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Abstract

A measure for service quality of university dormitory is developed to gain a better understanding of the

quality issues that impact on students’ experiences and to improve service quality. Literature survey, thorough
discussion with staff members and a pilot test are utilized to elicit attributes of service quality. Factor analysis
is used to group the service quality attributes into dimensions. The resulting measure is consisted of 6 di-
mensions; competence, attitude, facility, amenity, security and discipline. Importance-performance analysis is
utilized to verify which factors to be focused on with high priority to improve dormitory service.
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2o gsa gqgsid dde Axz AE A=
9] tiEkzt o] T BolAWAM AU A XARA
AE FAsE AE F8A Ha Aot ofd Hd
3 t-g8t7] AAsiM e ste uA BAHAM ollste
of sjr, thgte] LPWAHE FFA TN Fazt
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A%, tgte] 7144 AE = fle S, o
ul ol A, 4F §9 FAFRE HlaA 44
T8 £ glou, FRE G BAH a9, 3,
Ag AoA d, 9§ 5o FATERIE dSlA
FEE 715AHE Bt gl gigte g IMEe
#olth. 53] =AI7E obd A A thEke] B, 7]
HAHE dAIE £ e AR F gle sEde o
2 FAA T 421 @7 e A FH
71EAke] &R fe v 8% 240t A
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3 sjolzREe] #3471 FTtStEA diStel A=
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53 42 Q¥ tseld B98T QU nya A
& A AW 7144 v 432 4o Fol
ark. 54 3 shy A L Amae] AA7HA
% G/} 19 oIS 71 %Al AReA He
2 A B8 ST S0l et i

% 0oz 2857 Aol old A% )44 3
Ape e B2 7144} 4

Akl oh3 Boatael 5
L] w3 SgA90] Ko} ALk
Aol GAFSHR 7|9 B8] o

3t 737 oA )&
71GALe] AH) 2~ F4o] tig *W]; EAe
wo)

83 Pr

Fo 5]‘~ Zo|tl, tsug o EE o ?:5_}—/‘&1]5_11' 7|&0

2 7154 AT B ohet 71 &AM A B
teFg Aulzel AT 24 H3 Y Aol

250}

Mu|2FA& 7H**o}7l Hﬁﬂ/ﬂb ‘530]
of gt} Mul2FA e Hg Mujzo] &4 T4
AF 9AE Qs Xégfﬂ ZAo| w§- o]grHAigbedo
& Parameswaran 2004; Fitzsimmons & Fitzsimmons
2006). 1A% HHo] glod o] glk= T gl
ol AR o] A AEH 58 Hetd 4 glow a3}
22l A2 7iA o] o]FA 4= Qith. Kaplan & Norton
(1993)= dFAHAEBSOE Fall =29 43S {3l
Me 2490 #dd tAxe S4o] ezt

W2EAY PP B
Hog Mu~EAS ZHT F Uk FAETE Y
33 02 G} & FASAE Holsk)
248 Boh 94 TAAT WPEA @ oy 21
AAN ZRETE AL, S FARAS 5o
AT A94, A2 2 BGAL REA, o)
A QoI FPETE 54 ditel 7% A4 galo]
Fameh 4A7rel o]dH BAL Bol 7144 Bl
7 ABlz 8 B4 98l ofn add SaHom
WF ok 718 AAsA B ole)
. o] & W7

et A AFste Mulas A AEAHA9L X
A AZ RS & gloh giste] fAMn| A &
T JE AGMH|AE FHEA F2 FE Eslo
2]

A& Az AH|AEA, o] g qujA
HE AT e gk MuAEd HAAHegle oy
TEE HA 5 e duE e gke.g., g
FA9 2002; &A% 2006; Pariseau & McDaniel

1997; Lagrosen et al 2004; Abdullah 2006; Douglas
et al 2006; Barnes 2007; Voss et al 2007; Angell
et al 2008).

