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Abstract

In order to gain an in-depth understanding of the current status and development issues of digital
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public services, explore the factors affecting citizens’ perception of digital public services, use struc-
tural equation modeling for feedback evaluation analysis, assess the overall quality of digital public
services in Hangzhou, and provide suggestions and directions for promoting the construction of a
digital government and smart city in Hangzhou. It also offers references for reform and innovation
in the field of public services in Hangzhou.
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1. SIE5xHEE

NI SS B IE AR e B AFEBHEOR 1 R SEMAT 7 S B T R 55 AT i 3. &
FEHBURFERT T Sk A S R B AT IR IR ST, MRIE A R A BCE AR R, SR
BB A RS AT N, BFEHE . . PA. RF . BHEEAILENL, B4k, TERASHEM
%O L I OB A, B S ARG H AL, SR B SR T A SR S B AOKT (et
WIS I R, RIER SR . SUNTHE N E SR B e T 2 —, EEfF S5 RkETr
TS 1R pt,  THBUR & AT AL A SR S5 e, K AL HE B I T 5 M 22 5 J 1) el %
o

BUPHAE K7 2 SR 55 ) K e AR B — HL B e E 4, DARRAs T & 4 B A A 3R 55 1 T
Mt TRENR . FEILZ BT 2L L R A E N S A SRS HEAT TR T, XITEE (2020) W 7 A BLR i
MEMPARZ 5 R A SRS A SRR 2R, AL ARG APLAT LR ERTH A RS
H5EBEE T 5 M EINA AR BT ), R IR BORHE T, NFe 0 KE A AN
W HRBITHARHLR 51 FRLRE[L], TR 35 (2022) IR EF T 5 N BUT ASL IR IR a5, #d T3
TUH S NBUF ARG EF R A R, SROIEAIEIE, ATt mRivE . Bk, PRIETE. B
ANANYERE, AL T BB ZR A PP IR AT SN BUR A LIRSS SRR, G OB T O SEAIE
WEFEXT R, S 2HCTTE 5 U T BUR A3 B N SE O T5 2] i /NWI5E(2023) i 78 A AT
Lo R~ R S5 i A R LA AR A I [ (2 A 3] o

FEZ 25 VL ESCHRIEERE b, B THE— 2P0 TR BN AP AL A SRS T R R S 5 A AL, JFR
HUARSGEE B, DU TSR T V6 R 5 R
2. BEAREMSERRE
2.1, HEATENERIERE

AR A B T 130X 18 J % [ VA By RAF VIR A B AR AR . S5 B0 iR B 28 515
B URAT CHUH T S AT B (RhFE 58 38) ) (R 58) LA RBUM T BUR & I R K LA BORE, B 15 24T
HERX A WEEX 18 25 L EARKMEE. WAV ESAKFVFIMFERZ /NN 005, EEFEKTA
95%IHAAF N, fEp=q=05, RIIABIHAENFRIREARLE Y 385 17, ALRIE ARG RNE, FA T
AR G ELBEE Y 90%,  fa e SIFEREAR Ry 428 177
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AHF TSR INNAE 510 47, FESIBRICAR BN A 5, RIGA G 458 i, ARG HRE
89.9%, SREE M 90% A RFAFRT, UESE T IRTT R L AA T St 5 A Bk PRSI 1 PR,

Table 1. Sample characteristics

1 BN

Bl N it (%) RIS N i £ (%)
5 60 &Ll b 30 6.55
5 230 50.22 2
% 228 49.78 INETULR 18 3.93
e Wi 40 8.73
18~25 % 202 44.10 mh 52 11.35
26~35 % 116 25.33 N 56 12.23
36~45 % 69 15.07 AE 239 52.18
46~60 % 41 8.95 fii f DA 53 11.57
2.2. MRS EERRBE

A/NHFH SERVQUAL #i7I[4]5 SERVPERF HEHI[5]4E N AR 55 i & MAEA T 2 2 . 8 N ]
SERVQUAL RIS,  WAR 3 AF 7006 S RFAE 55 S Bm 17 100 1 8 5 004k J 4 B 3R 1 48 ) DL S 48 FR » SERV-
QUAL R JR IR B R ARSS R BV R A a e, wl&eth . maRitE. {RiEtE. BiEIt s AN EES

