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Abstract
Application of the SERVQUAL Scale to Health Care Services

Woo Hyun Cho*, Sun Hee Lee**, Kui-Son Choi***, Ki-Tae Moon*

Dept. of Preventive Medicine and Public Health, Yonsei University College of Medicine®,
Dept. of Preventive Medicine and Public Health, Ewha Womans University College of
Medicine**, Dept. of Public Health, The Graduate School of Yonsei University***

The purpose of this article was to review the basic concept of the SERVQUAL
scale and to evaluate its usefulness in health care settings. The SERVQUAL
scale was developed by Parasuraman et al. in 1988. Its purpose was to provide
an instrument for measuring the quality of service that would apply across a
broad range of services with minor modifications in the scale. The SERVQUAL
scale is based on gap theory, which indicates the difference between consumers’
expectations and their assessment of the actual performance of a specific firm.
It has five dimensions to define service quality. These dimensions include : (1)
tangibles : (2) reliability ; (3) responsiveness : (4) assurance : (5) empathy.

While the SERVQUAL scale has been tested in a number of health care
settings, the findings have been mixed. So, health care marketers should be
cautious in their use of the SERVQUAL scale. However, it is rare to find instruments
that are as well validated as SERVQUAL appears to be. As well the SERVQUAL

scale provides valuable information about the quality of health care service.
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I. w22

32 243549 vlAE (consumer-oriented marketing)oll thgt #4do] 1251 e},
AAFAY wA”eld, A G nATEE Fxee o2, AEY &TE ot
BEATE A& A" 94 EX2 AeH(Kotler, 1987). 5, 149 &5 wo}s)
1 nAo] A3t F AFE AFTLEN 23L& AYH $919 nANES 24T + 9
[¢]

o o8 Fate] ASHA AEH 4L o8 & Gk wep Rel TANGH 229

quality improvement, CQI) % % 3l AF T Au|29 & FE& S5t =¥
st glon, AL Wrkeln aANEE ARl e Ak 55 dta ik o3
S5 9RMRIE d9E ofolA HIole FEALAN EEMIAL, AH| A H7HA 9 2
< A=A FAE Bl A8r|ae Aux A4S A4 B - A5 gloy, dRI|FER A
|2 A3 HERE AAH o2 Zstn Frlsh| fatd tddd =HES stu Yu.
olg| g Al At 1998'd W=l A& AMS(Academy of Marketing Science)9} ¥
¥o2 SERVQUAL HEZe =4 10:dE& 713t dAF gtk SERVQUALS
Parasuraman 5(1988)0] Mu]A Ao mA o] A ZHle Mula AE Hrlslr] sk
e Ax2A nAE Fobo] 2 IS FE Bk ol A 10993 B g M)
& FoloA Mu|~ A7 MEEE 25| T =72 dEHo gu

I3y o 57)AqA SERVQUALC] that @4zl &8 o2 Mujx 4Ref vlgiA Al
Aoz Atk WA o] AP 7I1Ee] FAPES Z3ld SERVQUALS) Tt 71 %
A Azt o wAu 2~ A& 3] 98 =724 SERVQUALY H4714 & AEstn
AF 3k, o] oyt SERVQUALR 7 A &% AWE B8] ogru|~ A3} 8
AMEE ZHA 21 BEUES Bt nAt gt

T

. SERVQUALY 7y
1. SERVQUALS| O|2H tiZH
SERVQUAL HE& XM A(service quality)olX el Aoz niAE X 1

o] ) Ztslhe MulA A& 243812 Parasuraman $(1988)¢] o8 ML=EAL). o=

< Aujae g Aslos 2a 384 (intangibility) 3 ©]24 (heterogeneity), AAkz}

o]
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Anle] v E-2)4 (inseparability) °olghs 1A/ 54E Ay 7] i dut Astele
g2 e a]ld & 1 Fo| Hrisolof dka FAE T, BE Mulx ARldA FF3}
o] AHEE & e 2 &Y =78 ANEstual &9 (Parasuraman 5, 1985)

Parasuraman 5(1985)& 94 AHlx A5 &3] A& 7[EEFoz 7|&9 A7A

o] A 7| 5E (expectation) # AA AH4F (performance) 7+ Apo| 28 A A| s}
Att. Z Aujx Aol A FE M|t o] J|Hed FEE Guhvt FEAALUE 3
7bee Aoz st olEe AHla A& A3 98 4FA 239 153 ks
AEE AAB et BdA A+(exploratory study)E F3ystAct,
Parasuraman §(1985)& AHE7 sle 44 AHlx 71d(&8, AEA=3AL, f7Hsd
A, F8 2 B5d)9] FAES o2 AZAE R (in-depth interview) et Au]z}
=2 e s 2HADUE H(focus group interview)E AABIHT}. o]&& ZANdAL
EA © FelAE Aulx A A4S Fololgtm AAs=7E? @ AB|AELS AH A
Aol P4 8QE Fololgtn AZeert? @ #eATL A Zshs AHl A~ A AvjA} A48t
= Mulx A Tl Aot de7t? @ 2HAF AN LHAPF A Zske A2 A3t A
A7} Adehe Mulx 4S5 dtRg o s vebd  IE71? o dstd AEsa ol & F3td
o 22 87HA 718 BASY Mula S FHs] 93 2] 2¥ (the gaps model of
service quality)& A¢BATHIH 1).

