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An Analytic Method for CRM Performance’s Measurement Factors
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Abstract This study suggests a measurc method for measuring variables that are used for hotel corporations’
CRM performance. For this purpose, I present a combined method between factor analysis and AHP (Analytic
Hierarchy Process) analysis. Factor analysis gives us a result that shows a group of highly correlated variables
and another group of less correlated variables. Thus, factor analysis can only give information of factor
categorization. Although researchers add ANOVA analysis or regression analysis, these efforts can not connect
its results with factor analysis. Therefore, In hotel CRM performance analysis, calculation of each factor's
importance is strongly required. For that reason, I suggest a method that combines AHP analysis with factor
analysis for Hotel CRM performance measurement.

Key Words : Hotel Corporation, CRM, Performance Analysis, Factor Analysis, AHP

1. M2 sk lok B8] AT AV 22D ol Aladle
T AFA 2] (Customer Relationship Management, CRM)
T MulAYL2 Ao FHo] AFgAdte] AWE Aladolct SEr[HR 7Y A4S =olr] ¢ist
AR £2 9oz HAHTD 9vk AEFHeR 1,2 o CRME =¢8l7] Al2Hch 28u CRM A2l
Z} AP Aol > FoFoma =z we], 34 ANHOR FEI] YalMe HE B4 Agel olszt
e 5 AHulg 148 TR YA AlAHL &5 Hashe, IE4 o] HA| =iy, 2318 Y7t
el =85t iy, Ao s BRIz 8 v 2 EHIL, 272 AFt JFe) o] 7154 4 9tk o}
2 A ETE 1 AAE 9 §x|Eev Fa AN 24 CRM =9 ¥ (Risk)o] A gt s44ct 3t
ojct. A9k CRME] =t 0|8 53t 1o W&t SF4tE
olgl3t uAWe] HHL Wil Ao 2o dFe £ AT AFEMEF 9, 2006)3 FAE 2, THY
a8, 1S, TP Hopo|ct. olefgt Hofo] A1g)-2 17 <] 9] CRM =4 A& o Fojd Zog d&FH

BEE Q 245E Bojgas] 9 gokp Aawe  asu 5971990 CRMe| ojd B3 Fa4e) 2
l%;_yr_cﬁih—ll 76’%’}“?‘ 7"78‘50“ ‘i‘]gﬂ i? C§M~E°t] }‘]_‘?‘-—9-8]'7’“ __J_T_E]S’HO]:?‘
"WAIAAL: Q@ A (culture@cju.ac kr) aQdel gt A FEsteh B 3d7|Y0l CRME

654



Y7199 CRM £843 332909) 24

EY & A AE7 B Fa AR g o)
AHP(Analytic Hierarchy Process)”|'i& &83F =g 8
Q9] FAEE 72 EAsh= W A7) Basict

meka 2 Aoas SE7[Y9] CRM A28]2) &
goll W2 Y4l A dg B BAN AH
T AHP 719 9AS Ba AE o 5 Qe woke o
T s3A sk

2, 0|2

o2

2.1 CRMAJAE]

Boss(2002)= "CRME 17 U] Z(Needs)S TEA|7)
7] 98 EFEE 74 szys TIAAE Z3I)
CRME W& Ash}t Au|AE agdoez whsiAY
A3k Astol WA B MALS BE s, LAJstol
ol g3ttt ITEHYH CRM2 glojggolsles,
HAlolE, EH, & AlE, d9, viAE, e 22
232 Y9 7e 8 uigchreta Aelstgch

CRMO] EAL Mgl T dfslte] 7|22l G|
£ BXo8 s BAolBd A Y g

= st s, ol2g JEE E45ty] 93
AZEYolE HRE ity Wk Meta  Group
Report(2004)o]l TEH CRMO| 713 oJAtz oz ZHE
Aele o] digt Zol e olsliet AlAIZUA 712
7t 7|28 Z+ ;122 ETFS{Engage(Z7] AH) -
Transact(#2]) - Fulfill(©]3)) - Service(x{H]A)]Q] a}o]iL
AlolZ A Aol i AdstE @)t ojFAE AL
ongict 719 1A B|2YA 719 52904 2| E
wat A4S B "ot 17 E5E gdsis #E
Az A BAE Pzt G gYste] 2 Hae
2 B3tg AR 2 IS vldsof gich

22 d4at E4 71y

CRM =4)9] A3t Hdof &gl 7goz £4%
7ol F£2 EEE T ok T 520062 CRMA]
2dlo] sEA T v|X= G} A BEHol= 8
ol EA(Factor Analysisy& AME3IGich =¥t ZAge) 5
(2006)e} TRAE|2 o] FHHEO] oA A B
(ANOVA Analysis)g ©]-831%ith o]eof = AUkl =1
9] HLox )7 EA(Regression Analysis), £¢] B4
5= ARSSt UTHAZIZ, 2003].

