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Average inter-item corr—-AlIC,
Average corrected item-total
corr—ACITC), Data cleaning
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unengaged response, outlier), @7
LULANAITHIGTIA Model A,
Model B, MIMIC (model C)

3| MRA,CB-SEM (n3eil CB-SEM

Data analysis process

A1sItAsIzidaya
PLS-SEM, Path Analysis,
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Missing data replacement
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aayR NVoya uNnagly Excel sheet Hanainoflfidoya (case) noaninon s (item)
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Mean substitution gmu‘mjEm’smgﬁymﬂmﬂmmaﬂmauamm?ﬂﬁmauauu
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|
Mean of the neighboring cases/items mmaﬂmauamﬂvﬂﬁmammﬂsﬁ’ngﬁm%wﬁu’n (182) H3921NVIYA
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Gllfi)\‘iﬂ?!!‘ljﬁsllkcllﬂﬂx‘l"lﬂﬂ‘l’ﬁ@61!?]161]@\1 construct 1REINY (ﬂ@ﬁﬁ»l‘t!) ‘%1ﬂﬂlﬂuﬂﬂlﬂﬂmﬁﬂl@3~lﬁ

Hot Deck imputation ‘Iﬁ'@ Similar Case Imputation ﬂaﬂgumg’ﬂﬁmayaﬂmu 9 ﬂu@maﬂymma
Uszinsmdeunuiugnlunoudeiiundilidenavesdiimmundeyanliney (A1 deck naneds
1in519125 (punch card) MFluszuvilszanananeuiiame sadaneu Iaaszmumiasz;luiimieu
Unshatymdeyagaraviserniln@ 131 hot risned e ifagiine

Listwise deletion sl #voyalansy

. . A Ay ) A Yy Y A qyw v
Casewise deletion ADNNVBYAINNIZINYNS (item) ﬂuluﬂﬂﬂmﬂﬁéblﬂsll@ﬂﬁ Gllf.’)ﬁqsgﬁimlﬂ'lﬁi’)‘l«ﬂ‘l’iﬁﬂ‘leﬂ!@fh
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Unengaged respondent/careless respondent

Unengaged respondent Ao 1#vayaii 18933 neultiase q 1i anvazmeasve oy
1. MaeAN 9 15U 3,3,3,3,...130 4,4,4,4,... ®30 5,5,5,5,.... 138071 straight-lining
0 = Y = . .
2. mﬂa‘uugﬂ!mu w4 1,2,3,4,5,1,2,3.4,5... 138N alternative pattern
(~1 (~1 (= 1 d' < ] (~1 = w < =
3. aeusasnanunnaIsazily unlsoznewasadszana 5 uh nauaSaluna 1 -2 i

4. ﬂ”lﬂﬂ‘]ﬂllﬁ’ﬂﬂﬂai’)ﬂﬂu 1Y ﬂ’J“Ii’Jﬂ!ﬁi’)Qﬂ’J13JWQW@1‘iﬂHQ”IH msmaanu‘lmwmn sub-domain
‘I"iﬁﬁ)sllﬂfl13ﬁ’lﬂﬂ1ﬂ 9 AUAITADUUHIMBALINUNAUADVVANH 151 1. ﬂummmmn 2. ‘i’luﬂx‘lﬂﬂ%
N NAUADUVANH

5. Case SD gau1nH30M 13N
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3%6153%!&@3!&%1?&31&1 Unengaged respondent/careless respondent

1. AUIUKIA Case mean, Case SD tlas Case CV
SD taaImIunsveIRInoUvaIK] oy (case) 91SD = 0 uamiﬁjﬂﬁ%a&ammmu
straight lining/flatliner 91 SD gunauaanlnveyanaunlzilzunasiniluniinnubniu
lumsermmonmaznoumoy (38031 random response HAIHBININAIFIVOI SD ABA
21 UM 13199]% CV unu Taai CV = % INUNAD (Lovie, 2005)

CV < 0.10 H899 SD 413010

0.10 < CV < 0.20 131803 SD gawea

0.20 < CV < 0.30 ¥aneda SD ganaeoniula

CV > 0.30 111899 SD gaan
2. neoEsia case i3l CV mmnmammﬂm‘lﬂ Tﬂﬂ“lﬁﬂﬂmmaﬁmmiﬂﬁunﬁummm
wmmaawm IHNZE N ﬂ’emsm?‘mmmmauﬂsuaﬂﬁmamuﬂqyg (sign) HUH1AA
vosFulszanEasunamt (size) 1Az NN SNTHE AN TINNITIUNTTN (significant)
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A v )
’Jﬁﬂﬁ’J%ﬁ@U!!ﬁ%!!ﬂﬂﬂl‘l"n outlier

ST

Outlier ﬂamauaﬂummmammﬂ ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ@ﬂ‘lﬂ& 99% confident interval ¥391®n whisker Y93 Box plot
Iﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ‘%ulﬂuﬂlﬂuaﬁﬂﬂﬂ single-valued variable !‘U‘H ‘518‘19] 518]"1'!18] mmumaﬂmﬂmnmmumiﬁumu
!3’(’)\‘1 (call center) ammaumammu !‘]ﬂ! ROA ’Jﬁﬂﬁ?fﬂﬁ’t’)ﬂﬂ\ﬂﬂ‘nﬁﬂﬂ@ﬂ@ ﬁlﬂl@%lﬁﬂﬂﬂllﬂ"l |Z| > 3.5
(ﬂ@ 7> 3.5 Y30 Z <-3. 5) iﬂm’l Z 79 Z-score uaﬂmnumu Leverage, Cook’s distance, Mahalanobis
distance, DFFits (mms ‘W‘iﬂ%i}ﬁ, 2544) ’Jﬁ!!ﬂ‘ﬂﬁy‘lﬂ outlier Nﬁﬁﬂﬂ?lfﬁ ’Jiﬁ‘ﬂ!‘iﬂﬂ’ﬂ Robust method !‘W‘ﬂ%"lﬂi
gnN3zNUINAT outlier il

1) Winzerizing !!Zluﬁﬁh outlier MeMlna 9 (nearest non-outlier value)

2) AAA1 outlier N4 (Trimming)

3) 1% median #M1 mean 1% IQR U SD
X—Median

4) IQR normalization (W = IQR )
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MRA model

Tourist Satisfaction: TS

Perceived Value: PV »| Destination Loyalty: LY |[€—— U

Destination Image: IMG

Y . . . A 1 v a E'4 S..Aa ' a Y < .
(UY Multiple Regression Analysis (MRA) aa1ndsoaszneailudaszaenu Jaslnaminlsazily single-
valued variable 916131158 52134 multi-valued variable /Composite variable azneanasmldily single-valued

. o o A 7 A A A
variable Jagi ldazuauilueea s visen 1ty 150 Z-score 11390 factor score

=
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Path model (PA)

Perceived Value: PV

Perceived Value: PV Tourist Satisfaction: TS

Destination Loyalty: LY
Destination Image: IMG yaty

Y

\ ¥
Destination Loyalty: LY

Tourist Satisfaction: TS Destination Image: IMG

L J

R A o

N Y Y Y a Y < a ' P4 a ' o
MRA model HUANAINIINADDETIA1EIUD Glli’)‘i”i‘lf!\‘iﬂi’)ﬂ?!!ﬂ‘iﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂﬂﬂ!ﬂui’)ﬁizﬂﬂﬂu ﬂﬂﬁJi’)ﬁl"i%ﬂi’)ﬂ‘M%%
a . . . o q ¥ a ¢ = a 's 'Y S A '
mmfl'mum multicollinearity ‘Vlﬂ?‘iNﬁﬂ”l‘i’J!ﬂ‘i"l%ﬁNﬂ ﬁ‘gﬂﬂ]‘iﬂﬂ‘isl"lwﬂ gmnﬂ@ﬂﬁ"lmmgﬂuamzama
d A Y v Ly v dd' ci Y o W c;’cs a < Y cgl
ﬁNyiﬂ!ﬂﬂﬂ@Nclﬂﬂ?!lﬂiiﬂﬁﬁ]ﬂ‘lr!"lﬂﬂ’m‘l’lqycg]‘l’l!ﬂﬂiﬁll@\‘] ﬂ1§ﬂﬁ$1’l1‘n\‘iu§]ﬁ!ﬂﬂ!ﬂu PA model MIUHU

A A = U W Y =~ | K4 Y R . .
ﬂ“IWGIJ’J“mﬂﬂi’)ﬂTW!ﬂEI’Jﬂ‘uﬂ‘Uﬂ”IW%18“6!!6]%915]11/‘!11’1!1]14 serial mediation model
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SEM model

Wondershare
EdrawMax

Destination
Image : IMG

Perceived Value:
PC

Servic Quality: Destination
SQ Loyalty: LY

d U A Y] A
011szaanaz1¥ multi-valued variable MuNATIAAN AIMVUNAD Structural Equation Model (SEM)
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a Y
ATUUAUNIUATNIIIIAIICHAIDD

] v d' ] (Y = ] Vv
L anasenTagszridnedandsusddly SEM tazanuioslasszriasanisly Path model Sanilaseaia
AUNIAN ‘nmmﬂmmmﬂi/ﬂ’Juﬂ‘sudmﬂnamumﬂmamn (structural equation/model) NRANM MU
MRA model mmutmmﬁummmn‘umummuﬂimﬂaﬂmwamﬂa (ﬂ’t) internal endogenous variable N

endogenous variable)

4' [*> [*D 4 [*¥4 9’Q.J w
2. 191W12]u SEM annsaneesz1i19a e an ua 33 aien 1aumsmsin (measurement equation/model)
a3y Simple Regression Model (SRA) $143 U@ MIWNAMMNUIIUIUAITIA

a d v v
3. MIINTIZHAWUY SEM a2 algorithm 13HiNeoun 1115241319 PLS (variance-based SEM) AMOS 130
a d Y 'y Y
LISREL (covariance-based SEM) #a2 Path model 151 PROCESS macro #an3tA312#i23inaz 13mmnu nsaln
] Y Y A Y d d v w d! d' A Y ] Y d d 'y}
waluasanulraenl¥senusalaminianveutiseazainly luaislsasen nuasyuny
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NS0ONUUUNISIVY

= | q(; [V v d Y a
1. Causality analysis 139 Causation 39gANNFNWHEMMTUMINITUIIIUNgBHUazHIUM S
A w Aa v a d a d a a Y
BuiiuINIENansIdel veaaluuIunais q uslszasasziigainniuadsduuSunnar aaun
Y0 TINNVD I MOWIdBAD “Does X affect Y27
2. Mediation analysis m‘mf>mwm‘lmmauﬂsmmmaﬂﬁwammuﬂﬁwaawmmﬂs ADINIU
swilsadaniols nJumimﬂﬂummuﬂsmwlamnfmﬂﬂamuﬂﬁmmﬂnumuﬂmaawai SACRIIE
ﬂunmau"lﬂmmﬂmﬁﬂ;]umménsaafhfmﬂ‘nqygﬂfn mmﬂummﬂvam‘lwmmnmiﬂg‘um HA DN
mnﬂqygﬂmgﬂum‘smmmmauu“!umnmawn A1914398A0 “How does X affect Y27
a A v Y w v d 2 W A A
3. Moderation analysis 1) §9fn¥1I1BNTNavR T dgauHANNARfIdEMaaNFIHRYN LB NT WE
v w d' A w d' A ] = | a v o d w v d' A w d' VY = ]
V097 MIAIN 3 130621 4 130 1N HIeUfauNusvesdnlsAIN 3 HiedN 4 nuamilsauraiinane
d' A A = A c; v a0 v} v é A ] ]
msifasunilasdnswanevinaves beta taziiamas (+,-) Nifadsaunaiinoifodenadnsnse lu 2) 3arn
Nau"lﬁu’nm“lﬂmamﬂﬂﬁummﬂ’JmJﬁnm‘ummwtm/ﬂamu"lmvm"lﬂﬂgm"lm1ﬂ'«i)«i)ﬂmmmuuwa%
Todewasnindaunlasdlodals imgﬁwumaaammm ol daufiamennuduiudlledg1dlsse
ZUHINZAN A9 1IDBND “When does X affect Y27
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v v
>4

4. Moderated mediation analysis ARRIBVUNNINIMIAUMAWsFoUSHIRZAUMISTADTIMINZ AN
vo il siidinuanuduiusszniedulsmandumeiaulodiszavla/mlavesdamlssinuiinald
aNBWANIINIIHIBONTWANIdONTA NIz aNTIga M IITend “How and when does X affect Y?”

5. Quadratic Effect ADAMDUNNIANEIN

U v v du v v da Y G T A 1 & Y Y ore
1) muﬂﬁmmqauwuﬁﬂnmmJﬁwaawmﬂmmmaumama‘lu ‘Vii@?“ﬂﬂl!‘ﬂﬂ!ﬂﬂiﬂﬂ (curvilinear)
—b

HUY Y = aX?2 + bX + ¢ auflunuudulaseziiganlasulasila (inaves X figanldeuldsho X=— Haan
dy 0) 2a
dx

2) Sufluanudiusidaduld waasmsinavesiaulsauvaiaudntiosaziinalvicauls
HAANERNAUTNIUIVUD N39S

#1913398A0 “How and when does X affect Y, and is there an optimal point (turning point) in these
relationships?”

. . A o d' YA A v ' 4 Y
6. Model with controlled variables ﬂﬂﬂ?l!ﬂﬂﬂﬂ]ﬁuﬂﬂlﬁﬂﬂjuﬂﬁﬂ'J‘]JﬂﬁJlW@ﬂﬂQﬂN/!!ﬂﬁﬂJ?ﬂﬁ?!!ﬂﬁ
NIU (cofounder)
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U v . a A v d' Y v v Y d d
M9813 mediator 1uiﬂﬂfﬂ‘§\‘iﬂ® Noao 18U ﬂ’J!!‘i’l‘tﬂﬂﬂﬂ’i%ﬂ‘H aly gmaﬂwmmmﬂaay‘lau UV
511151 UEINIINOURY DIsSAUENTNIANT Agdaan A0 Nineanu Anvvaiwduditinaz/vsed

Aa A Y} U Y Ly d
EuMaaasanswamaassnnfadsauramngifadanaantay
AMANHAUZVDINNADINT —> WOAD (matchmaker) —> ¥1d 32

AUMNTUAVUING — MR — doANYTUTD
ﬂ’JﬁJﬂ’éNmﬁﬂﬁuﬂWll’é)fmﬂﬂ1 —s Gz — MIenINGIII)
ﬂmmn15n15aeaﬁ—> i — aanlaveard il
ANuvaINHaEvesT AN — unanein — msdailode
A2IUABINITOURY — FTUUFUIAMT — Mo UETUAUSD

Auatiu — VIIUBMS — DNANUNANN

aunisay — agdaal — anuianmumdnlovesrinGe
ANNARINMININAL — A9 — ANGUVR IS

VOINVIIIVDINA —> NUIWA NN —> Hana
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HINITiR ﬂ?!!ﬂiﬂQﬂﬂuﬂﬂﬂl!!ﬂﬁ@’sﬁu@‘H‘Vl"llﬂ“liﬂ?!!ﬂ‘iﬂﬂﬁu!ﬂﬂ‘iﬂnfﬂlﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂ UADINDITHUIVENS
ﬁmmauummu’nmuﬂsam‘vﬂnmuﬂuuaﬁu1ﬂmuﬂm1u‘1ﬂuﬂnmu’Jmmumuﬂﬁauaﬂﬂﬂfm
Fanlsamasiund Slumasanlsiiud e m mwaﬂymﬂamma—>mmm%mmm«m uAST AU
57910 szazmalnalna ¥ 13901 ﬂumﬂﬁmmm%mmm«m 081911 13871 confounding A9 T3l
mmaﬂﬁsﬂummmmmmm‘l%mmm«m Isunlune

1) Tavhdamlsszaunala szazmalnalna va9ereansniluanilsdase

Y Ay A d' LY [ v Y dé U dq’ d' A o Y
2) fJ1ﬂ1§3§]ﬂﬂ~l!ﬂ1‘i"iﬁ»ﬂﬂ!"ﬂ13%\‘11’15111/‘!@ﬂ‘lelﬂ!ﬂf;l18]1’]15!11““1‘1111"0%8]@14 ﬂx‘]i!ﬂ%‘i@ﬂﬂ‘i’lﬁﬂﬁﬂ@ﬂﬁ’i%(ﬂﬂ
LY Y i < Y a QY o A L = v Y
i%ﬂ‘ﬂ‘ﬂfﬂﬂ ﬁ%ﬂ%‘l’ﬂx‘ﬂﬂgﬂﬂa !!ﬂ“‘ﬂ?x‘i@1ﬂ!ﬂﬂﬂ3!!ﬂiﬂ’3ﬂﬂ3~l ﬂ1§3!ﬂ31$ﬂ1ﬁﬂ1!u‘Hﬂ1§!°lﬂ!!ﬂ€]3ﬂ‘]_lﬁllﬂ 1)
=

un luAesaul sign, size Uag significant aia. maamuﬂsmmu Travlansaarzimulswanni
manfasmiladliviehd edhdla ivavenaiihs 2 aums vie 2 conceptual framework
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AA v
v

mﬁamﬂmmamu‘nummJ'iﬂ:nJmJ
==V tY a d & 3’, :é A v

1. mmmswwmgmu MRA, PA, SEM niaudsaivgulviuendinsisrii)u 2 a3 e ludamals
muﬂumaﬁmnmmumuﬂsﬂmamnmmﬁa uadedlsemammzansnave sdilsnan (nsdl
MRA) mm@mmﬁm’mmuﬂﬂmatﬁm (P39 PA #az SEM) Tuanmafeundadledals mnties
gwsjﬂﬂ Tﬂﬂgauagﬂuﬂmmuma‘lmmuﬂsmuﬂmgaumaumuﬂsmuﬂunﬁm MRA vsotauasdlu 2 mn
N3l SEM mmﬂim‘umﬂﬁmﬂwaaaiﬂﬂﬂmmwamnmﬂaﬂmaﬂmma‘lw N3IOUIZYVUIANANTZN
naziadAnY

