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<Table 8> Inputs, Outputs, and Overall Scores by First and Second—Special Hotels

()EMP (DTOE | (O)ROOMS | (O)TREV | (O)OREV | (LF)FA |Overall Score
First | Average 826 165848451 113984 18243289 | 45708140 | 534010121 0.570
Special | g pey 1016 3197212747 | 72729 | 15052926.05| 50065722 | 1336567277 0.310
Second | average 153 11372171 44401 4185060 | 5873713 | 35133296 0.690
special | g Dey 80 7257116 29500 3320703 5261515 | 24008459 0.272

In contrast to the results above, using CRS and VRS applications, B. Y. Hong and K. J.
Kim’s(2004) findings suggest the higher efficiency of the first-special level hotels rather than the
second-special when CRS is assumed. However, assuming VRS resulted in the exactly opposite
estimation. Our findings suggest, however, even we did not report in this section, assuming
whether CRS or VRS did not make any difference to the results: The second-special hotels are

more efficient than the first-special hotels.

3. Results from Tobit Regression Analysis

There are many papers estimating the coefficients of the determinants for efficiency of hotels.
Yang and Lu(2006) wused the following Tobit

location(metropolitan area or not) of Taiwan’s international hotels and accessibility to CKS

model: a couple of dummy variables,

international airport (1 hour driving distance or not) are regressed on technical efficiency scores.

TE™ "= o+ ZB+¢ 4.1
where, TE™°" is a vector of nx1 of mean managerial efficiency for all n Korean hotels; the
scaler o and the dx1 vector (§ are unknown parameters to be estimated; Z is an nxd matrix of
operating characteristics, and ¢ is an nx1 vector of residuals.

In this Tobit regression, we have used 4 different variables to identify the characteristics of the
hotels efficiency level: internationalization (or

size of hotel(total assets=7;), degree of

globalization)(rate of occupancy of rooms by foreigners=2,), level of the hotels(Z;), and location
(Seoul and near-Seoul vs non-Seoul)( 7).

Zy and Z; are dummy variables used in this study: A dummy variable(Z;) is used to see if
special-first level of hotels are more efficient than special-second hotels - 1 for special-first
hotels, and O for special-second hotels. Another dummy variable(Z,) is used to specify the

location whether the hotel is in or near from Seoul - 1 for Seoul, O for others.
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<Table 9> Results from Tobit Regression

Coefticient Std. Error z-Statistic Prob.
C 2.296611 0.708852 3.239902 0.0012
Z -0.113378 0.04274 -2.65276 0.008
Z 0.658493 0.237972 2.767104 0.0057
Z 0.111865 0.116075 0.96373 0.3352
Z -0.120363 0.130073 -0,925354 0.3548

<Table 9> illustrates the results from Tobit regression. Results show that the larger the size of
the hotels, the less efficient the hotels are - the coefficient of the variable 7, is negative and
significant at a 1% of z statistics. The variable Z,(rate of occupancy of rooms by foreigners),
representing the degree of internationalization or globalization shows that it is also significant at a
1% level. The higher demand of occupancy of rooms by foreigners makes these hotels more
efficient.

The results of regression for the third variable Z; show that it is not significant at a 10%
level of z statistics. This demonstrates that there is no significant effect of level of hotels on
efficiency. Finally, a dummy variable(Z,) for locations for the Seoul area turns out to be
insignificant at a 10% level of z-statistics. Not all hotels located in Seoul or near-Seoul are are

efficient.

