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Abstract

In 21st century, urban internationalization is the primary goal of the development of
major cities in the world. International economic, trade and cultural activities are mostly
linked through the urban networks of various countries. Cities all over the world want to
become an important hub of the international economic and trade network. While the
number of international events, conferences, and exhibitions held in a city counts for the
degree of internationalization. As a result, the world’s metropolises strive for international
conferences or international exhibitions to create a city of conference and sightseeing.

The MICE industry (Meetings, Incentives, Conventions, Exhibitions) is valued by
major cities, mainly because it includes service industries such as hotels, catering, medical
care, cultural creativity and tourism. The commercial connectivity for MICE is strong and
inclusive for a wide range of projects, economic benefits, and is regarded as the emerging
potential of globalization business category. As international conferences and exhibition
industry has emerged, the Asia-Pacific cities are fully committed to promoting the
conference and exhibition industry. Kaohsiung city can combine overall resources, or use
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the shipping characteristics of Kaohsiung port to hold MICE with other supporting
measures, and enhance the hardware function of Kaohsiung to form the city characteristics
and advantages on service and price. Based on the resource basis, this study analyzes
whether Kaohsiung exhibition industry can develop space aggregation based on its own
conditional advantages, or whether it can promote the development of MICE industry
through the relationship between neighboring regions. Policy suggestions are posed
thereafter.
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