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Abstract

In order to provide a standard method to measure service quality of
Information Technology Service Industry, this study is to develop a suitable
service quality scale which is based on Parasuraman, Zeithaml, and Berry
(1985, 1988, 1991) service quality scale development steps and Churchill's
(1979) suggested procedure for developing better measures and also refer
to the characteristics of the infermation technology services industry ,so it
can be used as the assessment of'service quality and to improve service
quality.

This service quality scale of Information Technology Service includes 5
dimensions and 15 items. These 5 dimensions are “Service Information
Accessibility”, “Service Responsiveness”, “Service Assurance”, “Service
Courtesy” and “Data Privacy . After using Exploratory Factor Analysis
(EFA), Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) and Cronbach a, we proved
the good reliability and validity of this service quality scale. In addition to
the 5 dimensions investigated by CFA, the Second-order CFA is used to
verify the relevancy between the second-order factor “Service
professionalism” and the 3 dimensions of “Service Responsiveness”,
“Service Assurance” and “Service Courtesy”.

At last, the final version of this scale is discussed and produced to
provide the industry service providers as the assessment tool of service
quality and for improving their service quality.

Keyword: Service Quality, Second-order CFA, SERVQUAL
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Cronbach’s a (alpha) 72 38 2 &K 40T
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AheE AT MR v FHY 2T BN RE £ (5-point

Likert Scale) - d T2b4 2 F & | (1) 8 "22% F &, (5) ™2

2 ik o
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42 FERWFE A AT
FHY IR EA AT A2 B A E 21 BAEREF R

Frfe S8 2 TR F TR A el 53 e dg kg 2 o

4

LTS GRE e E AT AT IR AL G £

A Z B RAA LR LR o F v &2 Bmm BT E
+

*~ °

SERE B FE AT 0 Pem s 1 K (Kaiser, 1960) 4

BEE HY FF - o kE L 1042 2% R 4964% ; T -
PrAciE L 188 2% R 900% ; FlE = Hcim s 122 %R
5.79% ; Fl% » Bk 5 1.060 2R 5.04% > %te B ¥ E o

B HE L 6043% B E A Hde (& 5) HrF

25- ks EL

Eigenvalues of the Correlation Matrix:
Total =21 Average =1
Eigenvalue Difference Proportion  Cumulative

1 10.42384 8.5418352 0.4964 0.4964
2 1.882005 0.6667272 0.0896 0.586
3 1.2152778 0.1569618 0.0579 0.6439
4 1.0583159 0.1719424 0.0504 0.6943
5 0.8863736 0.146882 0.0422 0.7365
6 0.7394916 0.054739 0.0352 0.7717
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A de B A eh 21 BRAEEY 4 13 BRI G REHRA PR

RLBEFTAZAEDENES VR > 17T 8 BAERE P oy 11 4

25 12 AEBEARE P EEH F B R FRERARE F R &t
FRUHL T RAHRE MY 12 2 4 HAEFRER G
A rdt’ﬁ——ﬁﬁ'l“,/f o % 3 R LAWY PRI EA S (PRIY)

F ¥t %k (Zeithaml, Parasuraman and Malhotra, 2002) %77 ¥ 7 &
WOH SPEFRZ A Fuk 2 Nab@F oo BeFRIE 3 At Factord oo v
AT o ¥ 1AIEFF P01 25 15 AR LFE)

(5 0.36) » gt pirs o @ 3Lo8 % O AFsedey i F1% f

Eﬁi%@ﬂ*émﬁ%?ﬁ*@iﬁﬁ%ﬁ,ﬁﬁ%gw%o

A A SR 2 R EFE SRR B ke (£ 6) o
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26 FARGEIAEE