2. nyaiiulsniuganiludinsnan (categorical variable) M13131pNI1 2 nga 1w Mmaans (Jaldl
msfane Uszanans dsendany gandny) Trudaududinilsvv (dummy variable) unazvuilu zero-

o a d 'y

one variable 3NMMINUIUNGN (1FU Kk NAN) UATUVNITININTZTING k-1 namoeanuilriin1ssIn
[{@UASINY (multicollinearity) naui lignaenaznaenilunguarsddliflagifSaa msiorsanmenngu
Y "\ = ) =X =1 v ch Y A ) =X = ) = | | V| =R =1
919999z HNANIZNUABNI3ANY DIANNTANIHA 11 MIANIN 4 ngune TuAMsANY Uszandnmn
NseNAN gandnk lvinosanlvamanaunnanlaninilunguorsdsiminzay Worsanaualney
A¥UA coding scheme 1NBIHNAND1IDINAUNIIND 0
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3. mau“lciflﬂﬂJmJ:inawﬂumuﬂs@asuﬂaﬂﬁmmaﬁl#lummﬂawamﬂn:nmmﬂumuﬂs
muﬂumﬁﬂmaﬂiwﬂaﬂmmﬂawa/ﬂmm uﬂmmamﬂmﬂwmﬂaﬂuuﬂm‘lﬂma‘lu el nsua
mﬂmn]amunaﬂﬂﬂimiﬁ'ﬂumﬂu:'nﬂ’Juﬂﬁﬁuuunﬁmumuﬂimuummummaﬂu"lﬂﬂmnamwaﬂw
mauﬁﬂumwﬂuﬂaumam

4. Ts1n 33 PROCESS macro 9ziinaesldneuie covariate Pamsulvisiszyanlsaivam ue
Tlsupsuazmnisaiununndiul sl nseuiununilusaulsma (internal endogenous variable) a
ﬂiwmﬂ<i)°fl°numsmuﬂmﬂ‘mwmuﬂsmummmmuﬂia1J Naieaualsaud 6191458 customization
mmaaﬂ‘hﬂmmmzﬁmﬂ Smart pls4 N
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A . a Aa q
n%nﬁuﬁﬁmﬂuuumﬂumﬁ’aamwﬁ SEM

o a v V] d
1. 90NUU conceptual framework l#igacmumeIumsIdemaziingilszasnvaanis
AV Aax A A Q' 4'91 o = | d' o a v a v
F0enil13E MIHIOUUIMINIOAINABIM (38021 road map) (NNBUMDNIVY v Ive
azilszaatfadaniinunu i ua%ﬁmm?i’fﬂmﬂm'inffi)%’ﬂﬁﬁ]mﬂmmﬂamﬁmim
gnNINY gAAILANIAZTUNANTS snuaindedarartiuniels od181s 635 Saora1Tu
reflective model 138 formative modelIﬂﬁmﬁuuﬂﬁ11!mi?lfﬂmﬂuﬂ1ﬁ§)‘ljﬂ1m‘m1ﬂ‘nl1ﬂi‘U
NDINHAMSNUNINISIUNTIH tazazRnam IS iumnouiufios
A A oA
2. ahamseilaSamaandslunseuuuanaamsisy sadiuesriel nsesiio

] ¥
=¥

ngoulawanmeiuan |

3. !ﬂ‘lJﬁ’J‘]Ji’J%ﬂJﬂﬂJﬁ‘i]1ﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂa!ﬂﬁ1”ﬁﬁﬁ1ﬁﬂﬂ

4. 3!ﬂ§1uﬂ6ll’é)ﬁ»lﬁﬂﬁ»lﬂ’?l!!‘ﬂ‘ﬂﬂ38]“5@7\'7]!!357]!1’?3110,?[11

5. 15 muﬂmmwmimmmﬂmamﬁlmu (measurement quality assessment)
6. mlawa And 1y anUsiana Hees (implication) VDI UBD UL (suggestion)
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)
o

a a\ a d
NANITUNADIAUHUM S IHNITNAIIZT SEM

LA ﬂsvuﬁuﬂmmwm‘%mﬁaﬁw%amﬁ‘lﬁ’%’u (measurement quality assessment) A5 1#ta59
aummﬂaumﬁmﬁnma smﬂwmﬁmnmuamﬂmwﬂﬂﬁﬂaamﬁuauamﬂmsmﬁ’mmam“l“mhuaam
mmmmaummmﬂwmﬂumﬁmmumﬁﬂwﬁmmmumanuammsaﬂu FarAun 391 Tana content
validity «mm)amnaumﬁamﬁm3mmsamwmaﬂ‘muﬂawuam Fommnszdulailend diewiliennus
M5l uau"!wmmmnu‘lﬂgmﬂﬂmﬂsauﬂamu@m

mﬂﬂmﬂsumuﬂmmwmsmmmﬂmamvﬂmu (measurement quality assessment) 1®

1. ANATUTIUN (discriminant validity) i) ¥ld HTMT

2. ANNATUTUHNOU (convergent validity) lagriannisianalsifedasanasianmlsdeinull
#a1835i38n N multi-trait multi-method (MTMM) 154 IAAEUVVTDUDIN (scale/questionnaire/measures)
HUVFANANTUAAIDBNNIINE MITIANGANTIN MIFUMNHO mmgmumnmm’mmamuawauwuﬁm
nummgm 0.50 1ludulUuaaaanii convergent validity Aovarafiasleazinldess Winavenndesiuisia
sy SuvmnzaadmTui I e
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v
o

Aa a Aa ¢
ﬂéﬂﬂﬁﬁllﬁél}@ﬂﬂ1!uuﬂ1§1uﬂ1§’3!ﬂ§1$ﬁ SEM

!!ﬂﬂ%ﬂﬁﬂ{]‘ﬂﬂiﬁﬂ!‘i]?ﬂ‘n loading ’J"I%Jufjﬁﬂﬂﬁll?i‘ii’)nlﬂ !ﬂﬂﬂ%%1ﬂ!ﬂ3ﬂ°ﬁ‘§ﬂul3l ummnm 0.707 ﬁi@nlﬁl
a9 1y HenmaNvo convergent Valldlty unti)u SEM-based convergent validity AN m%sﬂmamﬁ
SEM gou5UNHoe 19 uwﬂumﬂ m“luuwmmmmmmau‘lummaﬁuflwm reviewer m!‘iﬂﬂ‘nﬂﬂﬂm

A0 uni- dlmensmnahty

3. A AE4 (reliability) Ao Fagmvesnnurlsianainmeds (true score) e UADA TN
15593 (total variance) Wiowauuudladiane dameuiua il siavuafisusiy S Fadu
mf'lm‘nmi)mmmﬁmmmﬁmmaq

!‘JTJﬂﬂ’JHJ!TIENllﬂﬂ’JEI Cronbach’s alpha, rho-a, rho-c, AVE '

a1 Cronbach's Alpha = 0.80 HUEAINI 80% VRIANNAUUSIUAZHIHUNT UNA 1ANID1NA1D3
voInmlsnaeansla aiu 20% uanuRanaialunisia
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NSO ULUUINNNAANIITIVY (conceptual framework, CF) vs NSOUNISIVY (research
framework, RF)

IR nsamgmmmﬂﬂmﬁmﬂ (conceptual framework, CF) Taanfazdlunsevveanlutiay/
anuaa/amUsue/domain ﬂ!ﬂu‘iuﬂ‘ljﬂ’ﬂ\‘i uauwauimmnumuﬂqyg U m’r’wm MSUIHIS
NINLNIHYYE mmqmﬁﬁﬁlu@mmi Wam3URUANUYDINUNIIY wmﬂmmﬂmﬂuﬂﬁam‘sﬂmm‘mu
HUIANNAA
v a H u d w Y
ﬂmmnmﬁ‘mmamsﬁmﬂﬁmmgwmsmc‘gﬂﬁﬂwmmﬂmmfs:ﬁzﬂuﬁﬂ (research gap) Haz1io g
a | Y Y Y a d v v Y (v ] v
wmsmmmsﬂu"lﬂ‘lﬂmmm‘;"!ﬂmmawmqgauagummamsmmwwmayauaﬂﬂﬂﬁu CF §3391 sub-
v d v ] .
domain %30 sub-sub-domain Aot zan ll&vanilsznoveon/vinIntos (sub-sub-domain) NANIZIDIZD
d? Y vV A Yy T Y = d' v Y a A Aa v v
1NV mmmmmaya‘lﬂ ’Jmﬂzﬁmaaga"lumumamﬂu"lﬂuazwauimﬂumﬂﬂqy@]m@wamsafnﬂﬂﬂc‘guu
v o d d Y] v}
WY 1z aazananannlsaaiy m’azé’mmuaﬂmmﬁm NOAYNENIINBINHNU (Employee
Retention Strategy) mmqﬁﬁﬁuﬁmwammmu (distributive justice) MININHNVD UHINSEITINY
NMHUA (Task Completion on Time) !%ﬂﬂ?hﬂﬁ@‘umﬁtﬁ%ﬂ (Research Framework, RF)
NUIDIZBN N CF uanod q Y5uszauvesnmilslvianaszend RF
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¥99319115 398 (Research Gap)

v
o/

v v ag A S 4 [ Y = = s X A
HINYINA ¥DII19NTIVLHTVYANGIVIABIAANNTIZAVAN (Research Gap) Hanadalszidudnuivisefym
d' v a v A = U = a d! d’ < I~ d'u v = =
N§91aN 338K IANYIvEN AN AW I Ua 1IN WIS q Fermuilsziaunddlimagnanyiay §
v ¢ AY v v Y LY QU
MsfAnEmaMAdeluanysavise linseunay wamsdIdedatandaluassesnu luflulagiiu dvedramu

1. 509 NUTINg b §9luingunes anansz NV Social Media ABNGANIINAI A
2. 2INWIEMs e lvylsuuvasusnlumanuveya uadanansan AT T UNA
L d A
¥I9MINAADY MITUNHANTIAN
| v a v d R A AY VY Yo Y A YV o Yo Y dl

3. e NuBIlszdny (anedsdanlamiu lagu Tasusa Tanau lagudamaenia Tasuimeersual
Tana39) deliaianuIdenanumansznuvesulauie Work from Home aollszansmmmsimaumnisg

4. ¥oaNAUTIVIUN NuIdedIulvadanelumedsemea danansaneluuiunve slszinealne

v v a A wvAa v = av d' ) Y Y A c; a A 4
5. ‘U@Q’J"Ix‘i!‘]ix‘iﬂ{]‘ﬂﬂ m"lummaimﬂmmum!mmﬂumsﬂﬁﬂ‘v Al mmwuﬂﬁzaﬂﬁmw‘lumﬂms
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a v ¢
1¥9U52nY (Empirical)

o ¥ a v d . . P= Q' d' 4; Vv v Y A V] d' Vv
WaNenva 711 "39152anE" (Empirical) nanadsdaiineadesnudeyanserang1unlaoinns
FUNA DENBLLE vsematudeyalulanais Tﬂﬂ"!aﬁuagj ”uvlqyg]maﬂ’mmﬂmumummm

Ay

98l 191AE) muu m@um‘mﬂﬁuc‘nﬂy (Emplrlcal Data) ﬂi’)slli’)ﬂJﬁ‘i’lllﬂ3ﬂﬂ1ﬂﬂ15a\1!ﬂﬂ‘ﬁ5?)ﬂ1i‘nﬂﬂfN‘ﬂ

U

ET“Iﬂﬂﬁﬂ”Jﬂ"lﬂ !!ﬂuﬁ“lll15@1413“3!?1510,1’“1/\!@1’31Gll@ﬂﬁ‘ll?‘iiE’)ﬁﬁ%‘iﬂl’l1N§1ﬁmﬂ!ﬂﬂﬂﬂlﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂlﬂuﬂﬂﬁﬂ
Qr‘i’dﬂ511!‘ﬂulﬂi]1ﬂﬂ15ﬁfi!ﬂﬂ N1INeIAa0N mamsmwaua“luianmmu

ﬁ’i@uag%aﬂsz%’nﬂﬁﬁuaé” ﬂqygmaﬂ:umwamummmamamaaﬂ@"lu"lﬂmmnm‘mmmma

AAaAA

‘P‘iﬁi’)ﬂ”lﬁi’)‘t!ﬁﬂ‘t!ﬂ1ﬂ‘Vl€]H{]‘VINi’)EJ!ﬂ3J!‘VI"I‘MH !!ﬂﬂ’t’)\‘lN”I‘Hﬂ1§ﬂﬂﬁ@ﬂﬂ§ﬂﬂﬁ]§]ﬁﬂﬂﬂ'J?Jsll@%»lﬁi]”lﬂiaﬂ
aniuasa !Wﬁ"l”ﬂJH!Huﬂ"l‘iﬁf\‘ilﬂﬂ NIINAaoN tla ﬂ1§‘l/‘lﬁ"‘l]‘l«!nl€]‘1uiﬁﬂ<i]§\‘i “lf\‘i‘lf’clﬂqlﬁﬂ"l 53283
mmmwaﬂmmwgﬂuﬂmamﬂmu

= v a v d v o v d' v v L v Y
ﬂqygaaawmaummﬂiwﬂy ﬂ‘VI1\‘]1Hﬁ?NﬂH!W@ﬂﬁ1Qﬂ’J1N§1‘HN!!@$‘Wmu1ﬂ313~l!ﬂl11‘ﬂ1u
Aav Y

Y U 5 a
‘IJ’ﬂﬂg]ﬂﬁmﬂN 9 ‘V]E]‘lel{]‘lf?lfﬂﬁl!ﬂ fﬂﬂgﬁ1ﬂ3‘§’sﬁ!ﬂﬂ‘l’iﬁ@‘l’lﬂﬂi’)x‘i@%ﬁl’li ‘l’li]‘]elf]“lhﬂ?)ﬁ‘]ﬂﬂﬂﬂllﬁﬂ]ﬂ
a v d a g’J
TIC]H;]‘U?EJET§1<‘I@’3J3JW§1H uawm@yawaﬂsmny%mmaauauuﬂgmuu
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Reflective Measurement Model (model A) vs Formative Measurement Model (model B)

U Ly =)
HUK AAVUNITIANUY Formative Measurement Model (FM) 138 Composite Measurement Model 3N
ANHMTAIH
o/ Y = ' A {4 v . A 4 A Aaa
1. ﬂ3!!1]3!!9»]3141!@1"!]Nﬁﬁl?ﬂﬂ@ﬂﬁﬁ@i’)ﬂﬂﬂﬁ%ﬂﬂ‘ﬂﬂ@ﬂ (sub-domains) ﬂ13~l‘n€]‘ﬂc§] !ﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂ‘i%ﬂi’)ﬂ?‘iﬁ@ﬂﬂ
d' ' o 0 v 1 Q¥Va @ Yy . S v X w dudugulucsu
‘mmﬂﬂ"lx‘iﬂu!!ﬂﬁﬁuﬂuﬂﬂiﬁ!ﬂﬂﬂﬁllﬂﬁllﬁlﬂ ﬁ]ﬂﬂJN sub-domain D&Y ﬂﬂ‘l"iﬁﬂﬂ15!ﬂﬂ?ﬂﬂﬂ@ﬂ3‘ﬁ3ﬂﬂ@ﬂ3!ﬂuﬂ3

uisuplg

U N U \

Y ) L v Jdu v Y
2. My Taunazad luduilufe slanuduiusnu nazeraTanuazudynvesdmilsuels

a v} v d Y WOJ Y
3. NAMGVBIANUTUNUENDINMTIA — aandsuslg
4. Mnamaeen lWuiamazilfinnuninavesamdsudaass
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Reflective Measurement Model (model A) vs Formative Measurement Model (model B)

5. m31sziv FM lHganannamuad MRA Ao

1) weight ﬁ’qaﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁg

2) VIF 3a1610 71 5

3) weight AR 0avELN amc‘nwgﬂmmamma‘lﬂ“lﬁwmﬁmmﬂﬂqy;]

4) M5 weight wmmﬂmﬂau‘lﬁ"lﬂmmmwmuuwmmmmﬂumﬂwuﬂmmmﬁmmuma
WY (multicollinearity) G a5 JoafuAonIZYN mean center numauaﬂaumwmﬂiwmumsamﬂm

5) 91 weight mﬂauma"lamuﬂmﬂwammgm"hm 1) mmmuuummmﬂmma‘nqygum Q)
loading uuﬂmmy (ﬂ@ﬂ@ﬂwmﬁm1ﬂd weight i1as loading) ) §

6) Hair, Hult, Ringle 11ag Sarstedt (2017) uH231#NIAIBTIA0 WU N VIF > 10

v
' o A

miﬁ’ﬂ?m%gﬁmﬁmmwﬁ’mﬂmmu FM %38 RM nauﬂsumumsam'51mmaaaﬁlmﬂmmauwuﬁ

1195 9 mmwm‘lmuwuﬁnuﬂmﬂuaasmanunmmgﬂmmu FM fa0e1a191 maded myven
A8 NSLONSVIIAT NSNAINIIUNIIVIN mmwauu‘lmmmw daszApNUNID NTUNUSIU? duily
daszaenumily FM tduiustunilu RM
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Reflective Measurement Model (model A) vs Formative Measurement Model (model B)

v v = |
WINENHN AUV TIANDY Reflective Measurement Model (RM) 1iJun1sne 9mansan1suandoan
@M337) 1naananamdsurls udsuda — wanadunala) Nanyazaail
o Y o« AT Ya o Au A A Av 9,
1. amlsuelarhuiluanivia (cause) Naswalfinan13 Iarnseaanauna o
w wu g’J Y v Jdou a v
2. m%’mmﬁuﬂmﬁﬁﬂ’Jmi;mwuﬁﬂ‘tﬂﬂ‘ﬂﬁﬂqmmmnﬂmnmmqsﬁmnu
a v v dA w [V dwtu
3. AAMaveIn NUTNNUSA fmdsurls — aa
4. mseaan13 Yau1eaeen 1 Idlas i asunnuninavesaundsuns
Y o .= 'V A gy A Y A
5. 9199109014 1A sub-domains VN HTRIHITUNI VK TOUHINII VU T LN IngNa1TBN
] /= | v v ZJ é < . = ca' v v g,.}
Moz lsnonaaznouvsniudsupeiiy Feoraunraz sub-domain MmN BYneINUMI s 911U
S _ A A %, “ , re a ,
Tae 211 sub-domain NN BH VD930 9 UT NN NI formative model uANB11TIU reflective

a a a G a
model IINBIFAINIOLZ ANNIDUABDY HAZTYNMDIBINGANIIH WD 1INUANNFANUMINIIANAIY
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Reflective Measurement Model (model A) vs Formative Measurement Model (model B)

v ]

s 4

Aadad = =R A = Y Aa ]
agNSaeaudnlIznMIriene n3al RM 1Hna15an
| Y A =
“LV Ndna ..." 130
< |
« LV ifluaminues ...” 150
“LV dsznouniy ...”
dIUNI FM 140015801
) w ) Y A
“«..5IUNUNDITINA LV”,
“Lv Usznouauuniain...”
' A Yo 1V P o Y A Y = v a Y] d = é’ 3)’
aen1salaglyA1I1 “nsz ... 39N THNA...” 15U 1) INFIZHANUANAABH AN N UNNINIIHOH

