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HZ ‘FA9 omAu2’e ‘FAFAY B Uit FoAHo] FRHBA, XUt Q1A= d8A
H| A A(patients’ perceived quality)& ZA3}3L o] AFEE7] 9% o] o]Foxx YUt} 2
HY A7 QRS e gEAula AL YEIFAH, FAH, A3F, B34 85T 43 4R
UE B ol ogd d3 #FAEo] A= 7ldig X FFE @y dFol AT EFHo|
] oYt duiF oz XUt QAAFe YgEMul: AS SASE WHdAE duAulzd g
71l (expectation)®} A F(performance)E I2l¥ SERVQUAL E¥I ulxo] HEF =RYH
(non-differnce score : ©]3} Non-Diff)e] glom, Aawe 12§ SERVPERF 230 Qitt. o] &
Parasuraman® Zeithaml, Berry(1985)7} 71§ SERVQUAL E&8& AH|AE o]&317] Ad 71X
i 9 7R e} o] F AHA| AFARE vudte 1 BYX HEE Filo AHjs AE Hrtste
(4 Doz, ek AnlA AgadE B gEANA BoiAxE de ALE3 ot

Dis/ Confirmation= 2, (p;— e;) -~ +4 (1)

pi: AAAH
e; AT F ARFE
i Az Ag BrRe FH89

a8y 2 SERVQUALAA AA e T7d-Ad3, o EUX 2Yd disteg B 71A) H]Fo] A
7193 k. AA, Z71dFES dH5o|R T SF I Rol AHAAF o, A, $EAE
“Z FAPD NUTLE"S 23 YA FE A5 Y 7dFEd B3840 EA4% g £ dvE
Aol olg g vl "R HZde T7g-A, ko] BELXE o8& A2 F EZRY 4
A 71t AAE FAlo] &A5tE Non-Diff R8olu Aoetgs &A= SERVPERF 2¥d)
g AEI} o)A 1 YUt

E dFdAe 8271 AR e dEANA A& FAsed A Zidiet AA A SAHAE
2A7ete= YU (SERVQUAL)E A1zte Adgtoz ogxula AL ZA3E WU (SERVPERF),
71t e AA AAxE g FAH SAHsE WY (Non-Diff) T4 o= Ho] Atz 98N
N2 AL M4 & AYseRE AFsna .
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2. A7 0y

AsFAE 984 JHELdA QHAsE Bn 5 gir|FY AE Yoz AUIY4
(self~administered questionnaire).2 AEXAME AAIGATH HEEFL 7|&9] AFddA A4
Egdo]l 428 571 ALK, AHA, 9eA, FAA, FAA) 24 = 748 104 FEL
ARstach AAE 107 FEo) st g HFEANA SERVQUAL, SERVPERF, Non-diff Al 7t
A mygog ztzt HAsPY. o] o AutEQA Mula AE e 2/ 3 AU TFEHA
EAHE Z2A%Ee £¥E s AU TEE EAE S 9L AYstae 2F 7R
Ay Z2AHYG. AA 92 1739 7t AN @2 3¥WH FQWES o) Tt o] SHE}
Z e 39S AT 167HE HF BAYALoR 3

SERVQUAL, SERVPERF, Non-Diff 358 TASE 2859 ANh4WALD 4)e B
9138t Cronbach’'s ¢ & A4begor, 82 AL A3 A3 IAEE $9 371A] H$H F
oA o] Higje] ElF3 AQRE AAIY] Ao ARFHY] Hu|x AL FHAUAFE st ZF F
A4 Mul2 AL =YPHszZ st IAARNL AP wxgez 4 2y R’ FAe
ZAA37] $18to] Fisher's Z A ¥ (transformation)S 3 5 3 A A2 multiple REt9 ¥ WY&
o] &34t (F4] 2).

1 l+7ry 1 1+ 7e
2log1'—7’M 2 og 1—7’F .
z= \/ - - e $4(2)

nM—3 np‘—3

3. 4+ 2%

SERVQUAL 28 o2 &A% 859 Cronbach’'s ¢ 0.820, SERVPERF R3oz &24¢ &3
9 Cronbach’s o+ 0.897, Non-Diff 282 &4 F&E9 Cronbach’s a & 0.8982 A71A
2y 2R vay & AP MNFLEA)S By

A, A%, 71El 21317 & A5E FAF FHAA ANFHQ Mux AE FHEULZ 85
A9d Aulx A8 EYASFIZ sto AR L AAE AF, SERVQUALZ ZA§ R’: 022,
SERVPERFZ 24 & R’:= 050, Non-diff =2 3% R 0562.2, Non-diff A=} AvtA
eAula AL /1 & AYAFUc. Al A5 R2E7H §9F xol7t YdeERE FASF A
SERVQUAL3} SERVPERFE M| % 7399 Zi2 3.04(p<0.0D)ZE FATgH o2 R zol7t A
QoW SERVQUAL Non-diffE HIEE ZH9-9 Zzk 9A 3.794(p<0.001)E Fol§ =o]& B
t}. 218y SERVPERF$} Non-DiffE ¥l 3 7 %9 Zze 0742 §98 ol AUt

4, &

B aAx A7, JFoA 7S 273 SERVQUALE BT Aue 24351= SERVPERFY A

et ZE § EZAA BAle EOJHE Non-Diff Z8o] §AS0] Rztetes M2 & ¢ &
Agste Aoz vest, a8y & A7 3 39 AR A Al 7R 2¥ e BF H L3
A7 Wi FFEHZ Q% Aol FEEHAES JHeAol Jdon, F FAddA ARG A gV
2ol AFARE dusst=d AdHe] Ut