4. Comparisons of the Results From Conventional and Dynamic DEA

<Table 10> shows the results from conventional DEA estimates, CCR and BCC, and dynamic
DEA approaches with assumptions of CRS(N-C) and VRS(N-V). The following <Figure 2>
compares the average and standard deviation of efficiency scores by each estimation. First, it
seems that the efficiency scores by conventional methods are overestimated than by a dynamic
version of DEA, while standard deviation results in underestimation. Thus, using a dynamic
version of DEA lets us examine more throughly firm-specific characteristics of differences in

efficiency since we know that there is a larger gap among the firms efficiency.
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<Table 10> Results from CCR, BCC, N—C, and N—V

CCR 2005 2006 2007 2008 Average
Average 0.809 0.825 0.770 0.810 0.803
SD 0.194 0.214 0.238 0.245 0.223
Maximum 1 1 1 1 1
Minimum 0.251 0.202 0.186 0.174 0.203
BCC
Average 0.907 0.901 0.857 0.890 0.889
SD 0.129 0.159 0.183 0.174 0.161
Maximum 1 1 1 1 1
Minimum 0.562 0.340 0.268 0.326 0.374
N-C Overall Score
Average 0.613 0.711 0.662 0.688 0.634
Max 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Min 0.119 0.114 0.110 0.016 0.038
St Dev 0.298 0.296 0.311 0.330 0.293
N-V Overall Score
Average 0.738 0.822 0.761 0.786 0.753
Max 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Min 0.128 0.167 0.178 0.015 0.039
St Dev 0.279 0.249 0.276 0.286 0.259

CCR/BCC/N-C/N-V

1.000

0.900

0.800 r —e—CCR(A)

0.700 r —=—CCR(SD

0600 L - .—BCC(A)

0.500 —-3--BCC(SD
— = —N-C(A)

0.400 ¢ - - —N-C(SD

0.300 ---+--- N-V(A)

0.100 r

0.000

2005 2006 2007 2008

<Figure 2> Comparisons of Average and S.D. From Various Estimations
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V. Conclusion

Until recently, non-dynamic approaches have been used in DEA area, which resulted in
inefficient estimation. In this paper, we have used a dynamic version of DEA to measure the
efficiency of hotel management in Korea from 2005-2008. Further, this paper is interested in
finding the characteristics determining the efficiency of Korean hotels using Tobit regression
analysis.

The findings are following:

1. With assumed CRS, 8 out of 39 DMUs show 1.000 for efficiency. Average overall score is
0.634. However, this figure changes using assumed of VRS: 13 out of 39 DMUs show

1.000 for efficiency. Average overall score is 0.753.

2. In Tobit regression, we have used 4 different variables to identify the characteristics of the
hotels efficiency level: size of hotel, degree of internationalization (or globalization), level
of hotels, and location (Seoul and near-Seoul vs non-Seoul). We have found that only the
size of hotel and degree of internationalization are statistically significant. Thus we can
support the followings: (a) The larger the size of hotels, the less efficient the hotels is. (b)
A greater degree of internationalization makes the hotels more efficient. The level of hotels
and location whether the hotels are in Seoul or near-Seoul seem not to affect the efficiency

of hotel management.

3. This paper shows average and standard deviation of the inputs, outputs and overall scores
for the first-special and second-special level of hotels for the period of 2005-2008. In fixed
assets, one can imagine that the size of the hotel of the first-special hotels is 15 times
larger than second-special ones, and the deviation of the fixed assets is also 55 times
higher. In overall scores, it was found that the second-special hotels(0.690) are more
efficient than the first-special hotels(0.570). This finding is quite similar to the various
findings before.

4. We also found that first, the efficiency scores by conventional methods gives overestimation
than dynamic version of DEA, while standard deviation results in underestimation. Thus,
using dynamic version of DEA lets us examine more throughly firm-specific characteristics
of differences in efficiency since we know that there is a larger gap among the firms

efficiency.

