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Introduction
The review will be written on 2 articles about sport events and how they affect their host cities. The review will involve similarities and differences between 2 articles that have been chosen from a list. The essay will involve a description of each article, an overview, and the results of the articles then finally a conclusion. The essay will provide researched views on why the articles are good and bad and both articles have been critically analysed so that the essay provided will be informative and a reliable source. The essay will also include the main objectives of each article and why they chose to find out about the economy impacts from events.
The Event Experience 
The first article chosen was titled ‘The Economic Impact of Major Sport Events’ which has been written by Chris Gratton, Simon Shibli and Richard Coleman. The authors decided to gather information on 10 major sport events in the UK and then compare them to be able to analyse how each of them effect the economy of their host city or country. Their main objective was to find out the additional expenditure spent by visitors at the 10 events individually so they could find out the daily amount spent at the events; which then gave them the evidence on which event impacts the economy the most. 
The second article chosen was titled ‘Sport, Tourism and Mega Event Impacts on Host Cities’ which was written by Siyabulela Niykana, Tembi M. Tichawa and Kamilla Swart. The authors decided to gather information through a questionnaire on the 2010 FIFA World Cup in South Africa. The main objective in this article was to find out the impacts an event can have on its host city. The authors wanted to find out if a major event like FIFA 2010 maximised tourism value and to see if a country can benefit from an event that ‘brands’ their city. According to (Rein & Shields, 2007; Yuen, 2008) sport receives widespread free media coverage which generates visibility and as such, attracts visitors and investors to the hosting destination, so sport becomes used as a primary and secondary tool in the tourism destination branding mix.
Both of the articles have similarities and differences. The first article chosen had a wider scope of events to talk about, due to them picking 10 events. The second Article chosen couldn’t compare multiple events so they didn’t have as much results as article 1 so they couldn’t expand on their research, therefore their results lacked in evidence whereas article 1 had enough evidence to make their results reliable. The first article looked at both positive and negative effects that major events can have on the economy of their host city and article 2 had only focused on the positive side of the economy which showed they were biased towards their results coming out positive. When authors do not provide both sides of an argument, the reader will not get the best information they are looking for.
Articles 1 and 2 agree that major sport events play a big part in today’s economy due to the visitors and tourists spending more money, not just in the event but around the local town too. “Events play a critical role in shaping national and local tourism products and have an ability to transform destinations, as mentioned by several authors” (Bob & Swart, 2010; Sport tourism and mega-event impacts on host cities 549 Cornelissen, Bob & Swart, 2011). They also both agreed that major events can help the economy in the long term due to tourists going back to visit or more events being able to take place in the same destination or building. Article 1 mentioned some sport events can move to different host cities for them to have greater incentives and better deals. Location is an important component when organising an event, if an event manager chooses the wrong location that is difficult to get to or if it’s not known to many people, then it can affect the amount of visitors who attend the event which can then affect the economy; both articles chose events that were located for their research.
Article 1 used events from the United Kingdom whereas article 2 used one case study which was based in South Africa. Due to the money differences between South Africa and the United Kingdom, it would be unreliable to compare the results of both articles. The authors in article 1 broadly explained that the events they chose had benefitted local organisations whereas article 2 only briefly mentioned it. 
The 2 articles used the same methodology to gain their results. Article 2 explained that the methodology used for the 2010 FIFA World Cup was in fact a questionnaire which involved 2225 visitor respondents which was carried out using a systematic sampling technique. In article 1 the authors also explain that the questionnaire methodology was used except described step by step how they collected the data then gathered to calculate the additional money spent by visitors in the host city; this made their results more believable. 
The articles used different questions which resulted in them having different results but the same outcome; they both concluded that the events they chose were good for the economy. The first article mainly focuses on quantitative data and focussed on both the money and economic impact that the events have on their host city whereas the second article is more focused on qualitative data, so they asked the visitors more of their opinions on the event. Both data can be effective to the reader as people’s opinions of an event can be just as important as facts. It’s good to know both in case the reader plans to go, so they’d then know what to expect.
Article 1 asked questions such as “how much did you spend?” and “how long did you stay there?” whereas article 2 asked questions such as “do you think the event exposed people to more tourism in the city?” and “do you think the event contributed to the increase of crime in the local area” From the questions asked, it shows that article 1 had stated facts in their data rather than article 2 which asked visitors of their opinions. Opinions can be unreliable therefore article 1 can be seen as more of a trustworthy source.
The results for article 1 includes graphs and charts, in a critical point of view, this gives the reader a visual perspective of the statists within the article whereas article 2 put their results in literacy format so the reader may find it difficult to pick out the outcomes.
Conclusion
To conclude, the articles were both written and displayed well although article 1 was more descriptive and included more facts and figures. Article 2 didn’t have enough reliable results due to them having too many opinions in their article. Both articles carried out their questionnaire and gathered believable results. Article 1 and 2 contained references from reputable sources. The articles are both helpful to a reader and can expand someone’s knowledge about Sport events and why they are good for the economy as well as bad. Over all article 1 was the most reliable, descriptive and trustworthy source.
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