theke] A YA AE
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o] §-0]A]
1’1]’\ R R =2
9F3lt}. Hughey et
o8 AHFH Ho

o B
fu

i
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m (o]

al(2003)2 SERVQUALE.E-& 7]4k
Ml F4E FAHsE A7E 313, Badri et al
(2005)3% Smith et al(2007) 5 IT Hﬂl* Aef A
HIAFA S o bf ook e B4 A agd e
Anderson(1995), Canel & Fletcher(2001) 2 Straw-
derman & Koubek(2006) 5o &gt Fe=Slomn,
g wxFe] Mu|AER 24 238E Thapisa &
Gamini(1999), Sahu(2006, 2007) 2 Nejati et al
(2008) 5°] th& v} St

3HA Aigbedo et al(2004)& s 2Ulof A o] FEA
H A 24 A8 93 dFE 5193, Engelland et
al(2000)& tste] AH AL An)| 24 E1.4 Au|AZA
& tFE ok Waugh(2002)¢F O'Neill & Palmer(2004)
tgke] FAAY Mu|AFAE, Kelsey & Bond
(200D AteHglEAlEls] nAwE AR QQld Ae
A+E & v Aok

/\}H]/\ ;411_4 370_0_ 514 OHE-

rir

2yow J1A iE
A9l Ao} SERVQUAL(Parasuraman et al 1988)3%
SERVPERF(Cronin & Taylor 1992)0|™, <ojlA] A7)
3 gighe] Au|aEd SAHE o] F EYF U
7igke 2 3t gle Aol AA otk &
A Z A (reliability), A9A(assurance), -5 (res-
ponsiveness), 57 (empathy) £¢ 57 Ao & +
A 0]E BEE AWHEQ] Zo|X] B M| g
A 3ok AL ofym, 1% 7] wjfel] EE AH|2
AT, g&HoE AL387]7F offHrkele 2002
Aigbedo & Paramenswaran, 2004). wehA zF AH]
22 9 Age 2yS dste Ao] vpgAsitt
£ AojtKDabholkar 1996).

ZAn o] AdHo 2 FLI/IXE ¥ol7] HsiME
ByHo|7] Brte ATt o] Auls Abglolt 24
o] Zti glv IFe AL whdsti, = £
(context) = 7L AFgJolut 22 ol grgro] A0 9l
oF &H(Babakus & Boller 1992; Olorunniwo et al
2006). #2 AMu|2etE 7R AR T3l met
Zpo) 7t F 4= 9= #H(Ladhari 2008) 7HE 4 e
Fgolrt, olgfgh WA AH|A FEER oo A

& A(tangibles),




58/ 7%t

thet 7lsMef Mul2EFE 5 ¥ Sex-dUEY

3 FAAA MujAFEA FHEYPY RS st
=t 2 = Knutson et al{1990) &utAu) 29 &
A £3589 LODGESERVE, Getty & Getty(2003)
£ Churchill(1979)¢8] SAET /NLEZZHLE A&
sto] SEMEAEA S SAs BELQDE st
2t} Stevens et al(1995)2 B AEH Mu|2ER =
532 DINESERVE AA3H31 29 Abdullah(2006)
= hEolA A gk Aul2 Aol tigk AMu|~FE
ZA 1289l HedPERFE A<kt v} git)

Mu) 2 F24& FA3h=] SERVQUALS AFH=
AMulzo] tigh 7|gieh AA| Y Aol2 FA3ta Ut
Cronin & Taylor(1992)9l ¢|d}H Au| 2o g 7o)
T ARG A oA AT B3] FAHT & Q7| WE
o Mu|AE AE3 o|F 7|gie} AXFE(HHE
Zo] 434 == SERVQUAL®] #&datm, Aajgt
ZA3l= SERVPERF7} SERVQUALKY $-4=3lt}=
Aolth, 18 A9k SERVPERF+= A#gt 23317 &
of MulaEAe /e 9 SMEHE Fotdlsd)
g 74 Xorh

oA 2 A7 E 7IEAF 1he EAS v
et gAY Muj2Ed FHETE g glof,
Aael A FAEE SR/ o] 2§ A nsl

