fuAtunIwNIsSUSNISNBIANNSaTUNS

WN IS ATHFANENS

&

NnsEusHTgUius

paansal lunszususyudus

wﬁmmé’a
vddidnnseindiiulalumuanuaiymanllad PisAnwinaunimmsuinismedianmseling

(Electronic Service: E-Service) Miﬁﬂ& 1991NBUVUINABY SERVQUAL laeianizi
Werdumalulad n1s@nwilinanuianglavedgnaidneanaInAITUTNISRUULANLAZILUY

Y

UNANYD

diannseiindiieiimdaesiesngaulidrnnewuuiiaesiunlsulsddiuiaes Aegruivain
Uszryudamiaunusiidnuay 400 Ay miﬁﬂmﬁiﬁz’ﬂw%ﬁwamLLazsﬁaﬁwmmaq Subramanian, et al. (2014)
laasaun1slassasanuuALlsTam (Covaria aseg Structural Equation Model :CB-SEM) @swanis@inwn

WA N1TUSAITHAZNITUSA1IN19BLENNTaIEl AN TiduRUS N9 sBaudInduauianels

NANISANYINUIT NISUSNISNESNAINNATIULY DN UBALNITABUAUDINANUFURUS NIIATWTIVINAUAIY
fanela TuvaznnisusnisnBani@aEnasisansnusuea Usgaun1salnsteuasn1sinneeagnan

(Customer Control) fianuduirdisauiuanuianelanazlifideddty doiausuuzvoinisAnwilfie Customer

Control 1Jun1susnsndanisung adununimnisusnisnsdiannsedndlasnse n1snwilueweniiiiediiv
Slddademisitoddaenss Wy druduftwaranudieds n1seankUU

TguazAuGUTeyadIuyAna
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ABSTRACT @
lectronic commerce grows with technological q9sLes hus, the study of e-service quality

e Royal Patronage

should have some new determinants different SWAVQUAL model, particularly those relating
to information technology. The present study aims“to measure customer satisfaction towards
the service and the e-service quality u@ second order latent of partial least square
structural equation model (PLS-SEM). The sample soize was 400 and the participants were selected
among the people living in Patumtanee prg@ace. ¥e used a questionnaire and the conceptual model
of Subramanian, et al. (2014) which is ba on Covariance based structural equation model (CB-SEM).
The results showed that both the serv@Ne—service were significantly positively related to customer

satisfaction.
Our results revealed that the service quality are construct from reliability and responsiveness
which are significantly positived to customer satisfaction. The e-service quality was constructed

from purchase experience gad t&stomer control which are negatively insignificantly related to customer
satisfaction. We recomme at customer control be e-recovery service quality rather than e-service

quality. Therefore, fu

tudies on e-service quality should use e-service determinants such as,

0,

futfillment/reliabili Dbsite design, customer service and security/privacy.

Keywords: Satis E-Service Quality, PLS-SEM
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1. Unun
‘W’]m‘UEJ8Lﬁﬂ‘ﬂi’@‘uﬂﬁﬂ"la\‘1LGI‘UIG]VL‘UM'WNL‘V]ﬂI‘L!IaEJ“U’ENEJ‘ULM’EJiLUGW]ﬂ’]’JVM']lU’eJ‘EJ’Ni’JﬂLi’J ?N ﬂﬂ
LWQJ‘U@QV]’N%WEJN’]UL’JUI‘?JW LWEJ?Ii']x‘]I’eJﬂWﬁV]Nﬂ’ﬁﬂ’]LWi'] G]‘Ll‘WLlGﬁLLa MWMEJNSUEJVL@‘V]’JIGﬂ msmmmiuia Uk

sL‘L!ENﬂﬂiL‘LJ‘L!ﬂWiLWiJﬂﬂEJﬂTWﬂ’]ﬁV]’m"IVLiLLa msm‘uauaaaﬂm ﬂ’]i‘Uiﬂ'ﬁ‘Vl’N@Laﬂ‘Vli’eJ‘L!ﬂﬁ%WU’JEJﬂﬂﬂﬂLLa ’1

a

FinUsEansam auannsavniilsuaznisua sty (Cronin, 2003; Zeithaml, 2000) miuqmm

Prgliusemlmuioulunisudadu (Oliveir, et al, 2002) AuAIMNNITUTNITVNBIaNVTETNdTedAAd
didnnselindinsivdimanannuiiinelavesgnAilaenss

n1s¥anunIMNITUINIINIeBiannsedindyasusn ﬁauif@mmﬁawah’lumﬂ‘ﬁf%ﬂﬁﬁmmmw
N15USN1TlARSY (Barnes & Vidgen, 2002; Yoo & Donthu, 2001) mﬁmﬁmm%’ Qy\|
(2002) @uBuUUSIARsiifl 5 B3fUsENOU way Parasuraman, et al (2005) La q
nsusN1IeBlannsedndil 4 esAUsznau nipunulEUBLUUTIABY E-RecSQUA E R