= =K Y A v A oA A A <
2) ms1zRanelalunuanndanelamasuuny 3) ININTUIHNUANAAVHUNUADIN ROA g3 szt il

msannanunean vy RM il aiindaeldusn RM awe i)
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Reflective Measurement Model (model A) vs Formative Measurement Model (model B)

Hair, Hult, Ringle uaw Sarstedt 2017) UUZIIN

1) mnﬂﬂmmwmsmmnsmmﬂu FM 1%%&&1&1&1’] content validity, convergent validity, uﬂmﬂmmm
1!1111!?! (weights) t1a multicollinearity ua%ummnmmmmgﬂua@rﬁwmnumm‘tﬂu MRA ‘i]\‘ﬂ‘]f
inseailodeniu Rv g |

Convergent validity 14 FM lailgmsnaasuuuu@eanuildly RM m33n3123i convergent validity
G!?‘iﬂmﬂwmlﬂﬂ Redundancy analysis (1% global 1tem 1-3 Gllﬂ) %139 Global item analysis (1“]} global item 1 Gllﬂ)

2) ﬂ'J“lf'Jﬂcl‘H RM auwuﬁﬂummmﬂmgﬂumﬂamauaanmmnmuﬂmdammnu mﬁmmﬁlwu
9168 content validity uazaﬁauwu%ﬂa convergent validity (loading N!ﬂ’ii’)\‘i?‘iNVJ'ﬂ’Jﬂ N‘Hﬂfnﬂﬁy Nﬂ1"lﬂ~lﬂ1
A1 0.707) 3 discriminant validity (9910 Fornell-Larcker Criteria, Cross loading, HTMT), AVE = 0.50,
CR = 0.60, Cronbach’s Alpha = 0.70
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Reflective Measurement Model (model A) vs Formative Measurement Model (model B)

nadsvesmsl¥Fanuumsiandlu FM uaiinisel iy RM

1. fildimsdszanamdunlszans dumaraznniime Sauianan (Diamantopoulos & Siguaw,
2006; MacKenzie et al., 2005)

2. mulsranFumanueudes (bias) mﬂmmmsamammuma m‘lﬂammﬁﬂwaﬁ AANAIN
(Jarvis et al., 2003; Petter et al., 2007)

3. WAl sznnlumsdsziivn nunsawazauies (Bollen & Lennox, 1991;Diamantopoulos
et al., 2008)

4. masaiTarldunaanenliiazaannumsuaitemn (FM FusiafI Taud RM aasafia
l1691}) (Diamantopoulos & Winklhofer, 2001; MacKenzie et al., 2011)

5. Yszanamanunaamasuiana Ao 1910l FM nag RM mmﬂamméaueqﬂuﬁumﬁaﬁ
UANAIINY (Edwards & Bagozzi, 2000)

6. :IDMIANBUTIUILINY Jarvis et al. (2003) WUNMsITYMMULAALszIaNMIFMMITNINGS
NDUIDELIFIDI 400%
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Reflective Measurement Model (model A) vs Formative Measurement Model (model B)

A08N4
Job Performance, Job Satisfaction, Stress, Leader-Member Exchange (LMX), Organizational
Commitment (1)1 RM

Organizational Culture, Service Quality, Experience Economy, Customer Recovery 1ilu FM

Organizational Citizenship Behavior (OCB), Job Performance, Customer Loyalty, Employee
Engagement, Service Quality, Innovation Capability, Perceived Value 919131 RM #i5e FM
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Reflective Measurement Model (model A) vs Formative Measurement Model (model B)

U w v g’J A 2 U o U
vianamg aaulsud wdenumansedalanlusduuy FM vse RM Yuedfuins1mainesiuanyues

1w
d . A A 0 <Y ¥4 A Vv g .
1. FM 15149921n99A1/52n91 (sub-domain) ¥50M B IATINN U190 non M umudsude (Domain)

@3n1sznou — damilsurs, M350 — aaualsuelq)
LY LY d w LY dwu
2. RM 151e91nnamsuaasaanvasn mlsude @wilsudls — esadsznen, amilsuda — a357a)

AN IMVUMEN FM U RM (38nNUuudIaIna (Mixed Model) %59 Multiple Indicator Multiple
Cause Model (MIMIC Model)
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Reflective Measurement Model (model A) vs Formative Measurement Model (model B)

HIENTiO mﬁmmwaﬁﬁ’aa‘l%uuu§1ammm MIMIC Model 150 model C §37}

1. ﬂmmiﬂ’nmummmmmﬁ’m sz s alinauguge vuaziviaredin MsIauuunany elH
mn“léommmmnn@‘lmnﬂmwﬂsuvlauauwammmaanmmnmuﬂmm

2. ﬂ@ﬂﬂ]iﬁﬂﬂl@ﬂ]ﬂﬂﬂl@&lmaq,!!‘]J‘]Jﬂi’) FM unuﬂmmgs’om1w1smmasgws1u‘mmﬂ MRA fife4
auﬂswamamamﬂu‘lﬂ‘lﬂmﬂ*nmn mav Aredn vaylidiadne M weight Anaurise avag el
ﬂmmmﬂmmmmsuﬂawa vzl RM 912 linseunguesniszneudinauislszms

3. mummﬁmﬂmwwqyg muﬂsgwlamu‘nqyg]mamﬂ'Js"!ﬂsuaﬂﬁwamﬂmmmmvﬂ’a‘smwa"lﬂgﬂu

a3 a1l uanfeinu m3'3cnmmummmﬁmm'mﬂﬂa@mcnaﬂc‘nfnsmaﬂummmmuwaawﬂumsmmﬂmms

4. aﬂmmmumaﬂumsamwsun1{1%3mﬂﬂmmmumamnmummmammmﬁmmuﬂmmgWﬂQ,
Tuuuudiaes MIMIC fausul 135N nanndas 3a (formative indicators) azaaNanefiiLia (reflective
indicators) 39528 Hms Talinnuanyseinazasemanguinniu lasnmglunsdivesiumlsudsiiina
W1 HOU
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Reflective Measurement Model (model A) vs Formative Measurement Model (model B)

ﬁi’feﬁmsmmuazmﬁﬁamﬁeﬁﬂ?ﬁﬂmﬁaﬂmmﬂ%gﬁeufvfaﬁmeemmuaeumumu sub-
domain ATINMAUNGHE 1HY AMMNUIN I 13iTIeen 11 5-7 sub-domain A tangibility, reliability,
assurance, empathy, responsiveness %150 tangibility, reliability, courtesy, competency, credibility,
security, responsiveness !!’ddﬁNﬁJMﬂﬂ sub-domain mamiﬂﬂ“la“!msm construct validity iflueeng
3N !mmmmmmuﬂmmmﬂu formative indicator model F91UAUABUNIIATIZI] SEM gngisaz
m)enmnmmw"lﬂmﬂ’suﬂﬁgwla uarinIdennaurIane UNNAUITTIY reflective model AgnAITBON
nsansuels g3 Sa

1519 formative indicator 3154 SEM #UY reflective indicator 9zn@I¥IDAANNAANIARD type I
error g4 (Ho:A 5 30 laldaifusnu (939) uato3nSusun RM #agwud loading g9 ADaRTNHUGE
W7l fias Ho 1170 type I error) namsdasztionaineenadiansauas iinanaudanain
YULIAYINUMI 1Y reflective indicator 3154 SEM #UU formative indicator 9zndlHNAANNAANMNA
U type IT error g4 HAM3IATIZHDIDAANA OIS W5 IF AT AT UMY

anuAanamaa Ul umsly formative indicator 3154 SEM 1u1 reflective indicator
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mssziiugamnlunans Iauuy Reflective Measurement Model: RM

1. mmaﬁm (Reliability)
Cronbach's alpha (llﬁl'ﬁ@ﬂﬂ’h 0.7)
Composite Reliability CR = 0.7, AVE 2 0.50

2. ANUATUT AN (Convergent Validity 114 SEM based threshold)
loadings > 0.707 uadniie a4 0.40-0.70 1iag131dWai LV 7udoadl AVE 2 0. 50, CR = 0.6 109
!‘IJ‘MVI’J“H’JﬂfnﬂEUﬂS\‘m1N3§§mﬂiﬁuﬂ1ﬂﬂ‘ﬂ\‘i‘1ﬂ%u"ﬂﬂ‘l"i AVE ay CR aZanaad

3. A INATUTIDUN (Discriminant Validity)
1% Fornell-Larcker criterion ("lu'smzih) 130 Cross-loadings 130 Heterotrait-Monotrait Ratio
HTMT) (l3iHu 0.85 30 0.90)
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mMsiszidiugamnlunans Iauuy Formative Measurement Model: FM

mMsUszdiunnuy FM °lﬁﬂ§$gﬁuﬁﬁ1 Weights 11 Multicollinearity

1. a5 29a0 U B d N V0 weights Falawennnuddvesiat Taudazda

2. weights AliTTadde19es NET Safuiid e eieelumsaradanm suds

3. weights annsaflumanldmnlinnuaumgauwamangu

4. 1 weight BiTisTasdaya loading SimlaiToan 0.707 viehiTiennd 0.50 erafio1sannsiai a3
(ﬁ@iﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ!ﬁﬂﬂ%& weight 11ag loading)

5. laifiifayin Multicollinearity fi® VIF < 5 (W30M439An A0 VIF < 3)
6. MN3IATIT Redundancy Analysis %30 Global item approach %130 Phantom item approach
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M3l sziiugumMWAIMUUMIIANUD Formative Measurement Model: FM
a d
M3IUNTILH Redundancy

N

JS

1) NUEHUUaeUa NI TN IAUUVNINTIN (global items) @1%5UN1 redundancy analysis 13
v Y Y ] 1 |l =1 a\ d'd' d' vy % Y o = U dq’
4391 1-3 90 15U N umnsaumuiswelouimsiit e ladeyamnuailiduiiumsasil
v U cg U d’ 914'1 v U U = KV}
2) @319 mlsudsruIndirivg 1 lvveaaenunulunsal FM uadauuy RM
3) Tgar@umaonaudsudsuuy FM lddadaulsudauun RM aamw

=
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msilsziliuaan 1nluaansIauun Formative Measurement Model: FM
d
M5IANI12H Redundancy

> o U

a d - an
4) IAF12H SEM MNNIaUNIUHH 9181 b = 0.707 (30 R2 = 0.5) Hazivedinymaaanuans

[V

Q

1 o 9!0‘!9! v o d

U a o a <
NAWIAVY FM Januasausunion (laisziiu discriminant validity 1ws1zaedlFandunus 39 laa
11 formative indicator) 1231033 YauuU FM andsa dauufangdnuiunIna a3t RM 1aaens
gnA BI8a319n MW N FM annsaianiifala “od1audaunss gnaoe asaungy" imeguminy

Y 1 % a v Y VI To KR K a
ﬂ‘l{l“]i RM gmummgnﬂmmamunm‘nﬂﬂmm{lmﬂu RM Iﬂﬂ"luﬂ1uﬂﬂﬂﬁiiu°lﬂﬂﬁll®ﬁ LV
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msilszivgaumnlunans Yauuy Formative Measurement Model: FM
(139814 Global Items §1415 1 Redundancy Analysis

AIDEN3 Global Items @1%5U Customer Satisfaction

1. Tagsamdn musianaitanelaluidswrandantusnsi (-5 ma 1-7 AZHUN)

2. Muarliazuuanuitaelalassudeusnmandamtusnsmuszinla (-5 ¥io 1-7 Az
3. mawmsmmﬂﬂmmmﬂsuaumsmmﬂwsms/aum mudanianela (1-5 ¥30 1-7 AZHUY)

39819 Global Items §1%51 Customer Loyalty

1. Tag5auuar nan"!mmmuﬂ:umﬂﬂﬂmmymmsuﬂu (1-5 1130 1-7 ASHUY)

2. MuAANUNNARUSEN/HUTUAY (1-5 W30 1-7 AzHUY) )

3. mawmsmmnmummﬂsuaumﬁm yusanadmeniiazl Faudusnsvesussni sudiae
DUINA (1-5 130 1-7 AZUUY)
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msisziivunamnluaants Yauuy Formative Measurement Model: FM
anyod 15&1611@\‘1 Global Items 913V Redundancy Analysis

1. Samndalagsanvesdlsurl "lmaﬁwa Paaluunaz sub-domain
2. Watinaaamnsanvessulsudafioz Tanuy RM 1w

ANNNINelalagsIn

ANNDAAEITIN

ANSNIANMIlAETIN |
3. ﬁéﬁ11'rm"laimn Wn1¥ 1-3 U0) sﬁa"lu“lﬁamuag)ummmﬁu‘lﬂ

dlosludatisuanshdmlsudanuy RM fisadiandedasud sy Fm uviﬁ’ﬂﬁ'w

Global items uﬂmaummaammmmmawammmmwmmm“lmﬂu reference 1a uawmawa
msmaauwum b imganaziisdina (i SRA N3l standardize model vhu b Shil&vamm
ﬁuﬂiwﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ!!auﬁﬁ’du‘W‘L!ﬁ) WEAIN FM S NFUTUE 081930 reference Tt
RM NHA130N89A5 3T U1N0Y FM 33310300890 5T 101 e
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MIMIC measurement model (model C)

X11 W11
X12 w12
X13

W13

MIMIC (Multiple Indicator Multiple Causes model) {Hu@muumsIafingy FM iU RM Tumnwanauu
X11, X12, X13 A9A33IAU0903UUU RM 83U W11, W12, W13 a1 Auaaeanul FM 1500 HULUNaNDS

%4

{ o v A VU AY o a ¢ g a !
yeunfarinduumsianduuuy FM uaiinIeinindmszyvinuy RM ssazinaldnamsanenalaah
Yoo 1 A = Y U Q'
s liddinEa maunlvasadanasiaamumuy RM tinadliflu Lv

v v Y dw Y Q'J v a Y a d A % A 1 Y'Y cql’
ﬂ]i‘iuﬂ’cl!!ﬂﬂ‘lﬁ’J1ﬂﬂ13~l‘i»!!!ﬂ’3ﬁx‘]‘§14ﬂ13~lﬂﬂﬂ!!ﬂﬂTﬁ’J!ﬂ'ﬂ%“r‘iﬂmﬂ1W!ﬂ‘§i’)x‘lﬂlﬂi’)\‘]3~l’3fﬁﬂ”l‘iﬂNﬂ‘MﬂQ‘H
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msiszidivgamnlunan s Iauuy MIMIC

1. @34 Formative Model (FM)
1) A59@0U weights NUT AN DAHIO |
a d' R v Vv Y] a A ]
2) H913N AT BININBUD I weights NTOANABINUNGWE IO 13
3) as2eaouilaytil multicollinearity 1ne@a1na VIF (A3 < 5 nIofiiusianine < 3)

. ' v o v A A d' ] S q Y . Q' a
4) ¥in weight TlalamAgyrsedlinsasvIng lunsaImungus) Winsroaou leading (AN
(1) 91 loading > 0.5 8199191581AINITIA 1D
(2) 91 loading < 0.5 219WTANAAMIT IA0ON UAABIAMIHIDIANUATITUHDIA I8

2. 83U Reflective Model (RM)

1) 539091 loadings HionNzTn IR AT UTou

2) A9 ’Ji)ﬁf:)‘ljﬂ’nmﬁﬂ\‘lﬁ?ﬂ Composite Reliability (CR), Cronbach’s alpha, Cross loading, AVE
3. ANNFNWUEIZH 199U FM 112z RM:

1) 9M loading V03623 Fal Uy RM (ms"laié'h A 0.707)

2) A R* (AP0 loading?) Y033 UL RM (m's"!aiv‘%mh 0.5)

v o d d $ Y a
‘P‘ﬂﬂﬂ’cl13~IﬁNW‘HﬁﬂﬁQ!ﬂﬂ!WIﬁ!!ﬁﬂQﬁ]ﬂ’J!!UU MIMIC ﬁmmmeammﬁ@u
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Reflective Measurement Model (model A) vs Formative Measurement Model (model B)

1. ﬂ@"lﬂmﬂumamaﬂauﬂ‘sumuaQ,mmaﬂaﬂmmaﬂﬂiwnau (sub-domain) maamuﬂmv]muq

ﬂaauumwaﬂamﬂﬂﬁ naummﬂﬁmgmu‘nqyg duiiaeiotszneundaoznaenily ]
wmﬁnmmmuﬂmdmu 381071 composite model %39 model B 1 nagiflu SEM aziwilugnass
mn'é)aﬂﬂsuﬂaumammwmmmuﬂmm

ﬂaauumumm@mﬂﬂiwn@uﬂmﬁumummﬂﬂmma‘l‘mﬂuummasnamua@mmJ aanls
gwla%maﬂammﬁaanmgﬂumw’m gssmm reflective measurement model ?ii@ model A mmmiﬂ
SEM ﬂvmmﬂmﬂanﬂﬂaanmﬂmuﬂmm‘lﬂmmmw

2. ms’amﬂwmauamawmnﬁmm model B 328 MRA adafisnsausanuumsinaziih
FurlszanSiduma Sonh weight A1 t A1 p-value a2 VIF 18254 model A 728 PLS algorithm a9
S1NUMUUUMSInazt iy loadings, p-value, CR, alpha, AVE, HTMT

D..
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M99 sub-domain 114 Reflective model (model A) ttaZ Formative model (model B)