T 8]l BAE A2 AuEY] 9l WsE Aol
o] BRg 28 A4 79 ARHU THUXNE ol §

stol Agshe chae 7ol wehy 29l By o

655

2 HM5E Alojo] ASUAE HYdicts AYelAl 2]
7} Aok =3 W9} o7 7o) A HA FFARF Abo)
o] FAE vEhlE A4 2gS 4A3l, HSE T
Y A% BAAE HUE 4 = FEEA gk 279
HAAA FFUARE Fotiof st Wo|ct. ujet
Al 2zt 299 FRES AF] Bl BAIES
AU SicHAd-8-3, 2000).

olo]l qiall AHPZ| & W 7te] FAN, S8 TAA
& gk 253 59 EAS A B3 2AH 2
A9 FRES Adung T3 78 2 e S 7t
2|32 QITHRA Y, 2006]. AHP7)H-& Saaty(1980)7} A
& Aer F8 gelo] AdH xS HEvie 94
& F8ele] 2T 4 U 313 ot wekr F
AR ZAA(Test) 7152 QAW 7+ 84201 FaTof gt
248 7hsstng BAA 71gd AHP7IHS 55 &
 EAE 2 o)zt ad g

2.3 39 41

327149 AR A BHe A AR SPARe}
AR A ZHRER vheth A4 52003y 97
Ao} BE e} BT Flo TA) B9 ATE
g9 2do] 334 BRE £ ARA 4BE &7
ol AE7E Al ol ALY Ane
ZSHe AT 718 BHA MRRH A3t 2QlSe
7t wigo] Fasirkn AAFTE R4S IAE
(1995)2 o3 diste}l BAE AT AT} = g2 A3}
HAE vlgalle G- wXE FFaclez 7t
sty E48hoict.

Dev(1989)= & mi& ofju] AH] 247k A o] g,
Buj7Fs A B WES, 589 520000 44 B R
Al o] 8R1Y, ¥ Bt A B4 vlg, | Ha A4l
&, Ful&o 55, VanDyke(1985)= ¥ dolat F2H4L
ol A&(ROA), A-GA0le, A&E FhoiedE 719
AYATE, Tarras(1990)0= HoAA AR8, BF4A
85, 3710 % B7 82 &gadct

Rutes & Penner(1991)= =2 2.4 A] 3slix]= A)JAHA
&, 7HNEE, BHAAde, AR4 59 vrk o
ATl FE Xl 24ty S

i

ol fr

L
i

13

aj
=

<

x|
=

3. g+

3.1 a7 4y

CRM Exio] 71 29 Aol vzl 48 E4&
sl A Bl 89 EA(Factor Analysis)g A8}
Ao 223 2F0 ° 898 B3 MR AR

H A X2



A7l es sl =2l Asd ABE, 2007

248 27bH02 ANS] g8l 4T unE i
7 g9 ZENY E4e s QuwHoz

BSC(Balanced Score Card)?] =¢] A] To| EFgE:
AHP(Analytic Hierarchy Process) 7|%H-& o}-&3}o 18
3} H 7 2219 71SXE =&a%th mEki a9l B4
Hitoll o3 =2H I2F W $FH HeE 19 T
25 E5goan ZF Wy $oert E3E 4= Qo
upebr] ZF Mol ARAS Edig =29 89 UR
o] ¥rEY F8EE F3t9 Ao ) g 9%
Heg & = A "o

A
L

3.2 xp=ol 4%

2 g7t 597199 CRM £8¢ 5 43t 89
24 Pe A7SIE Ao2 42 e Y 59 7|
gom yshych 48 59 714 CRME £9)
stel ©83h: 7190 YO stglon], WA EE o
Mg Fof 42s Susict