-S-QUAL JnAnnN

overy Service Quality

Scale) Jawmadanisudilywligndnil 3 osdUsznay vauedl Subramania@xet 3 (2014) Amusliaanin

a a a s '3 & 0‘494' . a 1 v
ASUINTNBLANNTRUNAT 2 B9AUTENDU AB UTTAUNITAIRD (Purcha5|e ence) LANIIANADUDIGNAN
(Customer Control) ?50Lﬂuwmﬁﬂﬂ”ﬁuﬁ{]zywﬂﬁ@ﬁﬁ’] (Service Recom

wsuduesduszneuamnmnisusnisnediannselind fiaay;
wuuindsassifosignuisdiu feonuudiassiuusudsdiuiiasd 1B nuUUiamanmnsUInslaes TN
WJuwuusnass Formative! (Parasuraman et al, 2005: Cm Bienstock, 2006; Ladhari, 2010) Aa #auUs
wnsinduanivnvesiaudsuns Lwil,ﬁaﬁmsmmﬂaﬂﬁﬂaqLL‘U‘U%‘Hamﬂmmwmsﬁminﬂﬁvﬁﬂ nsinAMIw
AsUsNIsN1eBidnnseiindadsidu Reflective (Collier’ & Bienstock, 2006: Ladhari, 2010) Lwﬁﬁm@mmw
A15USNISNN9BLanMsaiindaluuusnane Reflective Imgé?iq%ﬁﬂﬁmﬁmﬁmwmm (Collier & Bienstock, 2006)
fatiu Parasuraman et al,, (2005), Collier & (fenstdsk, (2006) wag Ladhari (2010) aueliinAMAIMNNITUIANS
mqaﬁﬂmaﬁﬂéé’wﬁaLLﬂiLLﬂJaa"']ﬁUﬁaaﬂm Suiiniadunuy Formative

NUNJUJSSTUNSSUY

ﬁ'U"IIIUUO"IaO\]F\fUﬂ"lWﬂ'lSU @ Jalannsaund

SERVQUAL Parasu et al., 1985, 1988) LUuLLuumaawuaﬂmmmmwmimmiu 5 939AUIENOU
Ao 1. mwmﬂuiﬂﬁsim : Tanglbles) flo AIS1IBANUATAINTINIBAIN LYY gunsal YAaINs fianunsn
a

aamﬂ‘maﬂms‘u%ﬂ . (

gnAeY IMNzay @ ARSI

mative maﬂmﬂjaaﬂmﬂmwsmmaﬂlﬂmmwmm (Inner-Directed Measurement Model) fa #uUs

o.l)
—~

alisla (Reliability) fe mmmmiammsmqﬂummmﬂmaﬂuaﬂmaw

D

=

U3NT 3. N15MaUaNIagnAn (Responsiveness) Aia n1sliuinisednaiula

'e

1mmsumml,lfdmm LUUINans Reflective maﬂﬂssuaaﬂmﬂmLLUiLLﬁJQIUEJm’JLLUsmmm (Outer-Directed
ent Model) A8 fuwUsuHsdsdnsnanadinusuinsda (Fnwisieazdenlaain wums Wiggna, 2553)
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3
fiauianuanansalunisuinisedaanin gnArlinedakaziulainlasuuinisia 5. mwrﬁ'ﬂmamﬁ
anA1 (Empathy) fie U3n1sednaldla 8o msgnAiegieassla mﬁmmmwmﬁﬁmﬁmqaLé‘ﬂmsa66 I
Tduuudians SERVQUAL lnensa (Gefen, 2002) IneuSuderniulmiusdalsiiiivsne (Parasuraman, StER )

o

INTILUSUNANSUSATANeRNNLAL 3 Useidudidey (Subramanian, et al, 2014) Ae 1. lafiwinauzae”vivg)lud
UjduiusnisuesenitaninauuedugnAmiuuuiduy 2. msusnishifiannudugdsssu (Tangi ‘

sruulin Insanimwindeussdusenevdiulvgiudswdunisuinisuuuuiusssy (ntangdb®s) 37 n1sve
medidnnsednd gnAtdesuInisawes Wn3denudn Tangibles Lﬂuaaﬁﬂﬁsﬂauéwﬁ@ﬁﬁmum’mﬁﬂa

(Loyalty) suus Tangible afieafudeyaveaiuledfiusing widiliaunsainnunmn@usnismedidnnsednd

P

(2002) @519wUUIN@RY WebQual Wwuwgdnu § 5 ssausenay Yoo & ntOl) WU SITEQUAL
155u5u09gnA vauzdl

19Tnenss 1wy Loiacono, et al (2000) @319uuUud1a83 WebQual 3 1°1J0 38

N1S3AAUNIWNISUSNISNWBIaNNsatnd @

v a

pufanelaluuinismedidnnselingd fe ﬂ’]iﬁ%ﬁ’]ﬂi%Lﬁmmzmﬂﬁuvﬂmﬂ’]‘wmi‘U%ﬂ’ﬁ‘VlN@L?ﬁﬂ‘ﬂi@ﬁﬂﬁ
H1umaaLaiiaw (Santos, 2003) WUUIIABIAN iu%ﬁmq&ﬁﬂmaﬁﬂéﬁﬁﬁzy fio E-S-QUAL (Parasuraman,
et al, 2005) Wau1u191NkUUIIaes SERVGRAL (Parasuraman, et al, 1985) Yagdumidvddidnnsednd
yATauLar AL ARty ms"’g’mm;@%\\\ﬁmimaaLﬁﬂmaﬁﬂﬁﬁaqmmzamﬁw%wmsu’%miﬁmﬁwlﬂ
undedrulngdedeivnuudians SE(Lee & Lin, 2005) 194 Zeithaml (2000) U5u SERVQUAL Twil