22 MEb,

PRI 2 P

Table 2. Original SERVQUAL scale
%2 2. SERVQUAL #=BI[FiE 8%

e L 4 1 B

L AAHE AR S Bt 12. ML 5 TR SR B

o B TR T 13, Tf A AT e 207 2 I T
g =

3. MU A TRAAE, BT 14, AR A GURAT R0 B A A

4 SLAURAT SB35 45 K00 S 5. 2 A B 2 BB

i (RERE

5. L4t SN SE MO B R i 16. R TALSFA

6. 1B B R 2% B ff v R 17. BT RUATAY (0 R R BB 0 ]
AEEME 7 MAURAIR, BRI 18. SLAU U 4 T A0

8. LLREAEIS MBI AR I 5 19. LA B T RIRTR 4 T A M i

9. IEHIEEHISEHIIR S BATE 20 LG 5 TR 1 IR 1) 2
g 10 AT T 55 0 21, HLEVT WISV B R

11, g SR A 28 O3 TR Aot S I R R 5%

22.

LA (R (9 1 55 1 TR)

NI S EIE AR Bl B ALK A RASE A T i s IR 55 AT el 3. 6
WHE. e PAE KT BIEEA . ARSI, B i RS ER 7 SR 053 5 M
A, ERITARG Y, AGUaTT7 0 AIURFSHEA. IRFHESFLTTHMZNL . AR R
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ARAEFEZ BRI A SRS, % RS5 Be il /2 A AT SR IR RS, [RIIT A LRSS o & o —Fp A &
BRI, & 28 AT BUR il 58 A SEAR S5 FRite « SR BE A FLARSS . ot 28 FL R 5% o 255 777 T PR R R AT A T A B2

A FEHET UL EET . ARG S5 AR BLEAH S, L SERVQUAL #A!fil SERVPERF
BARA OGRS, Z2a E AN TSR, IR T A LIRSS T B RHE, EHE . &I
TdERE,  HAE &4k 0 B B B AR TR AR BT S5 O T e T B, M T BCr A A LR 55 o & 1 vPAR
R, BEERME. e, BEEAEENA— St e bs, BEikinZ 3,

Table 3. Digital public service quality evaluation system
3. BMFULAERFZREITNEFR

HATE YN e S5 TR
- T Bt BT A LIRS F & TU A R A B SE M T
SHRE B A LIRS T & AT B 3700 1 A P
B Her A A SRS A6 (3 B R AT BUSE A R AT M
st o A SRS F G BATRE, ek, BRI IER
Yhbaes 115 I 44031 PR 5 B S PB4 i
Kool A SRS Wl {47 HF A SRS T G BE IR AT B S B B
JR B R AR FE P (0 SR SR R i et M AT 06
g AR EFR AR PRI ORGP R A R
AT = EEEER, SRR T IE
R QIINds PR ESR L R R T LA
ERE 5 49 e 1] SEHR % 1A OB, 55 240 0B 45 R 25 1 e 1) A
RIF AR P 5 TS MR 25 AN M B B R T8, R B V8K

Gy,
H,

Figure 1. Structural equation modeling concept map
1. EMHFERSE

G U BT A SRS R BV A R, AR TR A, e tE. BREE. MRS TR
MR, FEER A R —— O HERE, IR B T A T R, R T

Hi: 1 RO B AR ST G A TR B T KA R Ry, BURFHERE (15 ARG

Ho: T RIS EC A A SRS T & 2 et iR I A R R R, BUFHERE R 1F LT .

Ha: 17 RO E P A AR SS T 6 B SR B2 m A R ey, ORFHERE 1 ARG

Ha: 7 RO B A A IR 551 & v Rk i R T R A TR By, BORFHERE (1 BT

Hs:  BURXT R4 28 3R 55 S 1 AR R A Xt T B P S 8™ A I T 2

He: T BN 07 A 2 JE R 55 AO DA SR K P o A5 Y B B A= I T B2 o
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Ho: 17 BN 7 A 2 LR 55 FRO DA S KT B 7 RORF HERE A FH oS T B Ao P B 13t 4 I T 52

MR CL BB, ASCI BB I 1R
3. HREIFG
31 EEKAE

{5 BER SR A2 P T PP Al 0 TR A AT SR AN — BRI St Ui, 32 AR s D& TR 5 R A A I
R RENS 1T B R B W BEAE AR, TR Bl (T St — S5k S B R 1 0046 Hh 4% T2 1] ) 9%
BRAREE,  BIRSIG 2 715 & TOUIN & 1 A 7] (¥ N 2 BURFAE o Ao PEAR (MR ZE AN [R] I B ] — 524X 254 () — 0
B TR 83T I E RN E LS R R SV R 8. (FE R HolE, MESURIRRE M,
AL A HL AT FE RS AR T