This study is the first research that has combined the discriminant power of SBM and the
dynamic version of DEA. Even though this dynamic study provides and adds powerful but
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different findings to the literature, there are still a few of improvements such as structuring
carry-overs should be made. One may not only research the concepts and techniques combining
dynamic version of DEA with Malmquist Index, but also bring about other related researches to a

variety of industries.
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A Study on the Affecting Factors for Local Festival Tourism A
Using the OPM Model

ctivity
— A Case of Rice Festival of JinCheon, Chungbook and Icheon, Kyunggido—

WeQ AT A

Baik, Un—Il -+ Sim, Sung—Woo - Choi, Ji—Ae

ABSTRACT

The difference in the propensity of behavior and disbursement of visitors in the regional festivals of
agricultural products and special products held in different region and time is investigated in the following
method. First of all, the evaluation attributes of respondents for each regional festival was investigated in factors
through factor analysis. Ordered Probit Model(OPM) and Tobit model are used to grasp the factors that affect
the tourist behavior and disbursement of participants. Log-likelihood Ratio Test (LRT) was used to statistically
compare and verify the 2 festivals. The target of investigation was the visitors of Rice Cultural Festival in
Icheon, Gyeonggi-do and Rice Festival in Jincheon, Chungbuk. For Rice Cultural Festival in Icheon,
Gyeonggi-do, the materials collected from October 25 to October 28, 2007 were used. The materials for Rice
Festival in Jincheon, Chungbuk, the comparative target were collected from October 17 to October 19, 2008
through questionnaire.

Keywords : Festival, OPM, Log-Likelihood ratio test

RSl o7z e 2

O
crA AN T A D A% B

g
S of sl sk Ao} FAlel tE shAwe] s
a a7t AA *“7}0}# Tt ol@e] elo] vt W3l st AbE] GoR QlEASA W
37t 7kl Ha Qlom, o) FAFas] vdksle] B JFS v 9 Aow IHErkE

SHA| g 2008).
A9l A Jule Tl ofgl, dxe]r]s], 4o AS FolFH, HA T ™ %Hé g
A Z713E Hug o]&o] o] FAl9 FAFo] B F dLF: wk= Zojti(dE, 2006).

6) (A (HAFFTA AL i, TAAFFGS WA, o
*6) WA o <=0 ) )38k < 3
6yxx Wl Ay oj]EEHS Eu Jal—‘é;]

¥, A|9EA] AFFH4]. unilb@hanmail net
A4, bros70@naver.com
v

=)
T [} T
5 ¢ 7398 wAlabd, 59, wiAlY A4, chiiaell11@hotmail.com



7] Wil A e] A

[e])
2A

al

EatE A FTEA L F840] FolX

, 2008).
A< 7152

=

=

Al

A oA Fret 5 -

A AR A

mgzﬂw Mmﬁﬁ%i I o Mmﬁ?
3 ) KX 0 N N
S T N T A oo TR o
STFE°® Ty Twl YT TLE
et R B A < I I
i N - - A A SR
T g W TR ~o T W o~ ~ K
DT =0 6% 1
DL H oy LW TR
S - = o & T = o N B A e (R, ™ 9o
& of BT XPE = iw
R UT_&F _zrl OE —_— T &, ~5
T % Py oW, WA
e B B ¥gd Tl W E
WHTLOHL T oGl = R Eo.XuE ,m_ux]&ﬂ
T P Z ORI e WO g oAy 2 X
e oMo o o X o ™
_,w ofr " KR ol % o= o ) W.W il
Py = K O < S
oy = o I R i, ~
SO XEN uy
L Pad Rl ¥y xEI
L]ﬂuammu & N o o ] B
TEme TR RPm M e
Tor . TgIATTRE REum 5o
S © ~ S N B Y b N~
S5 Zrwze I TE,
T it LLLEO als) o~ ! - ol oy
STy ip PR PEgBaEl
ST = _nmowow%.ﬂ‘_ ﬂdlmw,_ﬂu}oo»];o
(224 FTEEET I _RoZiw
T ] T ﬂomﬂﬂ_,@_sﬂ%xbﬂéﬂﬂl
Q#{ﬂwmﬁ m_xﬂm@_%ﬂdeﬂ W oo B
— X e T ' =
T B o Sy wm N o_m WoHo P mm g
B2 2R uangicTog
z i B B e L o) W
SEEY EyptreiicIRr B
oW ON S e B ™A oo o
m Ew w e g0 B .
— TR . = =How X o o) B
T drwwwﬂwqauo#em%ﬁﬂe%aﬁ?%.
H oy d 8T MR fr B D
Ltw_,_Alt.,FmM,UﬂﬂLt. _zruww”‘u_l 9%
e N R s B i g
o ™ g o e o Wr N W ooF e T
(RSN S s A s D S S p e S e o
H K ™ o Ay — K~ 7ﬂvl‘|;o
BRRF e TR WL N2
MR T®®E TITTET TITB MT