7 29AUs¥NOU Zeithaml, et al. (2092) wag Parasuraman, et al. (2005) USukuuid1aes SERVQUAL u

E-S-QUAL @9fa E-Service Uszipmuilalaegusulvitiosausenauneinumalulad wuuinasewed Zeithaml, et al

(2002) § 5 2eAUsENOU fiD ﬂ

Aanudglunisldnunsenn 191U (Ease of Use or Usability) aududiudv/anuduteyadiuyang

Nldunazilonuesarsaume (Information Availability and Content)

N
(Privacy/Security) g‘ULL‘Wﬂ (Graphic Style) warAudesiu/nsnevauesai g (Reliability/
Fulfillment) Imam 1snevauesaitiming WussiuszneuddnaadiiinansenudeganIwnTuINg
nedLannsedng ( barger & Gilly 2003) WuUUI1809U89 Parasuraman, et al. (2005) Usulvll 7 asAUszneu

< I3 Y a a g a ¢ I3 a a a . v

Wusnusgnoul AMNINAITUINITNNBLENNTOUNE 4 BepUsznaune Uszansnin (Efficiency) auwsou

YDITLUU (Sys vailability) nisnevauewiawdvune (Fulfillment) AnuUasndevesdoya (Privacy) way
7 N

“Naefiy) szuvussainguszadlunisuinsgnanldundesioda Taaindtaunsaliuinisgninlaniudesnisedessinsy
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Y a

N15IAAMAIMUINITMAINITVIY 3 BaAUTENBURD N13MBUAUBINAN (Responsiveness) NTYALYELLIDNALAENE
(Compensation) N15#nse (Contact) M&INI5V1E WA Subramanian, at el (2014) fAnualinuN ’]j
a « a ca '3 & e’d’{ . . a 1 i f
awinnIalnadl 2 asAUsznauAe Uszaunisaae (Purchasing Experience) Uazn13nnnavasgnai Wu

Control) vaug# Gwo-Guang Lee, Hsiu-Fen Lin (2005) Anunssadsznaull 5 esAdsznouns y.a U

Aulad (Website Design) aanuidiesiu (Reliability) nismouvaussseitmne (Responsiveness) 2 Tul@sla
(Trust) andudiudyanududoyadiuyana (Personalization) @

Yagtuwuuinaes E-Service dluldlunanaaunvisduan nsdedum miﬁuu,as Fedlngy
feuinesdusznounisuinsuuuiinuazvesuledunsiuiy 1wy Dabholkar (1996) TngaunTRNITUTNITNI

a & a v = Y < sl 13 9 °
@Laﬂ‘ﬂi@uﬂ?ﬁ@ﬁ]Luua@‘Uﬂ']llLﬂEJ'Jﬂ‘UﬂWi@E’]ﬂLL‘U‘UL’JUI‘UW@J 7 93AUTENaU Yoo & Dont WEUILLUUINABDN

SITEQUAL & 4 esrusznau Janmninnisuinisveniules Cox & Dale (200
JausnsaUaneaulall Lociacono, et al. (2002) Walukuusnass WEBQUA
1 12 o3AUsznoU Wolfinbarger & Gilly (2002) Wauhuudnass COMQ
yeamsdeduioaulal wuusiasses Sohn & Tadisina (2008) ’S’QU%miﬂ

Hudu (\
NSOUIUIANDYYINIAzAUURAFIU

aad a = YV vaa = 1 Y @ . .
ngufesuieanuiianelavesgnilafce mwgmﬂuaﬂummmmmﬂ (Expectation Confirmation
Theory) fi@ mmﬁawdwaﬂqﬂﬁwLﬁmmwﬁqmnﬂﬁmﬁm’%mi lngiSeuiguaunmaLAISaUINST

AN TNAT 11 9AUsENaU

Igsuufianandals (Kristensen, et al,, 1999) aufiswBlave Qﬂﬁﬁﬁluﬂﬁﬂﬁwé’aﬁﬁzhalﬁaﬂﬁmﬂizaummﬁwL%ﬂ
IuizstsmLLazLﬂuLﬂéaqﬁanzLﬁuﬁﬁdwqﬂﬁwﬁmmiﬁamwq?iﬂﬂ (Zeithaml & Bitner, 2003). AUNanala
YosgnATILansuunIIingnalnduazlddude auﬁﬁ@gﬁ@mmw dounnsesuazdeieussulas (Michel, Bowen
& Johnston, 2009) AuiisnelavesgnAdfbpendeanssougnsdukasinlsvesuieniussezeny (Williams &
Naumann, 2011) WinAuAna (Chenet, m O’Sullivan, 2010) LLaz;ﬂaﬂ'ﬂmqmammmaw?ﬁw (Kanning
& Bergmann, 2009)

