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Abstract

As CBA League in China is just at the initial stage of professional development, compared with
mature professional leagues in Europe and America, there are many aspects that need to be im-
proved and perfected. Among them, the quality of on-site service which affects the experience of
on-site spectators is a very important link. This paper takes the quality of on-site service in CBA
Beijing as the research object. Based on the theory of expectation-perception, this paper makes a
research on the evaluation of CBA Beijing tournament audiences’ onsite service by using the me-
thods of literature, questionnaire, mathematical and comparative analysis. Through paired sam-
ple T-test analysis of the audience’s expectations and perceptions of various on-site services, it is
concluded that the perceptions of the on-site audience in CBA Beijing Areas are generally lower
than their expectations, showing different degrees of dissatisfaction. The actual perceptions of
some services by the audience are close to the expected level, while some are far from the ex-
pected level. Based on the above conclusions, some suggestions are put forward to optimize the
overall service quality of on-site service providers.
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1. 5|8

BB 2B R A AT TR ACT B3R T, BRI i AR T8 25 R T BN B B LR, =321k
BIEARREN S A ORI bR, FN, A B 2 Tl 2T 6 B R IA BRE, 5
AR, B B I B D LR B U IR 55« BN e LR . @ff fscferbity, L& T KRR
PUBAT BEIR, HA 4 2 A CBA BREASEILAEAL AT HR B AL B, Kb W B EmsER, 1+
ik s A, Y IbRtERTT R IR AL T IERIAI 50, OB AL RUERIE R B IE 5T CBA BUZ A ELAE, &
SRALRTBE X DA R 5 AE N B R — 48, (HATEOREEOR 1 NBA BUZ RS MM Z 0 . s o [ Bkt
NBA SCAHA b (R T i, DA AE 5 XA DR (R SO SR 3, AEa0 CBA A B ik 55 53 &
MR oR e, MR Z ok, Bk, 5% CBA AR M S 44 B BT 3 CBA {H AR HL1 &
TER

D] (2] 315 BEBUI T OIS B e, 65 R R R 55 o PP 7 ik 5 U 22 S 45 44
PR A 5 e 55 AR 6 I 5% 45 R O ST SR 36 A 2 8 14 75 92 28 45 D AR A e 55 It i B 7 4 e B 21
BIRHLAL . AN PR — A BRI VEE, e R TR T AR 55 5 B A IO R HT SR F) R 55 5 R [ sk
B AR 8 3 P e 55 R KT A0S B o B SR SEBR IR 95 SRROK TR 5 0152, DM ot S R il 55 o | e RGP, %
ZINR o BUAMAAE A B R H IR, e RS R R IFIA[4]. WLAGE I LB Seprii 32 1) 3%
HATARS RN E B bR, 13 00 TR 55 B2 AR B2 I VAR R B Je I 5 i . H R 55 5t
0 AL B AR R E 1, AR 1 BRI R 55 H BT RIS S A R 55 I B 2, AR
By WARFRFIR MR S IE B A, WARRE L2 55, tRE R, &2, WRRBHIRSEAE
BB, WAA IR SS R 2, RS R A AT II[5] (6] FE PSR SS S 0P B F IR AL T 06 [
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SRR S5 R VPO AR AR R A ARBT BG BT AR [7]. SR RO IR S5 PR R BT IR RO N TR B D,
FE TR RUS . TR EATIIT R, T HAE T E LA . ASOR 25 Si% BB i - R
R, Xt CBA Ab5T3E X 7 iR 55 57 S il — LE 40 B0 7T

2. ARAZE
2.1. HERBERLE

S 2530k E LA I AU R BB I T AR PR R 3RS, RR N “CBA Bl 7\ “CBA AR
CHIBREGEAL” © CIRFSRERT . “RERERSFE” . RF=ZHRER” . AP PRE G
29 50 RO, WS SCHEAT B A A

2.2. BB FEE

AR R AN REIEH IR, SHELEREN, WA E R ERACE R, Bt A S
1% (CBA BlZ MRS RN AE ) , BRI EX P CBA 117, 3 HE MBI N
ANER R B AR T AL A 2, SIE T IR ERNE A A BA AR . fJai ml e 2
45 298 £, H A B R 1 RS 204 4y, ALESISCE A XL N 94 4.

