quality Management & Business Excellence, Routledge, Vol. 26 No. 3–4, pp. 
400–414, doi: 10.1080/14783363.2013.835898.

García-Madurga, M.Á. and Grilló-Méndez, A.J. (2023) “Artificial Intelligence in the Tourism Industry: An 
Overview of Reviews”, Administrative Sciences, Multidisciplinary Digital Publishing Institute (MDPI), 1 
August, doi: 10.3390/admsci13080172.

Ghobriel, M. (2023) “The Role of Generative AI in the Travel Industry”, available at: https://www.hospitalitynet.
org/opinion/4117494.html (Accessed: 10 February 2024).

Goel, P., Kaushik, N., Sivathanu, B., Pillai, R. and Vikas, J. (2022) “Consumers’ adoption of artificial intelligence 
and robotics in hospitality and tourism sector: literature review and future research agenda”, Tourism 
Review, Emerald Group Holdings Ltd., 1 July, doi: 10.1108/TR-03-2021-0138.

Hair, J.F., Black, W.C., Babin, B.J., Anderson, R.E. and Tatham, R.L. (2006) Multivariate Data Analysis, 6th Edition., 
Pearson Prentice Hall, Upper Saddle River, New Jersey.

İştin, A.E., Eryılmaz, G. and Üzülmez, M. (2022) “Technology Applications in the Asian Tourism Industry 
in Future”, Technology Application in Tourism in Asia: Innovations, Theories and Practices, Springer 
International Publishing, pp. 441–469, doi: 10.1007/978-981-16-5461-9_27.

Ivanov, S. and Webster, C. (2020) “Robots in tourism: A research agenda for tourism economics”, Tourism 
Economics, SAGE Publications Inc., 1 November, doi: 10.1177/1354816619879583.

Jo, H., Chung, N., Hlee, S. and Koo, C. (2022) “Perceived Affordances and Regret in Online Travel Agencies”, Journal 
of Travel Research, SAGE Publications Ltd, Vol. 61 No. 5, pp. 1024–1042, doi: 10.1177/00472875211014962.

Kano, N., Seraku, N., Takahashi, F. and Tsuji, S. (1984) “Attractive Quality and Must-Be Quality”, Journal of the 
Japanese Society for Quality Control, Vol. 41, pp. 39–48.

Kashem, M.A., Shamsuddoha, M., Nasir, T. and Chowdhury, A.A. (2023) “The role of artificial intelligence and 
blockchain technologies in sustainable tourism in the Middle East”, Worldwide Hospitality and Tourism 
Themes, Emerald Publishing Limited, Vol. 15 No. 2, pp. 178–191, doi: 10.1108/WHATT-10-2022-0116.

Kazak, A.N., Chetyrbok, P. V. and Oleinikov, N.N. (2020) “Artificial intelligence in the tourism sphere”, IOP 
Conference Series: Earth and Environmental Science, Vol. 421, Institute of Physics Publishing, doi: 
10.1088/1755-1315/421/4/042020.

Kim, H., So, K.K.F., Shin, S. and Li, J. (2024) “Artificial Intelligence in Hospitality and Tourism: Insights From 
Industry Practices, Research Literature, and Expert Opinions”, Journal of Hospitality and Tourism Research, 
SAGE Publications Inc., doi: 10.1177/10963480241229235.

Kim, M.J., Hall, C.M., Kwon, O., Hwang, K. and Kim, J.S. (2024) “Orbital and sub-orbital space tourism: 
motivation, constraint and artificial intelligence”, Tourism Review, Emerald Publishing, Vol. 79 No. 2, pp. 
392–407, doi: 10.1108/TR-01-2023-0017.

Koo, C., Xiang, Z., Gretzel, U. and Sigala, M. (2021) “Artificial intelligence (AI) and robotics in travel, hospitality 
and leisure”, Electronic Markets, Springer Science and Business Media Deutschland GmbH, 1 September, 
doi: 10.1007/s12525-021-00494-z.