ﬁﬁﬂmmmﬁqwa‘lwaaaﬂﬁwEaﬁiammé’mﬂ’ua‘ﬁwiw@zun1wmiu%ﬂmt,azmmﬁqwa1a RLPRFRTRTRIE

luu3n13veegnAIAe HAIINNTTYA

FUAILATUTNTT ANNINNITUTNISAD N15UTEdiuN1TUSNITNImunlunis
daupUAuAIMIaUINIT Na1LeN

&

’Luﬂmmwwé’qumm wmuuad uignA1e1vlilafanelagemulusiefie wilinnuduiusidauinsening
aﬁumwmiﬁmma (olaviavun usio1afiusesdusznovresnanimnisusmsiuladululufiansdsnan

(Kuo, et al., 2009{(C Vet al,, 2009) NMSANWIUITLUUIIADILALLUUABUNNNYDY Subramanian, et al. (2014)

ANAITUINISEANANTUS IFsuInduauianelavesgndn winuaIw

NsUSNIsNImunenalllavy uianelavesgnAniivsegaiied (Bauer. et al, 2006) fia asdAnse1aliuInIg

A v =3 % a a & a ¢ . a I3 a s &
e inAnuilaneiusgnAluusnisnediannsedind (E-Service) § 2 sadUsznaude Uszaunisalnisdouaznis
AnsiaveIgnad JUTMIUUULAL (Service) il 2 a3dUszNauAe AUTRTULAZNTNOUALDINBENAT FalUs

1579970 4 99AUITNOUIDINITUINISUULLRNAzuUUBIaNVsednddnedu dvusduanufigiud 1
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n1sAnuIAwWuwala
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v v ¢ 5 a

AUUATINN 1 (H,) Aamn1suinmsiianuduiusniesadsuiniuanuiisnelaluuinis
anuAgIuil 2 (H,) Aunmn1susnMsuuuBidnnsedndinnuduiusnamsadeuiniuanuiiong g

)

e 1
Purchase Experience %
k J
E-Service quality
: : Qo
Customer control
k J
e 1
Reliability
k J

Service quality

e 1
Responsiveness
k ’ R

Al 1 uuudiaesudsudsdduiiae ashunsu
58ANL 2
Jszyansia:naunoogng Q(O\

aetadinvesulsziuLazIa Tl nunAn a1 T iauustd Ysewnsie ¥dwmiaunusii

Tugataan 1 Weuwiinisdmaiutoya $1u7 é’f’gadgﬁwmzamﬁumﬂ%’aﬁﬁmﬁmeﬁmﬁ’awsﬂaiﬁﬁmu
281908 5-10 Winvesnwilin (Hair, et al. (2010)e15ANNTLULEDUAIN 13 98 INUIUFIDY1TUAITIAIT

o

JUsgunal 130 AegIe Lwil,ﬁamﬁaiwmu@ guassAlun1sAuIMA1aTAAN9 ) (Henseler et al, 2016)°
3914 400 @T’aaehﬂmmdwzﬂ’mwﬁumﬁ T435dufeg1auvuIzananIeiusvaunsallunsteduan

aaulay

nvudaounu b

m'iﬁﬂmﬁi%’uwaan Subramanian, et al. (2014) fauUsursdl 5 fite (1) Uszaunisaldedudn
(2) n1sAnsiaYDINAT 'r. Wodevesnisuins (@) N13MBUAUBIGNAT (5) ANNTINDTIIVDIINAT FIUUTUES
Sifuiiaesiio aunRGISSeAseBiannsedind adrsanduusisil (1) uaz (2) wazAmAMANTUINS (Service
Quality) a%ﬁamn@ % (3) waz (@)

Nly PLS-SEM rausdafvatsusenisiileiisuiu CB-SEM wu 19sagrsvuindniaznisnszaglisiludos

N3E1UIUFMBE19UUIALANNTANYIAUNTas LU S uLUld winan1sAnwlaeialianatn S1uusietig
2y lheIU1INITNAABUNNEDR (Statistical Power) 7fin7n
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dsnnavaavliounanuvaou

= 2 vaca ¢ 1% o W v A | a & A
nsAnwUlEITIATIE aunisiassaawuuidsaetesigauisdtu Iyauszasdiioussanoe
senIngudenluannislasaasne (Structural Model) Usenausiy wnileaunislaseasie (Construct Mod

FanUsuaaianuduiusBaduiumnusdunals (Wuns Asey na, 2553) f19970 CB-SEM
nsUszanansmkUsdunaliudlifidoyadulsogass luwuudnass PLS-SEM nsUseunaifdii s
pUszdiulaf1Angneenun Yuegiunisussanamluiuudnges Inner wie Outer (Lee, elal,

1dAziuuresfuUsusunazAIAIuIA1dnSNa (Path Analysis) wm"mﬁ 70 UB
N1573AT 19U A1AIR (Regression Constants) GuaﬂéhLLUsé’ammlﬁLLawTaLmi

NTIUIAUNINYBUUUTIDILATIAT AL UUUTIADINTTIA

WUUT189907197A NA1TUIAINAMNABIRTY (Validity) LLasmm (Reliability) A1t 9nsed
2 ¥ipAe AMNLBIRTITLULaU (Convergent Validity) ’°meéhamﬁwmding) NRo1nnI1 0.5 dded1Amy