AR, Mujzo] U3 2EREY] J|deEH 2 Vg did Au|2 AFAES A4 &}
o[(GAP1)E AMH|& Hol tigt Aulzte] Hrto] JF& & Aoluh.

5, 2z 7o e did Al A AFAEY AT 22X AlFenxt Agste A
Hl 2 Aol W go zbo]7t A& A oleld Aol (GAP2) & AH| 2 Aol tigt £H]Re] 7)ol
FgE F Aol

AR, AZE Mula A3 AR AFE Auz A Aloldl Zol7t Y BF of Aol
(GAP3)& AHl& Aol it &uze] Hrtel 43S & Aolth

YA, A AFE Mu| 2 F3) olgjg Aulx FE aH|AlA TR oA JAaF
L7 o7} & A o] Aol (GAP4) & AMuHlA Aol tig Ak Hrtd] J3dE =
ot}

TR, Mulx Ao digh AH|xbe] Hrks Mulzd did 7|dg A48 Aujat Aol
(GAP5)9| Z7]e} Wk tia) 4=aA o Ut

AR, Mulzo] et Zdiet A7 AH| A7 Aol (GAPS)E GAPL, GAP2, GAP3,
GAP49l g2 499 & gl

dFA, ANAEL Yutgoz Mula AL Witg o ZEE £45 &I

ofx

Irt

B
A
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oAgs, 71t Aula "ol AAlz AZ4E MH|A AR 2w, 2HAES AUl Fd
wEslA) Eala 2 HFo] ARSE Mulx Ao digted #8812 Rete Aol ok £
7\teh A Zto] A& o AHREE AH| 2~ Hofl BEska, 7 e ¥ AR X ZHE B A
ﬂ%ﬂﬂiﬂﬂé%ﬁﬁIﬂ“*ﬂﬂﬁilﬂaﬂﬂ§¢%°V‘ ol Ho] g 7o) A},
Parasuraman 5(1985)& ©[¢} 2& o] R¥ & Falo *311}7} A Zshe ME) 2= A2
@ﬂiﬂﬂkgﬂ%d'%iﬂﬂ%ﬁﬂi¢ o] &4 7NUrEte Aol A dH
o}, olF Aolo] & WB:@%%@ﬁﬂ%@SE%QUMQﬂ%Jﬂ%@%HﬂH%W.

A
7HIA AR Moy g7 ALY
)2 TEA
< R CIES1 B
0] 5 L3
My A x|2Zt |-
e
ZEX T
= - AH|Xjof cj 3t
MH[A FE <—>ﬂo| f o|x ojALE

Aol 11 &ol 3 ¢ 4

Mu|A Y2 F
o] 2 :
IA47|djof ofst
22xt9| x|zt

T 1. MElx " £F9 T 2y

A& . Parasuraman A, Zeithaml VA, Berry LL. A conceptiual model of service quality and its
implication for future research. Journal of markeing 1985:49:41-50

2. SERVQUALS| 74t

Parasuraman 5(1988)2 A A3 87kx] 7] A9} Afo]o] 2 (gap theory)ol &
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AT Ndd ¥+ EdE SERVQUAL AxE ME3tgch o582 19859 £lEo] A
Aoz Agke My~ FAS SH7] A% 10704 A (F8A4, A=A, B84, 71eT 5
g, 3 AE, EA, GAEFE, A2, 24 d@ ols)) 9T FES AFH AFE
Foto] 570 A (R4, A, WA, A4, B34) 22/ IFo2 wHAT| 1, 7 ¥
ol theto] 7|l AA ARrES S5 o8 Adshe ZE S ANt 28n
2, A7t=ZA), AR daME 2, AFAR e Au2 Fol SERVQUALS 243t

I E

1 S A E AT A A2 A R3] A 57l 3] 74 PEEL B

BEEE ZHen, 0.7001%39 & J=g B}

1991l e ZldeEe Z4E o AHEE 293 F8(should : o, OO0 2A
;

ARLAA BAE Hojop gith) & Bk &38 B8 (will © o, 578 OO0 = 24 7)
AdelA #ds B Aoleh) oz #Asen, &) o &atnat ste 54 Al tig
NFES F78 AHEE AT Ao JAEe o] 4AA Al tig JIdsEeE ¢
Fetac. T RRAQ 2EEE IHAQ TP FHSAT. 2z olgA 48