A SCRHLAE BE R S6 77722 Conbach’s Alpha F £ &35 o K RIS 298 4745 &4 1n) 45 44 A SPSS22
S AT AR AL R, TS, AR Conbach’s Alpha RN 0.844, SBoRFBEER R, H
gk 1 s

Table 1. Questionnaire reliability test (N = 298)
F= 1. PIBEERIETERN =298)

e A R E Wi

0.844 49

K ZATIRE M 7~ 73 Hrioxt 1) 6 RO BEAT R O6 . LI 9 4L X2 ##IR, 7T HEIBE)HE T
BRIAE, ILHNAERNETIT I RSt ta W, A% 5T 0l 80 70, Higth T4
FIFMEE N, B R AKX WE T A& 5. KMO 50 Bartlrtt BRZAIGGHE, 5 MR
T RARIBGE R, X 5 AN ER TR T 205 B TRIL 67.385%, HBLEATATLOADY, R 5 A
PRI 78 7 B FBORT Agf R J A2 8 435 JEL 77 T B CER AR . e 2, 36 3 BT

2.3. BIERHTE

I H] SPSS22 B K 1 2 1) 45 A 5 AT FNANALHE, SRFHAHSC AT FOW AR T 4GS . TR A ¢
R S5 7 iR IEAT Bl A A A iR

Table 2. KMO and Bartlett test results
%2 2. KMO #1 Bartlett #3825 R

HUBE L5 1) Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin J& & 0.888
LRIy 3010.178

Bartlett FJERIE BRGS0 df 276

Sig. 0.000
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Table 3. Factor explains the total variance

=3 EFMREEE

i BIGEHHATE HRICTTT AN
hk,fﬁj\ N N N RED

it TIEM % 2B % it TIEK % 2B %
1 9.457 39.402 39.40 9.457 39.402 39.402
2 2.164 9.016 48.41 2.164 9.016 48.418
3 1.968 8.201 56.62 1.968 8.201 56.620
4 1.536 6.401 63.02 1.536 6.401 63.021
5 1.041 4.337 67.35 1.041 4.337 67.358

FEWTTE: ER ST

3. SHritie
3.1. AR REAR ST REIEMNRILL 534

MECKTREA T K301 45 R R rT LAE B, 39 TE 150t AR 25 10 45 TR 55 300 S8 A BB R AP E R B M
(Sig {1 <0.05), H& WSS (AR A 35 v T SEBR B, I3 WL AR - 0037 1 1 it IR 55 1 B ) oK s
I HEZ B IR, RIMHEAFEREERAL . “DIENIMEE” IR A R AERC N T
R 56 sig {5 0.001 < 0.005, ZIUAR S FI I EEE S AIMEAAE R E M ZE R, WEEXEN 5.91, BA{ES
N 5.55, AEREEN 036, “GIEEZEAECE” RS IR R AME R T A58 sig {4 0.000 <
0.005, ZIRSS WM 5 B AMEAA/E B 2 5, BISE(EIE N 5.80, BOMEIIA N 5.28, A /EFE
FER0.52, “3pTE TAERIBCE” MRS5S 1) B R M BRIZ A E FO X T K56 sig fH°4 0.000 < 0.005, 1550 45 11 HA
B SRAMEAEREEZER, PN 6.18, BEMEHME N 5.55, AW EFEEN 0.63.  “IHiHHE
RT3 7 IR 45 (0 351 22 (B RME E X T A8 56 sig B4 0.000 < 0.005, %5k 55 i 1 B A8 5 I KM A7
EREEZES, WM N 6.42, BAMEXIME N 5.55, Nl LFEE N 0.87. “IT MR RSH)
R BRI AIE N T K236 sig B2 0.000 < 0.005, 3000 55 B3 28 S5 AME AR B & V2 5, W
BIMEN 6.34, EAMELSMEN 5.70, WA N 0.64.  “IHIHEAEFRINE " AR5 TR AL BRI S0 Af BT T
T #2568 sig {4 0.000 < 0.005, 1ZIARS AR (E 5 AMEAF/E B 2SS, WEENEN 6.44, BAME
BB 5.87, Nl EFREER 0.57. “IHTE B EY) 7 TR 5s B A BB AE BRI RTE RO T A58 sig {89 0.000
< 0.005, ZIURS FIHEE S BRAEAE R EZ R, BIEEMERN 6.13, BAMEIIES 5.59, AL
FEREN 0.54, U155 4. 355 FioR.

