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Abstract

This paper analyzes the relationship of the selection attribute of golf course, the service quality, service
value, customer loyalty and revisiting golf course, which is a customer loyalty and orally transmitted effect.
The selection attribute of golf course such as convenience, cost, course condition and service has a significant
effect on service quality, service value, customer satisfaction and customer loyalty. Service quality has a
significant effect on service value, customer satisfaction and customer loyalty. It is estimated that customer
satisfaction has a significant effect on customer loyalty.
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1. M2

T2 ARl AANER ] me el P4 mE Aol FasHA of7RRke] FriE o SRSe
A7l wigh Q43 ko] Aol iste] & A4S 7 H ATk D (well-being) #3217} F/J= A
Qe gtolzAEtdo] WsRtel whel Ax 2 dgo] e SNV Sl Axxe A% Y
5& S0k Aol 718 S2% Age AR & 4 gk 58] 22 Avg S/ oRY
2 AR AR E A 5 9le Fol A7) wlel 2x2anxEe] A ARETE S5
A€ F e dAazag 25 BowA a7 S48 H1 gt

222 1990 d el SoNEA B Fxo] tigh Aol AR et a1 $871 = gl
= 22 499 (2013. ) A=) s, A 9 T U 22FL I AA 227704, vl
Al 210704 5 4377042 Addiy] 27707 S7skl o, A FolAY mae S22 3 AA 7}
4274, ¥IE A7} 467) 22 e

s g2 WAASE 22 UE AR, g2 B, 230828 T8 A2 79
TOR FEF] SR FAIR 2012d 2 WAL 28,6050 o2 Addid] 6.3% 571 Sl

(Golfzon Intelligence Team, 2013). ©]¢} o] F23 Fgo] = HA =47 14 {2 AA
o] NG Y7 At Y MUAFE Fol HE 75 HHA 2270 I ol &2 2000d °]
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AT

)
2 202 AT AE, JAd, F7139, A9 &8, -

=
Arlx 20 tigk oy x5 ASE AR W, Parasuraman 5 (1998)& A Z4H An|aE
M-S Anjae] $53 Aol FAsh Anka 9l doto|u Bl= & Aolsta Q).
Brady$} Cronin (2001)-2 Rust2} Oliver (1994)¢] 328 223} Dabholker 5 (1996)2] Au|2~E4
HATFR RS vrolgo] 3xdeZ FAE AujaFgd fAFR BYE Jdettth 1eEa 74 x4

e
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< “J% 38 £ (interaction quality)”, “23} E£Z (outcome quality)”, “E&]2 27Z 4 (physical
environment quality)”= HH3}3it}.

wehA B AfoA Brady$} Cronin (2001)9] 3x1d 24 & “Jo 28 £27 «“Ayt 227, “&
AAELE AHeolo] AMAEAL T2t 2ol FAATE R 2

© SREAZE AT A, AT /)T, R o, AEE, ARA 841, A4
4, 490 BT Solnl, nAN~EA A3 BAede 4959 A4 e, Beld Ae
o, LAYz B4, HALT ola) Solv), Al AELe BLE #7 FAe HA4 Auls 3
ul, AL EE917, oA Sk,

2.3. MulA JEA|

Ao 7 AH|A 7R B2 AFEESo] AlFo|v AHlaE B3 Z|tiehe oE 010101‘4' =Rl
sttt AHAE FAlY o] &3t et Al uel w7]E 7hAY] 37]E o2 A B2k 4 9lon, st
o] A|F] HAAME 7HXE T 84t e 7H 18|31 Sf3lc) Est 7k & ?_{H 5ol 3
TS vAchs WA B oA, A, Bx, S0 § Bt 238 220 /deg e At
Auj 7hz1e] APAFE BH Auls S, 1ARS, pojo) e} #Aste] 7k A[MNEE 749 A
A 2 AANE 7Y dl FHES T 2o (Parasuraman &, 1988). Al¥]x 43} H|E-&
HE st 2¥)2F gAEAR g Bl Muja ZERE FrrgeaN A ) oo gt AHEE

f

PN F et Auls FA0] 255 ARl 7k 3 FoA A Qi

€ sl LAY Mus F43 /‘M* 7FA 8] A zte] AR FRAR] FFE AL UF
o] 295 9t} (Brady$} Cronin, 2001). & Ao A AB|AZEA] 2L A3 A 94, 2o thsl 3
9, 8 FAAF, SAH Ee &, 2289 AE sz 7Rl

dutdow wEolg Z|oE ATt AXH B o] Axo ko] we} ZljE ATu AXH A
wow BMEs P 194 gow Bux, Sz 2ow Sy Hi Aolgn Aojs, nARS
£ =5 Aulzol o Adish 2 Anazt auEo s AA Aol WaRge AH 1 Ao} v
@ B0 ol=A) 90 LA Fou Ul oo ol Balck (Park 2005 Olver, 1950), 1%