SERVQUALZ °l43ld 57 Aula 34 (AslZ, 23 )9 Mula F4& 3% 2y,
AurAQ) Mulx A& Adshs F27t 5/ Aol BF 57% ol 4oz Au|a AN
SERVQUAL A=Y #&7l54E BTt o] SERVQUALS /MEas & 293
A 17 2

(E D SERVQUALS| 7Heta =X
A A e L 4 H 1
Parasuraman 5 AMH|A E£3& FH37] g 871K 71EBAL 23 AL&Il= AL &
(1985) apolo) Eof] AT NEAH 2y, Mujx FA9 24 JEA FAYG, AFE 4
298 107K A 9 #Bez AA 2 2 B9 47 7Y
(SERVQUALZ?| E°] &) Fxte} 2vAE oS
o2 dd 2y 4%
Parasuraman § Z3AYAEH(focus group interview) & 23l A &8 B3 JIHAE 2
(1988) A F4E Z357] 98 AGFoZ AR 712 2 25 SUA, A A
9] 1070 =Y 9770 23 54 ALY 2278 FEoz  HMulx AEA FEl A
WA AR "]~ 5o SERVQUAL &

2alo] 1 HRAL B4
A8, 24 5 5 Aula
3]

Parasuraman % 7| &
HES 34 AddA 2 el e AA

&)
(1991) 43¢ B (wil)
49 £
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3. SERVQUALS 7l &322y

99 2] 2 el AFAFE AHA BA A8 FA SERVQUAL HEE A
4901 98 8 240 220 BEE DA 9 AASEH DA BIFEE 2B 3
AL T ol Z1 RS 5 A el 217} 2], o1l s
Falo] AL U oA F2L U, HASFEE A2 5P AW 2E o
S AR AL 428 olan), % Bge BT 294 RI1H) - 28

(74)'e) 74 A=z FAeA = sl

l)‘
rulo
A

(& 2) SERVQUALE F4st= Dt &5
s 49 EXes
%4 (tangible)  EHHA A4, B, A4 458

A A (reliability) B ¥ AL BEA FEE At MulaE FY5e 54

02 Aol 7o) B3EE AAS FAAY MH2s AzHe 5y 4E

[

(responsiveness)

44 ’jHLéjl%"?j«]_XWT—} 2 gt e, nANA L&} A 4188
(assurance) 2 2 & %l 9
=44 (empathy)  3A7F 3AdA Boj= fExe a4 5838

99, ol 238 2 2P ANSEDR AREE
Al A AER A Bt

rlo
_IZ
i
m
rlo
e
oX,
1
oft
o
o
b
£

Service Quality = 2, (P;—E;) - %4 (1)

P,’ = éﬂ]"éﬂ]—
E; = A3 g3 7d
i = dEAHs 22 Wishe 7489

i

oW, 4Bzl ezl Hlalel AAG 2 AH(P2E) AHASS P9 Au 2
& ABLIL AAAY A& AFRENAE P22 S 2o AL ATLR
tm A Bk A€ ol XEPE 088 sk 299 BRA X3l HHlz
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- 254 9 : g gAMH 294 SERVQUAL €4 g wd-

puLh
9
A
B
e
N
=
_.‘
el
tlo
I

4¢3 | = 3
B Bl tald T (S 2¥) Bl e 64 Ue 53¢ UL, 44 49E
EYoke 29 X99e AUAQ 48 253 AT gelde vV W 2 5He
Ack. ol A% A 2R ve Aol AHIAGE-68=-1) ATt Azee ¥
W aEAE el AHIAGGE -58=04)8 BRta AZSA g0 Qo F gL

ME 28 AlTERTIL st Zldieed wet Al 2E a2 9ot 5 glon, ne}
A Rt A3 A S8 A e aulAEd A2 b JdFES SAE Folok

ol21§ ouldX SERVQUAL Hxe 7129 A FA =7l vlg) Mu|AaE o]§37] Ao
2H|AE] AL e TIdeES Sod  glon, ARz Mua AE Gk o ofH G
NHFES 2ATLEN LBAEC] A Zde AE| 2 A Bo Fgd 24 E + dde
o4 ZAZ AMGL it T BEIHE SHETE AHSTEA ME T AN
3% Mej2 22 A a9 F glde f848E AYa g,

M. 44k A8 2 4HglolA SERVQUALS 3§

SERVQUAL =7} /i ofe] W& Au| 2 AellM A 29 A (quality) & B715HA
U 9252 2487] 93 =+ SERVQUALS 98 Al4dld gtk 53] H2de 24
ataa} 3HE Aulx Ado] AgelEE SERVQUALY Aoy #8-& F33AY A =29
Nirete] Abgsta ik,

AAZ Terry 5(1999)& SERVQUALY "A3-7id), Bgd Azt T2 e o
YAl g nAe] Jlh¢E AA BAFEE ek, 2084 E Bl 349 BEe
o QgL vAE 89 5/ AP HosAnt.