Formative Model (FM) Sub-domains
Quality Value
Price Value
Emotional Value
Social Value
Convenience Value
Functional Value
Epistemic Value
Conditional Value
Time/Effort

Risk Perception

Perceived Value

Reflective Model (RM) Sub-domains
Overall Value Assessment
Satisfaction with Purchase
Repurchase Intention
Recommendation Willingness
Price Acceptability
Preference Over Alternatives
Usage Frequency

Positive Word-of-Mouth
Costs Switching Resistance
Willingness to Pay Premium
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M29819 sub-domain 144 Reflective model (model A) t1aZ Formative model (model B)

Formative Model (FM) Sub-domains
Tangibility
Reliability
Responsiveness
Assurance
Empathy
Recovery
Flexibility
Access

Security
Professionalism

Service Quality

Reflective Model (RM) Sub-domains
Overall Quality Perception
Customer Satisfaction
Perceived Value

Behavioral Intentions
Word-of-Mouth Intent

Problem Resolution Satisfaction
Repurchase Intent

Brand Image Enhancement
Customer Loyalty

Complaint Behavior (inverse)
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M19¢14 sub-domain 14 Reflective model (model A) ttaZ Formative model (model B)

Job Performance

Formative Model (FM) Sub-domains Reflective Model (RM) Sub-domains
Quality of Work Task Knowledge

Quantity of Work Effort Expenditure

Meeting Deadlines Interpersonal Facilitation

Error Rates (inverse) Job-Specific Skills

Productivity Metrics Time Management

Goal Achievement Problem-Solving Ability

Efficiency Adaptability

Innovation OQutput Technical Competence

Attendance Work Discipline

Supervisor Ratings Initiative Taking
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Formative Model (FM) Sub-domains
Repeat Purchase Behavior
Word-of-Mouth Recommendations
Share of Wallet

Price Premium Tolerance
Cross-Buying Behavior

Retention Duration

Brand Defense

Customer Referrals

Resistance to Competitor Offers
Forgiveness for Service Failures
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A29819 sub-domain 144 Reflective model (model A) t1aZ Formative model (model B)

Customer Loyalty

Reflective Model (RM) Sub-domains
Service Quality
Product Quality
Perceived Value
Brand Image
Switching Costs
Trust

Commitment
Customer Experience
Loyalty Programs
Relationship Quality
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M9819 sub-domain 14 Reflective model (model A) i1a¥ Formative model (model B)

Organizational Justice

Formative Model (FM) Sub-domains
Distributive Justice
Procedural Justice
Interactional Justice
Informational Justice
Temporal Justice
Spatial Justice
Systemic Justice
Retributive Justice
Restorative Justice
Commutative Justice

Reflective Model (RM) Sub-domains
Trust in Management
Organizational Commitment

Job Satisfaction

Organizational Citizenship Behavior
Reduced Turnover Intention

Rule Compliance

Voice Behavior

Work Engagement

Job Performance

Reduced Counterproductive Behavior
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M9819 sub-domain 14 Reflective model (model A) ttaZ Formative model (model B)

Formative Model (FM) Sub-domains
Natural Attractions
Cultural Heritage
Tourism Infrastructure
Accessibility

Local Cuisine
Hospitality

Safety and Security
Price/Value Perception
Entertainment Options
Accommodation Quality

Destination Image

Reflective Model (RM) Sub-domains
Destination Awareness

Visit Intention
Recommendation Willingness
Social Media Sharing

Length of Stay

Revisit Intention

Destination Preference
Positive Word-of-Mouth
Willingness to Pay Premium
Trip Planning Effort
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A . a A J
ﬂ‘i]ﬂiﬁuﬁél}ﬂx‘lﬂ1!141!ﬂ1§114ﬂ1§3!ﬂ§1$1’i SEM

A Ay oy A Yo .
msm’maauqmmwmﬁmumaﬂmay’aﬂ"lmu (measurement quality assessment)

D.

1. AT (reliability) ﬁa%@ﬂqzﬁumﬂzaauuﬂ%aﬂﬂuaﬂ"luﬁﬁaanm W00 Fa TNV NI ININAS
Taaunsadala mm%’ﬂ’ﬁﬁﬂ3msﬁmgaﬁammﬁ’ﬂﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂa’aumaaﬂamwuuﬂiﬁuaaﬂzamuﬂ%mﬁﬂuﬁ’umm
Wuuilssange Nnaauliaaail

1) HANUAAEUAII (consistency) VORIDINHITOTIUAS 9 vounsasioTaialNlufiamadieai
ﬂmmmaﬂ’Jmummm’mﬂmmnummmuﬂmmgmmmmauﬂ’uﬁnumﬂammmaﬁuﬂuﬂﬂmmm

mmaumaauiuﬂﬂmammnu
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o

a . a a J
ﬂ"ﬂﬂﬁ‘iN‘ﬁé]j@x‘lﬂ1!uuﬂ1§1uﬂ1‘§3!ﬂﬁ1$‘ﬁ SEM

2) anufieadalnsaang (Equivalence) aouien 1N SaFuae ez vseion g q Nz
Tanavisewa wu"lwgﬂﬁ"lﬂmmﬂgmwmmmm manJmmnaanmumwmymaaau"lau AU
m@ammm"lmﬂﬁmmvmumau Apufithy aeufidninau vieteula Linlsaiuersuainienin
InNNIIave N "lmgﬂﬁmmmymmaaummzmauawuqmﬁguﬂaa ‘lmfgmmnm Nsidarveslti
HNUADVIN DT INN 13 ABITANHINENAVGA mﬁwé’faﬂmmmﬁmaguﬁu (social desirability) 13!
uilsenuanyaznelsznsvesdnoune INd 81y Ao IUMNMIANST HOIA e Msan Tans
AN TINUUAZ TUUTITNVDIHN O ‘hmﬂsmumm

3) HANNE DS (stability) ﬂaguau1‘1ﬂ1w«n1°luﬂ1aﬂ1aﬂa 41 18 18 A A9l feendlana
[HADUIAN
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[o} a\

a . a d
NANITUNADIAUHUM S IUNITAAIIZT SEM

v
Ny =

IBIMA NN
" Vaddw 9 . . A 4 =LY
1. Cronbach’s alpha M H1¥I5 )N 28 internal consistency 19303 1NAINNADIAAADIVDINIVTIA
= w v d' A . . =1

Jﬂﬁﬂu construct (A8 INY "ﬂ’JﬁJﬁi’)ﬂﬂﬂi’)x‘lﬂ1ﬂiﬂﬂl®ﬂ!ﬂii’)x‘i?~lﬂ?ﬂ (internal consistency)" KHYDINIT
ci Y 1 d' A ] Y o Y = Y G v v U
NAIUAN ) VOINIDINDIN (1B VOAININ) nﬂ"llflwmmnmmnumammamnu N1IINAITN

v ] % Q:I Y di A v gfl = d' . ore Y Y d'
aaﬂﬂamn1£1°lumﬂ‘lﬁmﬂmummmmuumammm (Reliability) a l!a$ﬁ1u1ﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂ3!!ﬂi‘ﬂ

aulaldeenandszansow
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(o]

A . a Aa ¢
ﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁuﬁéljf’)\‘]ﬂnuﬂﬂﬁaluﬂ1’5’3!?\’51314 SEM

Cronbach’s alpha N¥ia g3
D s

\ St
!!ﬂﬁsllﬂﬁﬂu!!‘l!uﬁllﬂﬂﬂ?!‘vﬁlﬂﬂ 1, St mmwmgﬂimmmsmm’m

kr —

V. Correlation-based formula O = — GDr Taed k = $1391893 50y construct Haz T o

mmaﬂmm inter-item correlation 6l‘lq! construct mmﬂu ﬁﬂ‘iui]:l‘?‘iﬂ‘lﬂﬂ‘ljﬂmﬂﬂ‘usll@ . G!‘ffmlﬂm’e) 1393301

nﬂmum Siz Lt

Ile

2 = ANNY

N. Standard formula X =

f. Split-Half Reliability Formula X = :Iﬂfﬁ’l r ﬂi’)ﬂﬁﬁ‘iﬂ’ﬂJW‘M‘ﬁi"’?‘i’JNﬂu!!‘H‘Mﬂ‘NﬂaN

2 Piqi
npq

d. Kuder-Richardson Formula 20 (KR-20) O = — (1 — ) » Pigi = aNuAUNsve9

U U

AZUUHYDINITIAN i, npg= mmﬁuuﬂwmmammm
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a . o A a d
nc‘nnsmﬁﬁmmmumﬂumsmmr"ﬁ SEM

U >4

2. Average corrected 1tem-t0tal correlation (ACITC) ﬂ’é)ﬂ 1!%@86119\1%1 ﬁauwuﬁ FTHI Jéjﬂf‘fu ASUUY
MUSUmvesiaT SRty | )

3. Average inter-item correlation (AIIC) noA N AL VD IA ﬁfﬁuﬁuﬁﬁ £$1219038 a8 11 construct
1AEINY

ACITC uag AIIC 1iluAsmsianuasanasanmely (Internal Cons1stency)

CITC (corrected item-total correlation ) Sanuaenndosmelungas audazd (item) FAufiama
1PN UNLINN (total) 30 1 mmmﬁraﬂﬂaaama‘lumu@rmmmﬁmumeﬂﬁwaawwammmuaum‘nTﬁ
Naawfﬁ‘ﬂnfﬂaa"lﬂma%mma‘luﬂaumamamaﬂu ) )

IIC (Inter-Item Correlation) Saanuaeanasimaluna Ianmrdaunazal (tem) 3 1/lunamaaenniu
Fusar Tasuise WndemauiinnuaennaeInUge (ManauNusga) naaa Ndemanmia i Talul
NANIAALINY | o | .

1 CITC. IIC, ACITC. AIIC fimgauaasiunaiesiiotalniwadnsiasinanenazasn Tinaansiiens

4 A Y ?,’ G " o v Y U
Tondeldanselunguaesnsaiany
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a . o a\ a d
NANITUNADIAUHUM T IUNITAAIIZT SEM

4. Composite reliability (CR) Ao J oreskog’s rho_c, Dijkstra-Henseler’s rho_a

2
i M)
Rho c= : ,82 =1 —2A% =1 —r? = error variance, ¢ RLGR composite
CPapi+zpe? ‘ ‘
i M i “i
2
n
(Zi Widi) ~ ,
Rho a= o 5 T 2.9 02 %3899 A 114 model A (reflective model)
(Zi Widj) +X; wi 8
' A ' ' '
Taem Ww; = Zml }\.2 2 ;: )& A A-ij Ao loading ﬁj V09 construct 1 i
j=1 ijAy5/

m;
Xi=1 MijXij
naaLya 1. AN composite NN m; N 1@ construct score
j=1 Mj

2. Cronbach’s alpha NNV under-estimate, Rho ¢ NNV over-estimate, Rho_a %mjﬁzﬁhaﬂma
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A . o A Aa ¢
ﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁll‘ﬁgl}?)\‘iﬂ1&1!1!ﬂ1§114ﬂ1§3!ﬂ§1$1’i SEM

nq2 n 42
Li A Li A ARALveq item reliabilit
na?2 n 2 = = 1iem relapuity

Zl )\'l +Zl gl_ll ) n
Y v v d T 1 v Av v 1V Y A . A .
ManaNNUE A; 551I19MYeIm T Ianumvasduisula (4; Ao item loading 159 simple
regression coefficient) A2 uFanawIn lagnssnzuarnaailuuinmiiywaizisialyiada

Y a U WU W o o Y v o d
usur uRe N azNauINTAUALINY AIHUIALTBUDI content validity AT IAVZADIAUWUT
maniudnsuelaiaada S namavlviunlulagns recode Yoyanondunzuuu 5—1,

Y Y A E 4 Y v U v =

4—2, 33, 2—>4, 15 rawnienymmnvssdeawmlinaumanmnull wu "iafswe

|
o9 9" — "hilafsuzn

5. AVE laaifi AVE =
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o a\

Aa . a ¢
ﬂ‘i)ﬂﬁﬁil‘ﬁéii’)\‘]ﬂ1!1«!1!ﬂ1§11!ﬂ153!ﬂ51$1’i SEM

nuawa 1

a J a' a a U Y
M3AATIZHRANUNANNAY 1rIz]u CB-SEM 1arfinmisilsziiu CFA Taasjailszifiuidamuuny
v Yy o AT o A Y A 1Y o Y w Y 0 A oA ',
YoyaadANADINUKID 1N Huna CFA Miglsziiiundeyariunivdeyariiosnvieununsa i i
HNBUAHALEAINA MUY good fit laemsutSeumey

d A . . Jy Y
92138 X MO input correlation matrix mn"lwammqga U

d A . . . . t:i Y a ¢
92138 2(0) A® implied correlation matrix 2(0) = APA'+ O N1AINMIIATIZHA IV

L U = Y d' . . . . .
NA1NUTIB N 1agh A = Factor loading matrix, @ = Factor correlation matrix, ® = Error variance

matrix
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Aa . o A a d
ﬂ‘i]ﬂﬁﬁllﬁﬁ@x‘lﬂ1!‘l~!ﬂﬂ1§1ﬂﬂ1§3!ﬂi1$‘l’i SEM

HNELT 2
1uﬂq3{]ﬂ1ﬁ’3ﬂ!i1‘ﬂ‘i1ﬂ31
ﬂwgmumﬂmﬁm (observe score) = AZUUHDI (true score) + mmﬂammaau (error)

Wi X =T +E Jaru

ci —_— V(T) KX v 1 A ci a Y g G
AITNINEN — m = nangaeaaaInvenzUUYI N sEdivlannAzIUUFLNA K30

ﬁﬂﬂauslli’)\‘iﬂu!ﬂ!uﬂiﬂﬂﬂui’)ﬂ'aluﬂ1ﬁ\‘l!ﬂﬂﬁ'§@’Jﬂvlﬂﬂ’clﬂﬂ”lﬁfl!ﬂﬂ

A0eNUFU mmmm = 0.80 HINEAINI 80% vosnzuuuaunmiuazuuuse N ‘mﬁaﬂ@ﬂ 20%
!‘lJ‘Mﬂ’J]Nﬂﬁ1ﬂ!ﬂﬂi’)u

ﬂ313J!‘Vl8N 1.00 HANAIINI 100% vosnzuuuaunmunzuuuas g "lﬁJNﬂ’J"IﬁJﬂﬂ1ﬂ!ﬂﬁﬂu‘iJu
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a . a\ a d
NANITUNADIAUHUM T IUNITAAIIZT SEM

A V(T) V(T) . - y v C
ANy = —— ——— Wunsnarsananuduedsandszyinsnarua lulsanveua
V(X)  V(T+E) :
A | A
1AE 9 vosnulanuniisnelils - Taemn

= | W a\ Y a\
V(T) Aon NMH ULl 5U8IAZUUUDI (true score variance) HAAIANUUANAIININDIITZHINYAAD
V(T+E) Aoa Nu 1) snanuandala (observed score variance) 338ANNUANAINUNDIIUAZANN
AaIANa N
v =

¥4 | dy |l [V} d' vy Y d' I~ Y a ] = | Y
onsmIutuend "anudunilsvesaznuunialatiamunduanudumlsasamls” vse "voyad
AN UEN NN U NS lA"
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(o]

A . a Aa ¢
ﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁuﬁéljf’)\‘]ﬂnuﬂﬂﬁaluﬂ1’5’3!?\’51314 SEM

E (ﬂ’J1ﬁJﬂﬁ1ﬂ!ﬂﬂﬂu1uﬂ1i'3ﬂ) ﬂﬁuﬂi’)‘ﬂﬂ?ﬂ

1.