A 7F
A

=

=

of we}

=

813471 ¢]

L

L

s
=

]

J=i ]
=

1
=

Al
=]

=

=

A1 A

@
Hlj 73

e}
T

ol
=

27

20104 167 AlEolA AZE %A
- 59 -

II. o]
, O, A4, FA Sl we o

L

s

Al

=

=

ol
=3
o]+ 1980ty ©]

}

k<)
yul

A
S|

A 2

=
=

A= 1995 %= A AR A|7F A A]

=
==

=

2=
Al

2

=

=

)

i
il

Fu

1
3!

st

o

3}
CHEESHA S 734, 2010). 18]

1. A4
HH AL glom,

A A



2010 #2472} (AP F=5 A HFes] A s3]

7148 = Sl FAE AAs A= o - 7, 2004)
olo] w} 2006\ dHH AH= AFWFFHA FAYES TFeke] FAL AN A
2 = =

A FAZ AFsAE

she & =98 dhal ArHEEsHA
, 2008). ﬁﬂﬂ Xl‘-’%ﬂ UM% ;Bzﬂr% Aty o g AA|, A3, &3, #Faz otk A4
o BE AAZA7E Ao @48l FAF 7ednks shs A oflnh ghal AAEAThA 8,

S

At 19963 FE EAXM O R AZeh wslEEAg A B3 100d vl Ao 9A BTt

gt Hare] ¥R oR Hrlstar glow, A9 dibAaes AL w359 fom g

o] AFHE S A|HFA ] FtEglolo A AZEgo]® uHro] Eokth wak o EAE e
1 5 IERIEE 75 5o AAAA olAlE, WEARN 1fHS Axshe ATEYY 59 99

Ll AL 3ATH2009, 3FAS ).

d sl FAlel F 6598 AYsIGitE ol FA7E A9
= FA g Js AdH fFAEA g A e

o2

it

4 d FEE 2009 2ol 577004 20100l 472 dE F4sle] ARG oH, BE
-Er:f‘i}%% FSAE ARHolzoN HE, ZAY AF2 SAE ARG en, B3 71E9 dAFA
°oR Y AHAYE AAHoR WAL, AYYA - & - A7k ARA B 7 Bob AR}
2 X k H

SA1S] AL BARE o] Al OEEAL 384T A AP FA T i
38, % 7879 A, S8 AR B 44T Adde] FRHE GEFAL Felo)
SAR WAL & PHoltk ol FAsk Adel P Hed WA} ohd Aol A

= Ao|th2010, F3ASIHE). E3] ol tEEFAR MA
2010 5%<3 1> 89 ¥ F 169 o] A Y 1 9ok te] FA|

oX,
<)
o
ofy
fo
rot
18
1
fr o
P‘L
k
X0,
o
Ir

fA h
T ' ) E A 2 5-5FA FFEA FdEA
HEWEEZA 5 | .0 ) HARTEEA T | FARAAEZA
= ﬁ)x\_}ﬁ = g7 QLE=RUE o ] ul il
A 27} s ol = 107} So47)
A e A 89 394 19539k 359
FAL=Y 169 24919 159 169




-
B

# A5 BRAE JFal] B

&

I

[¢]

M EZS

OP

3HA S ¥342010). A

Rl

=]

=
5

A

¢+

=0

ol
Hlo

2 4

Aol o

w2}

X

oF
i

Al

%

Moz

]

3l
l

=z
-

9

T
R

2

shchar A
AL, 1995).