<V

;0

Ol

worfe £k &

A2 k. FaRE o8] EREA gt
Ao] fash= AulAQ 7N & wrddtta & 4 gl

=

(O'Neill & Palmer 2004). 5857} 52 ¥3%
u7o] BEEE A= T8 HFE ARG
o7 Bk wetd AuAEZY AH8FE &ax
b FA57 H2d A B S40l & &
THE A 2 Fojth

At A28 A 1Ede A AHP)Y F8
=Y zto], & P-1 & AU Z & FE vk 1
gk AFe SEHA T8RS AHE 2L AU
7)1 =A gioltt. FREE FA ulr7)e v Aol
daiXe JAF A7 Boh 287 ] 22 o
Tl A P-1¢] Fkol tiFF &0l Fo g 2]zt
oA Aot mEbA] A FAES] 20| flo Uy
Al A& ke ARvE Ae} FA5E H9 &
o2 HuolgHez F43l= Ao B} §gd o
2 gAY, A E dFodAe MuAFE 4
24732 Fa=-A3EM(importance-performance
analysis; IPA)Z|He 2 BNz ol [PAE
Martilla & James(1977)°ll &3] wAY GGl A A&
E9050] 1 o]F o] AFolA A=H I glor st

ox

-

i

o] MulAEA3 AHse ey AeE HA 9ot
(Ford et al 1999; O'Neill & Palmer 2004; Douglas
et al 2006).
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3.1 ZH=T A

SERVQUALE & xu]A d3technical quality)
HoE= Mu)A Ag 2 A A(functional quality)ol &
e & 2go|tLadhari 2008). 3 7|1&AHE 58
oju} Z#3} 242 Au|AF A (service factory)ell 3'F
H, =5 A7 Hrie ARG ola, 1A
9] A&7}t won A3l Jrrt ¥ AH| 223
o]tSchmenner 1986). AAE A3 el Koge]
7)sAbe $g918e] 1,700 wa] A A
104 Axolth, 7|sAAo] 2] 43z o3
MU A2 AYshe 3 JEA AT EA A
223 o Axo|7] i JAas Brie £
A3 BAE 829 H|Fo| FolA FHH 24AE
SERVQUAL Bt HIFSA thfofof & o=
£}

gt 715Ake] A9 sy Rede sEv|zk |
oA A Aol7} @ B o} @A subAjH]2zl A
ke 3ol ohd 9w A SHE a3 of 3
o}, el Zdojy ndo] HLHe FHETE ot
7)@Ale] 2R Agsleds A7 vk B ATl
M SuAME| 2] Muj2Ed EARYPE EDE §
5 g 7)15AHe 1f EAE wdsty o] A, B
kel Wgko g dig 7)gAl MujaFAEe SAHRY
& =3t gtk

$A Zdo| Ry 22 &uk Au|x9] FHSY
(8 9 1999, A€4] 9] 2005; Knutson et al
1990; Min et al 2002; Getty & Getty 2003;
Olorunniwo et al 2006)2 #a13te] 7|sAl AH|2F
Ag ZAs=d Agsidn #dEE HEE HAM
sl 71 5AL AAol 2A AA3F] St HAE ¢
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= AR 7sAL deAET FRE E9E AR
WA B o] MBS Zrla FAL AR ste] upE
Ao 149 o)A 7]4A} AES 3 7|<AA 30T
€ e duizAlE digith 1 475 dX(front-
line)ll A 7145414 Belg Bzdtn gl AgREs

A HAES & o8 BEUlZ 44 BAAL sl F
FHoE 2779 HAES 94 o}‘%} AR E RE
A T|wAL AEE SE Aol it Ao AeX
EE shdA AMARtY diigEo] ol AHRESY #
AARgrol T)eALe] fEAbetel] thate] Be AS
ZHA AL Q= ot}

HFHoR AAH HEoe Subqna A=A
YA HALAE 8 9o 7)4Al nho] EAS
g ALY O] A o I gEo] Fr}E|glon

A3t BEste] 544, PCA 5 Sy ad AlAo] ¥
FHAS. obed Aoz FEAEE w =
#alol AR 5 9lE ZebopyA] HEE TIEACH