Table 4. Descriptive statistics of venue facilities services

*® 4. WIBIRIEAR SR ST

Mean N Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean
_ DR AR 591 298 1.288 0.091
ot WVE N SR ME 5.55 298 1.285 0.091
. GBS B 5.80 298 1.467 0.104
a2 W VBT ZEALIE B RSN 528 298 1.348 0.096
. Y AR B 6.18 298 1.205 0.085
e YR AR B R AN 5.55 298 1.409 0.100
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_ SV A T 1 R I B 6.42 298 0.866 0.061
o VR PR T 3 P IR 5.55 298 1.225 0.087
_ AP TRy & ) 6.34 298 0.966 0.068
e KT e A R R A 5.70 298 1.251 0.089
. Iy ASEAER 1 A 6.44 298 0.935 0.066
e S UE A IR MR RN B 5.87 298 1.165 0.083
i Ve e R I 6.13 298 1.280 0.091
e VB R TR iR B 5.59 298 1.521 0.108

Table 5. Paired sample T test of venue facilities services

= 5. IEREARSSRVECIIREAR T 4238

Paired Differences

95% Confidence sig
Std. Interval of the t df =
Mean D St d‘. Error Difference (2-tailed)
eviation
Mean
Lower Upper
. E N AN SR ST M A
Pair 1 R 0.357 1.487 0.105 0.149 0.565 3.385 297 0.001
. Yy lE s A0 e B - R s
Pair 2 o 1 B 0.523 1.714 0.121 0.283 0.762 4.301 297 0.000
. Yy LA R e B 30 T
Pair 3 A ] R 0.628 1.561 0.111 0.410 0.846 5.676 297 0.000
. Iy e T R S 3
Pair 4 i L 0.869 1.350 0.096 0.681 1.058 9.087 297 0.000
o OB BT 3 SR
. KT S e 0 SR M ER AR AT S
Pair 5 N 0.643 1.226 0.087 0.472 0.815 7.400 297 0.000
ar SRR
. BEAS BRI R 3 TE R
Pair 6 N § 0.568 1.293 0.092 0.387 0.749 6.296 297 0.000
o SR P
H]
Pair 7 S R R 1 UV AE S 0.538 1.629 0.115 0.310 0.765 4.656 297 0.000

JH LA i B

i EE R, JERORXIIA MR CBA BREA, AERCE N A% T AR B 1E, b3 E
[E K AR R BT, PN ERTEAZ 2008 ALt Bz 2 bEAE NI, ([EARYEMSIREAR T R4 RKRE
PIANERTEAE “STEN AR IR GlEAERINE iR LR YIaY)” B 8 R B V2 7
e 6. K 7. HAEM “IBIEANANEET PR N 572, AR 4.81. JLRCE N T3 TOARAA i
AR EENEE] NBA LA RARAER BN IERRTE, IR RAIREAR YN 17,000 KA, HEERIH L
FiREmET I NERR U7 R RREE, IS RNEAERER AR, 45 N R
MR . AL T FOARFA R B 1, A6 33 [ K BAR O AR B IR AN Bt 2 28,
BERA 6400 IR, IHMBEE N T IR E . “SIESBEMYE” T, EWIaIr s BE N
5.98, TMACIEBUA I EME Y 5.41. EFHDIZ WA 1 AFE],  TORRAA VR & T8 Sl (st kst v T RRAR ek,
BN D37 1000 K BB ELLRERAE o 1AL F2 i 78 XD ] 58 B A oo A 7 0 S5l (3t A Dy LA o
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OHBRES, BARERE VL) 1000 K, (HERLL LT F 5 B A .Gy, BT A B2k EL BT, i ELAR [RS8
REMIEILRZ, A5IRE, FIE WA Ok B R EA3E, sl #E N Ib st BUARIL 58 &
b, b SANIAIEN 1B EERRE, AREEIE, B AEEEA AR, W RS RIR ] I A b FAE AL E A e
FEBAR PG It BRI i, EREI T EEy 5.82, AL EIMEY 459, T
PRARNTEBRIE 500 KIEH A IIA AR Y. HER Live RT3, 2457 FWWAMBI A, FN51E
WHEB KT A 2 B IE 2 i, WA R B 38 R ARSI IOULARIR (2 AP . T RAYORE. T
RAC T A8 V% 0 [ 5K AR o B BRAE, RUOMAL T B K kG, FE ) 500 Ju A E#REE S
i, RAEHEEZILNE 2 ZRYOEE, RAZUEME AV, R 5E N EE i s 4
4 WP, BN TR M AR 32 R HEE I DA S, AR 22 AR TR I 18] ) R L 12 T T
KRR EY)

Table 6. Descriptive statistics of facilities services at Shougang and Beijing Enterprises

Fo. BN, LIEIIAAIER IR SR ST

Wi ¥IMH FrifE %= YME AR HE R
W 5.72 1.191 0.094
e P AR
Jeiz 4.81 1.431 0.235
A 5.98 1.075 0.084
By Ve A ImAE R M
Jetz 5.41 1.423 0.234
H 5.82 1.378 0.108
BRI BUIE 3y 4ok Y]
B[ 4.59 1.723 0.283

Table 7. Independent sample T test of facilities services of Shougang and Beijing Control Hall
F7. BW. ERERERSZMIIER TR

ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ’zLevene W HERE ¢ R
i
. sig . i Sig. Bl i B 95% B S X [H]
’ oy 2=ME ZH IR I
wimpsr  BECTEASE 0079 0.778 4.03 296 0.000 0911  0.226 0.466 1.356
e R EAME 3.60 48.03  0.001 0.911 0.253 0.402 1.420
Grem BRBOTESE 5.639 0.019 272 296 0.007 0570  0.209 0.158 0.982
L e e 2.29 4581  0.027 0570  0.249 0.069 1.071
pE  BBOTEMSE 2.933 0.088 4.65 296 0.000 1226 0264 0.706 1.746
B gy fmss 404 4706 0000 1226 0303 0.616 1.837

3.2. RERSRETNL S

MECRTREAS T K56 (1 285 5 vl DU 3, 50 S8R5 IR 55 14 &% T A 55 0 28 4 PR RR N (i A AE 35 1 22 e
LA TR 45 B S0 SR 2 5 T S B REL, B A X % TR 45 1A SR R 34 A A B T A5 SR O B R
RO ARFREE AR L. Wk 8. £ 9 PR, “LWINGEIERE” RS 1A (R B E R T 5% sig
{9 0.003 < 0.005, %I AR5 M I 5 B ANME A7 E B35 1 22 5, ITEEAE A 5.82, IR AMEISME N 5.46,
AN RFEE R 036, “iEah AR MRS 1R BRIRAE R T K5 sig {4 0.000 < 0.005, 1%
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MR 55 HIH B 5 BB AP e e 22 S, JHERE A 6.37, IREMEIIME R 5.68, AT 0.69.
CHIWR T IKF BRGS0 3 R BRI B BN T A5G sig {54 0.000 < 0.005, 231k 55 (1 391 28 4 5 J
“LLEEATE” MRS
IR BRI O T K256 sig BN 0.000 < 0.005, %300 55 B3 8 5B AR B & VE 2 5, (g
BIEAN 6.32, IRAVEIIER 5.55, ANiHEFEEHN 0.77.
sig 164 0.000 < 0.005, ZIIRSS I BEH 5 IR AME AL 35 1 22 5, ISR SAME N 6.29, BHMEINME N
536, A EFEEE N 0.93.

FAEREZER, WRMEHMEN 630, BAMEMMEN 5.12, AWHLEEN 1.18.

Table 8. Descriptive statistics of competition level services

8. RFKFIRFS MRS

BRI RS B ERBE RO T A3

Mean N Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean
LU SR R R A 5.82 298 1.347 0.096
Pair 1
LU SR R B IR0 5.46 298 1.381 0.098
B B SRR U R 6.37 298 1.092 0.077
Pair 2
B3 5y SE BRI 5.68 298 1.290 0.091
AWK A 6.30 298 1.175 0.083
Pair 3
AR KB AE 5.12 298 1.613 0.114
LLZE i M e 6.32 298 1.019 0.072
Pair 4
S 3 7L R SAL N 5.55 298 1.351 0.096
WA AR 6.29 298 1.284 0.091
Pair 5
IR AU AME 5.36 298 1.442 0.102
Table 9. Paired sample T test of competition level service
9. TEKERSHEXHER T 1058
Paired Differences
95% Confidence Interval ¢ at Sig.
M Std. Std. Error of the Difference (2-tailed)
can ..
Deviation Mean
Lower Upper
. LU G R B B - L
Pair 1 - § 0.357 1.645 0.117 0.127 0.587 3.060 297 0.003
o TR TR A
. eI DA S L =
Pair2 L) 0.688 1.482 0.105 0.481 0.896 6.555 297 0.000
S B R SR R
. F R T K A A
Pair 3 1.176 1.916 0.136 0.908 1.444 8.658 297 0.000
ar BV KT B
. LU B i P2 T R (- L
Pair 4 o 0.774 1.482 0.105 0.567 0.981 7367 297 0.000
o FER AT A
1455 S HASE I 355 4
Pair 5 W V’gj‘{;ﬁ U 0925 1.702 0.121 0.687 1.163 7.662 297 0.000