0|

-

tofof
71(2003)°] 1--ell A

?___1%4, SYALQ

o

=
=
3

Yool Jpd oA

7}
o]
=)
UK

=

7
]_O

1

0|
o

R

Aol W8

=

o 9

ted Aol o
o o]87]

<]

o] mAe] e
an)A) ool

SN,

3F5
=
gt

H
7__|

3

3
o] AiL i1
- 61 -

J

g

17}

)
JO

I

k!

A

]

%3
= ;(ﬂ
1t

=

=

NA, A

A

bov,
Eal

R

0|

TH

Al
1
Aol thoFst 7}

3

=

[¢]

Faom, r Az oo

Aol 2742

F A

-

e
==

7t
°
1)

7

2},

]

e 4
7

,

5

[e5]

PN

I

]

[©]
2l

]

Ry
AN

}_

Tim(1998)9] I+ 17

(e]

]

¥

A %

3 €1(2000) ] AT+
g,

shH, &

pu

IE5(1998) 2] Aol A

S g2 AH(1995)

+]

[
=
A -

0|

Getz(1997)2] Aol A
Oliver(1980)«= 1AW= o & B %7}

oA,
]_oﬂ
A, <h

A

1l

SRELL

2.

)
ol
SF
A4



2010 #2472} (AP F=5 A HFes] A s3]

aL A =X Fe] | Fge] = Aol ofyn, W azjoletal A REEA] HbE Ahu)
ate Ao R 7] Fojus Zo] opdS ATA uFE T AlA slen, A& AdE E
dste] B 57]5o Atololl= T4 A | t(zone of indifference)”} EAJ8l7] wEol| wHEEE 117

or 7
AE50004° ATANE AAHAZ R BN AT ovE Fa Bl Bja 7}
A o]z ZAlo] o] o} mFo| A
S A 9 sue] Fo Wv) HH, FAn
w2 Uy ofe AN Aoje] BFA and ola] BHHL, F4 9] F

- _

AL AGFR, WAL, AR SARREZA o] A - AL ol A 249 Tt edew

=)
r\j
_
:\_1,
o
2
L
=2
lo,
ol
ilh)
ox
)
2
N
=
s

ST
-
e
ofe
=z
©
2
o
Sla !

F 2 A

= ofulsh FuulA wuh A ARE ol GRS Fi acle] HA Hrkel5E - 2714 - 4
- AN, 2007). AGFAG] UF BFBE] Avks FARAEY DAS BAS AR,
B o W wAe] HEHE gL sty AEE AT MDA FH T S

$-%=H]&- 7 A (Log-likelihood Ratio Test: LRT)> A thAl =

Pomiy ALE $LE3E Hlalste] Hu

2ol 5 skl = ol8 HATHHMA - 3l - ©]3]3, 2005).

FAE B vluE FEA o]Fo|A7] wied MR 9qH=

Folut Fosit el A9 =3+ (Log-Likelihood Function:
=

o
sl AAE FFelok sted LAY e FE5AT] Feo n

)
ot
f
2
(T
o o

i)
_>|:4
rQ
-
>
o,
o
H
o
)
i
o w
oy
i
oft,
> o
L
)
=)
o
o
O,
rir
Py
o
)

T ATE F2(2007) o]
48] - 2A2007) 9] AT T A MR|AEA Y FESAol Bk vAs 9%
w7 SlaiA 7=l AdETet Aol webs =SS Sl oA P geRa
A8tk



Ago] ek SHAEY ATEAY EAS Avnd 2 Apuiaate] rEAEs ¢ dist
o] RIEEA(frequency analysis)S A8 1 Adb= v <3 2>9F k.
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Aol A9 FH 31.7%(1639), Y712 0] 13.4%(697), A - AFFA o] 217 11.7%(6018) =
TOo® BYE Yo, 53] FHIF B A2 (A9EA 54 F -%&%‘ﬂ g FRE9 &
Aol =7] wiited 2 A FARERT Bo| AYFAE Yiste Ao deEh

ez gE8EA} 42.3%214%), 1ETEA} 404%204) 2 AA| ] 82.7%(418B)ES
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<3 3-1> QA B ol