T. Car, M. Šimunić: Customer preferences towards AI functionalities in OTAs
Zbornik Veleučilišta u Rijeci, Vol. 13 (2025), No.1, pp. 59-83

81

Lee, J., Sugumaran, V. and Park, S. (2011) “Requirements management using KANO Model and AHP for service 
systems design”, Proceedings - IEEE 9th International Conference on Dependable, Autonomic and Secure 
Computing, DASC 2011, pp. 1159–1166, doi: 10.1109/DASC.2011.188.

Leech, N.L., Barrett, K.C. and Morgan, G.A. (2005) SPSS for Intermediate Statistics: Use and Interpretation, 2nd 
Edition., Lawrence Erlbaum Associates Publishers.

Li, C.Y., Fang, Y.H. and Chiang, Y.H. (2023) “Can AI chatbots help retain customers? An integrative perspective 
using affordance theory and service-domain logic”, Technological Forecasting and Social Change, Elsevier 
Inc., Vol. 197, doi: 10.1016/j.techfore.2023.122921.

Ling, E.C., Tussyadiah, I., Liu, A. and Stienmetz, J. (2023) “Perceived Intelligence of Artificially Intelligent 
Assistants for Travel: Scale Development and Validation”, Journal of Travel Research, SAGE Publications 
Ltd, doi: 10.1177/00472875231217899.

Marín Díaz, G., Galdón Salvador, J.L. and Galán Hernández, J.J. (2023) “Smart Cities and Citizen Adoption: 
Exploring Tourist Digital Maturity for Personalizing Recommendations”, Electronics (Switzerland), 
Multidisciplinary Digital Publishing Institute (MDPI), Vol. 12 No. 16, doi: 10.3390/electronics12163395.

Matzler, K. and Hinterhuber, H.H. (1998) “How to make product development projects more successful by 
integrating Kano’s model of customer satisfaction into quality function deployment”, Technovation, Vol. 
18 No. 1, pp. 25–38, doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-4972(97)00072-2.

Matzler, K., Hinterhuber, H.H., Bailom, F. and Sauerwein, E. (1996) “How to delight your customers”, Journal 
of Product & Brand Management, MCB UP Ltd, Vol. 5 No. 2, pp. 6–18, doi: 10.1108/10610429610119469.

Mohammad Shawal, N.S., Saiful Bakhtiar, M.F., Kamal Nurzaman, M.A.A., Kedin, N.A. and Talib, A.H. (2023) 
“Exploring User Acceptance, Experience and Satisfaction towards Chatbots in An Online Travel Agency 
(OTA)”, International Journal of Academic Research in Business and Social Sciences, Human Resources 
Management Academic Research Society (HRMARS), Vol. 13 No. 5, doi: 10.6007/ijarbss/v13-i5/17015.

Orden-Mejía, M., Carvache-Franco, M., Huertas, A., Carvache-Franco, O. and Carvache-Franco, W. (2023) 
“Modeling users’ satisfaction and visit intention using AI-based chatbots”, PLoS ONE, Public Library of 
Science, Vol. 18 No. 9 September, doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0286427.

Pandey, A., Sahu, R. and Joshi, Y. (2022) “Kano Model Application in the Tourism Industry: A Systematic 
Literature Review”, Journal of Quality Assurance in Hospitality and Tourism, Routledge, Vol. 23 No. 1, pp. 
1–31, doi: 10.1080/1528008X.2020.1839995.

Pillai, R. and Sivathanu, B. (2020) “Adoption of AI-based chatbots for hospitality and tourism”, International 
Journal of Contemporary Hospitality Management, Emerald Group Holdings Ltd., Vol. 32 No. 10, pp. 
3199–3226, doi: 10.1108/IJCHM-04-2020-0259.

Pouliot, F. (1993) “Theoretical Issues of Kano’s Methods” on ‘Kano’s Methods for Understanding Customer-
defined Quality’”, Center for Quality of Management Journal.

Rather, R.A. (2024) “AI-powered ChatGPT in the hospitality and tourism industry: benefits, challenges, 
theoretical framework, propositions and future research directions”, TOURISM RECREATION RESEARCH, 
doi: 10.1080/02508281.2023.2287799.