Doz Tus) gL Subiuls I?‘%Zéli'ﬁéﬂ]»t—

=

As8 AeA 2 #ek Algro] BlFIA Tl
o ARk A AFAHAE 1S e ST
AR Fe7IE aha, AR wEehA] g stale] 4
T2 ol 8SHA AU R &oo] I A9 e
5, ekl weh dEHo)A] Atk ek A} AlF Ay
232 HES SARER fEEds B A7 B
B AFHAY FEHAA 7] g B AFME

AN dEAS B 2EE Qe vy
o}, B4 Akl BT WA 4712 Al 4
3170 510} ofek A1 E o v Abgel B A
7] WR AFHozE A9,

3.2 Ay 9 BAYY

MEE 27719 $Hoz B AUAED AR} QAT
SATH BH, 4G4 A%, %A A K,
2 oj}, A4 3P o Hoz FAHD 19 A
3ol Bz} E@w k. 2770) A 2 EL A
of e Fansh BREME P Ha o
7, AHR 929 A AAE 54 Axe S5
A SATCIS RAA=1, e 2AH=5, U=,

LR Kl 715 AFSD i S}
) 170001 FA4 5009 E A FE3h <)
B A& olsfel Sgaisen, 24 A7k 7
A0 QAR 27he0) AR 71%Ake] el %

EAEAL SPSS 12,007 3191 @41 £497)
FNEEARA APEN NI AR

A
=3 2ok AA A FoiA Fete] 64.8%(269
), ofstAo] 35.2%(146%)0l™, 4lUAe]l 53.3%
(2219)2 ASH(194%)ET B2 B2 Holrh, ¥
ghge) W& 3 AAA o A QY A 7]
A A AE A 2 Apolrt o At
F o] 7]sAb ARl the tixEA o] vt BojXin,
Z1SA BB A A8 ulEo] 57.3%E AU
o HERTE v o ole A TAME 7w
Abell A& GAReE SHAo] tha: EE HofFa gd.
g AHY dtsE B3PS S 22.9%0)3L THE
3 A2 12.8%°1U Tt

4,2 90184

Z 2709 AEFEY M AEL g HE5(A
) o FAREN D wYUs 3HE B agd
A& ek 29& olojAlgt 18 7)FL =
don, adAAz o] BT 0.45 0 FAY, 0.45Y}

AL Ak = 27 o] el alel] A
o] vhrolzl #dES A A7)E Ao B g
AL WHE A|=pgith o1 A3 7]gAL gy
ZzaA(Q g de o)), sty T A%, A
A7) 9 2 =24 F 419 g5 gEtya, W 23
7he] BhEo] 6718 f9le T Eomw <F Do 1 A
77b Ao 9l




60/2 28 et 7laAe] MHIASE 53 L ZRE-HTEN
<E 1> 2024 2#n}
N y 9l eigen 7 Cronbach
o} \ﬂ 3E 7] _ﬁ':kl
A < 4 54 A A2k value EAH) alpha
Al ‘ﬁ—“r’-iiilﬂ 284 0.597
A2 opiza 0.531
AdAZF . 13. )
SRR a3 3?/‘}3&01] 0% 5d 08 oros | 3% 30| 077
A4 [ARY A&Hn A AT 0.684
Bl | Aol dig A% i 0.587
B2 |29 143 o9 0.829
AYEE 979 95.44 0.827
= B3 |A4e &% 0.778
B4 |AYe] 98 JAAE 0.771
~ Cl 5’—2‘]8}.‘7 b‘lg]?ﬁ‘ol 0] °_]Z-] 0799
A= LA StE 2.49 36.27 0.786
C2 |3AHsa FEA A 0.859
D1 |AE Al 2 A el o] 0.582
D2 |a&nE AA 0.764
XA D3 |#9 A 0.775 2.39 46.66 0.819
D4 | odrtere AA 0.746
D5 |AbAHRel Adu) 0.705
El |32 0.535
B2 |=&% 0.608
HH A 2.21 56.28 0.715
e B3 |[Auzrle HH4 0.825
B4 | Ayex 0.731
F1 | Add g 835 0.705
F2 | AlAe] ggel uigh ¢k 0.790
QbAA ] _] il - 1.76 63.91 0.765
F3 | AAHEe S8 digt kA 0.699
F4 |ZelolwA] B3 0.664