Item F1 F2 F3 F4
#HLEFEIPERAIPPHM DR SR JRIETH - 009 059 015 0.26
HH2 A7 2 ek 5T -0.08  0.63 0.34 0.16
MR IER T BATA S PRIV TR TR o 002 -003 0.25 0.87
A, AP R ERMASERBEAGE 408 - 018 078 -0.39 0.22
5. TPRF+4 B | v s w RAE £ 3 ﬂ%&* F R A o 0.78  0.05 0.05 0.18
6. TIRAE A R, i B E T R IRTE AR o 070 012 010 0.0
TR b REPPEF N > JR IR B IRAE o 0.52 0.24 0.19 -0.07
8. fEk B AR ?‘\HL » AR LR E BERE 0.60 0.07 0.23 0.15
JeJB 5 R o
O, BRI E i S AL - 079 007 008 -015
10. FKZZ* AR WAREREEMES X2 B E *?ﬁ] 0.90  -0.02 -0.02 0.04
#11 TpRAE AR, A BB A2 L £ 4 o 0.17 0.71 -0.14 -0.02
#12. TIRFEAR | B4 B B B L S B IR o 011 047 034 002

13, TIRFEA B | BRI > & R TR 063 -0.04 027 -0.14
#4 TR AR | ks EEE AN 2 k& 101 008 007 -003

Fvﬂ {E i
#415 TPR#EA B | Lﬁff—:mﬁ‘m )RR LR 036 031 031 -011
16 3B taflZ7 5 BRALTE > THREME S - -0.08 0.07 0.83 0.23
1 i i B I’ﬁé*faﬁi‘ i R E A e 013 006 081 025

8.4t fif L e B A R 0 TIRIEA R oz - 022 019 054 -024
JedL o

19.4 0P 5 i Fa% 27 B4 raifkhz T % -0.05 0.72 0.25 -0.17
i o

20. FIR‘EF{&L’,& WO F e RGP AR 2 T2 AR -0.06 0.74 0.28 -0.05
Bz o

AEFALT TIRiFA R, ARG L@t 5 <005 080 012 015
AR B2 g

ol heMEcE Lot 2 A& T2 g‘i\;i .
2. % AR B 2T 5 #E A BAF LA e
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43 ZHENMFIFE A A7

Y

TERERE B - PR EFA o3 & b

i

5 ik 7 R

¢

SEE R ARG o AR EBE R A R CFA %R

)

B g e A dcE 150 B B UREE TR SRR A

A2 AR o B A FEE JRARF Jsit T PR

CIRF% %8 P CpRisd £
T A%

5> 47T o

31



REP R AL B
AT & (PRIY)
PR

FE i e K G P 7
B PRFE

—

B i

-

4//

;

BE BE

F4A- JRixEFTE A CRA B3/
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EEREAL EATA S
F ol (Ris) 7RFA

B IR

\
RELAEOE |,

FEREN TR
BiER TR

REATE RS
R b ER4

AR ERFBAE
2 R ¥4

EFEAR
AL //’(

RIEER 2%

—

if
77

i
A

P AL
ER S
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LR
freog
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/
i A

3 AR AT

AT TR

22 F R

MEREP LTH
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(1) CFA Rl E #: T &
HAMAHR R CFA HFEAITOT AT L RPDTE >
T BHA = B (latent variables) » v 2 g EFE 2 {8+
I B FF =0T 5 ¢hAg % ¥ (manifest variable) - & % #c2. Tk

4o (£ T) #77 ¢




2T- PEHES KT

Bt i

SRS

PRAET (R

(E1)
"PRIFAR AR ST LR NZGR
2 AL (X2)
PRIEF it FPRARA [ R AR E TR PR O
@) e s —
FE R bR PR 0 JR B RE L PRI (X4)
F Rk R R RJT R Tl 0 I FIRE R P
¥ ERR L i (X5)
TIRARA R Ak kR T FM S B ¥
] (X6)
FIRAEA R A BIRFRAR AT & £ 5 4
FR A% (2 14 (X7)
(&3) PPRIEA B L F B R enE LS AR IRIE
(X8)
JRAR AR | B BRI o 0 RAE TR Bl o
(X9)
AR EPE RS 2 Tk
% 44 (X10)
PRA%AE P12 AR BT B R L D KA B AR T
(&4) (X11)
AL e 8 R T LRI R Y
s R AJE (X12)
AXPERFAL 2 F A AR E
ToRE > (X13)
FA R ﬁf%féﬁ%ﬁﬁ'@?“ O P e b PRIREP STH B2
(&5) FHA AL B Fr (X14)
ﬁ%i&?rmﬁAEJﬂ%wiﬁm%H
REEFTALA 4 m 2 (X15)
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(2)