ﬂ31uﬂﬁ1ﬂ!ﬂﬁﬂﬂ!!ﬂﬂﬁﬁ~l (Random Error) ﬂiuﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ 1) mmmu@ﬂawmwmu 2)
ﬁﬂ"l‘i/‘l!!')ﬂﬁ’t’)ﬁﬂﬂﬂ"lﬁ‘l’lﬂﬁi’)‘u (!%Tﬂx‘l‘i‘l.lﬂ')‘k! i’)ﬂ!?‘iﬂll) 3) ﬂ'J13JN‘HN'J‘IHI?)QE’I’J’ITJ“’THQ@“I%NQ! 4) M3
NN DU 5) mmﬂmﬂmaaﬁlumﬂﬁﬂ SUHU

. AUAMAAADUITITZU (Systematic Error) Usznoudia 1) anmadeaslumsneu

(Response bias) 2) ANNITNDYIN VLT A (Acquiescence bias/yea-saying bias) 912 laeenn
Y} Vv dw = a\ < T o [ = v < ti Y]
dauds vinaana Hluaugam Tamdadon sewenivsosn 3) anmdesmsilungensy
N9TIAN (Social desirability) ADHAA T GANTTNIUDII AP UMNTITIANAO NI ﬂaumuﬁ
mﬂumﬂma 4) MSABVIVURANIAEI (Response set) 151 13l 15iua e Fiudeeen b
°Iﬂ°’| 5) ﬂ’JﬁJm!E)ENGUENN‘IJi“’!ﬁJH (Rater bias) 6) mm"luamgauaﬂu“lummmnsuawammu

. mmmmmaaumwwuﬂﬂa (Person-specific error) ﬂﬁ%ﬂ@‘ﬂﬂ?ﬂ 1) ﬂ?’lﬁ»l!qlﬂiﬂu“ll@ﬂ"lﬂ’lllﬂ

HANAENY 2) NABZMIMBINEANAINY 3) u53elalumsinuuunaaeu
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a { o A a d
NANTIUNABIAUHUMTIUNITNATIZY SEM

)
=

. v A cidw Y & v o o ! U d' F% U %
2. ANUATY (Validity) ﬂeﬂ‘%mmm“lﬁmummamum (accuracy) "ll@x‘]ﬁﬂﬂﬁ?ﬂ?]i,ﬂﬁl"Iﬁﬁnﬂﬁd‘nﬂ?)flmﬁ?ﬂ‘lﬂ

5%

asemudszasn tandlunsaution vazasalnidusudatenu vl Sasudsudsou 95 Tasiaa

. xe U U & 4 1'% & a 7 =
1) Content validity MATIANITOIAEM IARTUS U ATUHB T ﬂswmu"lé’ﬁﬂﬂmﬂﬂwmnmw

Tl

inSosile Fanmslszidiuh Item-Objective Congruency (I0C) M1 Objective fnasulsielanidosnsozin
2) Construct validity ﬂaaﬂamﬂmm’Jﬂmmsmﬂﬂmﬂmsh‘hanﬂmmuﬂqymmmuﬂmu e iy

(1) convergent validity §2% JndesduniuEmueansy Sas a3 avesianlsudafefmas fanius

penarnnumndsurls aetansemndsurlamsziluninazneuanduilsuss
d Y Y v o d 1

vnenia lusansmsIana convergent validity AonamsInardunusvesnzuuunuunagoy 2 gadulyl i

v o d a .
WUNTHRANNUTIZHINAZUUUFAA I 9 HAIZINIEAINTANUAS ATUHNBY ualunsdNmNNuVDTo D NYR

as o U q’tu v v o d a
P83 FIBTALUUUAIFT IANY construct score MHIAMTHANNUSISENI item loading DINUNHAUNU 0.707
< Av o w T A a A = = w d' Y =§ o W w
Wuwan nazliled Ay AVE > 0.50 HaaaNNANNATUT AU ABIMNUNUITe93 v lsudanmasia
1192158031 Uni-dimensionality = n2130iulausimaiaaauded lailyranedaunu

. . . . 1o - Y = T o ¢ v v Aw o A
(2) Discriminant validity 72% Javesiuilsudavitlaliduiusgeanudiz iave sqamlsulsou
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msdsziduan uma“lm?hgmu Second-order model

AUV Second-order model 9¢3 Domain #1350 construct #1309 Second-order construct i1} Sub-domain
Aa d a
%130 Sub-construct %39 First-order construct 15191315831A312% inner model ¢ 2 35
yax Y 1 QY 1 . SV A A v Y QYT
1. Two-step approach 1535a313m114it40 sub-domain o191 un uadewrsenzuuuade uadlym
" A U Ay anA . v . Y 9y A N ¥
Al ug1uzaa3ia 3511 loading 101% indicator loading hnl¥szifiunnunsaalfuaasnimy
v w d U ) o
qUNUEIZ1I19 domain NU sub-domain MsUszluanuasalivenlihimemn
2. Repeated indicator approach 1#3a03% IA1%iin sub-domain NEUUAINFHIA I IAT U AEdA]H
8 v Ao . Y aady . . R QY . v S YY) .
1luA 1% IAve9 domain AIEITHAT loadings Y99 domain 31H1T)44 item loading A2 3tMAUND loading
134 sub-domain ¥34 loading Y94 sub-domain ARLLTSIEY loading
Y . a ¢ Y u oa a YA A A
3.6!14! CFA1m°Unﬂ sub-domain 1 UAINTHNIDNNY ET\‘]‘Vlulﬂﬂ?JNﬁﬂ1§‘ﬂﬂﬁf’)‘ﬂﬂ’ﬂllﬂﬁ3~lﬂﬁuﬂﬂ
NAgoUN input correlation matrix VOINITIA N implied correlation matrix VBIAIFIA AN UIND
1A A9 model-data fit az&aaaNsalda loading lililsziiivaanwinasiafe convergent validity,
HTMT, AVE, CR, Alpha, Fornell-Larcker criteria
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A . a Aa ¢
ﬂf’ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁé{f’)\‘]ﬂnuﬂﬂﬁiuﬂ1’5’3!?\51314 SEM

157914715930 Discriminant validity 19 3 35

cﬁ‘:‘n 1 Heterotrait-Monotrait Ratio (HTMT) (Henseler, Ringle, and Sarstedt, 2015) o mﬂ‘n”mmmm
mammwuﬁ"lmﬁ”ﬁ’mmmﬂmm construct f’ﬂﬂ ﬂclﬁﬂﬂﬂ 9 1’]1‘Vlﬁ°’ﬂ‘i)uﬂﬁ‘lﬂ’lﬂﬂ !!ﬂ?!ﬂaﬂ!iﬂﬂ’ﬂ
Heterotrait correlation mﬂuumﬂ uaaﬂaﬂf;mwuﬁmmmmﬁlwmazmuﬂmmummu mmumm
YUY Geometric mean l%ﬂﬂﬁ Monotrait correlation ué’am‘sﬁ’u mmcﬁﬁ’ﬂ?m“lenﬁa HTMTii <0.85,0.90

2

f g= =1 h= , §= 1 h= ;Jl-l'-l g= =1 h= {J|+]

HTMT ”=—ZZI{”5~ ZZ Lo ib K( ) Z z Tig.j
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o

a . a a d
NONITUNAIAUHUM S IUNITAAIIZT SEM

U

A . A 'V v 7 1 g
35 2 Cross loading AOAMAHENWHS IZHINAZUHUAIFIANUALUUUTIAVY (construct score) 1ABITIDLTHIA

W U N v

v v ¢ Y YY) Y Y'Y v VY
anaNUE szH N5 Tanunndaulsuds manduiusve simlsudanudat Favesnude sgan s ia

U S
voamnsunlaou
' . v . .. . e as % T Ay
f1 cross loading mmﬂmmmmmm?ﬂmﬂmm Discriminant validity 1ae3% HTMT laa e nm’ma 134

v v
VU A v A ou@!cﬁ

‘Pﬂﬂ‘W‘Uiﬂ HTMT ﬂlﬂﬁﬂ?!!ﬂi!!ﬂjfiﬂiﬂﬂlﬂ1ﬁ\1!ﬂu 0. 90 Tﬁ@ﬁﬂ"ﬂ!ﬂu 1. 00 !!ﬁﬂﬁ?1ﬂ3!!ﬂ§!!ﬁlﬁﬂuuuﬂ’J‘U’Jﬂ‘i’l“lﬂﬂu
ﬂi’J"ﬂﬂ‘iﬂﬂﬂTﬁN cross loading 31ﬁ1l‘ﬁmﬂﬂ<‘ﬂ1ﬂﬂ’J‘H’Jﬂiﬂ!!ﬁ?ﬂﬂﬂ%‘lﬂﬂﬂﬁuwHﬁﬂﬂﬂ%t!ﬂ‘iﬂuﬁﬁlﬂu 0.707 ‘I’N
359 3 Fornell-Larcker Criteria (Fornell and Larcker, 1981) Gﬁuﬁ1ﬂ1ﬁﬁﬁuwuﬁ§°’ﬁ?Nﬂ’mﬂﬁuﬂﬁiﬂﬂi“ﬁ
Construct score smwauwuﬁlumwm (%Qﬂ’)i‘i]“"m”lﬂ’u 1) ﬂﬁ‘]ﬂ“lfilﬁﬂ’t’)ﬂﬁ]ﬂ‘ﬂ 2 U943 AVE; Iﬂﬂ‘i’l

_ . - N2
AVE,; = Z2i=1 Aii ‘VN‘M }\ii f1® (item correlation)

% 0% U/

d v A P~ - | Y a d Y] d;‘:y | ] [V d'
wamaagilonenemluuIMussve auNI ndaviduus idosgan NAandUWUEAA sl sithwsnesig
dusudsou
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Aa y Aa ¢
ﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂlﬁgl}ﬂﬂﬂ1!1!1»!ﬂ1§11»!ﬂ1§’3!ﬂ§1$‘ﬁ SEM

v

WANeie 1. gAslvaves HTMT Ao HTMT2 gasitl¥ Geometric mean Midvina yauz#ill#lu ADANCO

geometric mean of indicator
correlations between &; and ¢;

K K
Ki-Kj| 4= !
\ H ?’zgl,rh
g=1 h=1
HTMTZ2; =
_ K; K-1 K,
KK, Ki—1 / K- K ! ]
3 H H Vigjh = | | Vig.jh
g=1 h=g+l g=1 h=g+l1
geometric mean of indicator geometric mean of indicator
\ correlations within &; correlations within &;

=
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[o} a\

a . a d
NANITUNADIAUHUM T IUNITAAIIZT SEM

LTI 2 HTMT E‘m;h Fornell-Larcker Criteria ﬂ‘iﬂﬁ

v o d v v d v A v !
HTMT ¥ saumaananduiusun q Aoandunus 521119095 3@ vzl Fornell-Larcker Criteria 19
v U ¢ a U v o d U
ANANNUTIZHI Factor score Fiatamanaunusum q omilusingnuerl

v v d Y .
Fornell-Larcker Criteria ¥ 1anaunusI Uy (self correlation) HULO BN 9 ﬁﬂmﬂﬂ‘ﬂﬂﬁ 2 Y94 AVE;
1 ' o w
157351071 AVE; = - };1 Aizi ABA N ALV item reliability Ay item reliability AOA1AITDIVD
v o d
item correlation M314 \/AVE; iilumavidudiusluavadluinozgndeannzlinuuden q

U

Fornell-Larcker Criteria ﬂszgﬁuﬂtym discriminant validity WAE construct fgﬂﬂ 9 ﬁﬂﬂuﬂ%mﬂﬁ;‘l H
o v o d Jd
1NN construct correlation MG ITUNMAHANWUEIZH I construct score HAZINUNAD 0.85 N3
Fornell-Larcker Criteria 994190135109 2 Y09 AVE; 4m3nnnn
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o

a . a a ¢
ﬂ‘i]ﬂ‘i‘iuﬁﬁy@x‘]ﬂ1!uuﬂ1§1uﬂ1‘§3!ﬂﬁ1$ﬁ SEM

1Ieve 3 HTMT tag HTMT2 1%1s213i4 Discriminant validity 19 13ANAIIHUINN HANNI TN
HTMT2 gwaﬂﬁuﬂswaﬂﬂmﬂﬁu HTMT

U

Tumsiau HTMT anagd loading ABINAMMAHUAAUNDLVDINITIAVINALUUY 1 DI 5 @ IN15D
uils 1110 58031 Tau-Equivalent @ 9lala3slumail§iia

Y v A Y . 1 d' v % d' < a wA
HAMINNHI HTMT?2 91991 loading !!ﬁ%ﬂ‘l!ﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁl"I‘iﬂ!l‘ljiﬂ"lvl‘l_lulﬂﬂ‘i\‘iﬂ]ﬁ»lﬂﬂ?ﬁ%%!ﬂ‘tﬂuﬂﬁ‘iJJ;]‘]Jﬂ
(3803 Congeneric

HTMT2 1/aeu115 geometric mean (GM) Ao &/T 7 * Tip* -+ Iy UNUANNABIAVANA (AM) INI1Y
rqq1+rqiz2+:---+rik

k

.

sulasumladlihnggh I dedulsannuaei Y+ T x g nfasumilasann
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o a\

a . a é
NONITUNAIAUHUMSIUNITAAIIZT SEM

HaeLyia 4

X1+Xo+---+X & : -
AM = = luaerumsana T ideyalaifumiuguny
n

GM =1/X; *X; * - * X, Wluaeumsasi

1. voyadmalasumlasnuuniga (Multiplicative Growth) 131 995 1MIAVIAMIATHFN
HanaUUNUMIAINK Matdnlaveallszyins msvenadimamalulad nrsunsnszaigvedlsn
E 4 d'd |} . . R ] Y Y d'a
2. Yoyaninsnsznenun luaninns (skewed distribution) 154 31U 9ald s1mnau

A AT Y

3. VoYANHY IINUANANNUNN (Wide range) 1M VBYANIINIIAY VDRATIAAUA
v :i I v l A Y . ] w ] a v
4. voyamiluoniaIuriso3eaaz (ratios or percentages) 1¥H DAINTIUNNNITIU ATUIIAT
ans1msnlaaulas

BIBINNFIAUNEY GM 22HINN AM
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d v A z::'
!ﬂﬂ!“l’lﬂﬂﬁ‘lﬂ‘i]ﬂ?”m!‘l’lﬂﬂ

1. Cronbach’s Alpha = 0.70 (Nunnally & Bernstein, 1994)

91 Cronbach’s Alpha = 0.70 ‘ﬁmﬂmmmmmmmm‘maﬂﬂmumﬁ"lﬂ 70% 30 70% VBINTUUY
mmﬂﬂamﬂvgmuma/mmmwmﬂumuuu fina 30% Benhilnmuamamasuannisia Ao
1) random error aﬂummﬂmﬂmaaummﬂmanu‘hﬂmmauuﬂﬂa 5y 915N aude noulag 1301
e aeumihunanaaue q Suneulvase c]"hJ'aaﬂummmmumu"lﬂamma C]"lmﬁuﬂenmqm
annumauuana et ldmunar aeduliaguisndvainoumanlnalnavannuiluo o
2) Systematic error nJummﬂammaaumﬁmuﬂuﬂnﬂu
(1) item problem suaaliineumantlivany 1mn1y1‘1uﬂ M Usleadugeu uilainia
Vo911 IAI3090 U nJummﬂmmﬂaaunm%wmau‘lwmﬂammu | |
(2) Situational factor 119 U093U FaAFouvazAY WEIRde M Fneu VSuNTiA1een T

Y, A =y o Ay Y, v AN AV b, B, v
ﬂ?ﬂ!?‘i(ﬂﬂ!ﬁﬁ]Qﬂi’)Qi’)i’)ﬂ!!‘U‘Uﬂ1ﬂ1N°ﬂ"Uﬂﬂ"J1Nﬂ@Qﬂﬁ%‘ﬂﬂ!W@Niﬁ%ﬂﬂﬂﬂ] ?)é)m!‘uu"l’mmﬁllﬂmu content
validity !!é’?f’]'ﬂﬂ 9 ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂ\‘]@@ﬂ
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d v A d'
INTUNA0 ﬁ‘lﬂ% ANNINEN

2. Composite Reliability (CR)
Joreskog’s rho-c = 0.60 (Fornell, & Larcker,1981)
Dijkstra-Henseler’s rho-a = 0.60 (Dijkstra, & Henseler, 2015)

3. Average Variance Extracted

AVE; = 0.50 (Fornell & Larcker,1981)

9. A9, NUAS WILENA NATTIATA NAMIVRINALIINAIWIN
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d v A ‘
INUNAATHIA NN

4. Average Corrected item-total correlation (ACITC) (Field, 2013).

ACITC > 0.50 Acceptable 19300W5INU81INATIA 83U CITC 1H)szdivsavenais

U

CITC <0.15: Very poor, strong candidate for removal ML IAAHALITOY

0.15-0.19:
0.20 - 0.29:
0.30 - 0.39:
0.40 - 0.49:
0.50 - 0.59:
0.60 - 0.69:
0.70 - 0.79:
0.80 - 0.89:

Poor, consider removing

Fair, possible candidate for removal
Good

Very good

Excellent

Very excellent

Outstanding

Very high, possible item redundancy

CITC = 0.90: Extremely high, strong indication of item redundancy
o ‘gﬂl’h CITC < 0.30 poor/unacceptable

0.30 — 0.70 Good/Acceptable
> (.70 very good but check for redundancy
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d v A .
!ﬂWMﬂﬂﬁu1%ﬂ31N!ﬁﬂﬁ IIC

5. Average inter-item correlation, AIIC
AIIC< 0.20 Low, AIIC = 0.20 to 0.36 Medium, AIIC = 0.40 High (Cohen, 1988)
1) IIC = 0.15 to 0.50 General Acceptable Range (Clark & Watson, 1995)
2) IIC = 0.20 to 0.40 Optimal/Recommended Range (Briggs & Cheek, 1986)
3) 91 IIC > 0.40, 0.50 0195031019491
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‘ﬁg i]ﬁ’g M3 CR, AVE Uag correlation-based alpha
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‘ﬁg %‘ijg ?13 composite reliability (CR)

Y = soavomnzmndang = (A& + 8;) + (A2 + 8,) + - + (A& + 8y)
=ME+ N8+ NE+ (8, + 8y + -+ 8) =T+E
V(Y) = (A + Ay + -+ L)2V(E) + V(8; + 85 + -+ + &)
= (Tit1 A)? + ZiE V(8)
V(Y) = (CK, )% + T, (1 — %) = V(T) + V(E) éfwiu

V(truescore)  V(T) (TE, A2

(R= V(observed score) V(Y) R )2 +YE (1 —22)
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a J
NIIUFAT Average Variance Extracted: AVE
NnauMnanes @unIMNIN Y; = A&+ 8;:i=1,2,...,k

Coefficient of determination AaaadIHANNEHIYsNMIsBaszaseaNuaumlssn)ane

12 — D _ SS(Regression) _ VOAY) _ _ MVE®) _ A
1 z}‘i SS(Total) V(YD)  AZVE)+V(S)  AF+(1-2P)

ilemasazldaunasves I* 38011 Average Variance Extracted (AVE)

1k, 2
_1gk_ A K21 A 15k 42
AVE, = 7o) ~ T efop] ko
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= g1 = k Elkﬂ'i_z kr
MINEINN Crombachs alphafid @ = — |1 ———=—| = -
. k-1 of 1+(k—1)F
k Trol
s =—1 (1 —
k—:l{: o )
o = kﬂ'z
FIDIEIN "i]_f‘l"ﬁ.l’l'l
1trt

1. l:l"t —H(El +Ez+ +E]L-}
o2 = v(x}+zzzv{xx,j

_vk_2
—Ei U"i+EEEr=:] ij

] ﬂ-] ar
BRIMIUN Ty = — Feifu 0y = Iy 0,0,
7 o ij = el
& L] k k_l f
HAZ1H{B3910 all possible correlation Y93 X1, X5, ..., Xi W1A c(k.2) A A { > }g
o = kik-1) _
MU T = k.:k-l;.EEu:. ““"ﬂzzlq === -
2. iuAls n‘i AT 2 Gaili
Yief =%ra=ka
ke(k—1) _
Llﬂsa‘f=ﬁ‘uf+zzzi{i j—ka+2a} Y,n; = ka+2a L
k-1
—ka+2a Y5 ka[l + (k- 1)f]

vz o K —.Ehi —k(_ = )
Uy O = k—1 (1 'TE' ) _ k-1 1 kal1+(k-1)7] |

=i (U i) = e (Gars)
T k-1 M+k-1)7/ k-1 \1+(k-1)F

_ kF
C 1+(k-1)F
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d v A
INMNAATH]IA1NAT (validity)

1. I0C = 0.50 (content validity) uazﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁg (Rovinelli & Hambleton,1977; Turner, & Carlson, 2003)
2. Ttem loading > 0.707 Mifadaey uaziihalSanamwan Mamaindl 0.707 aeeiialadind 0.50 wiew
AUNUN AVE = 0.50 (convergent validity) tazitieid ey (Chin,1998) tnauninAaziviualsi loading Him

Wuuanilaiehnd 0.707 naziinfadAey M loading < 0.40 1HidadT Iatiung

4

D.