4.3 134 9 =34 A&

ZAET7E QJAEA S Fgste LIRS &
317] $18l] Bartlett®] +3/d(sphericity) AA<
A3} $93H2?=3870, AFE=253, p=0.000)8 ZA¥
7} Uk, KMO #tol 0.864(‘meritorious)®A &
AETE 29840 AR AR ddd) o2
F29 802 AYy 82 FF4(communality)
< 0.431914 0.8279] #& 7HA9, 3249 6709 2%
o &M FEAFNA 63.91%7F BEEHL Tt

<E Dol 93a Zk g YHdAY LS JeRe
A2upel Lo 0.715004 0.827 Akl ghE 714
™, o]+ Nunnally(1978)¢] 7|5 £&si=2 AN
7 2L grd Aol

—_—

.11)1' Mook g

WLENFA S FaH<] o] g&ET £l gl
°]§ Zo|7] 93] 7129 FAATZRE o] 51“
% MAF I 75 A BAAR B ALY A
St o, dn|2ALE Bae e ARE 4
AEsle] HF gAFoEHN YEE
S zoldv =8 3Uth
MIergN S sAeldA T wHedA 2 583
A AEY, £ FHER(conver-
gent validity)oll tiate] A2t <& 2>oe 7 89
¥ AVE(average variance extracted)$} 817+ A4
Ag 2 AaAse 95% ATl AEH Uk
714 izt AHLdE B9 ghe 7 adel s
5 AVEY] AlFIgtola, iz ofdlE a1zte] &
#AGoIt, 28z Rz 9 gk ZaAT 95%

LML ool ©
o
J}U
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A )T AF] 8 kot ol ).

Fornell & Larcker(1981)% AVEZ} 0.5H ¢ 39
FHEGAo] FZHE Ao B, 671 29 F
ol A2 A= wko] 0.499Z o] 715 FEn|A 1 ¢}
JATE GE 1> oEhd g Eule) dulgle] BE @
Aol 078 A1, 2AAANFRE Hwd FuE(H
2:Fke] 0.531) Dabholkar et al(1996), Parasuraman
et al(2005) % Caro & Garcia(2007)9] 7|24 ¢&td
THEGA ] TEETL & 5 AT

WEerFA (discriminant validity) 2 $712) Wio
2 A3 3} Fornell & Larcker(1981)F ¥ elgAl
o a7oz F adzte] AAAFI 7 291 B2y
© AVES] AFT #trE} FHolof sttia slgtHe.g.,
Gounaris 2005; Caro & Carcia 2007). <& 2> A4
AVES] AF2Q0 4" HE9 gk SoA AY =

#te] 0.7070] ABAT oA AU Z Frol 0.611
o|22 Fornell & Larcker?] 7154 FFHA71t}, 3
Anderson & Gerbing(1988), Dabholkar(1996) 2
Olorunniwo et al(2006) 5= ¥HHElFA 9 7ES &
AT AT 95% A=t 1oj} -1¢] 23 o
B8 Both < 24 izt Yol vk e &
A3 AT 95% =TS B o= AE |
U-10] X3} §lx] BB F ofH ylFoiM T wE
EbgAdo] stk Hojxin,

o=l (predictive validity) & &3] 724
3 Assitt ARl UERE FHUFLE Fta
AFoM =Ed 6719 890& SHBGTR o] F3A
FAE & Al <E 3> 2HEAE R=0.220,
F=19.395, p=0.000). 6718 felFoA ‘P&AX T =
HEHAS7E 0.1258 08 29l v Aukael ws