#-3| pe i & (goodness-of-fit) i thie T

AT Y & iz (Maximum Likelihood Estimation)
e R R feif Rtk %+ lacobucci, D.(2010) #t#
dz dpik s 4% B AR R #& 2o 4 standardized root mean
square residual (SRMR) &g £17 0.09 (& <** » Hu and Bentler
1999) 2 comparative fit index (CFl) enig i1 0.95 (& B *t»
Huand Bentler 1999) p& & 4 #ifenfiesf B o 3 0 5 F 1% A ficen
Hi 4r 7oy AR 1L SRMR ehig & % 2 CFI chig o

AL YT BiEA 2 15 BAESE 7P 8 CFA X Z - 14 CFA

(Second-order CFA) 2 f2 i 4p thde (2 8) #7771

2 8- IR HA T R

peif & dp i CFA Second-Order CFA
Standardized RMR
0.0397 0.0459
(SRMR)
Bentler Comparative Fit
0.9379 0.9308
Index (CFI)

CFA 2 2 - ¢ CFA &9 SRMR &% 0.09> * CFl E7r 4

17 0.95 GE i > A T o0 L el B g foo
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3) %

R &R A AT

% & &+ (Reliability Analysis)

* 57 7 12 Cronbach’s o % #c (Cronbach 1951) i* 5 =&

¥ P £ #5¢ (final measurement model) % & § & & iy
o H 2 Eren ] o BB R A 0T XL B BT LG G
B o

s & 4 7 (Validity Analysis)

> Jragsck~ 35 ( Convergent Validity Analysis)

*F2 3 CFA $5 - iR %57 % f 47 & (factor

loading) &7 t = R EF T £ 85 24k
Bihdy o F B ip R W AT E L P12 §

2
g

.t B4 1.96(0=0.05) > i & ¥ -k & (p<0.05) -
ZonE R g TR R RS R A
£ 7 Jzarrck (Anderson and Gerbing, 1988) -

> % 93t R & 7 (Discriminant Validity Analysis)

2 Anderson and Gerbing (1988) # 1z % #f % ' 4& 2
(confidence interval test) » & 723 - ¥ T X = 7 Fif

£ » &3 ip# %#cz confidence interval & ¢ 7 1 s
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1o RHEES LR R 2ApR

CFA 2 2 B 822 A 45
j"p?{éj'%

B dide (£ 9). & (#10) 77 -

=+ > — <z
Ea Pz—— _f?—,é:'?‘ ¥e

I BHAZ LT BALIE B8 CFA 2 1 B 819k

2 9—CFA £ 2 Z T ahah A it
R
#4414 PFEE tvalie (R
FEE(FL) : BSRER LREE R (55) 5T & .
F R (F2) 0.91/0.92

LURiEAR | SR P RER RN IR P

LURBAR  RATEETRERBOBE o

SRELACROEREN » REHL RS-

LREEAEFEARERTA M B EFLERD REE L -

AL (F3)

LIRpA R GhReEeEN - &L 858407

ZFWﬁKﬁJuﬁ@mhéﬁ%LE%u4°

ST AR  EFRReVBINEBEIR -

4 TRBAR  RERBE CABLRIEw o

e (R

Lith Rl dos gasy
1]

SHNEL R BA TR TRBAL i el fams e
i % 4. (F5)

