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A B F-Value
Std. Std.
Dependent variables Mean D Mean Dev Fratio Fprob
Decision perception®
Bffectiveness (higher o0 5y 385 053 1.35 0.04
value = more effective)
Efficiency (higher value= 4 oo 04 360 028 234 002
more efficient)
Productiveness (hlghef* 041 345 067 075 041
value = more productive)
Satisfaction (higher value 07 (1 351 019 044 026
= more satisfactional)
Quality (higher value =3 50 (24 349 031 103 013
more quality)
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