Van Dyke %(1997)& ZEA2Hd] gt ALEAEY TERE 457 9Asio
SERVQUALY "Az-7Id, 233 5744 Aol dig ebdd& AFsRd.  Pitt &
(1997)2 Van Dyke 5(1997)¢] @) ojo] FHA|28lo|X SERVQUALS 24 7}&4
€ AFsA. 2 Az, U, e vidol 28 B3d|e AT AH| A A "olete
g 8350, 92 AldrMe nlarix 2 FRA| 2 Fold A= SERVQUALS 5714 #
4L 388 + dokz Akelgrt. 3 Van Dyke 5(1997)¢] 259 =EA XA 7]
ol A 25 A Hae A EAld sz o A= Hls) SERVQUAL =9
d&3o] &< AHsA

&9, Galloway(1998)& ZAMS} FAES o2 SERVQUALS ol&dld n5u%
of gk AL A, 2 Zd, 39 VU, € A4 BRE AFPsA ¥ Ao
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zegtoy, "R £ nAFY wAket Akl Folg Aol BoFrh

Hebert(1994)& EA @A 2] thEA 8|2 dig 2-& H7tslr] Hsted SERVQUALS
ol &3¢ om, White 5(1995)% =A#Z FEAHSY Aulx & Hrlelr] sk
SERVQUAL® SERVPERF"E | &34t White 5¢ A7230] 938 SERVQUAL
o 227 &9 Aol e dE EA7F glen, 259 £ 7Rtk JEAEY e =
AT o] &AES T E FE3| B8 & ddkn #3489 Coleman 5(1997)2 digte
gl Hulx AS Hrkelr] 9lstel SERVQUALS 5714 A & o] ArAel 71thx) ¢}
Age] 7gA (RolEd F de 7). AFXE 2ARP|E sE.

°] Yoz SERVQUALS 3¢, B, 23, d2EF F Aul2 AgdlA 42 B7tsty]
g =72 9] AMSE I Qo o]A¥ SERVQUALe] theket A2 Abe]oll A 3¢ sHA
AL olfre MulA S Hrslr] Hsto EE o] =7 FolA gEAel dF5d 2
N AA e 9] shito]y] wEolth, E SERVQUALS thaFdh Mu]x Ao o
9 A7E BN 1 8BS YU o] Mu)A A7 L Adulel M Hujx A
MZ Hla - Frleted f-8etA 242 & Sde o]

a2y SERVQUAL®] thekdt Mulx AkloA gwsld) 8453 gledx EF3a o
% 2e 2 7] BAE S0l ARH 1 3t Cronin@ Talyor, 1992 : Teas, 1993 ; o|g
21 1997).

AR, SERVQUALCIA AABte 57kA] AHdo] BE AQjdl dE#02 A4d & =}
o} #Aloltt. ofel] tairE Z} Au| A Ak olultt o] BE, YEE o] A7
8 Al H(perceived quality) & £33 ¥ 1 438 EUl2 SERVQUALY 5714 A
92 a2 AHSSAY 2 2Lg et AHEst ik 2 2dle 570 AN 15
N AR FAARQ 39S o] &3tm it

E4), SERVQUALS "A3-719, 28 tlgt A2, Cronin¥ Talyor(1992)& ™
F-71dy A T Tl AMulx FEE AAAETD FARAN. o]E2 SERVQUALSY

Mg3-71d ;o YA (disconfirmation)o] 2Jgh Mulx EA9] 2Fo] A&A oz 7158
Ae B2AT I o] AMA o 1", sjadel EAl7} 98-S A AN, Mula 23
< X3, wez 233l SERVPERFE Attt Teas(1993) 941 SERVQUALC]
A SFste 71d) e o9& AV 1% SERVQUALCIAY 7ld4Ee wd
A

HOR & #s 2T + 3on, $FAS] "2 4E /dFE S 2a A ¥ 7

]

11

1) A Mulzd g gok(service performance) & S dhe WY

2) SERVQUALY 2§ Mul28 2% %1 ux shie] AEXN2A 7de 3342 $Ad 233n 9
o & olnl 54 Aulxe] AYAE dFo 2 JdE FsegA Y MdeEe sk A
27he dttke AdH S 7 A Al
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¥ 71eE S0 g e #4017 dvka AR SsiY. B8 SERVQUALAAM & A%
71 E 2T Aujx FAL 0 PEHE AR Adeta ded ols nAA o4
Bl 29 (classical ideal point attitudinal model)”oll SejEct F4stgict. ol 4|
B&oA HIZoe "I, Y BLAE o] &3 Mulx FE 2FHRE dlAld ZdE
Atk BAld SFshe REd dig A B} ol FA 1 YUh(Brown &, 1993). F, It}
Aol ghe 3R AT, o Aol ol &3ty W ETE dd g A=
£ SEAlA A3 A7st] & HA ol H =4 (non-differnce score, ©13F Non-Diff) &

olg3te Zo] Lok Atk 4| A71H T gUth(Brown 5. 1993 ¢ o84, 1999).
V.o sAv 204 SERVQUALS A&