LA2P2EFa% 23 2840 nERELTHS 2
DEGHLEEHA P RBRAED TRELTHRIRABE S
SEEA T TRBAR  MRFEBAPEL LTI RN BE LY

0.8728***  38.3057
0.8579*** 34,6639
0.8552%** 34,0531
0.8324%* 29,6021
0.94/0.94
0.8760*** 40.9887
0.8890%* 45.4123
0.9124** 55,7991
0.8954*** 419185
0.89/0.89
0.8787*** 39.8986
0.8151%** 26,9709
0.8692** 37.4331
0.94/0.94
0.8004%* 445473
0.9234**  57.963
0.9424** 68,0058

ok < 0.00L
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FMEHA®E TR (composite reliability, CR) 2 3+ % =

;¢ (Hairetal., 1998, P. 612) 4™ :

= ( Ik, Standardized Inadin,gi)z

(X, Standardized Ioadiﬂgi}z + Y., Standardized error variance

()

©)

CRrs =0.8905
CRrs =0.9422
N RRE A AL EE R -
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Z 10-CFA & %2R 4 f7.5 *

v R (F1) F Bt (F2) et (F3) MRkE (F4) % 4L (FD)

v @ (FL) 1
FRH (F2) 0.32(0.077) 1

w34 (F3) 0.38(0.072) 0.93 (0.019) 1

WL (F4) 043 (0.072) 0.92(0.023) 0.93(0.020) 1

% @1 (F5) 0.47 (0.066) 0.67 (0.051) 0.71(0.046) 0.81 (0.036) 1

3Ll AESAP enlicfd & o7 standard errors o A 95% iR dE R AT > W R (F1) 25
# (F2) ehip B+ 5 (0.166,0.474) B © 4 ¢ ¢ 1, %47 @4 (F1) & F it (F2)

B2t Fueh

2<% 0.7 (Cronbach, 1951) > &7 £ 3 2 & ©
> HFEVRBZFF LA 07 00t EE

1,965 E3EF K » B R A A4 % L4 apch o

Fohod (210) o E¥ 5 00
g KR % B & 2 (confidence interval test) » 7 95% =Hf; i

FET T HAAMI B BRS¢ § L A

FHAMIEE G BueR o KBS G

p +2 X standard error (p) (4)
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Iy
=%
O

FA 2. 3 BB R A 37
AP R RS DRSS EE ) AT S T E
R B GE (7RG BT 7P~ 18 Second-Order CFA 2z i3 B &7

R A Ahe (2 11) & (£ 12) 5

# 11 — Second-Order CFA 72 2 % Jc @2 B 4 7.4 %

R

&8 BEE  tvale R

7R (FL) * RIS LR () TRER -

3 EH(FO) 0.96/0.97
FRE () 0.9459%* 552108 0.91/0.92
LTRaA R il RAEEANL 2 RARE - 087154 376734
2 TRAAR 2 TRET R ERPOEE 08633%** 35,6551
SR KEAERN R B LR 0.8501%%% 34,603
ARBREREAEEETA NHELERE MG AR - 08251+ 28242
B2 (R 0.9574%** 65,1988 0.94/0.94
LURBAR  RRREEEERS 52 B2 44 08779%+* 414975
2 TRBAR ARBRBARELE £ - 08912+ 46,1166
3 THRMAR ) B R RBI IR o 0.9088*** 537555
4 TR QR EIRBE > G RELR T 089627 48,0867
ekt (F4) 0.9827%** . 64,9891 0.89/0.89
ERFY LU SIRE EES R P SR TN 088644 414252
LAREHENREE D ROIRBL 0.808g™* 2585
SRR AR TRBAR G FateBRs - 08660*** 36,1697

® % 1 (F5) 0.94/0.94

LAXPER TS SRBEL R TEL Do 0,893 453346

LIERMAEEA NP R R R THARABE LY 09235+ 57,6116

SREEANT TRBAE ARG ERA BT LEL TR IR + BEEY o 0.9403***  66.1813

k) < 0,001,

L& & R (composite reliability, CR) 2 3+ % - %
F o -\ (2) Z —\ (3) T 1F %5:—!1\7’"7
= CRp 20,9157
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= 0.9406