- w ZHZA o] EA
- W= N E(%) HES A E(%)

A GAF 190 36.9 190 36.2

(A3 n=515, ©]% n=525) oz} 325 63.1 335 63.8
20H 69 134 71 13.6

o 9 303 125 24.2 181 34.8

. . 40 127 24.6 161 30.9
(A n=515, ©]3] n=521) 50T 102 19.8 85 16.3
60t ol At 92 17.9 23 4.4

A 41 3 66 12.7

AR 60 11.7 56 10.7

A 7164 69 134 60 115

39 L R

- - > ol . .
(A n=513, °13 n-521) OT/‘%‘% ?;1 60 1.7 55 10.6
Ay 10 19 26 5

E A A 27 5.2 9 1.7

FH 163 31.7 178 34.2

FZols} 63 125 31 6.2

g ¥ A= 204 40.4 195 38.9

(A7 n=505, ©]% n=501) stz 24 4.8 54 10.8
U< 214 423 221 44.1

73 79 15.4 376 73.3

AFA] =3 280 54.7 18 35

(13 n=512, °]3 n=513) e 148 28.9 86 16.8
9] A4 5 1.0 33 6.4

100%H] o] vk 31 6.1 21 4.2

1007 o] A ~2007F 1] 2t 143 28.2 82 16.2
2005H] o] Ak ~300RHI ] Rk 151 29.7 126 25.0

= 300%HI o] Ak~ 4007 HI 0] gH 85 16.7 105 20.8

N - 4007+ o]~ 5007 | Tk 54 10.6 80 15.8
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700%HI o] Ak ~g00wH o] gt 2 0.4 9 1.8
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Bartlett’s test of sphericity 6072.6(p<.000)
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Q1 4EFATHDE a=.648 = UEFSITE UEHA O R Q.60]% o)W HlaL
AT A AREE SAEET] AR FA7F flrkal s,

2 o e 2 2 if
o]
K

we] BYH Husel fd Wegel R AEEAE < 429 gelstel ANt B
z = 2 olH zAzke] WEAel R AEEAT AN
of sht FHUSE Aslsat BUT HYNFE FUSLOR BYusd O st 7%

EAS AASES

<E 4> W59 2 71EEA(RA - 0)2)
HFQ oF e W9 Bt XAk
SATIS T 2.667 742
& REVISIT A2 A} 2933 641
RECOM A% 2.854 650
GENDER A E=1, 93=0 .3682 482
AGE s Al 42297 11.862
EDU e, wSaAs 7.427 1.347
INC THA LS, ) 319.813 174.340
ADD AFAL e 2 7=, A7 2 $3=0 269 443
AN FlolEZF
108 (a4, A, T, 710 304 460
=y CHOOD A, ©A=1, FE=0 369 482
COMPN1 B2l 71EER=1, 7]E=0 536 498
COMPN2 Bz RG-ERk=1, 7]E=0 184 387
FIRST Aol dl=1, of - 479 499
FAC1 EAZREINQ 3.711 539
FAC2 s PARSReR]| 4201 931
FAC3 A5 29 4327 838
FAC4 ZA7F4 2.91 3.871 925