A CRMo| o3 olal=7} & el ol
SUY & USF fEHAOH, F 655 Fol4 B4
SRS A3, H2E XD B4sHGT: 42X
34 7)17RE 20073 24 24YXE] 20073 4%_ 307k
Ak B4E MR 3 45 MBS YW 719S e
2 4 HES SRt AEL 2H o ANsir). AR
o st Al ML B AL F 137} sieEgle
U, 9By 2 Sl glol, 3xtel ol 24E shgik
asu S5 Fate) ABAo] BET A2 AT, 3
FH0E SPE XD R4shgc A vl SRk 8
o 242 Fo 153 9 449 29 8 o 242
ZARE A02 ofo] Wehstal, 437) 71%de) CRM At
42 918 FEsickn Alg =k

3.3 MBX 7N 2 yg
4RO T4 4% AN BT 201 U 4
oo} ATk Wt ARA Ak, 1A g7, z2
Az A3k S W AR ulage) 4 5 57 2
okz PHALL, (& 24 Urhd it o] 147] WSS

g

R 4shaic,

4. A7 Zao| 24
4.1 8AH &Y
AT 24 23, 7124 $AS 54& CRM HHo]
240l s 429] 719e) ol Wtk wlE e
509 oA 5009 Ato]e] 7] glo) geten, Hws} o
Abe Az o 399 $E02 Urrgon] mrh TRH
A= [E 17 2o

4.2 4209| Mzl

E AFollA A3 HE B9
Aoz A7l A3 ATTA 4o 23 a8us
YulCronbach's Alpha )ZrS o] 83l=d £4 A3, a
=0.88430.8 ueht dTE AT HAEIE Ade
R Aoz o, 22 B4 CRM &8 2
I el dut Haeo] A B4 A3 157 A 29
W4 5 1070 |7t fo 28 005 vjtte 2 Yeht &
ARoR Folge SIstoct EF AHPEAS F3lo]
7HeA =g o 2t 359 U4 H|E(Consistency
Ratio)©] 0.10|3}2 vteh} Ao 2A7F ¢l3-& 89
shoict.

4.3 duEd ole| BN

CRM 28] w2 A3} 991 B3] ¢ste] 14}
22 248 AASE Ao, vfEAlE 7], uigd7 7o,
AFH Z7}, AT A A, AuA ATFole A
2 2] 8¢ 1§ 7 W] glo], Varimaxol &
gt 22k 891 BAE AAEth a9l 24 A3 47 1
FY 89 +& FF89 e, 7+ aglo] Uijt 514 g3}
5% 85 o3 Z ¥ AHYsEE
/d:Communality)o] Bl23 =4 Vet ok [E 2]=
CRM 28 Aute] 29184 ZHyto|c}

(& 2]9) 43t &4 a9 aJdy 498 2 a9

1. B2 7|49 AN 2%

ol &y ARs} djakdzh CRM 2% 79 CRMAJ3}E-A HA
502}$] u]ek(13.9%) 199 n|gH46.5%) 1 n[uk(16.3%) 2-8(0%)
50299 ~ 10029(44.2%) 1999 ~ 399(37.2%) 19 ~ 39(55.8%) o 9 2 4(69.8%)

1009 ~ 5002]¢(34.9%)

399 ~ 599(16.3%)

34 ~ 54(25.58%) HEX(11.6%)

5002 ~ 1,0009-4(3%) 59 ol4H0%)

5@ ~ 7H2.3%) AERA(18.6%)

* Likert ' Scales 2 FOI5H.01 S Y7} gl HERFEL Ho| Hajol4 A2stge.