Salesforce. (2023) State of the Connected Customer SIXTH EDITION, available at: https://www.salesforce.
com/content/dam/web/en_us/www/documents/research/State-of-the-Connected-Customer.pdf 
(Accessed: 14 February 2024).

Samala, N., Katkam, B.S., Bellamkonda, R.S. and Rodriguez, R.V. (2022) “Impact of AI and robotics in the 
tourism sector: a critical insight”, Journal of Tourism Futures, Emerald Group Holdings Ltd., Vol. 8 No. 1, 
pp. 73–87, doi: 10.1108/JTF-07-2019-0065.

Samara, D., Magnisalis, I. and Peristeras, V. (2020) “Artificial intelligence and big data in tourism: a systematic 
literature review”, Journal of Hospitality and Tourism Technology, Emerald Group Holdings Ltd., 8 
September, doi: 10.1108/JHTT-12-2018-0118.



T. Car, M. Šimunić: Customer preferences towards AI functionalities in OTAs
Zbornik Veleučilišta u Rijeci, Vol. 13 (2025), No.1, pp. 59-83

82

Shahin A, Pourhamidi M, Antony J and Hyun Park S. (2013) “Typology of Kano models: a critical review of 
literature and proposition of a revised model”, International Journal of Quality & Reliability Management, 
Vol. 30 No. 3, pp. 341–358.

Slevitch, L. (2024) “Kano Model Categorization Methods: Typology and Systematic Critical Overview for 
Hospitality and Tourism Academics and Practitioners”, Journal of Hospitality and Tourism Research, SAGE 
Publications Inc., doi: 10.1177/10963480241230957.

Solakis, K., Katsoni, V., Mahmoud, A.B. and Grigoriou, N. (2022) “Factors affecting value co-creation through 
artificial intelligence in tourism: a general literature review”, Journal of Tourism Futures, Emerald Group 
Holdings Ltd., doi: 10.1108/JTF-06-2021-0157.

Statista. (2023) “Artificial Intelligence - Worldwide”, available at: https://www.statista.com/outlook/tmo/
artificial-intelligence/worldwide (accessed 12 February 2024).

Stewart, D.W. (1981) “The Application and Misapplication of Factor Analysis in Marketing Research”, Journal 
of Marketing Research, Vol. 18 No. 1, pp. 51-62.

Talwar, S., Dhir, A., Kaur, P. and Mäntymäki, M. (2020) “Why do people purchase from online travel agencies 
(OTAs)? A consumption values perspective”, International Journal of Hospitality Management, Elsevier 
Ltd, Vol. 88, doi: 10.1016/j.ijhm.2020.102534.

Timko, M. (1993) “‘An Experiment in Continuous Analysis’ on ‘Kano’s Methods for Understanding Customer-
defined Quality’”, Center for Quality of Management Journal.

Tuo, Y., Ning, L. and Zhu, A. (2021) “How Artificial Intelligence Will Change the Future of Tourism Industry: The 
Practice in China”, Information and Communication Technologies in Tourism 2021, Springer International 
Publishing, pp. 83–94, doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-65785-7_7.

Urwin, M. (2024), “AI in Travel: 14 Examples to Know”, available at: https://builtin.com/artificial-intelligence/
ai-travel-tech (Accessed: 5 April 2024).

Wei, W. and Lin, Q. (2020) “Research on Intelligent Tourism Town Based on AI Technology”, Journal of Physics: 
Conference Series, Vol. 1575, Institute of Physics Publishing, doi: 10.1088/1742-6596/1575/1/012039.

Wu, X. (2021) “Research on Intelligent Tourism Management Model Based on Big Data”, Journal of Physics: 
Conference Series, Vol. 1992, IOP Publishing Ltd, doi: 10.1088/1742-6596/1992/2/022189.

Yadav, S. (2016) “The Kano Model – A tool to prioritize the users’ wants and desires”, Interaction Design 
Foundation, available at: https://www.interaction-design.org/literature/article/the-kano-model-a-tool-
to-prioritize-the-users-wants-and-desires (accessed 25 March 2024).