[

NNANALATAIUNBINTUTITUN (Discriminant Validity) Taa1n¢ Nandunusseniteiuusuesdaininin

i?ﬂﬁlaawm AVE (Fornell & larcker, 1981) mmﬁaﬁalé’i’mﬁ

M15197 1: inauaidanuudiaes Outer waaamﬁm (Measurement Model)

~bach Alpha wag Composite Reliability

7R89U1INN31 0.70 F9mI5197 1

nsan astidn @ Infuri
Q
Construct Reliability Cronbach ALphaC@ >0.70 Hair, et al. (2010)
N
Dijkstra- Henmo (py >0.70 Henseler, Hubona & Ray (2016)

Joresko@p >0.70 Henseler, Hubona & Ray (2016)

Co site Reliability @® Anudesiy >0.70 Bagozzi & Yi (1988) uay

139 U Hair, et al. (2010)

r Reliability #ie Audesiuves | >0.70 Hulland, (1999) wag Chin

s&unale Wurianuwususiues | (1998)
wUsdanalalaeiauUswela

= A A v
LLﬁ@Nﬂ\Wn’]llLGUE)QQVL@'SUENLLUUﬁaUﬂ']lI
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A151990 1: e iAkUUIIaY Outer MsBLUUINaBINTSIA (Measurement Model) (si8)

n1sIA 3l9R Incuri f g

Convergent Validity Average Variance Extracted AaAeves | >0.50 Fornell & Larcker (198
mmuﬂsﬂs’auﬁgﬂaﬁmlﬁ Hair, et al., (2010)
auisnsadaniiou fie aruiiewss | > 0.5 Bacozzi & Vi, (1988)
Y03319 5 P owan T TR Hair et. al. (2010) %
a111503n Construct wngafula ((X
Discriminant Validity AMILTIEIRT LML TORNAT AL AY Fornell & Larcke 981) L@usl (AVE)

Construct T9R53980UANUNLIRNTUTS | VBILAaL SUINNINENTUNUS

SUANA|

Fwun nelginae Fornell & Larcker

ey Heterotrait-Monotrait Ratio of
Correlations (HTMT)

& Sarstedt (2015)
LS ' H 79 Discriminant Validity
2949 Fornell & Larcker

po)
)
)
§n

flun: U3uU5991n Henseler et al (2009), Wong, KKK. (2013) ua S

2%
LUUT1A8lATIAT1NITUIAMAIMNAINAT Loading waz p-value, R® way f fe A1dmdnddeddny
A15NITUIAN R? Hair, et al., (2010) 1@ua31 mi’;fw fans wuar R 1y 3 sedu Ae 0.25 Wuseau

gau (Weak) 0.50 wuszsunals (Moderate) wag 0.75 g;lusmuqﬂ (Substantial) wazA1 2 @3 Cohen (1992)

er et al (2016)

g1adislu wup3 A3ewna (2558) swuindn £ =R Aeokffect size 1 wanvinegadivuiadniililiaiunse
ATIINUBNSNaveIUfAuTuSlE 01 = 0.15 Fa Effect size TA1U1unane wansddagrslvuintuguiunans
genansianudninavesUfduiusla uwaldn T8 0.35 Ao Effect size g¢ wanidrdregraflvuinlugaunse

ATIINUBNSNavesUAuNuslaA é‘fw

nsAnwiiszananalnelalsunsuy ADANCO (Henseler & Dijkstra, 2015) wandnasisanlusunsuaudis
Ao Anudedield (Reliability) "
Fuly (Henseler, et al., 2016/ %agtmiaunn Composite Reliability seiuindu Sum Score ladla Construct
Score Taglanizan Cronha wafilevinliranudedoldsiiniiriese asivuadusianudedold

ﬂ mﬁ?‘iaaﬂ’u (Discriminant Validity) U1tauaf1 The Heterotrait-Monotrait Ratio of

9 Dijkstra-Henseler’s rho (p,) wag Joreskog’s rho (p.) #eedan 0.7

%um (Lower Boundar

Correlations (HTM Henseler, et al. (2016) ImaumuaammuaLLavuu‘amﬂm (Henseler, et al., 2016)
‘L!

LLavmluﬂJluIUiLL A ﬂﬁﬂmﬂ"IWﬂJ’eNLL‘U‘U%’]@’ENI@EJS’J@J L‘WE]‘LJS”LNULLUULL&%’JWWNQJ@@JWJ‘UEJ\‘ILL‘U‘U“\]']aE’N (Saturate
Model)* faeg (Standard Root Mean Square Residual) 1 SRMR < 95% Bootstrap Quantile
(HI95 of SR (Geodesic Dlscrepancy) G d; < 95% Bootstrap Quantile (HI95 of d;) wag d, s (Unweighted
Least S |screpancy) o diys < 95% Bootstrap Quantile (HI95 of d.)