REXANYEE EROIRSS, 158, b Ia 2 4L AT SRR T A58, RILANIUZER 1 “ Bl U
g5, HAt IR 55 T H I A E AR R VR 22 5, A0 100 3R 11 PR, 8 “ HOBRBURE L (05
PRI 5.37, AEAEVFIBMEN 5.86. TEEFH MBI MARBAT ORI 24, LRI e
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53, Hf 4 m4n 2010 3 U, R 2 35 IS i 203 i EER S L, AT BRI
Lb3E 6 3, RA 1 G Sem &b 220078 3 /AN, AR B i I 203kl PE R 000 . e AN LL 28 1)
“BH R FEHRIL” VPIERN 5.54, JLEEZIE FVFIIERN 6.27. M TR, ALISAMERIRIR < &
sLidh v H T CBA AN ANRUCHRAE (44.44) 144 55— 1R R (B2 2018 4F 11 H 25 H), Zia3h R % HEm)
Borfeds, L 429 SHEAAANE BB Y. P EEIRANTR R, XA NHHTE R S S
HA 180 cm, {HRETE “m AMIL” 1) CBA HLFH 58 & Al E 155y, LI e = A3k R AT
HE 3 Bk, WA AT, BB NREJIFTHT IR . AT AR EG T R RS, b (E AR
(BR 53 SER R I 3 B p T AN e A N, A ] N BR 53 e BRI — M, 1T v AR AR R 4 A I
JUF B3 —AE N BR R R TR IR R HE . BRI TR T, EAIE A ME N 4.99, dbiE
IV YA 5.70, B BT FE A ORI, NI Rk B S I R Sz AR SR I R R A
FREJER, ZH NI E WL — N EEREEP FRIERBN, AFEFEPEATH 13 B, T35 5
R 91.8, MidbiiX Bt FI743 0 IAF 123.75 43, I Uk B e 8k ER DA FA9 1907 7 5 P S5 AR L A b 4% FA) o <7
SRPEEETEOR,  FEOK M ST o BE kSR A B R ik, BRI R TN A, A BRI T AR
HIFTIIN S AR EH Z . IR X — RS b, HNBIEs 5.43, dLEISIIMEN
6.08 . i X — 72 D J5E [R] [ R PR 7 B BN B st R o7 < e A O, MU 75 RN A 4R, L3R ZE i b i)
RE a2, R YE B R 22 B,

Table 10. Descriptive statistics of competition services

F10. TERMSHERMEGT

iR YA PrifE 2= Y AR R
R 5.37 1.378 0.108
B edlbigiy
Jbd5 5.86 1.337 0.220
A 5.54 1.319 0.104
B3 R R
Jeiz 6.27 962 0.158
H 4.99 1.630 0.128
AWK
b 5.70 1412 0.232
H 5.43 1.341 0.105
B i 71
Jbdx 6.08 1.278 0.210
K] 531 1.434 0.113
A
Jb#x 5.57 1.482 0.244

Table 11. Independent sample T test of Shougang and Beijing Control Competition services
F 1. BN, EIETFRRSMIHEAR T 1458
T3 ZETTRER)

Levene &%

KYETTREN ¢ h e

Sig. W R ZE4Y K 95% B A5 X ]

L T SR 1" Sva——
H 2 1 T 2 0406 0525  —1.980 296 0.049  -0494 0250  —0.987 -0.002
FE BT 27 b e 2.019 54.87  0.048  —0494 0245 0985 -0.004

VENRIAE 11 M. CBA BRFEER A ARG HHHEATHE/3434 . http://cba.sports.sina.com.cn/cba/stats/playerstats/
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Epe  RRTZEME 4878  0.028  3.163 296 0002  -0.727 0230  -1.180  -0274
BT %7 ZASE 3.846 70.67 0.000  —0.727  0.189 -1.104 -0.350
S BT ZAH A 0.536 0465 2464 296 0015  —0.715 0290  —1.287  —0.143
K BT ZEATH S 2.698 60.03 0.009  —0.715  0.265 -1.245 -0.185
H 2 7 ZE A5 1.624 0204 2.704 296 0.007  —0.655  0.242 -1.133 -0.177
t BT ZEAKH S 2788 55.61 0.007  —0.655  0.235 -1.126 -0.184
TR TT ZHH %% 0.019  0.890  —0.962 296 0337  —0253 0263 -0.771 0.266