9871894 SERVQUAL H=e] A871ed e AAsAY 442 SERVQUALS °|&
st AME|l2 F E2 BERE S5 A S 1990dd 2wteg 1 ojdde
SERVQUAL H&=ol| thgt 12j7} o] Fo|x|A] &gtom, 1 o|Fo & &atA AHHAE X
sttt

olg7]|#oljA SERVQUALS #8748 Ald WA AR dF= 19909 Reidenbach
5(1990)8) 972 ¥ Parasuraman 5(1985)¢] A3t 107] A& 7]1E02 o84
Hl2 A& 34sk7] A 40N AEdES /idetn AEE A7 S o] &atod At dd st
HAS o] &3 Aol e A 21982 U e R A ERALE AAEHY. 1 AT A
B2 g7kegle] 271 1078 AHdelA 77 AL-O 829 22 @ B9 A=A, @ A&
A, @ A4 € Aulx, © 24 AA, @ d7IARE @ B9 g A4 wie-c2 2
FEHACH, of 7hEd &xte] T, W9 A=Y, A5 A, EF A 4] dato|
gl A& 2Hsted A Ao FrE A

Babakus 5(1992)2 H93AE dFo2 SERVQUALS] 3t N3 e} AF &
3314t Babakust SERVQUALS 570 24 227] 35-& o878l AFstA 574 A
4 157 g2 sty Azt 5o daiA rdeey A4 ArEs SF8At
349 7Y FEy QAT g AdE Ag=e 247 0.495~0.801, 0.759~0.903
o2 Hud T %T Bk Ea SRR S A A 7t A g B A
g £ A

T3 Scardina(1994) € TaAulad e EAEY HETE SH57| 4 FHETR

3) 1A o4 dErdd] way F Ao Ay} ol dH B wjgse A B ohzt 23t
BAEE 2 Aol AA MH 2 FAE AA7Ie ez Ade sta I
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A SERVQUALSY #87154€ AR 8 95t 1089 AdsES T2 EA48 gdes
HEZAE AAEAT A EEFE SERVQUALY 570 A4 227) 238 o 87] e A
3 Balo 2 A3t Agetth AExA 23 57 Aol f@ Cronbach o #2 0.74~
0.982 Hlud 2 WALARE 2t}

Bowers 5(1994)& SERVQUAL® 57H A< o718l adj2 #gst= wol
g AP AFsta 2AEEAE F(focus group interview)E E3 SERVQUAL %7)
9 107} Aol BAH (caring) A¥# X SAH(outcomes)d 271 A& F7tetytt. 1
g1 47) B JABAE U A71ge SHAES AABt 1270 A dig g
FAE AFEAT. 1 A7 124 A F A e, dAaE, B2A, A dd
olg), BAE 67] ALTro] BFE AOE HrpE A,

Dyck(1996) & AUttt AfgAte] A4 2229 S tidos AZZ2 IR A F3Aby A
BAH) 2~ (occupational health service), AZZ 213 (managed rehabilitation care
program), YA LZZ 1% (employee assistance program)°l] that HEE ZALE 44|
3ttt DyckE ©]ES tA 22 SERVQUALY 571 A 227] =l gt JjcleE3} A
A AAEEd F8tn AAEAN A A== 09, A9z 04 gt DEE (A
-71g) & Hlwstdct. 2 23 SERVQUAL HExe 2 Mu]xd gig 9258 Hrisked
&3 Ao it

Raspollini $(1997)2 8 Aujzd] i3 B8 BHF2E FH] Hdlo

SERVQUAL HE=E AME-3(ch AEEL SERVQUALAIA A% 571 A 1471 &3
o2 stgon Azt gty 7disEd 44 AArES S35t AHFEAIN JdeES
Azbete YO PERE N5E 23U 27 SERVQUAL A=t 8|24 of
P e wERE Skt Ade AR BRuFH,
A, U A7 A$ 28 5(1994)°] SERVQUALY A&7bs4< AFs] 93t
of diEFgdel g4 $AL oz A9 $HEERAIS 4A18 243, SERVQUAL
o] 570 2kl it AElze 439 & £5(0.620~0.812) 22 $ YoM E 54
Hl2=d| X SERVQUALe] MH[2 Ao &% HEg2A F83 Aoz Hri=irt.

