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Abstract

With the service industry booming across the world in the 21st century, Korea has been
transformed from a manufacturing economy to a service-oriented one. Therefore, the role of
service quality has become critical to the success of organizations. Based on the five dimensions (tangibles,
reliability, responsiveness, assurance and empathy) of Parasuraman, Zeithaml and Berry(PZB)’s SERVQUAL
model, this study is tried to investigate the relationship between the service quality and customer satisfaction
in the Fast-food service industry and analyse the impact of customer satisfaction on the customer’s behavior
after purchasing. Furthermore, a purpose of this study will help Fast-food industry to detect companies’
improvement points(a reform measure) of service quality’s factors that have an effect on customer
satisfaction in Fast-food service industry.

» Keyword : HAEECS AMH|AEZR SERVQUAL

CHIKR s
«HM4g 0 2007, 11.3, AARY 1 2007. 11.16, AAREEL 2007, 11.20.
LE LR CERREE R R RS ERT EL



264  BE ZFEHHSE REE(2007. 11)

.M E

oxY 459 ZUz Hstm FH JAE ¥F5S
Z73t) wel 94le) 7137 Sk A Aol AR
o Z7}, od7pd gl £ BoR 94 Wimr} goldd
o tergt Fee) 999971 vehta ik g
7t 71ELT HEL T Auadgiez AR
A AAANML HFo| ARztm e AFEHeIH
o] 7kt ArEFEe gy e JHNRE FE
sl HAAAL YFHolE & + JH10].

g AAA FRIE 1977 E 4379 @ F204 2000
W 332 639 o, @A 940509 FAEd L 482
o BAER it 7l e A0 o FAME 7t
Zo) A A~eEFcAe] AFA7F FTH3, 8).

U gAAFe AR P2 2 ARRe] 8HE
oz sl XGelRE AP SolA A=) S8l
MelE(Customer Satisfaction)& STHEAF]7] 218 Au] 2~
E2&49 @ W71 3l AES 3 AEsREe
=23 A4 949 dgom ggslojof Frt

old] E AFE JAEFEAY i AH2EAEA
ZolA AT WES FUINE F ' FHES
3] HAEFEAY MUHAZAAY AT FHA 24
AFsked BHo) glen, o2g AL 3] 93
FAREL L AR T FTgE wXe AH|aFEAEX
< gkl nA g,

Rt ofn

to 12 it

2

oL

2 are AAeNzE 23dME AeEFEd Ui
el 9 A aEAd U@ APLTFEA dald QFaT

A 3, 3ANE £ 478 S9s] A8 43 B4,
PoNE 22 B FFITINE QTS Po.

Il. o] 2% ujZd &

21 HAEFEQ Ho

oA HAEFE(Fast-Food) Bhe B & R8s}
A B A7VE 19799 LB Foiase) AR dExd
ofg} Fatslel Ayd I Hzo HAEF=HA RH4
o}7} AFEBA AREE7) AIZRIATH2). ©1F 1987'd Ff
AGAe) B4 SolA AA Hdie AHA AY HAEF

Q1 Wmgest e ol He AiEFseke doke
QR os Ags Ht

giEFEe] ARE oJnle TR 54 295 U
oF 4EE $EO o2& Tojd, WA, Tel=A)
Wslg ol 2cyeka AelgelAglh. F91F 2(2000)E ")

xe 222 2R AT & e XoB FE P
A, Faol= A7, A}, W=A] B ofo|2TE FF Bl
s 9aalel YFolgn Asiien], FAE Ax
EZcHe 5T 49 A, ula gl AENE dxdte
SENzEo R A&H vl ad Hdd A JiHoR
we sldes AFE ATk dAl Fe dANie @
Pz A& Aul2e) BARE 7HRA BH0R W
712e] 4E& AFste dAta Folske FAEE ATH5).

22 Mu|AZAe| Mlldy LE

A 2EA] S 8] Aol F2 di# dnEz
W, 28 AFA NN AFEQA Al ol2717A o
W) Hols UE 4 AT, MuiaEdel] tiE AdHY
dar o 2o £AL Garvin(1984)9) S8 Ad4 2,
AL 244 H2, AE FE F2 Az FAE 22
71 FAE A2 5 il 7 dReE A 5 sl
o 1 ZoME AR F41A A2 i gl 712%
FAHT 0| 71 Lukzoln). AMgAl FAA HIHol
T AR 879 Aol W Bty Hrhrh g3k
A wE g gk Zolt12).