=0.8901

=0.9423

=0.9739
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Z 12 —Second-Order CFA % %|»c R 4 f7r.¢ %

v @4 (F1) # % (F5) & % (F6)

v % (F1) 1
%% 1+ (F5) 0.47 (0.066) 1
% % & (F6) 0.40 (0.071) 0.77 (0.039) 1

L dEFA P e 4 7 standard errors e - 95% R R T o W EE (F1) &%
#mp (F5) crip b5 (0.338,0.602) » it 7 & 3 1, MAT (B @b/ e
WA e

d (% 11) en&E &+

‘m\ﬂ

o A4 4 2 Coefficient alphas (o) /4 2  Composite

Reliabilities (CR) 2+t 0.7 (Cronbach, 1951) & 7 £
F R
° ’I‘}‘:‘—_’QTL %91'}—]% é\f‘i}?—k%’:‘ 07 > ¥ t i@mEEix

1.965 i AFRIE o B0 &4 A4 % B F fRari R

v (212) s T

*m\t\

d Z9F % B 4w 2 (confidence interval test) » & 95% i ¥ %
)

B3 eI Faaiigees 2 ¢ 3 1, %4975 4
f 7

AT LG Buh e
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d Second-order CFA & 2% A +5 > - 1272 TR E %

ey

WL ATH = BHEL
DIRARF R | @ 35
. TIRFA R | sl w RARE 4 012 2 KRR 4R o

I TPRFFA B i 4 4hp £ 7 % L IRIEPPERF o

IV, # todt  F AEASE &R 730 2 Y FIRR AP R
JREL L TR

"R TR

. TIRGEAR | nuda i AR E AF R %2 & £
. TRRFEAR oA BRI & £a 4 o

M, TpRFE AR | B 5 Rt 5 A £IRG%

UL SR E ahfe S8 i > DRI A | d 3% o 2

TR i' l—hﬁi I}i%‘%}’fg‘—i’]‘ﬁi °
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(3) #HAEH

TR E D o B o B R A ¥

= (Miles et

al, 1995) @ L E R ELEPAYREL L HI RS 2 - o
Windrum and Tomlinson (1999) z_ /= % 7& % & © | @k & JRI%
¥ ¥ By g dEarah o R G BTS2
LR PR | o ERN A SRS T
&& AR L 5 AP F A A4 e H T RAETRE, - TR
BE R TR ey~ TRy 2 TF
PR BEATH o TR - BRBLFZ A ITE 0 B
JBd A BEEACKRELSE ERB TIRBFRE ] TR
iR T TIRGERREE SR - AR s TR
- A FRE AR BRI - GRS HT
BAET EIN SR AIOP R Rk REE R E LR
2 e e

B RAB- I REREN TR A TS REREM TR A 112 feil
B Z2_iTW R > AF7 7 & * Marsh and Hocevar (1985) #7# !

{£ #4 ¥ (Target Coefficient) # 1% % ° % P& (T)
#3710 2 - CFA¥ B~ CFA - P & tadk (T) 2345 2

4o T ol
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T = (Chi-Square of CFA ) / (Chi-Square of Second-order CFA) (5)

FlhF L &R A7 (CFA) 2+ 2 ey Rig LWy E 5 °
Chi-Square (CFA) =225.1712
M = P F]E £ 72 (Second-order CFA) 2.+ = fieif & &

odel fit
RMR 4
: 7 CFA

< CFA °
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51 FHMIRBEFTE X3 EARLETH
A8 &2 877 2 B A& k45 Parasuraman, Zeithaml, and Berry
(1985, 1988,1991) 1+ % Churchill’s (1979) #7#& & PRI* & F £ %
BRI AA TR RAE R A KRR D kehd AT A

2ALIE AR e fed 20 E - 3 93 H R BIRTRIE S U2 B ¥

=K
E
F}.