656



27199 CRM 2847 £48209] 24 P

H 2. CRM £% 423 a9l 2w

o] Ak
29l 3y SLERS A e Y
A 17 Z7HALD 1 0024 | 0049 | 0.344 0772
nATE |6l Fzo) 7]oi(A2) | 0085 | 0081 0.253 0.702
A3} 712 14 8X)(A3) 0.150 | 0222 0.767
AR YA HE AL 0430 | 0.100 0.661
23 Al Z7HBY) 0.109 0.104 0.076 0.713
AZ 9 xn|2o shle Z7KB2) 0.305 0.003 0.153 0.749
=T} B9 AA(B3) 0054 | 0.053 0.116 0.605
A ARY Ab(B4) 0474 | G624 | 009 | 0346 | 0745
oAz AR (BS) 0001 | 85 0.344 0.131 0.441
IABYES GEA FAHC) 0058 | 0077 b 3 0116 0.641
TR |TEAM BT ARNC2) 0021 | 0280 | 0.058 0.537
Al A 7S FAHCI) 0572 | 0044 | | 02 0.757
. Z0]9] Z7t9] 714(D1) 0115 | 0030 | 0006 [ 6906 | 0824
e o2 A)Abe] 7]od(D2) 0.131 | 0261 | 0219 | O8yF | 0.902
a2 g(Eigenvalue)
891 29 2 29 3 29 4
2971 2916 2.179 2.091
* 0%re] 713 AHPEAYS 931 HF 713 .
A Ao wet 255 H AL ¢ 4+ vk I ¢ o AHPZ[HS B3 242RE (7 3)3 Zol A
2 ojE 2% Warh AE 2Ashed gl 7 F AlEdoh

231 BIE YERE & 47 gk B3 A4S
a9le] 1FE REY 4 e R P Bl ¥
o), ThE et W3 gl e Mgt ZgHe 9
e 24 gaje) onlg B £ FLE ek ol
& A$ 7 ATMME BAHoE B 25 =3
| ¥sdjets A7A ) o A= 297t
ol A7) BAo) ALEe A7 BT o1F H2
& % 9l $ilo] AHPZIHY BHoltt. ol ZFsts]

[& 3]9] Z3}= [# 2]904 vehd 20F W Hs
o Bl vag FoH 74 Mo NSRS mEsAth
MR BF A, AEY 89 F 7P T2 YE
d HeE ZIERARA, TARFAR ARAT 5L
2 yepgth. B BIFNE 4F 9 AnlL9 wr)
& 37 A7 AR ool 4ASH HeEA Fast
A FZE A

o) 7tEA E& ZIE BEYE W9 FoEE

B 3. CRM &8 4353 09l it AHPEY P}

. ) EXA

2R =S 7HsA] ARA e Py
A5t 17 F7HAD 0.15 15% 4
AR ¥ A 7)¢j(A2) 0.18 0.05 18% 3
AT 71 17 8R)(A3) 0.31 ’ 31% 2
DAL TR A7 THEAY) 0.36 36% 1
4 A F7HBY 0.06 6% 5
AE U Mujxo] g $7KB2) 045 45% 1
AEAGT [T WA AHAB3) 0.18 0.09 18% 3
A&} AR AF(B4) 0.10 10% 4
AL ZAZE AHL(BS) 0.21 21% 2
AT R H84 KT 0.54 54% 1
ZRAT | FRAA &I AEC) 0.19 0.02 19% 3
AHlA Folg FFAHC3) 0.27 27% 2
o =0l St 71e(D1) 0.43 43% 2
A & ARl 7]eD2) 0.57 i 57% 1

* AR 8919 g3 Bl giie] 270 BeR AT M9 Fayol YoBE 2 ye .

657



=4t a et sl=2 A A8l A3E, 2007

H 4. CRM B34S o3 24 899 A%
; 29l . ]
H= Z2AHA U =
z A © -~
AT A} 71& 17 fA(A3) 0.775 031 nkLruE
2ARTARRE AZAE T A 0.635 0.36 AT
o A& 9 A 29 "ojg F7HB2) 0.795 0.45 o2
AP R .
F A A5(BS) 0.553 021 st AR
i 2 o] §9 A FEAK o
Fuym A Y E-zs_ré FC 0.786 0.54 ZRAATA
Aela AFolE FHC3) 0.595 027 shof ey
A = =
gz S0 371 710D 0500 0.43 AeAwy
w2 Aol 7149(D2) 0.877 0.57 UR=RSEUS

100% 71202 ER5E 2420 ¥eY a6
4 glom, 0|2 £9I8 Holstul [ 3] Uehd 3t
2

[& 3]9) BoE [E 219 2P & of FAHo=
CRM 4T&4S 98t use Agstyct WA 183
2 W ol 2 w4 2 Al ag B Aoyes
ATE% AR TR 028 WA Roe ek
RleJstsich. ol Helshe [E 419 2ok