AT, MEAFRL AT AFA g5 ZEA A
T3 glovt, ofufstn EHPge Adez 47t 47
Aol ojs) @A AAHA Fa Aok ol AHlze] 54
ol B¥A o)A, BAA, aTAoE sl MH|2FEE
Apahs dFubioly AT wE Zy] d2A 4
57| wEo|th(E 1 ).

Aulazae AN AH|lz HA7)A(package E=
bundle)) 2 (Quality) & T}, A7M A2 sh7|RE M
Hl 2 A28 WellA] mAo] AMgEAL Axlshe AAlEe]
T EeAQ gl AF, A2t AEe 34 2 AT
He Auls, & 3ol a8 &FE i HFe=
TAE

R. Johnston(1987)& Mu|2FA S “uA9 478 55
A 4 Qe wEd #8E e H7IAe 543 53
o 4’2 Aoslga, Parasuraman, Zeithaml and
Berry(1988)& AH|2=E4-& A2 7ldo] ozt 1749

N



1. Apiae EF
Table 1. Features of Service

— ;
—.-§ o A= 2 (obiect) 2P (2o #2{(act)0l2 Ankperformance)Op | THR0| 224t S7Pt, B Qk < gick
(Intangibility)
o1Ey Aplae CHRE oize] shiglol ol AMEl= Malop] ol Bes] S22 Al ZXBI7| ofich oRfet
(Heterogeneity) OJEA| B2 MHIAE HESHE ZRio] #opt ARl w2} S2i 1T 2| o | uhZoll ik Zriolck
SAIM qh—r9l M7} M AL £ o] MRl ol MEIAE EARSE WAlislc) oS At au|e)
oo SAMo=E oBio] Mot MAtsl= S0 AH[Xp} Exfste] Misls 248 iRk S AT ol mR=
(Simultaneousness) AN AloiEl A oI
%Y MEIAS R, Kol 38 £ 9182 cjofSin, (HEXOR Mehe AEY = QU AiEiofgh 4 glo,
(Perishability) AH[Rpt 20hg =2 o= sinE T UCH
Azl wat APEE AAH Ado sjelsle] “AnA AEEA F2, HEEA AS 3 BREH Ao vl
9 222} AdAolel Aol(Gap)el BT AT Ho) A o] ¥ g2 TR FYW FYER YL
a5icH16, 17, 18). =3 3'_7"“7‘ Zof thg Jolg Aujud Ao yE Pl F s MSE ofdsl] MY

‘B Lo Jde] Hdig g3 AdE AFH A

2o Hg a9l Agzo] A%Ee AR FAY 5 Y
I, IFYzd g Nde P58 F9=(Behavioral

Loyalty), B1TA 4% (Attitudinal Loyalty) 2 9A8 &
A% (Cognitive Loyalty) T 3712 848 Hof glod, u24
4% (Customer Loyalty)oll thalt A Ase] #4-& 3A

Mdstatn ol vhekdt Aol aAFEEE
e 7BE B7EA AME G o1, 15).
7100l mANA 53 Mu| A AFH] HiE 2
MNo) 7|dsk= AFH 2 AZAE(Customer Loyalty) & ©]3l
sjojot gtk & 71gje] UiF mAle] FA%E 1 7l of
g a9 Asy 1 7199 ATl AuaE AdAon

IR
Py we

FA AT MNeld &7 A7 Y
Ml e~ €«
GAP5 A
! \ 4
QIR)gF AH]2 <
oA é N
CAE Y T T, Y
AFR) | ez AT PN Ao e
| LLES L 9% AR Aol
GAP3
GAP 11 Aegat AR B sk

' A
i GAP 2 | T
SR » 24 7\ehe] AGA R |

02l 1. PZBS| AMH(AEE 2
Fig. 1 PZB's Service Quality Model




266 #BE AFCUBREE WiEE(2007. 11)

TelEE ox Fo= vehdoi4, 7).

oA HER Mu2FLS S S Bd
o] 77} deh 2 FAE AEAEE e ddd
E=REA Fo| o]&H3 Y 2dE A F/RE B
& 4 9Jt}. Parasuraman, Zeithaml and Berry(e]3} PZB)7}
N8 ‘SERVQUAL 233} Cronin and Taylor(e]3} C&T)
7} 743t ‘SERVPERF 23 it}