TR R 2 PRAF SRR o PR T e p
MR BSE L% A L2 RE £ o

~ v A = 2. ‘\“-PJ—-;
BRETY LR ERTE

=

MWIRFE A ¥ 2 A% 5T A
R Zserfl & 2 XE00 0 AR F PG ¥ uE > KB E AT EH
ZefE e Hh A (=) 2HI () &5 2t SEELE WA B
FOPRESR g LIRS - AHF (Z) HF-_lAHRIFR
FEXPF =z FEAFEESEEHFFERAIFEET AL 0

BALE f#ikF o0 e AR BERIE L R A ST o B

(z) B B2 R 23R L BEFERLFIZLA I HET 3 5
I s RE 4 (5-point Likert Scale) 7 5432 & B HA 2

H)ET () P UEHRBHEFZ L3RG R E 2R A 170 L5 &
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F st
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ey 38 TS AR EEBAREZ BRI L SR B
TE T W ot 0 L E G TRIARBEAT B F 2B A

B H R - i F A A SRIEE N o I R i SRR

By 2o A cdgs IRIVDGERPL AT REA > F e d
B RIRE ko U A el R P IR L T koo A s

2 PRI R A s i 2 - o

R E B A SR ’?,rz,@;g:grj Fo g th 2T i (T
SRR AR RIFE TR E G &AM R UETT o8
EHEE [ AoRHET S R oA AR ArE B e AL BRI
FPRIEFR R & o B N R T N AR AR B R - T PRAE
g g U IR RIEETE A LR A REHIRIERF
PRIsE TR TAER 0 A g L ipd WAL R R R WAL P
AR VPR 0 A X

AP LBESEADRY > FRAT RN E AR B
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(1) FAIRIFFAT T4
FRMPIELREE S IRBOAIL F - 277 4

Pt N MR E 2 R RS Ad s B EL P

[e]

70 FE R R R
B

5 E R
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FPAT T T i S 0 87T 2 B R

(1)

(2)

(3)

FRIRIEZH 2 E4 @D
AR S EL 2 GBS RGERHY AR AL R
WL RER > R T MRS EAA G FRE TR PR

LB TR T RIS R 2
o0 TR SRR B HT RS e EEE 2

(T R

AFFALEFENRBETERADFEZ L0 T 2T g &
BEZBL BIFI IV EEHIBELERF 2 ELERFTY o

yehoo 2F SR 1,%1:31 % 4p &1 (Chuang and Ding, 2013; Zeithaml,
Berry and Parasuraman, 1996; {k& &% 4% 2 % § %> 2007;
HREAL > miEAF o BEFF 2 402 0 20065 F i F 0 2002)
BARBETH THERLAE CTBELBR ) 12 TEM
& FEHFT W E LR T
R i AAas- % BFEFHrRALHE S 8P Mg

BT E EH AT BB LI ik o 20t e 4R R
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(1) sk > 22 (2001) - 1+ BOEBIRIFS TR 4 2 4 B &
FEE— g E AR LG B p BT RIF T A2 8
F 371-408 ¢

(2) & £35(2003) " AT EBIRESTREEAZFE 0 B>
P BEFEIF I L me o AR &

() +k& & » £ 248 > 2 7 38(2007) - TAE & B 1% 0R bk e
FIRFANE R L Rt RIA AR L LR R0 2

mEH L H27 55518 F 5785

(@) HRE AL o HigF o BER G 2 £ 40 (2006) 0 Lo~ © g sk PR
PR LA RE LA BANALAL TS
¥ ~ %, F 533-555 -

(5) M1a4(2008) > I % & Fe R+ £ PRI 5T & £ S AR 2
By %rEE % Le ¥ 7 149-168 -

(6) L #%(2008) » 11 E-SQ 2B #RAFIRBELTEL

ETAETAFEETT LB 0 ARAL LS E o
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(7) % &7 (2002) > T PRAF & H ~ B4 ~ S0 % &2 2 B 14
BEBRARZBE—AFLLE D BLEFT > 522
- & > 7 53-80-

(8) /_‘%"Kyg-)g ’ }% 74 %'j:‘ ) ’%r_“i»:&s 24 ,';:'_lg-t‘:' f’%(2007) s rﬁ% gﬁ%”’ifg‘r%

B e R i i - B I Y ]
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itk =  SAS Code

1.