Yoon, J.H. and Choi, C. (2023) “Real-Time Context-Aware Recommendation System for Tourism”, Sensors, 
MDPI, Vol. 23 No. 7, doi: 10.3390/s23073679.

Zhu, Y., Zhang, R. (Renata), Zou, Y. and Jin, D. (2023) “Investigating customers’ responses to artificial intelligence 
chatbots in online travel agencies: the moderating role of product familiarity”, Journal of Hospitality and 
Tourism Technology, Emerald Publishing Limited, Vol. 14 No. 2, pp. 208–224, doi: 10.1108/JHTT-02-2022-
0041.

Zulaikha, S., Mohamed, H., Kurniawati, M., Rusgianto, S. and Rusmita, S.A. (2020), “Customer Predictive 
Analytics Using Artificial Intelligence”, Singapore Economic Review, World Scientific, doi: 10.1142/
S0217590820480021.



T. Car, M. Šimunić: Customer preferences towards AI functionalities in OTAs
Zbornik Veleučilišta u Rijeci, Vol. 13 (2025), No.1, pp. 59-83

83

Izvorni znanstveni rad
https://doi.org/10.31784/zvr.13.1.7

Datum primitka rada: 9. 4. 2024. 
Datum prihvaćanja rada: 6. 5. 2024.

Creative Commons Attribution – 
NonCommercial 4.0 International License

PREFERENCIJE KUPACA PREMA AI 
FUNKCIONALNOSTIMA U ONLINE PUTNIČKIM 

AGENCIJAMA
Tomislav Car 

Dr. sc., docent, Sveučilište u Rijeci, Fakultet za menadžment u turizmu i ugostiteljstvu,  
Primorska 46, 51 410 Opatija, Hrvatska; e-mail: tcar@fthm.hr

Mislav Šimunić 
Dr. sc., redoviti profesor u trajnom zvanju, Sveučilište u Rijeci, Fakultet za menadžment u turizmu i 

ugostiteljstvu, Primorska 46, 51 410 Opatija, Hrvatska; e-mail: mislavs@fthm.hr

SAŽETAK
Online putničke agencije (OTA) su platforme koje omogućuju korisnicima da rezerviraju online 
različite usluge vezane uz putovanja, poput smještaja, letova, najma automobila, krstarenja i drugih 
aktivnosti. U današnje vrijeme putovanja karakterizira upotreba digitalne tehnologije, posebno 
umjetne inteligencije (AI), koja pomaže da se oblikuju i isporuče proizvodi i usluge. Implementacija 
AI funkcionalnosti u online putničkim agencijama je područje koje brzo napreduje te je fokus na 
razvoju atraktivnih proizvoda koji će zadovoljiti, iznenaditi i oduševiti korisnike. Metodologija 
istraživanja sastojala se od tri glavne faze, od kojih su druga i treća opisane u ovom radu. Prva faza 
identificirala je ključne AI funkcionalnosti u OTA-a koje utječu na iskustvo korisnika tijekom putovanja 
te je kreiran originalni upitnik temeljen na funkcionalnim i disfunkcionalnim pitanjima iz Kano 
modela. Kano dvodimenzionalni model ima za cilj odrediti razinu zadovoljstva ili nezadovoljstva 
korisnika kada je određeni atribut (u ovom istraživanju, svaki atribut predstavljen je s jednom AI 
funkcionalnošću) prisutan ili odsutan. Po Kano modelu postoji pet kategorija/dimenzija za svaki 
promatrani atribut: Must-be, Performance, Attractive, Indifferent i Reverse. Prilikom formuliranja 
istraživačkih pitanja neke od AI funkcionalnosti promatrane su u tematskim skupinama AI-a poput 
personalizacije, optimizacije, napredne pretrage i AI chatbotova. Druga faza opisana u ovom članku 
bila je provođenje ankete pomoću Kano upitnika i priprema skupa podataka za analizu. Treća faza 
sastojala se od primjene diskretne i kontinuirane analize za svaku AI funkcionalnost, prezentacije 
rezultata s diskusijom te davanja odgovora na istraživačka pitanja.

Ključne riječi: OTA, AI, zadovoljstvo korisnika, Kano model, turizam