=

uankouilsusenlving@rIaniin loading A wnagluri95z 119 0.40-0.70 T izazilé

o Y :Alu = ) Aa 's Y Y o A o 1 c: .
NUIUMITIAUHADNINNBIHNDUIAN UA DA IADANAB NI 1AM 114 (Hair et al., 2018)

1) loading MOUABI 13IA1NIN 0.707

2)CR=20.7

3) AVE =2 0.5

4) M I llazilvinunssanas

<& Y dwu o W A A a\ dw = a A a\ o

5) 11ua T Tad MY NINGBHALNA NN UTAUBN ASINGHS) ATUTUHNBU A3 ABITWUN
3. HTMT < 0.85, 0.90 taziitiadiAey HO: HTMT > 0.85 (11350 0.90) vs H1: HTMT < 0.85 (%50 0.90)
(Henseler, Ringle & Sarstedt, 2015)
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du A 0 v
INMNAATUIDIHS U R-square

A v Y A Y U Y] d' U =
R-square ﬂﬂﬂ’ﬂﬁ?ﬂﬁﬁi’)‘iﬂﬂﬁ%ﬂlﬂﬂﬂ?”INNH!!‘IJ{!HW’J!!‘IJS!ﬂ“I‘I"i3»118]1’WI’J!!‘lJ‘i%T"I!ﬁﬁ!ﬁ”m”l‘iﬂﬂ’JiJf’]‘NTﬁi’)
A Y Y 0 LY Aa YI o v d I
ﬂﬁ']J"IfJ”lﬂ (proportion explained) ﬂ"lﬁ»lf’nQ’Q!!ﬁﬂQ’J]ﬂ’J!!ﬂﬁﬁ]l?‘i@ﬁﬁJ]ﬁﬂi’)ﬁU18]119]’J"Iﬂ’J!!‘IJﬁNﬁﬂ‘W‘ﬁﬁ’J‘H
Tvad s lmwsizdadaaumamaniiy
0.02: Small effect, 0.13: Medium effect 0.26: Large effect (Cohen,1988).
0.25: Weak, 0.50: Moderate, 0.75: Substantial (Hair et al.,2011)
0.10: Minimum acceptable level (Falk and Miller, 1992)
0.19: Weak, 0.33: Moderate, 0.67: Substantial (Chin, 1998)
0.25: Weak, 0.50: Moderate, 0.75: Substantial (Henseler et al., 2009)
<0.30: Very weak, 0.30 - 0.50: Weak, 0.50 - 0.70: Moderate, 0.70 - 0.90: Strong, > 0.90: Very

strong (Moore et al., 2013)
0.70: Generally considered good fit (Draper and Smith, 1998)
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d v A o v
mmmmau‘lﬂmmnmn%’amé’fmﬂm;i (multicollinearity)

. . . = a a = VU v a Y
multicollinearity Aaifayrina il sdaszluaumsaasseiinnuduiiusnuesgaannnuly g
a = v v JdY = t 4 =\ 2! A o LY a0 0 =
milsdaszinuaNNHENUgIoziNaly V() Ha1gannn wanaa t-test d1%50 H: B £ 0 AA161310 D9
o Y 1A v a = U G 1 v g’J ::'l o U o w
Ml Jasawilsdaszneunniiviseaiulvansne vl samany
d v A o -y a
inanaaaulomviuifarii multicollinearity Nva1e73s
v v ¢ Q a
1. ariduius sznNenmlsgaudu 0.85
2. sign, size, sig VoI Wsialnf
3. R% 910 Auxiliary Regression Model ﬁﬂ"lgx‘]!ﬁuﬂ’j] 0.75
1) Tolerance = 1 — R? < 0.25

2) Variance Inflation Factor (VIF) = 1

— >4
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du A o v
!ﬂﬂ!"l’lﬂﬂﬁlﬂ"ﬂﬂTﬁﬂJ beta

= ! :’ v % a
aila. iqumasne atla. misaseanilihminvesdmilsauna Tagilnfoz]luily standardized coefficient 91
Y Y (¥4

o/ VY a v d d v A v X
amgaaaaNmulsauraniulionsnanenmlswaansg inamaaaulodviaemama asi

|B] < 0.10: Small effect, 0.10 < || < 0.30: Medium effect, | = 0.30: Large effect (Cohen, 1988).
|B| = 0.20: Meaningful effect (Chin, 1998).

|B] < 0.10: Small effect, 0.10 < |B]| < 0.30: Medium effect, || = 0.30: Large effect (Kline, 2011).

|B| = 0.10: Acceptable minimum. (Hair, Ringle, & Sarstedt, 2011).

|B| > 0.50: Strong effect (Henseler, Ringle, & Sinkovics, 2009).

0.20 <1< 0.50: Moderate effect, |3 = 0.50: Strong effect (Wetzels, Odekerken-Schrioder, & Van Oppen,
2009).

|B1=0.10: Relevant effect (Lohmaller, 1989).
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du A
INMNAATH V09 f-square

Y AAa A v LY v do
2 < 0.02: Yadgauviniantwana adaraanten
v/ Aa A v v d
0.02 < £ < 0.15: Jodeaunaianswanefadewaansihunais

=
3
w = a ] Y] o d
0.15 < 2 < 0.35: Tadeauviai ﬂﬁwamﬂmﬂwaamga
=
3

a o v d
ﬂﬁwaﬁaﬂa%ﬂwaamgamn (Cohen, 1988)

2 2
fZ — Rincluded _Rexcluded

1-R?

included
Y v 9 =< = J 1 v 1 ] AAa A Y
G!m@mam beta tlad {2 Gluﬂﬂlﬁu%NG]Ni]%ﬂJﬂ’ia%TfJﬂf‘L!LWﬁWﬂf’JfJﬂH‘U@ﬂ!,’ﬁ’nﬁfﬂi]thT”IM@pJE)‘V]ﬁWﬂiSﬂUGlﬂ

2 > 0.35: Jadpaune

(o7

= d' (Y] a (Y] a 1 (Y] 9) Y1 o
Tunsalaulsamnganssnuanaulidaszraeaiazaninosues Ny ada. idunig ldnauls
aunalonswanaraunued s uazuaazaioniwageauiola
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a d v
NIFIAINITHIAIUDDY

¢ Jd o v A ¢ a
oW IMIUTINSZHRAUY SEM/Path model T¥iraanlyanning I5aenldnel#imeonly
d ¢ a
sovlmnsninnuilulinsholyaiude

J . 1 Ay ' Y ¢ d Yo Ak A . o e .
1. N@¥ Variance-based SEM ngulynug sinnnaennislagl¥oana3tun minimize variance lag
B least square estimation 11 Smart PLS, ADANCO, WARP ttag PLS a1 fiaeehsfaaintiaziuaie
Smart PLS 4

3w d 4 LY a
2. 19} Covariance-based SEM nguitiianinaaWni5laalyoana3su maximum likelihood estimation
Jae maximize INSUN covariance matrix 1% AMOS, LISREL

d d aAn
3. Wl NISN1ADA 19U R, Strata

4. PROCESS macro ewﬁm%ﬁﬁmﬁuﬁmﬁam 131:% mediation model, moderation model, moderated
mediation model fitifusaungdnaen idmlswadwinunes neulddeaunlastoya multi-valued
variable/composite variable 13l single-valued variable @uneu Mmnzvioztauaiy unstandardized
coefficient UANIEAIA standardized coefficient S1fl0aMsInaver 1 lnezdon
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£1

A4

A3

AB

éﬁﬂfhx‘i Causation model

A10
W7 '\-\\-T]-.QEE {0.000)
0,892 (0.000)
Wi 4—— 0882 (0.000) — _—
0.897 (0.000)
&

A9

350 (0. mu}
u 227 (0. n:u:m}
*— 0845 (0.000 |
{ } — (0.243 (0.000) —
<— 0928 (0. 000) —_—
u 296 (0. mu}

'I] 952 (0. EI{lEI'}

IMG

0.375 (0.000) 0.208 (0.000)

A, A3, NUAT WIITNA AATTIATA NNV IR EIINATUIN

¥

0871 (0.000)
— 0874 (0.000) ™
0895 (0.000) ,
0951 (0.000)

A

A1

X12

X13

X14
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a q
ﬁ§1JNﬂﬂT§’J!ﬂ§1$‘I’i

1. nans3nsrHaammAe silenu loading Aagandt 0.707 ihu3une
wnuaziitisdAgnam taaslinNuAsuTInioU HTMT vosdmilsudmn
f;js'ﬁméimh 0.85 uaziliiad 1Ay (H: HTMT < .85) Haadiinsindnnu
MEIATAUTITNUN HIATIANA CR > 0.60, Cronbach’s Alpha > 0.70, AVE > 0.5
nnduls naasdnnas Iainnunes 0.375 (0.000) 0.208 (0.000)

a d v a A
2. HAMTIAFZHAIVUNUNDINEN AT UM INAAHNINAIGI (g9 0.30)
WuSinawnassmuuiun naziiveady uaasdmpaayagiiuei

a ¢ Y g1 v Y Yo ° A A 0.243 (0.000) ———»
3. Nﬁﬂ1‘53!?1‘51314!!@’9]@11’1!‘Vi’J’lsllﬂﬂal,a‘Vlllﬂ‘i‘lﬁnﬂﬂ1‘§ﬁ1§’3‘iﬂﬂ‘wu‘i’l!ﬂﬁ’ilﬂﬂ

v a (Y] Aa A (Y] v dJd A
aiuayuANNIsININgugfadsaumaionsnanefadenadnsosine
SQ—LY, SQ — IMF #taz IMG — LY lunSuninlasulornfinvesngui
a1

4. oIS aNdINTWavRImINs SQ uaz IMG AWUNNINTNAfL LY Wiz
Wiulan sQ Honswaganai IMG Uszneuiumsasnmnoa’ia SQ gnnains
9319 IMG snntazlFnanieenninn aaiugisznaunisae usasaniinanly
3N SQ oeuANMAL MafimuIAeANNADATINT NI EBUVDINA

=2 v Yo A A Y LY daa A
vz RgINUNHGUTUMSINeA S MNANHAN AR U ToIAZ WOM

=
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1.

) ¢ (]
Nanl iﬂlﬂiw?‘i%@%‘lﬁ%]ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁ?%

Convergent validity

B SmartPL5 4

SmartPLS  Export

. . [x] ns

ave

Bootstrapping

» Path coefficients 1

Intercepts
» Total indirect effects
> Specific indirect effects
» Total effects
O Mean, STDEV, T values,
(O Confidence intervals
(O Confidence intervals biz
» Outer weights
¥ Quality criteria
R-square
R-square adjusted
f-square
Average variance extracted (AV]
Composite reliability (rho_c)
Composite reliability (rho_a)
Cronbach's alpha

Heterotrait-monotrait ratio (HT

¥y ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥v¥ ¥

Latent variable correlations

Excel HTML Compare

Quter loadings - Mean, STDEV, T values, p values

Original sample (0) Sample mean (M) Standard deviation (STDEV)

X1 <-5Q 0.850 0.850
X10 <- IMG 0.928 0.928
X11 <- LY 0.871 0.871
X12 =- LY 0.874 0.874
X13 <- LY 0.895 0.895
X14 <- LY 0.951 0.950
X2 <-5Q 0.827 0.826
X3 <-5Q 0.845 0.845
X4 <-5Q 0.928 0.928
X5 <-5Q 0.896 0.896
X6 <-5Q 0.952 0.952
X7 <-IMG 0.893 0.893
X8 <-IMG 0.882 0.882
X9 <- IMG 0.897 0.897

7A. A9, NUAT WILLNA NVATTNATE NNINEAETTATUIN

0.014
0.007
0.013
0.013
0.010
0.005
0.018
0.013
0.008
0.013
0.004
0.010
0.012
0.011

T statistics (|O/STDEV])
60.492
127.281
69.309
67.538
91.355
177.113
45629
64.053
122489
69.550
225324
90.988
73216
84.975

P values
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
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2. Discriminant validity

B SmartPL5 4

SmartPLS  Export

Bootstrapping

[

>

Path coefficients

Intercepts

Total indirect effects

Specific indirect effects

Total effects

Outer loadings
QO Mean, STDEV, T values,
O Confidence intervals
() Confidence intervals biz

Outer weights

¥ Quality criteria

vy ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥

R-square

R-square adjusted

f-square

Average variance extracted (AW
Compasite reliability (rho_c)
Compaosite reliability (rho_a)
Cronbach's alpha

Heterotrait-monotrait ratio (HT

(O Confidence intervals
O Confidence intervals biz

Latent variable correlations

a d o
Nﬁﬂ1'§’3!ﬂ'§]$ﬂ%@}daﬂ1ﬂﬂ1ﬁf;’nﬁg‘ﬂ

Compare

Heterotrait-monotrait ratio (HTMT) - Confidence intervals

Original sample (O)
LY <-> IMG 0.323
5Q <-> IMG 0.400
5Q <-> LY 0.339

Sample mean (M)
0.322
0.400
0.338

2.5%
0.210
0.300
0.231
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97.5%
0433
0.496
0.441
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3. Reliability

Aa d )
Wani ‘i?!ﬂﬁ1$?‘i‘%ﬂﬁq§ﬁ‘iﬂﬂﬂ‘lﬁﬁ1'§?ﬂ

IMG 0.945 0.945 0.004 246.527 0.000
LY 0.944 0.943 0.004 239.535 0.000
5Q 0.955 0.955 0.003 299.156 0.000

 awiminal camnle (01 Samnle mean (MY Standard deviation (€TREVY T ctatictice (1O0/STRHEVE P ualiee

IMG 0.923 0.926 0.006 149.027 0.000
LY 0.927 0.930 0.007 132.595 0.000
5Q 0.949 0.951 0.005 199.947 0.000
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r--r-r-..... - -rrrMrmm T

a J o
Wani 53!ﬂ31$ﬁ%@§@ﬂ1ﬂﬂ15ﬁ153%

IMG 0922 0.922 0.006 161.049 0.000
LY 0.920 0.920 0.006 155.510 0.000
5Q 0.944 0.944 0.004 225.126 0.000

IMG -= LY 0.043 0.047 0.023 1.847 0.065
sQ -= IMG 0.163 0.171 0.049 3.365 0.001
sQ -= LY 0.059 0.062 0.027 2.153 0.031
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30819 Parallel mediation analysis

Mediation model Higatszasdifionyrhiled B HATINANIZNY
aoifodumaantoasnals (HOW) Tﬂﬂm’maw’h%ﬂ%sm (Total
Effect, TE) ADONSNAAMIAUNE XY ‘nummmnumﬂuwmu
a‘nﬁ‘waﬁumﬁc‘nimmmmmemuﬂ%ﬂamammweuimmﬂa
35ANYI mediation analys1s wBNAUN MIYARUIIINS
uumﬂmmmumymmaﬂ 1399 1NVIAHBUUZINNHIVLDU
maunqﬁlmmemf’h #300INANINAIT DN WATIN (TE) g4
1A TE > 030, 0.50 (Cohen, 1988)
audsaunaseralitiieanfedseraand 13ira18A 1919
iHluuuviny parallel mediation) @IMWYIIND HIDUVUDYNIN
(serial mediation)
mjﬁmswﬁﬁmzmqa%aauiﬁn%vvaﬁmsﬁuﬁﬁﬂéﬁﬁy‘ﬁ%"lai
paziiie launsnawsaunaid]dudrdnina XY Senrelnin
Direct Effect (DE) anasunniiesla daiiviadnaegnse la dnina
ma%’pu (indirect effect, IE) HA@ZIaUMIDINA WU TTUHQHIUA?
usaunaaudnee lifadmlsmadnitiamls v sfawise la
wumadumslalinnudAgn
MNMWIMIVNIL TE = 0.370%*, DE= 0.103** (@UN9
SQ—™IMG—LY Y IE1 = 0.465%0.337 = 0.157** !%‘H‘YI%?
SQ—TRS—LY 3 IE2 = 0.191%0.575 = 0.110**
TIE =0.267**

X13

Y14 0.572 (0.000) -
0.642 (0.000) ““-.\ /
X154 0.820{0.000) 0:692 (0.000) Y6
0803 (0. nr:m] ——
0g 3?5 (0. UEV'
0.832 (0. UDU
A1 (0.000) 0. 355 (0000) ___» Y7
0892 0. non]
At X17 ;
‘\ 0.465 (0.000) 0.337 (0.000)
# 0.850 (0.000)
gy ~ 0.191 (0.000) yog  0.575 (0.000) 0.821 (0.000)
%3 0829 0000~ v 0267 10000 Bl
* (844 (0.000) ~ 0867 {0.000

0.926 (0.000) _-

0.896 (0.000)
-

%5 0,952 (0.000]

X6

Y4

0.103 (0.006) —— = 417
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/"

— 0.648 (0.000) —
=
T 0.812 {0.000)

T e

0.820 (0.000)

Y10

Y7

Y8
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a <y
ﬁéﬂwﬂﬂ1§3!ﬂ§1$ﬁﬂlﬂﬁga

a q Yo A

wamsdnzviayllaae
1. wams1szugumNAIeINOWLNINASIAN construct validity
oA NAS AT ATNOU AT IANA1 loadings > 0.707 Hog 3 MmN
HUANGINI 0.50 Hazdl AVE > 0.50 Aaniluuinuasiitiaainay
M IalalluIngudunna1nm HTMT 9¢352+319 0.218 84 0.709 3
a J
(1 0.85 AANNeeegluNUMAD AVE > 0.50, Cronbach’s alpha >
0.70, Rho_a > 0.60, Rho ¢ > 0.60 '
2. TE = 0.370**, DE = 0.103** uaraa311193311a3 SQ Ndonswane LY

v A Aa A ~ a A d' =X S a A Y
Tusnnneiignswaies 28% amswanannge 72% Hednswave e,
usAuNaI NUNBINTWaMAUNII SQ—IMG — LY NAumnu
0.157* UaZdNTNAMMAHUNI SQ D TRS — LY AAWMNU 0.110*
DNTWANIIDONTIMIMNY 0.267**Ua @331 TRS 1az IMG Nonswalu
gruzifodewonlaun IMG HnudAygIndn

v a vag Y Y ' a a 1 Y (Y
3. il wdu szneumslalopanmmus msanln@ean]ddaes
Y o v LY ¢

laz uaifadendesl#anudnaannninemwanyanaza U

walovawu3lon

=
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0.465 (0.000)