>

o}
=%

)

e

<E 2> Z} AMHE AEA % AVE

2 Ye = AR = Al #HAA kA A AVE
0.356 0.344 0.259 0.293
0.499
0.529 0.519 0.440 0.472
0.283 0.157 0.094 0.149
2 0.641
0.463 0.344 0.284 0.337
) ' 0.247 0.117 0.200
AR = 0.443 0.373 0.772
0.429 0.306 0.385
0.340 0.333
Al 0.432 0.250 0.338 0.569
0.515 0.509
#2414 0.350 0.189 0.211 0.427
SFAA] 0.383 0.243 0.292 0.421
<E 2> FIAEHN 47
H £ E3} AS B B
%a%/\ s i g T _
T = FEYE) (HED t p-value
() 3.598 0.036 98.926 0.000
AYA=E 0.158 0.036 0.190 4.348 0.000
AYHE 0.184 0.036 0.221 5.064 0.000
AR e 0.104 0.036 0.125 2.856 0.005
A 0.175 0.036 0.210 4.819 0.000
244 0.168 0.036 0.202 4.623 0.000
kA A 0.159 0.036 0.191 4.367 0.000
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g71ME 948 2dEds e &
£ AEZT} <F Doll& 23789 A&
AARD oz FA A& BJFa ik 3
= A8 AFAY T, AMHY o
£t} gdd A 87 of
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A9 JFFF @yﬁr A ‘2 D93 competence)’
° g gy} ‘X %E]]E(attltude)' 2+ ARl ohgk

2ol AAgh uie], Ade] ool 1A, Ao &1
(BHolv 24 &) % /\}*3-‘—}4 LG AL T Tl
XA, oldd AL AUy ARAH 4FTrY5
golgpy| Bl G5 A dske AA9 FAE
tx & 4 3ok

‘Al (facility) 2+ el & 1S3 W7 A9 njd &

F9 FEAA 9 AR o] Au|(HAdelu Ao,
%1* 37 T F8 FEAA dsiME 54
A, PCA, olgtdd} e 53 ALE; o4d, AE
A 9 A AAE; 283 FA4, egdolY A%
23 A 59 71EE AR F ITRE FE3)
of SRk ARl A4, 288 A 3719 #3492
AULEe ARY T2 ?lé,“?l 7)sAE AEe) 870
Zo & 4 e, olES Fo ‘HH X (amenity) 22

gtk b d(security) 2HdelE g4 T A
SE2REHY BE ¥ FoZ F BT 5 gl Al
AA P2 REY kA, B § A f8)
theh Qb 9 ALAYe] ZelolHAle] it BT Fo] E
s

‘Aeg=zr 4 ‘HAde = T 2719 42 A #
He 93 gholx, A, ‘ARG B dHA F 3
el AHhe 23 84 sfFEch dolA AFS vt
&} o] T]sals AR|aggol7] i Ad 84K
the B3 249 HFo] 2 ) gl AMu|axAo]
o} Y7 BEg A 24 27olE WAZ Para-
suraman et al(1988)¢] 5714 AdFolA A=A, 41

A, TR 2 dieAel EXE Sle ALE Btk
spAlgto 2 ‘A8 =(discipline) 24L& 7154}
o Aoz ¥ 4 Aok o7l AdHPH
Zil 71 geldoln FAA ¥FHL YA
Qe g=e] gt JmAle A= AMH <z

o2 Tz g ot =& A} ¢ =
A% 5ol st 44 729 & *°ﬂf‘1 &g,
7l=.—4~ ggale] BYAZ S A3}
e B 9A% FEE AEpx ¢
ARAEE 7154k A3 BAolek
IR o] e aFAteel He 497t
Aol tisiA= dEAldl HlE) REE
ARA TS 878 Helth & dAolMe
2 670 2Hdel 23709 SAIYE0E TAH
E7E DQ(dormitory quality index)E HE712
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5.1 A4 &8

WA AA R e FAE-HHEATPA) 2
Be AvEct <28 > XEFS AT YES 4%
Z 3 PEEE 7t Ho xS dSHE A9 A
e} Fawe] gFgtolth 4719 dHoz FRIE
A€ O'Neill & Palmer(2004), Aigbedo & Para-
meswaran(2004) 2 Angell et al (2008)2] %A H
7} 219 HFghel AA Aoz Fgled, X5 A
AML 3.080012 YF9] ZAAXNL 4.0850]

<23 1>o] A9E IPA Z#7F U4t len 6749
Aol 379 oz Yol &g ¢ F ok

45 [ Goncontats fers I_ HeWp upgood work
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