PZB(1988)°1 23 ¥ ‘SERVQUAL 232 1985
o Agtek Gap ©1 &5 712Z 3 A=A, Gap
22 (18 1) 2t Gap 15 2 28R 7|diel #2i#t
o] QIx|e} o), TGap 2; & FelAte] AR Au]2 A
oM & Ao], TGap 31 2 Al F2] HAle A
2 AZE Mulag Zol, TGap 4; & AAZ AT A
28k 7igone] aligolxe] AHolz AdHoAm,

fGap 55 € 718 Aulast QARE Au]2e] Hjolo|t},

287} Zdde) MulaEdd oig B7ke 7IdE AH
2.8} QRAE Auj 29} Zol2 A= "Gap by o YA
ARHoA 1, B FHNM B Gap 55 & "Gap 1,
2, 3, 43 9 Q& BFH o2 AFHARR o|E T
T o 2ok

Gaps = f(Gapl, Gap2, Gap3, Gap4)

PZBY] Mu|~F4 RdofA] MuiAgd L 7]oiE AMul2
(Expected Service, ES)<} QA€ M) 2(Perceived Service,
PS)8) =719t ekl i3t Afe|= Hrislort. &, TES
> PSy o) BRE £F  TES = PS; ol UESE,

TES ( PS; ol & o3| AFFEos Hrlse] 3
t}. 23, PZBY SERVQUALL 19854 dA7-lA 1070
ARoAA G, FEF e FEEo] A% vlet 19889
FAME 57 Aoz ASFAFAT. 5 AAELS 734
(Tangibility), A1E)4 (Reliability), 8413 (Assurance), t-84
(Responsiveness), 2773 (Empathy) 2& ©]& 7IR]31 Ay
2ZAE HrlEe, of 579 AYEL 22/49] B 7
=] sl

C&T(1992)& AMulaFEA L gz o3 /Mdstsln =
FRPo)oF Jrhe AN, F AAE W e IR
9] Z1RA7E Esle) U] wiel MulaFES Adee
28] 3l Alute} &% (Performance only Scale) & 7H¥s}

=], olAo| vlg '‘SERVPERFE¥e|t}, E3 C&TE

29 % (Importance) & 3ol FalA sk Weighted
SERVPERF E3Ix AusigxD,  d7sazsgeln
‘Weighted SERVPERFEZZECR= AFttez #rishe
‘SERVPERFE#o] © $<53ithe 283 HFAHo=2e
‘SERVQUAL Z3HT ¢ $53ithe 2488 a7 =
Z39ich(13].

HrEFTA g AuaEd Hrld g 3u 47
Eo i) ASEH, AES(1995)= PHA AW E 5
Aoz YAEFcd it olf A 4% 17 UEE
2 sjelsignt. 2 Weeae A, Held Axl, AAt
o w3 2, 714, AzAH|x ARG LBAE e A
A, Aakaztel Bald Be FEoR ofFoiHu(1].

TF F49(1994)2 AeXd FiA A o842 F
Nog Hite| #F ATE gt A2EFSE MF}
= ol%a 2] A7 gHu FHYL HZ e, 449
olnjA], 9)RAT wee] WY, 91X Bolgke dFEHE
E2a9n, A $(2000)L HAEFEIA Y AulaF
Ao tig W4E $34, 9 P A, Aulz] oY
g A=A, dhedd, By, B34, el AF A,
ZAAA, AR, AAER, GA oY 1242 B
% FY9 Bz HAEFT Zdo|zd diF TEE
of Golgt de viAle A5LE RARIATHS, 9).

!

il

. 453 £4

Eolmd el vlXe SRS A5H 4L B o
of Eaa gt wEld £ 47 FPsh] st R
7ML ot 2.
Hl. Q7EAEA b 1E sj2EF=qe| AuagE
A(hg - A, 78R, 344, B84, A=)
g HEY = Aozt 3 Aol
H1.1. e we sj2reFere] AQuagdd fg T
ZR =l Aol7t 9 Holr.



AEFERY NH2FY Bk Be 43N 47 267

A 201 FPSE gtes Husts HAEFEHY A
wjaZao] Wt AAAEE welsly] sl & 200%-E
W¥ale], 24 /P Peio) 12098 BEUR sl $AR
Mg Ansigla, SARAE SPSS 149 EXCEL 2003 %
CAREge 1 O AR SEAe) TR
|~EFASA Y #EE 3183 @ AulaFd
Yoz AEA7} AU, ZAMPEoR
2 Likert 53 HAEPE AHsigch
23 SRS duby EAo) oidled A
2 10t FHrelA 200 2o = B 221
A , AFAE A2 67%) % A71A(33%) 2
velten 7 AFstm 7P Bo) ol8she AAEFE
e ) fAeFcYe EH2lo} 2T%E Ve, 1 9
Z9) hAEF=Ho) T3%E A, AREoTE AN
o KFC(36.1%), W=Y=(18%), Boo)A(10.7%), WAZ
(8.2%) wo2 VElD, YAEFEHS o| 43l o[ FREE
249 v wEY ey, AARA FACHDY dEe