0.191 (0.000)

B

TRS

0.103 (0.006)

0.337 (0.000)

0.575 (0.000)

LY
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AI0ENININI A

Tourist Satisfaction scale
Y] w d H g’J 2
Tagsual aunelanvdszaumssnsneamnenas i
MIUININBINEIATINUAIINAAK IIVOINY
[V /= % ' o A d"
duanqumfudunoe
a\ d' Y d' ] w
fanssutazamuineungIdszivla
w d Y v d' Y a ] [ =
inpanusazvnAlruImseenailuiing
d' v A =
91 SUAZ NN NG
dr A - o
aauNnauneiaNulasnny
MIAUMITZAINUAZI VT
[V Y A Vv ) a\ 3.’1 dy
aulaseudiausssulvig ainmsuniensad
UAIDIULANNAZANATUAS U
na lumslHrusm s ay
v = d' ] d'! A
WHANUNANUTEIW IR ITODD
AUFADHOUANIASNANNTUILHIIM AU
el g.lz wa
UszaunsaluasHnuaumariug

y Y A Ada o
AHYNNAVNUNYINHOINAIN

Destination Image Scale
FNUNNOUNYINANNAWNNMNEI TNBIA

UANNHRANNHAIYM O UUTTTN

a y -
amuhazorauaziilusziay
= W o v w Y d'
HanudasanadivisSuinnaang?
aMNYHIMAMINZUNNMIINOINE
= v} d 'y} d' T X
NPNANHAIAMNZAININAIYA
aunsoumalaazain
“ S A A
JauiineungNiaulavianvans

A da a

Uszan vl unuiniuing
UTIDIHIBANNTZANATUASY
“ a A
Forstazvaanunvaula
a4
PNz TN

= ] A d
Nﬂ31uu1ﬂ‘l—!¢l%ﬂ1\‘iﬂi$3ﬂﬂ1ﬁﬂ§

A, A9, NUAT WL A NAITIATA NUIVEAETIHAT LU

89



d o
Nﬁﬂ]ﬁ%!ﬂﬁ]gﬁ%@%}aﬂ]ﬂﬂ]ﬁiﬂﬁ?"ﬂ =Total Indirect Effect

SQ -= LY 0.267 0.268 0.037 7.275 | 0.000

5Q-=IMG -= LY 0.157 0.157 0.024 6.550 0.000
5Q->TRS-= LY 0.110 0.110 0.028 3.867 0.000
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Loading > .707,
positive and significant

(HO:A=0vsH1:A>0)

a d o
Wafnﬁj!ﬂﬁ]gﬁ%ﬂﬂaﬂ1ﬂﬂ1§ﬁ1§3§] =QOuter loadings

Outer loadings - Mean, STDEV, T values, p values

Original sample (O) Sample mean (M)  Standard deviation (STDEV) T statistics (|O/STDEV|) P values

X1 <-5Q 0.850 0.850 0.014 61.846 0.000
X13 <=- IMG 0.572 0.570 0.056 10.206 0.000
X14 <- IMG 0.642 0.640 0.050 12.737 0.000
X15 <- IMG 0.820 0.819 0.024 34.679 0.000
X16 <- IMG 0.803 0.802 0.026 30.323 0.000
X17 <=- IMG 0.832 0.832 0.021 39.777 0.000
X2 <-5Q 0.829 0.829 0.017 48427 0.000
X3 <-5Q 0.844 0.844 0.013 65.296 0.000
X4 <-5Q 0.926 0.926 0.008 120.990 0.000
X5 <-SQ 0.896 0.895 0.012 73.877 0.000
X6 <-5Q 0.952 0.952 0.004 233433 0.000
¥10 =- LY 0.821 0.821 0.019 42442 0.000
Y11 <- LY 0.867 0.866 0.015 56.076 0.000
¥4 <- TRS 0.692 0.692 0.033 21.253 0.000
¥5 <- TRS 0.875 0.874 0.013 66.687 0.000
Y6 <- TRS 0.866 0.866 0.014 63.260 0.000
¥7 =- LY 0.648 0.648 0.032 20417 0.000
¥7 <-TRS 0.892 0.892 0.010 89.500 0.000
Y8 <- LY 0.812 0.812 0.021 38.781 0.000
Y9 <- LY 0.820 0.820 0.019 42.148 0.000

9. A9, NUAS WILENA NATTIATA NAMIVRINALIINAIWIN
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Aa d o
NaN13UAT wﬁﬁi’ljﬂﬁgamﬂm‘iﬁ 1333~Heterotrait-Monotrait (HTMT)

LY =-= IMG 0.611 0611 0.527 0.693
5Q <-= IMG 0.533 0531  0.432 0.623
SQ <-> LY 0419 0418 0.317 0.512
TRS <-> IMG 0.224 0229 0.122 0.342
TRS <-> LY 0.709 0710  0.637 0.779
TRS <-> 5Q 0.218 0218 0.116 0.325

Ho: HTMT > 0.85/0.90 (lack of discriminant validity) vs H1: HTMT < 0.85/0.90

(discriminant validity exists)
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a d 0
Nafn53!ﬂ51$ﬁ%@¥ﬂ§]1ﬂﬂ15ﬁ133§] f’h f-square

IMG -> LY 0.211 0.217 0.056 3.767 0.000
sQ -= IMG 0.275 0.284 0.066 4.162 0.000
SQ -» LY 0.020 0.022 0.015 1.343 0.179
SQ -= TRS 0.038 0.042 0.021 1.774 0076
TRS -> LY 0.753 0.765 0.120 6.298 0.000

Benchmarks A9 0.02, 0.15, 0.35 (Cohen, 1988)
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ﬁ?@ﬁhﬂ Moderated mediation model

K14 B1

X X16

A

X3 \ / / B2
0.820 {0.000" X7

‘\ 0.643 (0.000) 0.803 (0.000) / U.Tﬁz m.ugg} v
A2 0.811 (0.000) B3
0.573 (0.000) 0.331 {0.000) - —w
0.763 (0.000)
A3 —
—— 0766 (0.000)—» B4
0.818 (0.000)
~ o~ 0.805 (0.000)
Ad 0.810 (0.000) . ~
~ / 0.824 {0.000) B5
0.852 (0.000) /  ECON ~ >~
/ 0.882 (0.000) ~~A
AS -~ 0.836 (0.000) Vs .~ -
0.887 (0.000,
A6 4 0.848 {0.000) —__ 0.100 (0.010) ( }\
0.876 (0.000) —— 0.464 (0.000) = 0.262 (0.000) ,/
5 e 0884(0000 s L
0.904 (0.000) W
PR 0.458 (0.000) 0.260 (0.000)
Ag TRS B8

0.850 (0.000)—» Y10

0.905 (0.000)

0.528 {0.000) 1
0.848 (0.000) 0.952 (0.000) 554 © 0000
u 230 (0.000) 0.296 (0. mo} e -

0.845 (0.000)
0.844 (0.000) 0,927 {0.000) - \

praanN "“
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éf@’ﬂ‘c’h\‘l Moderated mediation model

1. wamsInzHRMMIIAe i WU loading AAns unamiehisndt 0.707 fim
a0 wazinTediey (@3 X14 18z Y7 uafigand 0.5 nazaeandeulenluit Hair
(2018) tuz1i1 HTMT ogl4%74 0.347-0.515, CR > 0.60 Alpha > 0.70, AVE > 0.50 #aa9
NN IalnUMN

2. HAN13 VAT IZHONBWANMINT WATINTWAaM BN TE = 0.338 ***, DE = 0.098*, IE1:
SQ—™TRS — LY =0.119**1E2: SQ — IMG — LY = 0.122%**

uaaed1 SQ NlANiaNENane LY §aannua TE (beta = 0.338) MI510mgaannimuil
iudnswariaennyzil TRS naz IMG soudiuzvenlasag dunalainlounsn TRS
taz IMG AUNAI3ZHIN SQ 1Az LY WUNBNWAN N5 1Havies 0.098 (p = 0.029)
anad9Idesaz 71 +ise SQ Nonswane LY 3088z 29 1oN0150NdNTWaNINNUN
IE1 yaz 1E2 ddnswalnaneanis
3. WaN15AILH IEL: SQ—TRS = LY muidoulvvessy@ua1ves ECON wuh
ECON #Higd ey (beta = 0.100, p = 0.010) WUDNFWaNI00u IE1: SQ—TRS — LY
AMgavumu ECON Niimgaiune

A N
CIEL: IE1: SQ—TRS — LY =0.061* 18 ECON 3¢

4 a0

CIEL: IE1: SQ—TRS — LY =.102*** 1jia ECON aimihunanq
CIEL: IE1: SQ—TRS — LY = 0.143** 1310 ECON 3If1g3
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®

,.a
'

#F

i

#

ECON

IMG

0.100 (0.010)
CAUES 0,262 (0.000)

®

/ 0.458 (0.000) TRg  0-260 (0.000)

0.464 (0.000)

0.098 (0.029) 0408
. 029) —————
&3]

LY
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a d
a gﬂwamimmwﬁ Moderated mediation model

4. agﬂwa (conclusion and implication)

1A W o

namsdnszndmuuuasflan sQ fisnswanismsede LY uAenEwadan szl 18y (beta = 0.098, p = 0.029)
(Cohen, 1988; Kline, 2011) ailuiiss¥es 29 dnsWarianneINTNAN 1D

a‘nﬁwama@au‘nwmmma IMG gan311UMy TRS 18n1i08 TRS (Tourlst Satlsfactlon) mmmmnnﬂwn 4
mmﬂmmaumﬂ uSmanendwsei’ mswm“lummu W3MIensuazInseny aauiineaiemazuimslndi
e mmwaﬂ‘ﬂa ﬂmmwaumuavmnmmwmmﬂmﬁﬁmmmm mmﬂummwnm HAZMSAHBINIINAIAK IS
YN IMG (Destination Image) ummmmmeaﬂmmmwimaainwmm ANNAIYNNVDIFEITHEIA NIANN
:uwuﬁﬁu STAUIIA anmneIMA mmgﬂumnaﬂymmamﬂunumu uawmmsaﬂmaaﬁumﬂamﬁmﬂﬂmﬂma IMG
sanliaadeinn i TRs dasamudidmeniana st TRS nOU ﬂﬂﬁmﬂmmwmﬂu‘lﬂ‘lﬂ ﬂlﬂ!u!ﬂﬂﬂﬂuﬂﬂi’)ﬂ 9
wmmmwanymwuﬂﬂmﬂma"lﬂﬁaﬂ q wueuInu Wigarh Nz amﬂyﬂswmm‘nmﬁm a3 Hnise N
gﬂuumﬂuwmmeuamaﬁmum ) o

f115U TRS 691131 81 ECON aww] anBwaved SQ Niife LY azgaiua i naasnuilaemedouiiuns
#31912149A% mmﬂumGlmmuﬂﬂmmm“luﬂiuaunﬁmmaumm (Esthetic Experlence) Jszaunmsamsvandl

(Escapist Experlence) ﬂivanm‘smm‘m Elui (Educatlonal Experience) nazlszaumsainnuiivma (Entertalnment

v

Experience) °‘IN°'IJuﬁJNiﬂT‘iﬂ’nNﬂﬂﬂﬂi’)WN‘ﬂ‘lJﬁ"lE]‘ﬂNﬁQﬂlH%NNﬂ]‘iﬂﬁTJﬂiﬂH‘nN‘nﬂ ‘]Ji’)ﬂﬂi’) uauummmm«mq
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Experience Economy

13N&Itie Experience Economy ﬁamﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ%’ﬁﬂmﬂ'mmﬂswaumm‘iuawmmﬂm"1ﬁumans§1’umuﬁﬂ~mﬂuﬁ
aummammﬁ 1ag1i1 big data, Al Cloud #ag IOT mmsrawmmmammmam‘l%anm‘lﬂ Taerasayain
Damdi Al Snzrindiaeswamsinszi e 10T mam!mnaﬂiumumm"lﬂﬂswmuwa‘uu cloud lagte
ToarAnszruizoanmnziagnd FrunuTaneladessaawanetiiosaening

Experience economy daiiAine memorability (Usziivla ddle asala ﬁ*ﬁama]ﬁﬁmmﬁ fhalszaumsaiinm
°lﬁg§ﬂmmmaéﬁ1ﬁamné’ﬁ aamu iy razlinnuvsneiay) Immersive (AN %ﬂfﬂ'@f'\’unﬁﬁdnﬁmadm
and IFUIINBONUVUHNAAN AN 33N 1M N anvenuilszaumsal ifunisiaIusined9an®a ande
NN "laﬂmmwmaﬁamﬂq) Premium price (ﬂiwaumsmminﬂwammmmi M31431M1G3 Premium price
Talsuamsuneg ueuil "mﬁmlswnmmw"lm]swanmsmﬂ"!mﬂma "!wuﬂm HASNYMMNGIgR)
Sharable moment (&3n@ANN15z 1Ul0 ANNANM uawmmmmwmaamamau‘lau) Personal
transformation (1agnnlaaiinyz nfaey mindset) language immersion (1J§°'i;mmﬁmﬂﬂﬂﬁ"lmﬁﬂmuaﬂm
MINIMUANUNINTTNDI) wellness retreat (ﬂ‘sq,’cmmsmﬂmmun15Wuwammwaﬂ°!ﬂ AAANUAILA LANAIN
fhlarnanssumsilneusuan)
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A d 0
HNani 53!ﬂ31$ﬁ%@3&ﬁ%1ﬂﬂ15ﬁ133%

ECON -= LY 0.200 0.201 0.052 3.861 0.000
IMG -= LY 0.262 0.263 0.050 5.208 0.000
5Q -= IMG 0.464 0.465 0.043 10.850 0.000
SQ -= LY 0.338 0.338 0.048 6.988 0.000
SQ -= TRS 0.458 0.459 0.044 10.351 0.000
TRS -> LY 0.260 0.260 0.051 5.118 0.000
ECON x TRS -= LY 0.100 0.099 0.039 2576 0.010

" Ariminal carmnle () Camnle mean (MY Standard deviatinn (STOEVY T ctatictice (IO/STREVIY P ualitec
§Q -> TRS -= LY 0.119 0.119 0.027 4481 0.000

5Q ->IMG -> LY 0.122 0.122 0.027 4578 0.000
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a d )
Nafn33!ﬂ51$ﬁ%@§a§]1ﬂﬂ15ﬁ153§]

5Q -> TRS -= LY conditional on ECON at +1 5D 0.143 0.142 0.026 5.588 0.000
5Q -= TRS -= LY conditional on ECON at -1 5D 0.061 0.061 0.028 2.151 0.032
5Q -= TRS -= LY conditional on ECON at Mean 0.102 0.102 0.022 4636 0.000
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ECON 0.666 0.666 0.018 37.341 0.000
IMG 0.550 0.550 0.020 27.562 0.000
LY 0.648 0.649 0.016 39.807 0.000
5Q 0.782 0.782 0.013 62.118 0.000
TRS 0.730 0.729 0.016 45475 0.000

ECON 0.941 0.941 0.005 208.815 0.000
IMG 0.857 0.856 0.011 78.584 0.000
LY 0.900 0.900 0.007 129.658 0.000
sQ 0.955 0.955 0.003 301.256 0.000
TRS 0.956 0.956 0.003 275.573 0.000
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Aa d )
HNani 5’3!ﬂ§1$1’i‘ﬁi’)3&@%1ﬂﬂ15ﬁ153%

ECON 0.933 0.935 0.006 168.712 0.000
IMG 0.809 0.812 0.019 43.447 0.000
LY 0.879 0.880 0.011 77.259 0.000
sQ 0.949 0.950 0.004 227.544 0.000
TRS 0.950 0.951 0.004 233499 0.000
ECON x TR5 1.000 1.000 0.000 n/a n/a

ECON 0.928 0.928 0.006 159.517 0.000
IMG 0.790 0.790 0.018 42876 0.000
LY 0.855 0.855 0.012 73.970 0.000
sQ 0.944 0.944 0.004 225.126 0.000
TRS 0.947 0.947 0.004 218.230 0.000
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Aa d )
HNani 53!ﬂ§1$ﬁ%@§@%1ﬂﬂ15ﬁ153%

" Original sample (0) Samble mean (M) 2.5%  97.5%

IMG <-> ECON 0.515 0514 0412 0.610
LY <-= ECON 0.534 0533 0439 0.621
LY <-> IMG 0.611 0611 0527 0.692
SQ <-= ECON 0.347 0.346  0.240 0.445
SQ =-= IMG 0.533 0531 0432 0.623
SQ <-> LY 0419 o418 0317 0.512
TRS <-> ECON 0.520 0.519 0431 0.603
TRS <-> IMG 0.595 0.594 0509 0.671
TRS <-> LY 0592 0592 0517 0.663
TRS <-> SQ 0.480 0479 0385 0.567

ECON -> LY 0.047 0.052 0.026 1.844 0.065
IMG -> LY 0.073 0.077 0.031 2.366 0.018
5Q -= IMG 0.275 0.283 0.066 4151 0.000
SQ -= LY 0.011 0.013 0.011 1.041 0.298
SQ -= TRS 0.265 0.273 0.067 3.980 0.000
TRS -> LY 0.069 0.072 0.028 2419 0.016
ECON x TRS -> LY 0.015 0.017 0.012 1.261 0.207 102




M39819 Moderated Mediation Model with Quadratic Effect

B2 X14 X15 X16

'\ X13 \ ? / -

B 08290000 ¥ 0645 (0000, “¥16 {0000 4749 g000) o
0.801 (0.000) 0.577 {0.000) 0.832 (0.000)