ES BG4 5(1998)2 9/l B4 R ad e BxE FESA FESAE rn
SERVQUALZ °ol&3tq F 1§39 9F% A5 2ol & vla - BA8IY 21 23 78
o|&7te] WEE Hevt FRIEAY MER AFRY FAGH R ko, ol A
44, SERVQUAL Hx9| A47548 BoFAth

ol

I"
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(X 3 °|Z7|2tollMe] SERVQUAL Hgof cist oi7Z 0t
AR (EE) A7EH A7y A4
Reidenbach 5 SERVQUALAH 980|870 Sl 2199 U 98X dw 774 Ajgog £
(1990) g3 A4 A% o2 SERVQUALS 1074 29 41 & o] 7180 47] A4 (37e)
N HEFE A EzA Ae HY9 Az, gy
4, 827 Ad)ulo] Aulx
A 23N AAHF Aoz 7}
Babakus &  SERVQUALS 574 4/ ®Wee 598 19994& 57 2¢¥ Cronbach's @
(1992) 493 A9 T ddeE: AR FHAERAL glel 0.495~0.90322 Hlw
ale] oig Ay, (57 A 227 =) H e YHLARE BY &
EgA 4% dedrddy gy 743
Scardina ZEMu 2o g 1099 AFFES He $42 o 570 I g Cronbach’s
(1994) PANSE FHA ez 574 A 227 FEel tiF o Fhol 0.74~0.982 Bl A
SERVQUALSY & A717]194] B&2A} 2 UA 4A=E By
L7454 A%
Bowers & SERVQUALAH ] FGISH 970 Weel &gk 2988 120 (93 A4, w84,
(1994) g A=4 4% Ao 1271 A9(SERVQUALY AL E, F24, At dig
1070 A+l g Ap)71ge olsl, BAEe] 67 Aggie]
$HYE2A} et Aog WA
Dianne(1996) SERVQUALZ ©l4 249l 2224% thdeg SERVQUAL SERVQUALS THE:E 23
o BRZzadd o 5 A9 2270 ] el o) AP Aoz Wt

Raspollini 5
(1997)

de A9sg 92
TZA

SERVQUALS ©l%
ste] 9 Al
0e dgelsd w
Erz4)

SERVQUAL®| 57
Aol g 154
2%

SERVQUALZ °l%
gl BAL F8A
Hzo] dig o8&
£9 BEEzAL

7.

O

Z2add A A7l 4

Sl
BN
>

37399 dAYES o=
SERVQUALS} 574 &4l 1474 &
Fo thatel A7)719A]) AERA

A7l Hee] BeEz 2669 o
Feoz SERVQUALY 54 A4
227 & dlste 7179l

Q
HAEZAL

AN BAL AFHE o] 83 279
o A4E UgoE SERVQUAL
9 574 A 227 2ol st A

7194 A2}

FEAu 20 g YA EY
nELE ZFded AHAY
Aoz ¥}

5/ AH99¥ Cronbach's o
& 0.620~0.8120.2 H|m
A} 2 UHYRAEE 29

BAA AH|2d) g HER
g ZFsied A4 Ao
37t
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V .o gAnu]2d A SERVQUAL® H7}e} A

1. SERVQUALS R84} HEHH

SERVQUAL H=& MY~ 2E F437] 9 REshd ST 24 g Au2 A4l
A B o2 AR E A o3 ik, v 87 Rel A SERVQUAL A=l tigt &4l e
AaAez Aglon 1 #4% SIaA] XAk 1 olfrEe AA, R8I |HE TE Y]
2 ol viste] apA”lol g o] dig 7ide] ALl givlem nATwEol Auj2 Hd o
AME A BAL ZRA Bk B go] JaMHA Ae AFHor FFA FHCE Hrt
5ol $7] Wi JRauA #x50] Hrtste aaH A A i e 13 A
a3t =4, e87]8 SERVQUALA =7t 27h57] Al#gk Zlo] 1990 2o g 1
go] HHAC R de) AMEE o= Blw e 7)7tojgke ook, MM, SERVQUAL
Aoy 2 g8 dafA o4 A 7dFEDR ol & ¥ AAeES S gEd e &
Bzl Wjs) AARTY ZEEYo| “‘D}— Aol o de) AbgsA Zasith. JA,
SERVQUAL HEE AF7H] o 8AMH|2 Foly BHERE 4 8}7] Hetod 538t AME-st
G ke AEE Aol7t o hdAoz B wiid] AAR oaMux 2E 53
dtal Hrksle AFAEe] 1 AMEE FAste g

azju 2RI ML AR A3 FXeY] &) st B wha 49 984
H|2E A F8ka o] & Bt FAUEE BAste Ao] T3 A HAZ FAHEA A

va AL AFstn P71 9% =72M SERVQUAL 3= it fr8A4e] ZF2Hx
Ak, AAZ SERVQUAL H=w o|nf o] A5 oste] 1 8347 AlE4o] J5H
Aom, thkg Mulx Ao BEIAA ALY ohe ARE AV Aok TG Ay