Aol o2 el

o
A
op
2_\"

2
x 3

at
Mo
oft

]
>
LI
o

e =2
B
i

Loy 1ol
2
of

hu)
¥
o

a8 2. PRy
Fig. 2 Research Model

)
N
oo

Ha
L2

f
83
o]

H1.2. 930 mg} A2EFSH ) Mu)2=F2d) g 2
FHEA Zol7t A& Rolnt.

H2. 2EF=ige] MulaFA (e - 304, /34, 3
4. 7373, AlEg) o] nATRER | nlx|e g
Aot 93& Aojot.

H3. f2EF=ye] aANEEe 249 AE o=

AR e | ol

fu

B a7 43RHE FU) SN SEU v

2. 2024 Y MalgEy
Table 2. Factor Analysis and Reliability Analysis

| Cronbach's
. Alpha
0.775 0.065 | 0095

5002 0700 | 0128 | 0215 | -0.017 | 0074
SQ03 0678 | 0150 | 0270 | 0.080 | 0.091

B - 24a1 SQod 0656 | 0074 | 0094 | -0.070 | 0.05 0.823
SQ05 0638 | 0139 | 0031 | 0016 | 0.086
SQ06 0630 | 0283 | 0185 | 0035 | -0.043
sQ07 0581 | 0131 | 0202 | 0244 | 0110
S008 0067 | 0803 | 019 | 009 | -0.065
sa09 | 0350 | 0659 | 0164 | -0.127 | 0.1%

TEd 5010 0337 | 0656 | 0012 | 0088 | 0172 0.740
sam 0.260 | 0611 | 0038 | 0266 | 0.049
— san 0213 | 0006 | 0845 | 0074 | 0078

oY 513 0.0a2 | 0291 | 0748 | 0.188 | 001 0.746
sQ14 0264 | 0104 | 0645 | 0310 | 07191
sQ15 0028 | 0075 | 0119 | 0.763 | 0.094

23N 5016 0050 | 0213 | 0164 | 0.789 | 0.031 0.657

517 0.013 | 0.053 | 0103 | 0679 | 018 |

soi8 | 0054 | 0053 | 0108 | 0.099 | 0891

dE¥ oo 0149 | 0140 | 0102 | 0288 | 0.779 0.717

o84 3574 | 2289 | 20% | 2014 | 1614 |
e gato] % 18812 | 1178 | 10665 | 10600 | 8497 | 60360

EESM EEAL| Kaiser-Meyer-Okin(KMO) Z=(MSA) © 0.788
Bartlette] T4 2% |2J&kE © 0.000
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Table 3. Difference of Service Quality attributes by the distinction of sex
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Table 4. Difference of Service Quality attributes by age

Tkt 0.673 2 0.337 0.802 0.451
: Zichd 49.112 17 0.420 2ala3a
AN A 49.785 119
ekt 1121 2 0.561 1.312 0.273
7Y Eet 50.002 17 0.427 2alala
3z 51.123 119
Eczt 1.333 2 0.666 1.083 0.342
! Fichy 71.997 17 0.615 2ala3a
A 73.330 119
Fi=ds 0.462 2 0.231 0.398 0.672
2y Fhd 67.893 17 0.580 3ala2a
Al 68.356 119
ekt 0.170 2 0.085 0.151 0.860
=iy Elch 66.196 17 0.566 3a2ala
A 66.367 119

*0(0.1, **p0.05, **pX0.01
Tick 11 204 ofst, Ect 2 : 21234 Fgh 3 ¢ 244 ol
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Table b. Effect of Customer Satisf
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action by Service Quality attributes

B BESR | Bet .
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R* = (0.228, F = 6.741(F sig. =0.000)
*0€0.1, **p<0.05, ***p{0.01
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Table 6. Effect of Revisit intention by Customer Satisfaction

a4 % | 239% 0.270 8883 | 0.000"**
2
I M
4 = o= 0.426 0.076 0.458 5.591 0.000"* 1.000 1.000
R? = 0.209,F = 31259(F sig. = 0.000)

*2{0.1, **p<0.05, ***p(0.01
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