7 N

4 wusaeslasadeiidesusiAmananduniug (Correlated Free) (Henseler, Hubona & Ray, 2016)
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A15199 2: LNAUIIIALUUIIABY Inner %38 Structural Model

AU Arasu1g INfu7i
Coefficient of determination Chin (1998) AMuuAli 0.19 3
R? 0.33 YUINNAN WA 0.67 YU

0.50 vuIMNaNa 0.75 LR

Effect size, f* AMNANTENUTENINF AL UTUE Cohen (1988) ﬁw@&pz Taum

\@an, 0.15 fvuganane wag 0.35

YUY

Path coefficient ANANUTEAVSIEAUN ToANANITENY 08 LAY p-value Hair,

PNIATIVBINTITIATITILAUN

#lan: UUU5991n Henseler et al (2016)

nasaswmonuslasvasednnunaoy Q

Asas1awUsuelaasuiaastuluyinla 2 35 (uuns A

=

2559) fia 35 Repeated-Indicator Approach

wagds Build-up Approach n1sAnwnilldis Build-up Apffroady lasdiasigidauesanauil 1 neuualiingiuu
» Y

{938 (Factor Score %38 Construct Score) MLﬂuﬁ’J’JLLUiLLNQﬁWﬁUﬁam WUlTunUeyn13® Repeated-

Product Approach finuindauusunsdu q Mideuloais slassadreduiiaeslifidedfey (Frazier, et al.
2014) Q

Q
WaNISFANUI (\

HANSANYIINTBYE 400 G‘]’p ‘U’:h Jundgedesaz 75 udfiengsening 20-39 U Seway 70
Judfianunmausa lan Sosaz 62.2% 75 Wugiswldiue 1.5 vliuumiuld Yssanudevay 61.75
NRERI RIS TARERTAIY) @

@mmwmamuuﬁﬂau MINSUTEEULUUTIAB LA NITINAIAINBNAIAIEAIADRRAINAT WUT

719 SRMR, d, wag dUL 9181 95% Bootstrap Quantile ¥BINULBY MUNAIUIUUTIABILANAING

[

WUUT1ARIENNT0 TN R@aLAR Fann51971 3
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A15197 3 AN MLUUTIaadlagTIY

G

Goodness of Model Fit (Saturated Model) Goodness of Model Fit (Estimated @\
AN A/
Value HIg5 Hi9g Value HIg5 %43\\
SRMR 0.0930 0.4459 0.6612 0.0977 0.7593 @\\{%
dys 1.3233 30.4235 66.8809 1.4595 88.2116 @ BR
dg 383.9827 885.3385 894.1546 386.2097 883.31 $)2.3232

LUUT1889N15I0 TITUIVAUAINAINANUTEINTATIVTOU ALY
1IR30 ANUNRUNIITIABININNTT 0.5 Ap JA1Raws 0.8248 019 0.9619 AN

LAN9INNATIRHANNNEIRTUTUNTWNTIE AVE URefIuUTUNan NN

AU AVE LagandunussenIeenUskEela1anna151nae e
Tums199 4 luTanuiieanss 3 Afe andunussening E-Servi

'

20737 D25 AINULNENR ST IUN
N 4 way HTMT @15199 5

2k}
ua

mmﬁjaﬁa”l,é’ﬁuaa

Wil 0.6757 94 0.9258

v Purchasing Experience

Ao

way E-Service Quality AU Reliability Wag Responsiveness s wymd'mﬂﬂaawm AVE wazrlumisneit 6

A1 HTMT 4A111nn31 1 9797U 9 fAe 99U 2 A7 9INaREUL| Satisfaction iU Service Quality uag

Reliability $1u7U 4 ANNE@NFUNUSI8Y E-Service Qua[it vice Quality, Purchasing Experience,
Customer Control, tag Reliability 971uU 2 A1 NZARANUEIDY Service Quality AU Reliability Wag

Responsiveness Lazdnuiu 1 A1 PNANFUNUGVD F& gility ke Responsiveness

auieieldindie Cronbach Alpha, DijkstralHenseler’s rho (p,) wa Joreskog’s rho (p.) ﬁnﬂﬁﬂ
fioaunnnin 0.7 Tag Cronbach Alpha flAseuning 09126 (Reliability) §4 0.9199 (Customer Control),
'aobitity) 89 0.9199 (Customer Control) uag Joreskog’s
rho (p.) HA13zIng 0.8737 (ReLiability)N (Customer Control)

Dijkstra-Henseler’s rho (p,) #5219 0.7139
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15199 4: AUNUBIRTTIALATUINTINAIULNLINTILATANNLTBD B be

©)

Dijkstra-

7

Loading AVE Henseler’s Jt:rr‘isl((og’s
tho (pa) oo
Usvaunsain1sdedudn (Purchasing Experience) 0.8269 0.8969
1. MSkuztAUA 0.9185
2. maSeuiisudeyaduamiiuiuadnesulad | 0.9010
3. NIAUMTRYATUAT 0.9084
N13AnAaYasgNA1 (Customer Control) 0.9258
1. gnAdnsaguduInislaing 0.9625
2. gnéndimwazanlunsiidesieasou 0.9619
aatdialiovasnisu3nis (Reliability) 0.77((8 0.7239 0.8737 0.7126
1. ANugNABeweINIsTuiingen1saua 0.8999 <Y§
2. anudasanglunisvigsnssy 0.8613 % .
Q)
3. AuArdauAsunIu 0.9101
AIUNTNDUEUDY (Responsiveness) m 0.8145 0.8881 0.9294 0.8857
1. N1INBUANBIFABAIINABINITVRIGNAN 0.9889
2. mMsuAlataRanan (Q%O?%%
auitanalavasgndn (Satisfaction) (\\ 0.6757 | 07887 | 08615 | 0.7639
1. anusaasalunsdngs @ 0.7490
2. ﬁmuﬂaﬁﬁmmrﬁmﬂ & N 0.8865
3. ANAMNYDIFUAT @ 0.8248
E-Service Quality O> 0.8730 0.8547 0.9322 0.8546
Purchasing Experi%@ 0.9353
Customer Contrg(f\ 0.9334
Service Quat@ 0.8915 0.8808 0.9426 0.8784
Reliability @ 0.9477
Res @ S 0.9407
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A1579# 5: Discriminant Validity: Fornell-Larcker Criterion