[& 4] S4E B0 2 A7F o 4A" 42
S7H ) 2 adlo] FYUA 49T Re
z Aed B, 14 B, Z2AS B, e 4 4R
B, Bl we) HUE S5 9 8200) 439
oA 89 BHE U 43 8219 1§38 oIS F
& 71ER B4o] FEFS tehin ok

5. 28

2 A9 71X Abgjajatiope] AFEA A go]
28317 Q= 29 BA(Factor Analysis)e] SHAIH-& =
B3 £ s WHES AAsHe ik ofg HHE
2 Saaty7} F43t AHP7| & &83h= Ao, olE &
slod 29l BAoA zt aglel ARTAE 7INeR 3§t
283} 248 do], 25 Yol deE A g B9
THEAE =539, 2919 ATE &4kt Slol, =
T3 E4o| 7M53EE 3= Aojth

ARHo g AZHLS B3 9AE4E A=}, o
£ 53 ¥ojzl g9l Y H4ES AHP/HE 53 58
T2 243y, 29 ¥ Wl Fa48 E4T 5+ UA
ot E3] CRM2 Zglo] Eojutn Qe 3H 7|99
CRM AH&A ndz A3F Az3Hens e 7
9] CRM & A#&A aqlel 4% whie® go| &
£49 5 9L Aotk

658

2 79 okl We AnE ¥eE 45E 89l
& olg3jol, CRM £87199) A 4ot 242 T
4 olthd & o WA AoE 2L 4 U Aoltk E
3 Z+ 2919 ZQAjo] 713 BzZbgl= A A (Timeliness)
7R AFshs AL e Fasitt sl o5 98 o
ASIEY Ei BasBH S ol §Achl % 229 F
f40] Bzl Ad ATE e A Aolch

2 dAFolA 2ol E3hs CRME 283h= 34, 7}
TAb oL REPAL 5 nZTe] o] W 71ofA

g+ Ak Y o

=}
=

e

Mo

1]

(11 2, 54, "sdolu]A] AlEste) w2 TAAY]
2 olgREE FHE BIAT, PFEWHYS
3], ANs5Y, A3, pp.1-17, 2006.

2] A%, "CRM Al2" 2-8o] 27|49 B
2 nAcfEEe] vjXE P, Folfsh uhAfate]
=&, 2003.

B A%, W8, 387199 At v
¢lo] A, TAFAT, A11H pp.55-79, 2003.

[4] 24, "BSCS| AAA a9l At HF ", =
Abe}7) 483, 2007.

[5] 3=, A+, a4, "ERPAIAR T CRMA|AH0]
sAAGYT ol 97, sERP}ATA, 15
d, A13, pp. 163-181, 2006.

[6] 3449, ¥4, "5 o|gAF H FF4T
e A, AN QAAE =83, A9y, ppl5T-174,
2000.

[71 Boss, R., "Customer Relationship Management: Key

al

=
S

components for IT success", Industrial Management
& Data System: pp.89-97. 2002.
[8] Dev, C. S., "Operating Environment & Strategy: The



397]92) CRM 2847 34229 24 ¥

Profitable Connection”, Comell H. R. A. Quarterly,
pp. 80-95, 1989.

[9] VanDyke, T. L, "An exploratory study of key
variable affecting profitability in the
industry", Unpublished
Department of Hotel Restaurant and Institutional
Management, Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State
University, Blacks burg, VA., 1985.

[10] Tarras, J. M., "Accuracty of Hotel Feasibility Study
Projections”, FIU Hospitality Review, 8(1), pp.53-59,
1990.

(111 438, ALTANEEAY, BH7 YA}, 2000.

[12] Meta Group Report, Classification of CRM, The
customer relationship management: pp.13-16, 2004.

[13] Rute, W. A, Penners, R. H., Hotel Planning &
Design, Watson-Guptill Publications, pp. 224-227,
1991.

[14] Saaty, T.L, The Analytic

McGraw Hill, 1980.

lodging

doctoral dissertation,

Hierarchy  Process,

659

2 4 H(Sang-Young Oh) [ EMEI

* 19921 24 : FFisty $8F
At (AAEAD

* 1996\ 8¢ : AFostw FPst
T (FEeaAp

02001 29 : Zuystw AYs
I (G

¢ 20024 39 ~ @A : FFdst

SIE oA
B FFEE e

o

<WyRop
KMS, gA4loj&, System Thinking, e-Biz, BSC