N

%o vk AYHoE APEOE, Bl £3, 74, LAFAE Sol FFL nAE Ao FsAw
9tk (Yie} Lee, 2007; Cho 5, 2011).

b B AT DATES A ATE
Z3} ANl BEo 2 24T

TABYWE, A LEE, A0S, 1A%

I

o4 w

K

i

)

2.5. DM SHE

I8 FAEE A E0] Au|a F- st Bl=E P Fol 22S 543 vl A5 2= Ve
He AAA oA} Aldelgta 8 4 rt. o]t ne 5ol 27| Apalel ek Fa eelel of
st of&Fo] R x3E o9t o9} Fo] TAWEE T uAIe] WS AA P52 LAEE 31
F Al A4S B skal A g sHA e B 9le] 2 4 Atk (Kim, 2010). XAFHEE Aol
o thet T A AAA == AojE 4 gl B A= LAFTHEE ALESHAY ERQleA =
A= A2 244 A& 3t AU
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Figure 3.1. Research model
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Table 4.1. Demographic Data

& g HIZ(N) =S (%)
e I 279 79.5
o 72 20.5
20t} 10 2.8
30th 25 7.1
A= 40M) 98 37.9
50th 147 41.9
60t 71 20.2
= 40 11.4
E] Sl 209 59.5
=R PAS 102 29.1
39 o 75 21.4
A 3d~51d vk 52 14.8
5d~104 o]k 105 29.9
103 o] 4 119 33.9
ZFed o 102 29.1
A7 = 103 29.3
A4 FA(2H) 38 10.8
AR 73 20.8
AYFH 35 10.0
Al 351 100.0

Aohs AEEA, MuaEd, AHIAa7E], DA NS

B 2k AFAYG O 2x2AF3e] 47 10084 ARAE wiEste] 2013\ 995 7|E2® 174Y
ojfell Z22LEe T 22 LASS R AFSHEHT AEAE 2AS] EAAE SHES A9
AZB Ao ARt ArE A E]lE IBM SPSS statistics 21 ©]-23}o] 2}8 EAo 24

3.3. ST e} vso| A
2ag 379 2rg Au%4e Hoksr] A8 RARAL ete] BuA) AWAEAT 1AFA
£ FAE OF d7Ee SHHES dgon APEYES 44, Resl] 4EAE TARAY. 53
JAE HER SAste B AGSY(18FF), ANAEA(208), A2 (6FF), DA
2(68%), TAFAEQEDE BL BFoR 4EAS 245 Fe A4t B4 5

4.1. 23 SHH™ S5Y

2 Ao dFohdel tied A7 FASHE 542 Table 4.13 2t} WA 482 o=} 727 (20.5%) &
o} G217} 2799 (79.5%) 0.2 W, A3-L 507t 1479 (41.9%) 2 7 W I thgo] 404, 60t
o7 vyttt treo® sge B tEo] 2099 (59.5%) 2 7 =4 Uehtew, 1 o] gt
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Table 4.2. Factor analysis of selection attribute

293 SRR 291 2912 293 294 54 A Ea
o] ok g .165 182 —.016 .828 746
A4 Hode 161 .010 051 795 661 0.73
AHIEQ o] 130 .360 .282 510 .486
FoiA LA 115 416 .347 453 512
897 Ag 454 .086 .488 413 622
P M) =7 A 125 .190 .813 .109 724 0.812
ZEN 7L Ao .397 .126 676 .205 673
BojA g A G 112 .194 .800 —.048 .693
Eloagles s 791 .303 135 121 .688
s o} sl o] AFE] %S .818 272 .042 .186 779
FAAE I ALE) 774 217 .189 .104 .693 0.859
A= 2 9 752 212 .198 113 663
FIrdox Ao 489 .166 .279 .185 .379
A S B AF .330 .445 .384 .244 514
AP H .285 .694 .108 .186 .609
B u) A A7 A 136 .680 .390 —.038 635 0.823
AYPEG W 21 .296 740 .043 .169 .665
R oFA T Al A .359 .682 .193 154 .655
T3k 3.537 2.872 2.723 2.264
AA &4t 41.1 8.449 7.543 6.216 63.308