25 2 7 A4 EAslsle] grigte @A Aula AE AEsste gtetd & glon,
#olo]&(gap theory)dl A o]& A 7|HFEE FAANA F228 3814 she
M| Holu HEEE N} HgsHA FHE 4 Slvhe o84 WAE /R gl

o}3}3 SERVQUALSY #8447 A3HE u3dd w), 9573 M A2 SERVQUAL
S H48d slo] 27 22 FES 2ok AFsHA n#dliol & AHolt},

AR, SERVQUALAIAM Astz e 571 X9 227 FEo2 9gMua 2 3]
Hrte ¢ =yl Aot o] & HsiAe ARG omMu2e] 3l $x) l g
Mz A2 dA ez ofPA Bosta oH, g PHRJAES /A1 d8MuA A
= Bkl gleAlel tigh o] MaY=lojziof & Aolct A2 Babakus® Mangold(1992) &
olgMulA AL 233l7] Yot 19884 Parasuraman 5(1988)¢] A3t 574 24 o
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F{E
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43 23 57 APoz dsAMux AL FAds 2HE £ dSE ARG 2y
Bowers $(1994)2 %7| SERVQUAL®S 107HA Ad] B2 (caring)® 823
(patient outcomes)®] 27FA 24L& F7tete o Sifu| 2o &3 A} o] F A=A, W
4, dAtaE, F24, SRl dig olal, BAEY 671 Xdito] AAF Aoz HrkA
o E3H Jun 5(1998)0] S8 H|~ A& FAste AYES T ol & SHslr] ¢st
o MR (focus group interview)E HAIG A3 IR Eo] 2 Zsl= JaMH| A
A& 1109 Aoz FetAch(E 4). 28y SERVQUALY 7123 o]aig Ho7} 8
A7} Aztsle daAu A Ao PALLS FES wsta slevtde ® v 9Fo] 7]
53 tHGeorgette, 1997). Georgette §(1997)& IAAE UFo 2 150 A=
gyl 2e] Aol U3t FAGEE 2AG AT 147] B3 2A F 50085 o] 4S ¢4
g 5 dlen, o]& SERVQUALAM S #4353 43 Aozt e BFglnh. 1
£ SERVQUALYIAM AAEe= A9 thAl Donabedian(1980)0] AAZ 7%, 34, Az}
(structure, process, outcome)®] 37| A& EWZ &7} A 2tshe g8 x A9
THLAE oA}, s ALRA, e F2AQ W, IaZdFe) 57) Aoz P
o} o] el A AT EgRe] dEAHA Ao PRI L EMu|A AL DA Mdget-
Ul wet v AolstAl BE § glen, ExE Y HX71E et Y-S 2] o
£ 8 S gr|ael 49 5 Aula AdE AP £ s S 2 £ 5
AS Aojtt.

4, SERVQUALOA AAet e 71det Jazke] Aol E ogMu|x Ho] 7jFoz
B e 7o) Aol matie A4 $35tnA ohe daaus A Fgeh wdsA] &
g+ e Holth, ole AFALR AV HR de VA, £ A7 £ wEH

4 TAZ W g #AES VdeES A ST AQ7L aa JdeEe
o ZA Eol&E AW7HIZAY ¥ o] dg 7IdeES 2o AA7E o™ 7t 2 ¥
o g 7IdFES B8 2A7hol i FE3 AET} ojFolAor & Aot E3
SERVQUAL HEdA 7d+ES F45te 282 A2 2848 7dsES A4sH
Z3eA Ratn glon, dedoze 22709 RS I/ A Age £3E L &
Atte H29 A7Z2AES HEAl nddtdol FrH(Cronin Taylor, 1992 : ofgH4,
1999).

o Yol = SERVQUAL =& H7H2 o] AUAA FaH o, & & diste] 71th
T AAFES S Wid £ B, SEAE QA A9 A4 £A
7F & & glohs Aol AV|En YTHE$E, 1994 ; o], 1999). weEAM 98r]#
oA SERVQUALS AH&-& mjoll= flellA AAId EAAET d7 22 SERVQUAL 3=
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o tigte 2 AAE 1 ¢l SERVPERF -2 Non-Diff Hx=d] g naie 4 o] FoiA
o & Aot}

(& 4) BXpP} x|2ste o 2AMu|A FHe| MR
Parasuraman % Babakus, Mangold Bowers & -
(1985)" (1992)” (1994) Jun 51998)
#+34 (tangibles) 84 (tangibles) 34 (tangibles) 34 (tangibles)
A2 4 (reliability) 224 (reliability) A2 4 (reliability)® A2 A (reliability)
9S4 (responsiveness) W34 (responsiveness) 34 (responsiveness)® 824 (responsiveness)
71%. %% (competence) &414(assurance) 71%. %% (competence) 712, %% (competence)
F&(courtesy) %734 (empathy) F¢(courtesy) F&(courtesy)
9| Ab4% (communication) A% (communication)®”  9JAHEE(communication)
21 & (credibility) A& (credibility) #Z(collaboration)
ebd 4 (security) St A (security) BAY (caring)
H 24 (access) 324 (access)” 24 (access)
A g ol Aol i@ ol gzt Ui ol
(understanding (understanding (understanding
customer) customer)® customer)
249 (caring)?