MUK
e Tr Z A —-0.942  52.49 0.351  —0.253  0.268 -0.791 0.286

3.3. TIEARRSREFNILL 4T

MECRTFEAR T 345 R LA S|, TAEN FIRSSIX —4E B 19 % 10Uk 55 0 2808 BRI R i #8A7 7E
REMER, HETARS A5 T SEBRBRIE, B3R 35 T R 25 1 B R 38 oA 28 1 T 4 B Uk
ZRFEE, RMHAFRRERRR L. Wk 12, £ 13 fin. “TAENRIRSSE” ISR EER
ERAVEBCN T K58 sig {29 0.000 < 0.005, ZIURS FIHIEEE S BAEAE R E 2R, BIEEEMEN
6.29, EAMEIIEN 5.60, NFHLFREN 0.69. “TAENRARSGEST” B4 1 R AIERC Y T 16
5 sig 164 0.000 < 0.005, XIS (IR E 5 IR AME AR RE 2 R, RESMEN 6.32, EAMEIIE
549, AN EFEE N 0.83.  “HUIAMEUEN UG IR SS B AR BRI A BT T K56 sig B4 0.000
< 0.005, ZTRS IR 5 BAEAE R EME R, WEEENEN 6.24, BAMEIIER 5.36, A2
FEREE N 0.88.  “HUIZMARUL T LM AR SS 1T (A BRI A FC XS T A5 sig {2 0.000 < 0.005, 1ZIUARSS 1
WIRAE SIRAE A 2 5, BN 5.62, REMEIIME AN 4.77, R EREEN 085, “TAF
N RANERG” A5 13 38 (A BR B A FC X T A58 sig {84 0.000 < 0.005, %5 Al 45 i 101 248 5 A i 17
EREES, BIEMEEN 6.01, EAMEIIEN 5.58, AHEFEEN 043,

Table 12. Descriptive statistics of staff services

= 12. TEARBRS 15t

Mean N Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean
. TAEN SRS A L REE 6.29 298 1.051 0.074
et TAEN SRS S B R FE 5.60 298 1.298 0.092
' TAEN SRR S5 fE 3 1E 6.32 298 0.987 0.070
e TAEN SR SS B J0 FE 5.49 298 1396 0.099
_ DIV SRR TR 6.24 298 1218 0.086
e DR UG T R SE 5.36 298 1.554 0.110
_ WA A 5.62 298 1.637 0.116
o Bk N A TSI 4.77 298 1.754 0.124
. TAEN RSN SIS E 6.01 298 1.196 0.085
e TAENRSMRTE R EFIE 5.58 298 1338 0.095
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Table 13. Paired sample T test for staff services

= 13. TIEARRSHIECHA T €51

Paired Differences

95% Confidence
Std Std. Interval of the t df

Mean . Error Difference
Deviation
Mean

Sig.
(2-tailed)

Lower Upper

. TAR N RS 25 T
Pair 1 0.683 1.324 0.094 0.498 0.868 7.282 297 0.000
ar 1 A IR 26 A5 R I A

TARN GRS R I B E -1
TEN GR35 e DA
DA N R T RAE—

Pair 3 " o 0.874 1.598 0.113 0.651 1.098 7.717 297 0.000
a DU R R

. DIt v A -
Pair 4 R e 0.854 2.001 0.142 0.575 1134 6023 297 0.000
TAENRANRTE R -1
TEN RANRTE GU e

Pair 2 0.829 1.397 0.099 0.634 1.024 8.375 297 0.000

Pair 5 0.422 1.440 0.102 0.221 0.623 4.135 297 0.000

NIRRT KR Z R BoRRE , E NS AU AR AR SS N G4 RN 4 T 55 300 H PP 70 218 B A7
FEZER, AERX—J71, NS LSRRGS bR 5 R A S A2 — 2, sk 14 fos.

Table 14. Shougang North Control Staff Service Independent Sample T Test
=14, BRILIETIEARRSBIRIIAER T 105

5 2T TR N )
) FEI t A58
Levene Kt B T FER ¢ A5
N e YA 2 157 |}
. Sig. (W Wz dueg 2 HI9S%EEIX
F Sig. t df .
0y H ZE1H T R
1T 3L Ay —
TN B TRk 77 Z %S 0.073  0.787  0.464 296 0.643 0.110 0.237 0.357 0.577
FEIE & 7T ZEAME 0.482 56.05 0.632 0.110 0.228 -0.347 0.567
o I s kA —
TR TR ZM 0.004 0952  0.526 296 0.600 0.134 0.255 0.368 0.636
e TR ZEAM S 0.543 55.71 0.589 0.134 0.247 -0.360 0.628
Y [ SERA e A _ L _
WS R 2 2 2431  0.121 1.60 296 0.111 0452 0282 1.008 0.104
WA iy fas -1.79 62.13 0.077  —0452  0.251 -0.954 0.050
ERY T A . _ _
D ik 77 Z A4S 3486  0.063 0.888 296 0.376 0284 0320 0.915 0.347
S4E2 & T A -1.01 63.54 0316  —0.284  0.281 —0.845 0.277
TAE A B TRy 2% 1466 0227  0.485 296 0.628 0.118 0.244 -0.363 0.600
RILR T A 0.448 49.52 0.656 0.118 0.265 -0.413 0.650