Cronbach’s Alpha {5 & £ £ 5 IS B 2 8k, e Alpha 8000 803 v 2 s 73 2 18] (1 — Bk
BEATPPOT . AR L GER, Wi v CA R BT Ah 458 6 17 B A A [FUREI G o 3 — 2k, it

CMNWAR
_ k _ Zikdaiz

K kK AETE, of REMEANTIZE, of RITABEHE ST %,

Table 4. Questionnaire reliability analysis table

* 4. EEAEMESTR

Cronbach’s Alpha T4
0.872 15

X 17 6 BR BEAT AT SEVE R AT, A5 BN AE ATE HARE . M3k 4 WIJ, Alpha R%00y 0.872, ®RNIE
BRI SR — S s, W gkBa AT RUE T -

3.2. WEKE

ROEENA R, 246 1026 e W AR I & ) LT N N A AR RE . U M4 T B 98 1) 46 8 H 1
BV A B o o RS R ) 2 (R 48 R 3 e, L ) A F AR — 2 P R T AT a4 R AR — 20
ARSI SRS RN 1) 26 BEAT U AR 5

Table 5. Questionnaire validity check table

? 5. EIEYERKR

izt B
KMO HUFEIE )1 54 0.878
AR TT 1938.807
GRS PRIESSESIAL ¥ ot wEN 0.000
H 105.000

H17% 5 A%, KMO {55 0.878 > 0.7, p{H 0, RUIENZRFAACIEEGER, HMKREBHHMES H
PAEREA RS, U] AR B R A S A S
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Table 6. Model fit indices table
6. HEUMK K E I3k

ECLZ (i
SRMR 0.062

NFI 0.947
CMID 747.496

SRMR & brtEs 5% 22, F T VPSS AN T AH DG HRE B 22 57 "8 R/, — MR, 24 SRMR
<0.08 i}, UiMABAIIN A R L. ABAF, SRMR FIME N 0.062, UilABAII AT . NFI & M EiE R
fabr, HEUELE 05 1 2 0a], #iEr 1 FoRBRLA B, —BokUl, 42 NFI>0.9 fE NIk, 78
AR, NFIFEY 0.947, KT 0.9, ATLLVCNABR S L. CMID 2RI/ 2l — %
JELER /N U SR TRAR L A0 P AR A

g ERAPE, ML RS AR S KT, RBADS A 5 G R G pitE, A
B4 BB

4. REMBRS 5
4.1, HEME

MR M TH Smart PLS 4.0 B, SR i iz /> — SR 0 T A6 A6 S 45 Ky 5 R A R R AT A T SRR 7E % 18
AR (AR AR, TSN 2 PR 45k T A R I ah 4 kg 14 -

AR

Figure 2. Structural equation model initial structure diagram
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Table 7. Observed variable factor loading table
7. YN EEFEHRER

WL A R g WL A R g

D1: FiiE 0.918 D9: AWAZH 0.816
D2: ‘FHKE 0.866 D10: i 3 0.803
D3: (EEESEAM 0.825 D11: FT&mf[a] 0.874
D4: “FERUEM: 0.734 D12: #RIRE 0.877
D5: XAT424 0.761 Bl: Tf#FEREE 1.000
D6: [aFhfrer 0.799 Cl: fEfgA 0.861
D7: # el 0.865 c2: fHAEE 0.801
D8: AMEALHRSS 0.833

WG HTEE R 7 Bor, WIS T R I A WL A2 & R BT 2K T 0.7, Bi %l A
R EAT BRI — B Herb i RO B A 2 R 55 A5 P AR R R 7 38 9 0.861, it AN [ i RS A3k
BIANFIBETS A 86.1% 015 52 i TiT B PR o FH AR gt

4.2. RIS

HI7C 8 AT, BRIETTRN AL, p EIB L0, BRNEE, RN TAIIRS T ERA L. %
S BEE. SRR B, A SRR, BUR R/ R R . BURFHERESE S RAR
XA A TGS AN RR KT 25 2 M A A T R PR, I ELREIE R T B2 Hi~Heo