. . E-Service Service Purchasing | Customer o
Construct Satisfaction . . . Reliability Respojsiveiies
Quality Quality Experience Control
Satisfaction 0.6757 </>
= O
E-Service Quality 0.4852 0.8730 %
Service Quality 0.6730 0.7310 0.8915
P O
Purchasing 0.4529 0.8771 0.6117 0.8269 (\
Experi -
xperience
P ® V>
Customer 0.3952 0.8713 0.6679 0.5602 0.9250f%
Control ﬁ
Reliability 0.5936 0.6044 0.8193 0.4854 0-$}\k/.7758
Responsiveness 0.6007 0.7040 0.9507 0.5961 Nl Q 0.6269 0.8145

\Y ~N

A15199 6: Discriminant Validity: Discriminant Validity: Hetw onotrait Ratio of Correlations (HTMT)

©
. . E-Service Service @M Customer L .
Construct Satisfaction Quality Quality erience Control Reliability Responsiveness
/"EKP
Satisfaction \E @
E-Service 0.8861 QQ
Quiality
Service Quality 1.0128 1.0174
Purchasing 0.8451 1.0@\ 0.9128
Experience \
Customer 0.7873 @ 0.9374 0.8571
Control @@\
Reliability 1. (m\Jl.OZ% 1.1810 0.9244 0.9590
Responsiveness . S 0.9971 1.1357 0.8999 0.9114 1.0386

3
S

01SaISUSHISSSNY




Purchase
BoRz__J<— Experience

R%*=0.877

[ compLt | 0.969 Cust(im:ar

0.962 SOI’] ro

R?=0.871

Zz‘;f Reliability

: R*=0.819

[T T G

0920 Responsiveness

1
[_eseont_} 0.865 R? = 0.951

ANAINLUUT184LATIATIININTUIIN FUIAkAE AN

waz £ NN 2 wagnseil 7 Ao Teyaldediu TATIERENS: y
% & ' = ' o A1 | = o = % S0 %

5 LduUNeue 0.8358 9 0.9750 wazan f* daA1aae 0.5747 & 4 dudrgann & 1 duneiiAdimv

Wuavlufiveddgy a1 £ wiidu 0.00030 Ae LduN1e E-Servi ERua &) — Satisfaction laggoNsUALLATIUL

AMAINAITUINNT (Service Quality) daruduiusnisun
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\
0.937***
E-Service
Quality
0.933***

D -0.018

Satisfaction

A 0.836**

0.905***
Service
Quality
0.975***
/

a P o v a
2NN 2: 1ASIES AR UNEDY @

INSEUINGAILUSHES AEDe R

o o

ATMIIU VUM AU mtingaiasidude

° @

£

AuanelaluuiniswasUiasauufigiuin

N
a a a ¢ . . = m‘ 1Y) = a
AMNINNITUSMIMNeBIaNTTelind (E-Service Quality) dabudRussulnlngnsatuauiisnalaluuinig

o

A15190 7: AINANTTNU

/o
Effect @ta Total Effect p-value (2-sided) Cohen’s
N
E-Service Quality — Satisfaction m—0.0180 -0.0180 0.7888 0.0003
E-Service Quality — Purchasing Ex@ 0.9365 0.9365 0.0000 7.1382
E-Service Quality — Custome ntrol 0.9334 0.9334 0.0000 6.7681
72N
Service Quality — Satisfac}io\&) 0.8358 0.8358 0.0000 0.5747
Service Quality — Reliabivit O 0.9051 0.9051 0.0000 4.5332
Service Quality e @ eness 0.9750 0.9750 0.0000 19.2834

@@@
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onuUsiouwa

N1TIATIENAUUTUEIFIRUN 1 AradfnunInveskuudaslag iy ﬁmwfﬁwaaqmiﬂimx (‘ N

TMAIAUBNAY ANEDAYIIAINAT SRMR, d, WAz d,. HAMINNIIAT 95% Bootstrap Quantile afEuL

nueANd Teyalianuisaesuisuuudassliasudiu Fensatudiudunisinsieiluddui 2
WUUTIa09lngTINIIERHiA A NG

18 UU1899N17TV0 A USRI 1AUNNTS TA1uTeInTuTamilou (Converge O
Wigemsaaednuun (Discriminant Validity) wayaiudeiele LLGﬂUﬂ’]ﬁLﬂi’]%ﬁﬁﬂﬁUﬂﬁ Ineusiveg
ervic

Fornell-Larcker duilanduiusues E-Service Quality U Purchasing Experience ug Quality Ay