3.4. ZIRRSRETFNIILL S

MBCHHAEAR T K5 M S5 R mT UUE B, L ORAR ST 5T 105 T0 A 55 301 24 R VR R AT A7 A S 25
P22 57 (Sig (HH < 0.05), HATURSS 1 G 3 v T SEBn B REL, I AR % TR 55 (4 1 AR IA 5
TR IR B FERE, RIMHAFERRERAH L. Wk 15, £ 16 P, “RZRAREE” RS
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B BRI B T K256 sig {54 0.003 < 0.005, %300 45 (0 301 8 5 MEAF/E B & 2 57, B[
R 6.12, BAMEIIEN 5.83, AWEFEERN 029, “ARf N RN R4S 1H A BRIEAME RS T
K sig {4 0.000 < 0.005, XI55 (A ME 5 IR AMEAAE R E 2 7, IR IME N 6.18, JRANMEY
H N 5.50, AN EFEER 0.68. 2 fRUCHE P SENE” AR S5 R E IR A O T A58 sig B4 0.000 <
0.005, ZIARS A 5B AMEAAE RS, WSEEE N 6.31, BAMEIIEN 5.75, AW LR
FEN 0.56. “BUIAHFRT” MR 45 I A B (R RIS REL O X T A58 sig 14 0.000 < 0.005, iZTiAR S5 HIHE [ 5
RAMEAAAE RS, WM AME N 6.33, BREMEIIME N 5.60, A EREE N 0.73.

Table 15. Descriptive statistics of security services

= 15. ZIRIRSHERE ST

Mean N Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean
_ ZRN R 6.12 298 1.147 0.081
paird LR GBI AME 5.83 298 1.211 0.086
_ S YNGR Al 6.18 298 1.182 0.084
pair ZARN G L B AME 5.50 298 1.374 0.097
_ Z AR T S R A 6.31 298 1.129 0.080
pair? LRV P SE IR RN E 5.75 298 1.297 0.092
_ E2N7 VSR SN 6.33 298 0.999 0.071
pard IR R SE 5.60 298 1.435 0.102

Table 16. Paired sample T test of security services

< 16. ZIRRBHEXTHEAR T I

Paired Differences

95% Confidence

Sig.
Std. Std. Error Interval of the t At o tailed)
Mean L Difference
Deviation Mean
Lower Upper

. TR G B A%

Pair 1 1 e 0.286 1.365 0.097 0.096 0.477 2.961 297 0.003

o CYNZE Y Tl

. RN A AR (e

Pair 2 o o . 0.678 1.517 0.108 0.466 0.890 6.310 297 0.000
WS AR R
. TRV ] S I R A

Pair 3 i e 0.553 1.358 0.096 0.363 0.743 5.742 297 0.000
o SR T 5 R

i HAEE A _J
Pair 4 I)uiﬁ*%ﬁ'ﬁéﬁ Itk 0.724 1.514 0.107 0.512 0.935 6.743 297 0.000
7R GME

MBSLREA T KB HIG RR KA, NS ACRAE I 2 ORI 55 4E N A% TR 95 T H P70 K48 B
AFAEESE, EIX—T7H, EWS I R AR SS b S MO A 2 — B0 ik 17 P

3.5. REREREITFMN L4

MECHFEAS T KB HIZ R T LLE 2, BLE MRS IX —4E RN 9% TR 55 391 20 BB R ME A A7 A 2
P22 57 (Sig (HH < 0.05), HATURSS 1 a3 v T S BB REL, I AR % TR 55 (4 R 18 AR AA 5
A IR B, RIMHAFBRERARE. W& 18, £ 19 Pox. “@EmFEEE” RSHIH
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B BRI A T K256 sig {54 0.000 < 0.005, Z300 A 45 10 301 8 5 R MEAFAE B & T2 57, IR (H
HR 5.87, BAMELMEN 4.07, RN EREEN 1.7, “J HUCHE " M55 RO B IR AE R T K
sig 16 0.000 < 0.005, ZIR S5 I B 5 I ANME A7 W 35 2 o, S ERME Sy 5.17, BB IIME N
447, NHEFRERN 0.7, “HBESERME” MRS i HA R BRI B RO T A58 sig 54 0.000 < 0.005,
IR S (A S B AT BB 2 e, B IME R 5.97, BANMEIIE N 4.75, il L FEE N 1.22.