WgHE EYolA, MEzzYRgds st sHiss Fodd SAR/EAdeds, A8



S - A7)0 ExEE FEE
e MEE | AT [FAOE| BEE | A9E S0k | 9RE | A |[Faels
Atk | AF Al Ak | AF Atk | AF Al Ak
GENDER(J¥) | -0001 | -0759 | -0188 | .0981 | -0325 | 0415 | -0697 | -1156 | -.1643
AGE(9%) -0021 | -0022 | -012477| .0013 | -0029 | -0144" | -.0070 0015 | -.0004
EDU(3H) 0080 | -0111 | -0095 | 0064 | -0610 | -0190 | -0040 | .0946° | .0680
INC(AE 0002 | .0002 | 0001 |-0002 | .0001 | .0004 | .0004 | -0001 | -0004
ADD . ]
1724 | -1244 | 1271 | 35147 | 0329 | -1221 | -0037 | -2886 | -1937
(Ae 4 7Ieh
joB 0218 0795 0310 0748 1166 0542 0577 3407 | -.1041
SolEady | . . . . . . . .
CHOOD N N
s 0678 | -1971" | 0587 | -0181 | -1330 | 2011° | -1781 | -2720" | -.1748
COMPN1 }
O 217817 | 0834 | -0090 | -0761 | 0735 | -1229 |-2506 | 2206 | .0511
COMPN2
R 27167 | -0627 | 1803 | 415677 | -1479 | -34657 | -1258 | .1591 | .0265
FIRST
lemmeny | “0453 [ <3712 0913 | 0832 | 3501|1552 | 0498 | 42547 | 0488
FAC 18487 | 303277 | 26427 | 23447 | 24997 | 1846 0887 42707 | 26547
G ac| - . . . . . . . .
FAC2 ] N .
Ganaagy | AT 1677 2707 | sy | agrs”T | a7 ar09” | s | 2499
FAC3
) 34477 | 3696 | 1889 | 337077 | 3703™"| 0588 | .3878" | -4025" | 3455
(FEATA L
FAC4 . o ] N
. 11577 | -0777" | -.0803 11977 -0318 | -0519 | -1186 | -1413" | -.1257
EA7HA 89D
Constant 0023 | 3023 | 1327 | -2358 | 7964 | 9082 | 4557 | -8355 | -.0845
Log likelihood
°gfm‘mei:m°° -845.1356 | -736.0794 | -780.7895 | -487.1046 | -425.4502 | -464.1815 | -344.9179 | -208.8575 | -295.5769
Restricted |
eswicted log | o) 2805 | -817.4947 | -841.7139 | -523.6004 | -470.1377 | -496.4617 | -371.5226 | -345.5232 | 3305517
likelihood
. 114.2899 | 162.8305 | 121.8489 | 72.99148 | 89.37502 | 64.5602 | 53.20925 | 93.33145 | 69.94961
Model Chi-Square
(p<.000) | (p<.000) | (p<.000) | (p<.000) | (p<.000) | (p<.000) | (p<.000) | (p<.000) | (p<.000)
Number of
ummber © 858 858 858 483 483 483 375 375 375
observations
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et FeAdes SANFEIL W2 08 AR AT 1%).
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Log-Likelihood Function

AT THAA - 7101 | SEARFA 3710154 a’-test
WS (LLF) -845.1356 -487.1046 -344.9179 26.2262a
AP AKLLF) -736.0794 -425.4502 -298.8575 23.5434a
FH O E(LLF) -780.7895 -464.1815 -295.5769 42.0622a

a: YAIA] 23.68(df=14, p<0.05)
= AAYE AGEZRHIRES 23] a7l LRK23.5434)0] ARFE(df=14)o #3 AA%)(23.68)
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The Effect of Motivation of Entrepreneur on
Entrepreneurial Spirit in Service Industry

— AelHusta £ FH O -

— Focused on Participant of Cyber University —

HECE L Rl

Kim, Kyung—Hoe  Kim, Jae—Seok

ABSTRACT

The small and medium sized start-up program is able to give the positive effect to the job creation and

growth but actually the rate of success for start-up program is in service industry low and thus the effective
support program is required. The results are as follows.
As a result of survey for education program participant, it was found that 3 causes of participation motivation
such as goal-oriented motivation, activity-oriented motivation and cognitive motivation are all significant and
especially, the effect of both cognitive motivation cause and activity-oriented motivation cause showed
somewhat high level in entrepreneurial spirit.

It is needed to find the direction to increase the possibility of program reuse through the reuse of start-up
education program and the effect of saving the time and cost.

This study may help to guide the motivation of entrepreneurs such as food & beverage ,restaurant business ,
retailer, other service industry.

Keywords : 7] %] 717 4l (Entrepreneurial Spirit), & 7|(Motivation), A H]2=4}F](Service industry)
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