'
o o a

Reliability wag Responsiveness figiniuinsgiuidntes dedunnfie daudeiiud S1Wiuiides weniu

LLUUﬁi”]aaqmﬁmsﬂaaéhLLUiLLmé’ﬁUﬁaaaﬁmmLﬁmmmam%ﬂumﬁauﬁ’ )
A

ANUAINNTNVDILATRINDAD AYRUIYINUINTINVDILATIAS19UNY (Construct) HGNIDUABILYNVINIINAU

NUATHTIIWUNAD

Fennsanlaesedudviinvsedediniy (items) AussAudiuusuels Tuseiug PP 09011AUALITBIUAL T
MuUsudspziuudodldduiusiuinn (uun3 Wsezna, 2553) LwimiﬁﬂmmaLLUﬁLLmizﬁuﬁ 2 FIALUUY

'
=

A519U1NAUTHEITEAUNNLY D901 DRENFURUSAINAI LS (\

n1sUfiasanaigiudl E-Service Quality Haduduiugy rensatuauianetaluuinig e1alila

PHA8LUUINapIEuslag Subramanian,

et al. (2014) waziinan1sfnwiveusuluauufigiunsansiy jce Quality a31991nAUUIHHIERUNNIS

wneAnudl Msuntsnedidnnsedndlufinaseniuiianelalees

@09A2A0 Purchasing Experience Way Customer Contrd il ’J’lmﬁ?j'aaalﬁﬁau*‘i’quuwi Customer Control
9198aliiliuansis E-Service Quality 2819411939 Ui ™Y Service Recovery nison1suitaymilvigndn wie
n135eu3uaINgnAT (Customer Complaints) lildamatnnisuinisniediannsedind (E-Service Quality)
Tamss Fedupufianelaillduinsduanufi alﬂﬁgé?amiLLﬁ’ﬁzwalﬁQﬂé"lmﬂmﬁmmﬁqwdmaﬂmmw
nsuinsmedidnusedndlagnss defunisfparidianeladenmnimnisuiniamidinnsedind vion1stn
ANNIMNITUSNIMSBLEnnIeiind Aasly SerrununImnsuInTeBidnnsedindlaenssazinin 1y

nsnevaussralluslaraNUBedLLEUfillment/Reliability) nseenuuutiules (Website Design) N15U3ANS

ane (Customer Service) mmﬂaa

yadiuyAna (Security/Privacy) (Wolfinbarger & Gilly, 2003)

¥84 Customer Co aflo 1. gnAndiasieduduInsladie 2. gnAfianuazainiunisvinsesfessy

< Vo b7 N v a ! & a ! = d‘l 1% = G A ¥ a £4

1 dululaglprivyduiianisiaeauduinisienisasainlusesioasoutume Jussavdamiludu
QNN

LATUSNISAD &

KIRY)

nsfesssuivIeddvinzuuusiuilgmielianuienelaluuinisudainisve luyundu

aNANUIRAgEE aensvede gnudymluduiuazuinig Jonadianufianelalududuazuinisen Javinlv

Customtro fauduiusitsauiuauianelaluduauazuinig ldaisihesadsznoumatianisuitdgm
Ingsrmaiiasdnnnuiianalalududiuazuinis winisinanuisnelalunisuddymivgndd

01sa1sUSHIsssNY



JA 40 adun 153 UNSIAU - TUIAU 2560

voldauoalu:

Y] a a & a ¢ . . Yo «:1' = o A o ‘
mﬁﬂﬂmm‘wmimmivmmaﬂmaum (E-Service Quatlty) ﬂ’J{[fZW]’JLL‘UTV]LL?WNiNﬂ'ﬁ'JWLﬂ (
9

PE19UTR3 LU AUNISAN®IYBY Wolfinbarger & Gilly (2003) Jagdudemsidelaugdlugadvn

AMuUAAMAINNITUINITNIBLEannsetind &1 Subramanian, et al. (2014) ﬁw&f’gl,miﬂisaumsaj

N15U3N15MAINI5AEnTaN1sAnegnA (Customer Control) wndudiuusivuanuainnisygaas

Lildmuneaaudn ‘U%ﬂ'1s‘mé’qmimaﬁﬂﬁmmﬁawﬂﬂuﬁuﬁwLLaw%mia@aa
ninuadussduszneununinnisuinismediannsetinduasliasinaudii

msiinsfnudadefmuanuninnisuinisnididnzainatesssinalnglugsionig g szlady

MUUADIIUANANTY LYY iuqﬁﬁ%mmﬂammwmméa
6 a
e Bl

91908139 ﬂzum‘wmsu%mimq%LﬁﬂmaﬁﬂﬁmaawﬁﬂmaﬁﬂeﬂuﬂizmvﬂwlezJ'mﬁmummﬁﬂizﬂaU

¥55A9N1SVoUAET WudY 91nnISANYIT

q

AINLUUTI809UDY Subramanian, et al. (2014) w3 nldesAusznautesnalfaiimaianisundym

TignAundaudig JsaasAnundadeimuaquamnisuigislundazanuluuszimalnelidaou udogaelsin
nsfnwludaussmadilidannsoaguladaig Tudreoz@nwn (Ladhari, 2010)
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