Table 17. Independent sample T test of Shougang and Beijing Control Security Service
F17. B, EERRRSMIHEE T 08

77 ZITFEH Levene f 3 PIME TR ¢ A5
. i Sig. (0 BEZ R ZE I 95% B A X [A]
ig. t df - N

il & P TR FBR
Y L 2R R 2.519 0.114 -1.10 296 0272  -0243 0220 —0.678 0.192
o R ZEAHHEE -128 6556 0204 0243 0.190  —0.622 0.136
g A BT ZEAMRAE 0315 0.575 -0.741 296 0460 —0.186 0251  —0.680  0.309
T R -0.766 55779  0.447 —0.186 0242  -0.671 0.300
o R R R 0.312 0.577 -0.156 296  0.876 —0.037 0237  -0.504 0.430
WEEE oy R —0.147 50.64 0884 —0.037 0251  —0.540 0.466
g7 ZEM %% 2.018 0.157 -1.61 296 0.107 -0421 0260  —0.935 0.092

WIATRFP o
R ZAMSE -1.70  57.17 0.093 -0.421 0247 0916 0.073

Table 18. Descriptive statistics of supporting services

18, REM SR ML=

Mean N Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean
_ AR R 5.87 298 1.517 0.108
pair A0 YR ME 4.07 298 1.973 0.140
, s VRO S 2R A 5.17 298 1.772 0.126
pair J o VLG R IR 1B 447 298 1.814 0.129
, T A AR ] 5.97 298 1.320 0.094
pair? H B R SR AR 475 298 1.844 0.131

Table 19. Paired sample T test of ancillary services

= 19. BERFBHE XA T I

Paired Differences

95% Confidence Interval " af Sig.
M Std. Std. Error of the Difference (2-tailed)
can ..
Deviation Mean
Lower Upper

. i FE e E-4
Pair 1 . 1.804 2.291 0.162 1.484 2.124 11.108 297 0.000
ar R R R A

. T VCRC R SRR -
Pair 2 . 0.693 2.050 0.145 0.407 0.980 4.771 297 0.000
o T AE P R A

. LB B A
Pair 3 e ] . 1.226 2.039 0.145 0.941 1.511 8.485 297 0.000
T HanEE kR A
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MHSIREAR T KA 45 R B RE, EWNS IREDIA B IR 55 48R N 125 IR 55 300 H PP 73 B B
AFAEE S, EIX—T7H, EWS A0 f AR S5 b5 MO A B2 — B0 . 4k 20 P

Table 20. Independent sample T test of Shougang and Beijing Control Service
F20. HIR, EERERSMIHAK T KK

T 2 i TR N
) 2 Lo
Levene Kl SETFER ¢ K
Sig W R ZE0 1) 95% B A5 X 8]
F Sig. t df o N
e T Tr Z 5% 1.990 0.160 0.516 296 0.606 0.186 0.360 —-0.524 0.896
Y mmrsEamsg 0534 55833 0595 0.8 0348 0512 0884
P LR g7 ZEM %% 2.278 0.133  —0.353 296 0.724  -0.117  0.331 -0.770 0.536
s BT A -0.381 58926  0.704  —0.117 0307 -0.731 0.497
THED) B 2% 0.159 0.691  —0.325 296 0.746  —0.109  0.337 -0.774 0.555
‘ U AL -0.329 54462 0743  -0.109  0.333 -0.776 0.557
BRYE g

4. HFRE5EW

WRIEHIEE - AN SR B R, S5 B T 55 2 AR i M AR B AERE, BT A0 A%
(RIS R AN RN 2 (B X L R IR, 2 A R B TF BAHZ IR 55 B B A .
RIEFNHEARSE TR, ARSI 55 R B A R T 2N TR, AR BN AL
X ITUIR 55 o f BN B o AR RIS SR 7R CBA b3t 28 X L3745 WU 55 1) 52 B K P 2 Ak 3]
DU AR BB KT, BLUIWLARKS 2 U 55 #0 KR — B FE LA 2, 0k 21 o

Table 21. On-site service quality of CBA Beijing Division
% 21. CBA It mREXMIAMRSZRE

fiR 55T H HEE JEHIME i AR
WE N AR 5.91 5.55 0.36
WIS A E 5.80 5.28 0.52
Y AR E 6.18 5.55 0.63
YV R AT 6.42 5.55 0.87
AP A= TRV 6.34 5.7 0.64
R A E AR 6.44 5.87 0.57
IR UR SV aLY) 6.13 5.59 0.54
LG AR L 5.82 5.46 0.36
BH) AR 6.37 5.68 0.69
AT K 6.3 5.12 1.18
Leggumi 6.32 5.55 0.77
WIHAR 6.29 5.36 0.93
TAEN SRS A E 6.29 5.6 0.69
TAEN GRS HES 6.32 5.49 0.83
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Continued
SN Euli vl 6.24 5.36 0.88
FOFE AR UL L b 5.62 477 0.85
TAENRASNRIES 6.01 5.58 0.43
ZRN AR 6.12 5.83 0.29
ZARN AT 6.18 5.5 0.68
AR B T S 6.31 5.75 0.56
MBS 6.33 5.6 0.73
LEimFEE 5.87 4.07 1.8
R DL EE 5.17 447 0.7
LR PN e 5.97 475 122
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