KMO %% = 0.914 Bartlette] A% = 3,015.8 df = 153 sig. = 0.000

9 o]Ake] 1027 (29.1%) 2. thate]Are] 11818217} 88.6% L+ XA 3HATE.

28-S 2, 109 o]4de] 119%(33.9%) 2 713 =74 Uehdon, 1 tgo] 5~10d 1059 (29.9%),
3d wuk 759 (21.4%) €28 vEyth vpAge s e B, AEAH g Qo] 20522 HA|
58.4%% AHAlstaL 9lom B A3t AYFRE 10%HE HeERHaL Slok
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n
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Table 4.3. Factor analysis of service quality

8949 ERET 891 892 2913 TEA AF Ea
A v A ] 2 H Al 4] u) &) 123 .235 750 .633
= WAL E9 7] 200 260 695 591 0.696
e ohuj 2 =2} 406 226 433 501
Ok A 7H 675 —.039 .449 .659
A 3E ZFA| 624 .312 .169 515
o7 & 4 9t 570 .322 .400 .589
gt Au| 2 a AT ok .786 .021 .292 .704
=4 et A .663 .327 —.003 .546
ZZA Q) A B 2AF .661 455 .008 .644
0.885
Aol kA .535 .248 428 .530
ALEY T .648 .293 .331 616
FE S 1102 704 159 532
F4 uAe FEo 564 514 .140 .631
PR 1 RN 428 .669 .103 641
A T A A Al .490 .523 .348 .635
= 259 A4 .081 .664 .357 574
e A Q52 e 364 595 332 597 0,901
He s A9 .234 .554 AT75 .588 '
TAY=S FAA 295 582 433 613
QP79 o) .304 .493 ATT 563
932k 4.717 4.032 3.056
AA R4 47.004 6.851 5.171 59.026
KMO A¥=E =094 Bartlett®] A4 = 3945.8 df =190 sig = 0.000
HAdAAd ol Al S HodFA
Table 4.3 A2 ZA0) T3t 891 B AT oIt} WA KMOZEe] 0.940 2 =4 el Bartlett
o] 1Y AA = BAZLE Fot ZHE Ho] 2EAEY ] u] & AAFF S HoF

Ark. =3 2AEAAT 22 dulA = .
seo] £, FEAE 05 ol M A e g FAT 5 9lon, 37] alo] AAlEAte)
59.026% 5 AW Yo} W F& WYL BolW Y ¢ = 1
2F4 0.696, BRPAR~E4 0.88
A d#gol AYBL HoiFT gt}
Table 4.4% AH|27b] TARES} DAFA%0) tg 2A%4 Aok, KMO AFE7} 0.8 Hr}
23 Bartlett ZARE F2I3 A3 Ueho] Aujazka] gzl tig 2 Q8AA7 7370de)
BRAS 2 AR Jee ¢ F Atk = AFE agto] 09142 24 vehdth =3 A
%o 438 HHE, KM

ot
I
i)
=
=
3
>
)
[>
i
e il
(=)
8
k3
)
o
fru
)
u)
i
A
oX,
rE
9
o
)

oL
Lo
zy O

R ot T84 2 £E02 AAE 290%Y HPH4S woAFT
Aot FE2H QYL yAUZQ o7 HARA F 69.306%F APt ot T3 AFE agte
0.909% =4 veht SRS 3 dAAdo] S RS vt 18 3AFAHAE i 2
= KMOY 3te] 0.5002 24 812 A7) vigashA] X8-S Uel L 9l o1} Bartletto] 74
T3 AT Holu Yt EI FEARAE A YeElhgden, AT agle] 0.8722 SAWSE 7
o] d ddgdo] AYeta e Ko ot
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Table 4.4. Factor analysis of service value, customer satisfaction and customer loyalty