Table 8. Total effect test table
8. BRI

JSE A t p &
B — BURF 29.249 0.000
224 — BURFAEE 31.255 0.000
— P B 4R
B E M — BURFHEE 34.545 0.000
o 25— U e E 32.365 0.000
I~ st 6.185 0.000
AT — Al S 6.068 0.000
M — A FH 5t 6.232 0.000
=R
T2 R — A FH 5t 6.047 0.000
BURHEE— 18 H 15t 6.228 0.000
INFIIK P — 15 F J2 15t 12.215 0.000
WA N TNFNZKCT XU 3 — 13 it 1.116 0.060

M3 9 WAL, BT ARG FEAETRIE. Zath, MRt BRI R R B p 1 2%
/N, VLIRS, S 7B AT T R R IR TR, R BIE T R Ha~He.
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Table 9. Indirect effect table
= 9. AR

()2 R0 t p {8
Z A BURHERE 8 F S5t 6.068 0.000
B IS BURHERE 5 FH S5t 6.185 0.000
e U — BURFHERE — 5 FH S A5t 6.047 0.000
B RN UM HE i — 18 St 6.232 0.000

IHIRF ) 43

0. 059
)2\{’:),3 > .861 -Cl
0.801
A P 5%
D12 B R
Figure 3. Structural equation path diagram
& 3. #MEERiERE
BB E RS p [HLHI8E 10, HFHEHLLRE®R:
Table 10. Path coefficient table
£ 10. BREME
BN B R p fH
A BURHEE 0.345 0.000
BB 0.199 0.000
BEMSFURHER 0.287 0.000
R A E— BUR HEE 0.320 0.000
BURHERE— A% & 15t 0.263 0.000
INENKE— A8 R 5 0.483 0.000
MK x BURFHERE— 1 S 15t 0.059 0.060
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TS RN BURFHEZE ) p (B 2050, BEHTEA DO BURERE 10 1 T S A 25 (. Herbr, T RO 4L
TR T & 2 A VEE BT T (A R B BURF VR R Bt A R e, i RO 2 PR KA R 9 2
1%, BURXSBUTAA SRS I EVE Ot 2e 19 9 0.885%, HIRHINA4t4y, i REHENHE B %24,
Wz a oy B, B AR T EN et @i Erh 2 E,

ARAE T RSO s 458, BURHERE S ISR P I P N AR 0 H I LN ) p 322, Ui WU
XA SRR 55 4 e A HERE AR 5 T RN A 2 R 55 XA RIKT X T B A8 P S WA L4 (1 L T
LR

WK BURFHEREAE F A 15 2081 p 64 0.060, BANRZE, HHUER N, X—J7HHH, Wk
XA A SRR 55 IR ORI B i B Gl R ORI 11 B P S It HERE R A, S5 SL AR T e . 53 —J7
TR LR, BUR BT A 3R 55 i B HERE A T2 f i i RO A A 5 P R R 20 %2

5. &R 5EW
5.1. B

RIRB TN SR ST RS By b B, SEOE A R B 2 . DI A SO B T BUR IR g
AR, REWS AR T BUR A BLAR R ANG BLRE DI KIZKF, IntREBIRBUT . JE T 0k, XBUFHLI
FEH AN 2L

(1) EEEFS RS R, R BT A SRS KRR

(2) ZWRARILIRSE T BRAKT, A LR L EIRZ TR,

(3) AUFrERT A, ST A RS 1 KR

(4) EEHTEEBI AR, s R 2.

(5) MMPHEREIEA NI S 554, TRALEST . FER . #AE . #lk, #fk. F7E. RF . STHETIK
CIESN

5.2. FHLILRRS R

NIRRT RAE, EERO. A TR S5 SR AT R ARG 12U, RSEIE i At
i 25 B SE I AR LR B A B R A PR O k. [EFEIOAR S, R SDURTAE LA, AR
REEARIR . PAFREI L B FET U, A RS Vet i LT 2

(1) RPEERBAETE R MEAR ST, TFRIERZFE N FRIRN KRR N 75K 108 BEAL R 55

(2) HEBNFIA IR Bt K AT & IR

(3) TS E B BT

(4) PR BRI BT, nsE ey L E A%

(5) B BRI, SR AR ISR 55 -

E&InE
AR AZH 2024 FEWTTLAE REEE R GHE sh &I A\ A 1R H (2024R407A032) 132 £

&5k

[ i, AR, B AERE SN, AL R ERAHRARWH KNS5 —E T8, BIIORRERE
B B R INE I SHER R[], M BRI T, 2020, 8(6): 66-79.
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