TR ALFF 247
/* Import Data from Thesis_20130319.XLS */
DM'LOG;CLEAR;output;clear;’;
OPTIONS REPLACE NODATE PS=58 PAGENO=1 LS=85;

PROC IMPORT DATAFILE = "D:\Thesis_20130319.XLS" OUT = SERVE
REPLACE;

SHEET =Re
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2. =mAEWIFF A 17 (CFA)

/* Import Data from Thesis_20130428.XLS */
PROC IMPORT DATAFILE = "D:\Thesis_20130428.XLS" OUT = SERVEQUAL
REPLACE;
SHEET = Response;
GETNAMES = yes;
RUN;

[* Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA)*/
proc calis data=SERVEQUAL cov MAXFUNC=2500 MAXITER=2000 residual

modification;
linegs
Q5=L5 F2+E5,
Q6=L6 F2+ES6,
Q7=L7 F2+E7,
Q8=L8 F2+ES8,
Q9=L9 F3+E9,

Q10=L10 F3+E10,
Q11=L11 F3+E11,
Q12=L12 F3+E12,
Q13=L13 F4+E13,
Ql4=L14 F4+E14,
Q15=L15 F4+E15,
Ql6=L16 F5+E16,
Q17=L17 F5+E17,
Q18=L18 F5+EI1S;

STD
F2-F5=4*1,
E5-E18=VARES5-VAREL1S;

cov
Q3 F2=cF1F2, Q3 F3=cF1F3, Q3 F4=cF1F4, Q3 F5=cF1F5,
F2 F3=cF2F3, F2F4=cF2F4, F2 F5=cF2Fs5,
F3 F4=cF3F4, F3 F5=cF3F5,
F4 F5=cF4F5;
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VAR (3 Q5-Q18;
title 'CFA";
run;

[* SECOND-ORDER CFA */

proc calis data=SERVEQUAL cov residual modification;

linegs
Q5=L5 F2+E5,
Q6=L6 F2+E6,
Q7=L7 F2+E7,
Q8=L8 F2+ES8,
Q9=L9 F3+E9,

Q10=L10 F3+E10,
Q11=L11 F3+E11,
Q12=L12 F3+E12,
Q13=L13 F4+E13,
Ql4=L14 F4+E14,
Q15=L15 F4+E15,
Q16=L16 F5+E16,
Q17=L17 F5+E17,
Q18=L18 F5+E18,
F2=L21 F6+E21, /*F6 = second-order factor “Service professionalism” *|
F3=L22 F6+ E22,
F4=L23 F6 + E23;
STD
F6 F5=2*1,
E5-E18=VARE5-VARE1S,
E21-E23=VARE21-VARE23;
cov
Q3 F6=cF1F6, Q3 F5=cF1F5, F5 F6=CcF5F6;

VAR Q3 Q5-Q18;

title 'SECOND-ORDER CFA!;
run;
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[* Computing coefficient alpha */

proc corr alpha;
var Q5-Q8;
title 'Coefficient Alpha for F2';
run;
proc corr alpha;
var Q9-Q12;
title ‘Coefficient Alpha for F3';
run;
proc corr alpha;
var Q13-Q15;
title 'CoeFficient Alpha for F4',

ars /4

proc corr alpha;
var_ngQIB;
tM(;fﬁcient Alpha for F5';
rumi, [
proc corr alpha;

var (25 Q15;
title 'Coefficient Alpha for F6";

run;
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