897 SAEY 29 F8A4 AF=a 1HF AAELLF KMO Bartlett #74  sig
AF3] A9 A 740 .548
3= 870  .758
A A7) w4 . 872760 0.914 4.204  70.059 0.891 1425.4 0.00
ZAL 815  .665
A 866 .749
7} 851  .724
AnbA gk 875  .765
LgH| AR 881 775
IR 2ade LR 854729 0.909  4.158  69.306  0.887 1390.9 0.00
I - PRS- = 839 704 ’ ' ’ ’ ' ’
7H A S 780  .608
T AA A= 759 576
y A 942 887
IAZAE 0.872  1.775  88.747  0.500 323.5 0.00

tEAZAARF 942 887

4.3, BIA MESMD] DHOLS U DAEMT 2N
2z o|gAS0] xS Aeste 4 SN AP Ao DAFAE 4HHY FFS ¥
A Aoz et} (Figure 4.1 22). TAAE), SriAuAe) vl 42425 v7asel A
2 EAT AusAAel ol nARET DAFA ] GBS VAL Aoz vepith 1en 2
=3 Q854 Sl g L W32 B FriAula gole Aulquls E2(0492), TAMH A
£7(0.488), B2 PAHAED(0.408)9] £o2 Uehgt}. Ee FAGE AL 2hed AuAEo)
0.35% %7 e whelol] W g AR e e §o8 A7E Mol YA vjv& Aew 24% AT
=olat A2 AT AN AEAIE WA} gl Aoz vepgeh

o9} 2L Auls FA 2AEL Auls Ao FYFA Uehgon e gAuAEAL Fueke YA
HlAE S 44T 2ATe] BAE Gl SH0% 7P Gl »}wu} 7 thgel mAY
=9 B 5 el DAMEAE D] 0.258% 7 UEhh ThE 2.9le] HlshA A AL
e ol AE HolA, JFFL B A Bk

A A AR AARE ATshe A2ANE DADSA 04579 L FLAE e
izl ol 2ol mAS tha wielsh TRt AL ANSFET ek o9 2L TARSE
£ AR AL ol 05592M 71 B UeET ol Bzge] Aus el AuAEd
T AU 27, DAVHOR olojA e WAL HEAoE ALY BTt 2uge] AL e

AR Go) AYRIIE DA FARS Yol AW A Ao Fejshe BART A%
el W= W Table 4.59F Zo] A=<l

ATEA W A7/ BE BAHOE fold ATE LEhd (Table 4.58%). 2xe] 4
Sl W8 HAREAL AU AW A, AMAAAS) 7AYo JFE Mol gov, =
R 8918 RANUAFE AT DATS| 3

Fe T jlen, TEHHH] 298 AuAuls F
bl
A

o e d3S JeR T Qo). theoz Muls ERAL 1
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Table 4.5. Estimated coefficients of research model

T5 A%k BEex A A 7k

B AEA - gPAAER 0.076 0.030 2.526%*

HEAEA - AuAuaER 0.084 0.036 2.352%%*

HLAAA - DAMHAER 0.167 0.034 4.963%*

H & A -A — Aula7tA| 0.187 0.035 5.293%%*

H & A dA - a1 A0S 0.088 0.031 2.783%%

A4 - 14nS 0.075 0.036 2.087%*

— ded — aASAE 0.150 0.046 3.259**

P ToAE — AU 2EE 0.120 0.041 2.901%F

e F2AE — e aER 0.350 0.037 9.413%*

IxgE] - Au AR AagR 0.218 0.044 4.950%*

IXAAE — AH| 27X 0.132 0.048 2.746%*

A - DATS 0.114 0.041 2.761%*

FA R - e Au g 0.492 0.054 0.158%*

s — LG aFA 0.408 0.045 8.997%*

FojAn| s - TR 2~F A 0.488 0.050 9.678%*

IR 2~FD — AR 27X 0.258 0.049 5.276%*

A H] 2~ g2 AR AFEL - |27} 0.291 0.055 5.287**

=4 FLPAANAZE - 1 ANE 0.243 0.049 4.936%*

Au AR AFEd - AMu|2Th] 0.146 0.046 3.163%*

A H] 2 AU A7 R — DAY 0.487 0.043 11.252%*

7FA] AU A7 R —> A BAZHE 0.251 0.063 4.001%*

AT IAWRE > TAHAFAHT 0.589 0.064 0.146%*
M Az

= P<0.001
— P<001
* P<0.05

TELEETELY <

IS

Figure 4.1. Research model and significant coefficients

Hla AR Yehled 25 AnaziAe] fo8 A58 vepton] 53 nANNA FAL 2w
Soll Ao 2ol Ief. ANLAAE DARED RAFAEA A2 04873 0.2512] 3449 A3
£ Rojza gtk 2zolgASY BARZLAL v HSA YRS, TaELcle vgAT
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Table 4.6. Result of Path Analysis