2] 223} (patient outcomes)

1) Parasuraman ¥(1985)°] 27 Mulx AL ZFs] Yo A 107H 24
2) Parasuraman £(1988)9] SERVQUALAIA Au|A A& 487 93la] AAg 5714 24
3) daMulx A& PG 127 A9 F SAGESOR §o3 gaAMulx A9 A4

2. 2 BAMH|A0M SERVQUALS| &

A2 A FA9 Agel] U T84 0] ZRHWAM L 87| HE0] uMux FE
243t3 o|& B fatd B A 28e FAEa ok, a3y dA] 987] ﬂoﬂ
A AREStR gl UlREe A 2AETEL o8r)He] AAF oz A dete] Abeste A
2 0 4349 B o] A A e AE0] Bon, 74 SHIYE] EFIEH A &

7] wj gl oA vy Bt stk A EC] AZIF T 9. o3 F S
SERVQUAL #=& MH|2 A3 F33ta BEE 2AE F3tas 741?45 A3 e 9
B HEA WS 48 SHYETR 23D F g Aotk B2 SERVQUALY i 1)
To] d¥ A7AE <s] ArIHz e IR T GE YT ve) 1 AHAH e

1 vlaA 2& Aoz Hrlda glon, 2 ¥l $3& AXNUAM 2 EgSo] Hlad & o
FolA the A e 72 = stk £ o E SH T vg) dedt o| 24 23¢
tn gled, 7@zt vlaet Hrbt sbestte A€ 7 E ik wEkd
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SERVQUAL =t th&# 22 ZdA BdZ4gel] vl 443 A%z 88 €9 & U
Ao},

AR, SERVQUAL H=g B3l urux A& /dslsia o8 &4, Hr1stozH
Helo] AP aHog 48 £ gld. HI2 A3 - BAH T F4H I, 97
g 2|27} 717 S7ktEA g A dig SaEe] £771 ddsiAla ok ol @
Aol A FAE) g &7E FEA)7) dEiM e 8RS Aud MujAE Jddtn
Ao, AAR 87| #HAN AFste AH|zd deA S5 ojw e HIHE U3 U=
Aol B BAjo] o] Fojz{of & Aoltt SERVQUALE AAZ 2B|AES 7IdsE3 A
HrEE S8 1 2ol (gap) & Fote] YEAH A A& Hrlsto M 5AYR A B
o 2 FEE AT F F U Aol

A, U559 SPYET2A SERVQUALES F43 & g Zolth, HZ ¥ 740
AztEEA gREe] HYdEo] £ FANELE A E] sl o A =F L 7] L]
T gich AAZ o]Xdg 5(1998)9 dtol A Il 80HA ol FFHY shed
62.7%7F IANET ZALE At glon, dAER] g ¥ 7 50%7F 1~29d Wl
ol 4AE Ag mstn Yvkm ok a2 HERX S o] 48l RER FALE AAEkL 8
£ HYY 50% olde] AA MEF HEAE AMEstn glow, tRie B¢ Az doly g
ol te AL A g Aoz HuHa 9t} 0|23 43eja SERVQUAL J=+&
FANEEE 23] AT TTEA HAFHoZ G848 § IS Aot EE 9578
SERVQUAL H5Z ad2 #4she dole golAd 183 2 712 Aol vl shAlg
02 SH=T vl 1 A8 g4l o8 d7ES B8 ARHAeH, vind g3
olgd 2AE /M x MEEAte AH S /R vk, wekd SERVQUAL®] 72§l
E ARANES melstn old tig HH3 Bgo] o] FojAThd o 57| #7ke] Au)A Ao}
BEE v g §4% SHETE 842 4 U Aotk dE Y SERVQUALS 570 A
foz HrlehA Rahe Bk ARAQ] Yo dsiMe F7HEAd AERALE AATTUAY,

4% QHRE PAste Y& 52 2l B 5 UL Aol

T, 274, ZYS. HAE JaA 2 o] 84 ke B3 A7, FF8QATIA

oM, A9, 29Y, oAA, T FPEY BAVEE ZARY B4 92 RQAT
2] 1998:5(1):42-57
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