sg9us FEaF(A=AS) AR

[s}
BIRSR R R - AAXNHAEZ(0.167), AH]271x](0.187, Hy 7}
A THE(0.088)
el A A - A WE(0.075), 2 2 54 =(0.15) Hoy 713 3 &
72 AFE) - IANNAER(0.12),7 A THE(0.114) H37Ha A9
Fof A a2 - AU AFA(0.492) Hy7 50
AR AEA - A 8] 2 71%](0.258),31 2 7H%(0.243) Hs 7173 ) &
Au2Ed P Au2Ed - Au274X)(0.291) He7H4 A€
AuAu~Ed —  Au274x](0.146) H7 7}
A Hl 2 71A] Al H] 2712 —  AATE(0.487), 2 AFA = (0.251) Hg 7}
e e -  IAFAE(0.589) Ho7FA A9
et WFI = 0.959(0.90] 423}, CFI = 0.965(0.90] 423
TR IFI = 0.965(0.90] 42 3}), rmsea = 0.051(0.06°] 32 3})
429l, DANNAEAT A2zt oln o2d 2 AEL w3 AFHow 2P A R AY
4 FRAEALE vehle 2AFA = =41(0.589) Vet gleS & 5 3
AT Ao e ATHIRFI} BARCE Fo)8 e UERT) (Table 4.6 #x). Bx3e] 4
449 1 A2 ade wARS 2 Auag, Aularich aANSe] dgS Holn 9oy
FAE) 82 AAXNAFAT TANZ| S T o Hefxujs 29 Anjxuagd
o Fe e ok =3 Anja AL uAMUAEE, SR PAus FA X Anjs £4
2 Uehled 25 Aulazizel ol 23 vesth AMuaviA s DARESG D AFA ] 7
7t 04877} 0.2519] FAAY EFE HolFT Y. FzolgATe] RAUSL AL HAUS We)
489, IAGE R, vE AEG29l, eRPEANlE 243 AujaTiR ol o3 295 HFH
o7 Fags ] e et FAERAE veidle AR =741(0.589) veha Slee B
% 9ok
5. 482
B ATE a0l AL UoR Fue) dusys guge) NuaEd, Auarta, nAnS
7 DA AL ERAF AL BAE ASEA Sk o] ATe) AL e} 2k
AR, 22 AHEA St F2E ol8she uAEY] HHSH4L2 ded, veAEY, =
28] 2E]a Bojauls 5o 89lo] A uAe] Aujagd, AularbA] 9 AR QAo 44
Aoz 2gsto] YR BAFAL s DAFAHES JFS v]A T o] Fs ek
A, Aulagde] Auanlagd, ehedAnlagd, AANRAaFA 5o 28] AL AulaTt
A9 AR JFe v A AF DAZAE JFL AT Yol FA=
AR, 227Fe] Mula7tx|e] SA7F e BRICZ 1Y A, AR H 9J/4A 11t 58 A fAlFol thet
A7 DARET nAFA R JFL vl 9lgo] vt
dA, AANFHE Mu|x, Iade], RUAE, 7H, 1AdEA So] AATEE TP 52 ¥
oF3 gl

FF 2ug ol g0 e AFAQ WHRAE B BSEo] ve AR A AH Bajo] Hehrhy
2 ge] ojeg Ak UehA B WA 49 shelshe 27 B30l B Aoz Az



The Effect of the Selection Attribute of Golf Course on Customer Satisfaction and Customer Loyalty 207

Ju

(=]
n

Table A.1. Questionaire Item & Validity

A4 AEE 37 R AF o
of k2] 3.67 0.98
A=dg 3.87 0.97 0.73
AR I 58 0] 3.53 1.80 :
FriA A E 3.55 0.87
A g e R 3.14 1.18
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