B5 4— 0,807 (0.000) —

B 0.885 (0.00 .
s \
A~ 0.890 (0.000) .
B7 -0.192 (0.000)
s 0.866 {u.uow
l\ 3 -
B8 ™ 0.212 (0.000) -871 {0.000) A6
0.356 (0.000) 0.891 (0.000)
08971 (0.000) —— A7
X1 L _
\ I 0.164 (0.000) Jl Y10
X2 0.849 (0.000) 0.434 (0.000) / -
b P 0,351 (0.000)_y
- 0.829 (0.000) o 0o
Y7
0.845 (0.000 N
o 0.110 (0.012) 0.;3: :g.xg:
«— 0.927 (0.000) . .
. 0.850 (0.000) Y8
0.896 (0.00 N
0.952 (0.000) sQ Ly w0
X5
X6

9. A9, NUAS WILENA NATTIATA NAMIVRINALIINAIWIN 103



Moderated mediation model with quadratic effect

MIAATILHMIMHY WU NMSMHVYLI Experience Economy (ECON) 3
wamaaummmauwuﬁiumn SQ /U IMG MAUEUMY SQ->IMG Hang
191 ECON ummwaﬂﬁwa‘n SQ M8 IMG 3zanauandd1l ECON Hnu
fAarien1 SQ Ailszneumsmueg q“luwwnﬂmﬂmaﬂaﬂﬁmmmﬂﬁy
¥93 ECON 1103 1i1azn 231 sQ mund ludeariu pauiu é’LECON Y
fimﬂmﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁaﬂﬂ%mﬁ’m’iaﬂ SQ azNdNsNane IMG NNV uam’h
lunssenman ECON lineeau filsznoumsds linssduiivnanssuiin
1ﬁanﬂ1uawﬂm (memorable) wazaula (immersive) gna luneaii3
W14 SM fmmnunGlunsmuwﬂﬁwna‘umﬂuwuﬂﬂmﬂmamﬁmu sQ Tvinn
ol MEnuaina sazdanu TRS funum msmmﬂmmn:ﬂ IMG
M3IAIZH Quadratic Effect (QE) Han131AT1Z#HNUIN QE HONTWan g
vanuaz Hivie@1Aty taasd TRS (Tourist Satisfaction) A lalionSwanenu
Snanuila1em1a (Destination Loyalty: LY) suuilhuaunss uanawmily
uuUIFHIAS AD Quadratic form) AITNNT

LY =0.372 TRS? + 0.164 TRS

, . : b —0.164
WU a =0.372 > 0 JAaviae HganlaeulAei TRS =—— =

PR 2a  2+0.372
=-0.22 FUQANDIIAIND (-0.22, -0.018)

: LY

ECON °

-0.192 (0.000)
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0.356 (0.000)

0.434 (0.000)

0.110 (0.012)

0.313 (0.000)

0.372 70.000)

LY

QE
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nvesaums y = 372x2 + 0. 164x

2 ﬂci 1'91 ) _b 1
NANMNT y = aX“+bx+c YAV HIANAMD x = 2—, 1y
v |

-0.25 0.2

o b4 IS

maadennisunuin x

01a>0 mmaﬂmm x 90gNN231AIUDI U-shape curve

mmumwmﬂu‘lﬂmmmy gaUURENITINS NV

CRRTER

v ' 1A Y,

12 <0 AGITAVDI x 27ALNYOAIAIVBI Inverse U-shape
1 4‘1" d'ﬂ Y Y 1 ||

curve U9 NUABYAGIgANEIUAB UM y 9zanasad

FIAUFIWVVIATUI

WiNayig TRS AAuaaeny 3.19, SD = 1.29 iune

X-3.19 v o
Z = ———=-0.22 ™NHU X =2.91
1.29

(-0.22, -0.018)

minimum

"--..._‘_‘_‘_-_-_._-_'___._,_,..-r""
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a\ J
NIFIANIIZH conditional Effect

aﬁaﬁﬂz’%mwﬁ Conditional Direct Effect (CDE) #taz Conditional Il}direct Effect
(CIE) 15193094 convert aou1)as91n PLS-SEM 7)1 PROCESS #a3d 954
Bootstrapping Gi’fmgaﬁﬂl%ﬁa construct score

Wy

1. PROCES§“l%'ﬁmwﬁéfmmmé’ruma (path model) Mnsaz1ily single-valued
variable A3HuA WU 5103Tlu multi-valued variable azaoaulasvayaili
construct score 183 3AT1ZFMIOT PA 1a8 PROCESS 32 HUNUIUL (template) 19
e nld 92 yauazaansamnruaeunuld (customize) uANHe EAINUN VDS
PROCESS ﬁaﬁ?iaaﬁéfwﬂﬁmmga}agﬁ’mﬂiwaé’w%ashmz 1 612 gnas Iva llmaden
mwm’n;ﬁaﬁqﬁmmu PLS-SEM fitlaanilu path model unazuanssessesvos
13 aTuiluianves construct score

2. 11 PLS-SEM 15100n0uunsauuiIanuaalaoasznin lidamnamuas PROCESS
Tdeasumuneuuy

3. WaN33AT121i403a21n PROCESS option U9 Smart PLS4 NV PLS-SEM
algorithm 92 lineansanuieInnlidaneSsumanu datiumsAnNLHid U
Tnssahaazdwuuinasiall¥my PLS-SEM algorithm d34Hams3A3121 CDE
waz CIE 1%il¥m13 PROCESS option Y94 Smart PLS4
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N
7\

/

X5

X6

\\\//

-0. IDB 0 000)
()28\5 (I) 000) ~

0 847 (0.000) .
TRS

sQ

Cl 430 (0. 023)

Y10

Y11

LY

//\\
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a J
o gﬂwamsmm 1$1*t Moderated mediation model with quadratic effect

mnmwamzmﬁnaaammmagﬂ"lé’\'é’faﬁ
v v J Y o
1. AT IANANNATIAZANMNYITOANADINUNUNN N HUA

a A a A

2. NEUNMlUNsa UIUININAAN S IVEN HIdIATY DNTWAIIN DNTWANIIATI INTWANII0DN BNFWAN NI
aghailidorly Snswamadenedaiitorlumayansnamaa 2 aulisdnw
TE = 0.383, DE = 0.110,
IE1: (SQ- IMG -»LY) =0.111, IE2: (SQ—™TRS—LY) =0.161,
(TE, IE1 vaz IE2 1¥nam33n3121ia1n PLS-SEM algorithm)
CIE1: (SQ- IMG —LY !ﬁ@ ECON = mean -1SD) = 0.128
CIE1l: (SQ- IMG LY !ﬁ'ﬂ ECON = mean) = 0.083
CIE1l: (SQ- IMG LY !;j@ ECON = mean+1SD) = 0.038
(CIE1, CIE2 t1az CIE3 1¥#ams31n3121i91n PROCESS option U949 Smart PLS4)
y

1) TE anas91n 0.383 1ilu 0.111 Avaaa 1 71% uaaad IMG uaz TRS Hluifadavowdunions wagann
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a o
a7 Unamsn512% Moderated mediation model with quadratic effect

2) dNTWaN1990N IEl (gtmma SQ—>IMG—>LY) 0.111, IE2: EUN SQ—TRS—LY) =0.161 Y

ﬁ’ﬂé’f‘nﬁ’ 19 2 T @ U ue IE2 ¥A1gandn #aaddma IMG uaz TRS iluifadaaunarshiinnuaanue TRS
ﬁwé’aqaﬂiﬁaﬂmmu TRS 310NN

3) amwama%’amdnﬁﬁau”lmﬁﬁ1gagzﬁa TRS imdmaznod 9 gl ECON AMgaty nanenny
Nluyssenmain ECON 3 lunrvenesniauing sQ agianswase LY snanNuaasiaedlalacv sQ1#
1NN ECON Aanuiaiimsl{ifiens ECON 1nndu 4 answaves SQ azanaauananfeaijinaiu
ECON l#annau aau SQ ndsnslianudnm

4) QE fisdnnuaniuilBmnawinuaasinluszazusn q dnneanaieisarlosdadusu am
Uaeass mwdnwal Anuduae MsiisimaumuazuImsfighsssn manmeaanTusnddegluseying
ﬂﬁwmwgﬂ%ﬂumwmﬂm maummmmwa‘lc‘nfnwmﬂ 9 a%mcimmenﬂﬁmamﬂmﬂﬂmmwawa“lfnm1
fge Auiiniae X =2.91) nniflidmufidaemeaisanaianeleliiinneafe it uinadnioan
Snavesiavieafiszfinemannluinassangs
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a d )
Nafn53!ﬂ51$ﬁ%@3&ﬁ§]1ﬂﬂ15ﬁ153§]§]1ﬂ PROCESS option Y93 Smart PLS4

5Q -= IMG conditional on ECON at +1 5D

c 0.057 2.365 0.018
5Q -= IMG conditional on ECON at -1 5D 0447 0.447 0.050 9.025 0.000
5Q -= IMG conditional on ECON at Mean 0.290 0.290 0.039 1.522 0.000
5Q -> IMG -> LY conditional on ECON at +1 5D 0.038 0.038 0.018 2173 0.030
5Q -> IMG -> LY conditional on ECON at -1 5D 0.128 0.127 0.027 4.752 0.000
5Q -+ IMG -= LY conditional on ECON at Mean 0.083 0.083 0.018 4498 0.000
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=) d o
Nafn5’3!ﬂ§1$ﬁ%@3§@%1ﬂﬂ15ﬁ15’3%%1ﬂ PLS-SEM algorithm

ECON ->= IMG -> LY 0.098 0.100 0.022 4,520 0.000
5Q -> TRS -= LY 0.162 0.162 0.029 5.666 0.000
5Q -= IMG -= LY 0.111 0.112 0.023 4,789 0.000
ECON x5Q-> IMG -= LY -0.060 -0.060 0.017 3.483 0.001

ECON -> IMG 0.314 0317 0.045 6.959 0.000
ECON -> LY 0.098 0.100 0.022 4520 0.000
IMG -> LY 0.313 0.315 0.049 6.346 0.000
SQ -> IMG 0.356 0.356 0.044 8.173 0.000
SQ -= LY 0.383 0.383 0.044 8.624 0.000
SQ -= TRS 0.434 0435 0.046 9.449 0.000
TRS -= LY 0.372 0373 0.050 7439 0.000
QE (TRS) -= LY 0.164 0.163 0.040 4137 0.000
ECON x 5Q -= IMG -0.192 -0.191 0.044 4.345 0.000
ECON x5Q -= LY -0.060 -0.060 0.017 3483 0.001
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a d 0
Nﬁfﬂ53!ﬂ51$ﬁ%@§ﬁ%1ﬂﬂ15ﬂ153%

IMG <-= ECON 0.517 0.517 0415 0.612
LY <-> ECON 0.539 0538 0443 0.627
LY =-= IMG 0.611 0.611 0527 0.693
SQ <-> ECON 0.343 0342 0235 0.443
5Q <-= IMG 0.533 0.531 0432 0.623
SQ <-> LY 0.419 0418 0317 0.512
TRS <-> ECON 0.521 0520 0450 0.606
TRS <-> IMG 0.604 0.604 0518 0.684
TRS <-= LY 0.602 0.602 0525 0.676
TRS <-> 5Q 0.466 0465 0366 0.560
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A d 0
HNani 53!ﬂ31$ﬁ%@3&ﬁ%1ﬂﬂ15ﬁ133%

ECON -> IMG 0.136 0.144 0.046 2.966 0.003
IMG -> LY 0.107 0.113 0.038 2.850 0.004
5Q -= IMG 0.175 0.180 0.049 3.560 0.000
SQ -=LY 0.014 0.017 0.012 1.194 0.233
5Q -= TRS 0.232 0.240 0.062 3.721 0.000
TRS -> LY 0.145 0.148 0.039 3.673 0.000
QE (TRS) -> LY 0.039 0.041 0.019 2.041 0.041
ECON x 5Q -> IMG 0.057 0.061 0.028 2.014 0.044
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ECON 0.920 0.922 0.007 128.511 0.000
IMG 0.810 0.812 0.018 44,733 0.000
LY 0.888 0.889 0.011 80.502 0.000
5Q 0.949 0.950 0.004 222.423 0.000
TRS 0.806 0.907 0.009 97.632 0.000
QE (TRS) 1.000 1.000 0.000 n/a n/a
ECON x 5Q 1.000 1.000 0.000 n/a n/a
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Aa d )
Wani i?!ﬂi1$ﬁ%ﬂ§ﬁ%1ﬂﬂ]iﬁ1ﬁ?i}

ECON 0.915 0.915 0.007 126.854 0.000
IMG 0.790 0.790 0.018 42.876 0.000
LY 0.855 0.855 0.012 73.970 0.000
5Q 0.944 0.944 0.004 225.126 0.000
TRS 0.903 0.902 0.009 95.657 0.000

ECON 0954 0.934 0.005 176.199 0.000
IMG 0.857 0.856 0.011 78.942 0.000
LY 0.899 0.899 0.007 128.201 0.000
5Q 0.955 0.955 0.003 300.494 0.000
TRS 0932 0.932 0.006 151.287 0.000
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Algorithm U943 PLS

1. Initial Assignment:

1

Set all outer weights to either 1 or —— (n = number of indicators)

2. Outer Approximation: vn

Calculate outer estimates (Y) of latent variables (LVs) Y = Xw where X = indicators matrix of size k x m,
w = weights of m x 1, K = number of cases, m= indicators in a block, Y = kx1 estimated LV

3. Inner Approximation:

Calculate inner estimates (Z) using path relationships Z = YE where E = inner weights 1x1 matrix
4. Weight Update: For reflective: w = (X'X)(X'Z)(Z'Z)"1, For formative: w = (X'X)"1X'Z

S. Standardization:

Standardize weights and LV scores

6. Convergence Check:

Compare new vs old weights

Stop if difference < threshold (e.g., 10~°)

If not converged, return to step 2

a d
Note. PLS ﬂﬁ?!ﬂ‘ﬂ%‘l‘iﬁﬂ%ﬂﬁ’ﬂﬂ
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Algorithm Y99 PLS 0819918

anyAmulsdaszae X dauilsmune Y Fausiunansie M udazdanlsiidaiia 3 6 azuans PLS
algorithm Tﬂfﬂ“lf correlation 9113V outer model Hazl¥ regression analysis @1%50 inner model Ingay
JuBgunahaum loading mﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂmmwumauaauumoo case (n = 100) saadlvivlaseadialula
IANY 5 case !ﬁﬂﬂ@

PLS Algorithm mmawmﬂﬂsmwmﬂmwm‘lﬂumwﬂﬂmvmmmmﬂmanmﬁﬁluallaﬂﬂ@uﬁm"lﬂ
ammu msﬂi‘”mmmﬂmmmvmm«maﬂmau 9 (iteration) (31910 outer model "l‘lJ‘Vn inner model
122210 inner model n§ 11U outer model adullinaunmvesimiinilasuna
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Algorithm Y89 PLS 0819918

36l Q3. VUGS WIBENA NIAIBIADA UMM O1003 WALN

Ay1

Ay2

l\ﬁt

Y1

Y2

Y3
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Algorithm ¥84 PLS 9819918

—
Case x1 x2 x3 ml m?2 m3 yl y2 y3

1 3 4 2 5 3 4 2 3 4

2 4 2 3 3 4 2 4 2 3

3 2 3 4 4 2 3 3 4 2

4 5 3 4 2 3 4 5 3 4

5 4 5 3 3 5 4 4 5 3
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Algorithm Y99 PLS 0819918

v v

1. standardize 993aV0 I IANN a3 udemazlslunnion

Q
v
74 ()

o U U o LY v U v @ L
2. M4 initialize ¥1%1N 098 ATwsnazMrival vinwiiniede/anduiusmin 1 luynuden
: v K wx:
' o Y R AN . v A v 2] W]X] A
3. dszanamvasnmisuelan g construct score BINAD weighted average UYDIASHUIHUAIYIA (score = Zk_) Tae w; A9
Wi
i i
v o d
MAHTUNUS
o a J { o
4. Standardize Gi’imgasum construct score ﬁauummﬂiw‘naun1mﬂaeﬂw1§ﬁnmuﬂ"ﬁmummJ 22 1AA1 standardized
regression coefficient
5. predict A1 construct score My dependent variable Tunseu lufidine M uaz Y azlamlvidives construct score 14i
3 o v v dv o 2 v A
standardize NOUA1Y standardized construct score Y93 M t1ag Y # 1 inammanduius funzuuumiinauve snuos
Tashmiindadealvia
Y o d'dvd! Y . o Y v v Jdw U dwu a %
ﬁ?ﬂﬂ?!!ﬂﬁﬁ“?‘iﬂ]ﬂ‘ﬂuﬂ@ X“l‘f’ﬂcv standardized construct score U943 X1ﬂﬂ1ﬂ3mﬁ1ﬂ1ﬁﬁﬁuwuﬁﬂﬂﬂ%!muﬂ’J“H’Jﬂlﬂ%‘ﬂ%"lﬂ
Wrintadealvisilaee ludesdinis predict azuuuifadsves X
g, Y = Q'J Y Z’ C% o d' 0" vy o a Qd d' g’ L% o d' Y % a Qd
6. IUBI1UD 3 DI S %uﬂig‘i’l\‘lﬂ1u1ﬁuﬂﬂiﬁ]ﬂﬂ\‘lﬂ (nlﬁﬂ‘lff’nﬂ?ﬂjigﬁ‘l’lfﬁﬂﬂﬂi’)ﬂﬂ\‘i‘i’l!W§1$u1T‘mﬂﬂi}‘i]fjﬂx‘l‘i’lﬂﬂli’)x‘iﬁﬂlﬂizﬁﬂﬁ

1 1

anagfaznIngmg) Unanazeeuldnaamasunumin lalusa uneuriinaszanas 0.001 Ao 103 94 0.0000001 Ao To6
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308149 PLS Algorithm 9813918

U %

1. Standardize d’faagammm%qﬂ"lﬁ standardized

indicator score éfﬂ‘ﬁ

z x1: -0.53, 0.35, -1.40, 1.23, 0.35

z x2: 0.53,-1.23,-0.35, -0.35, 1.40

z x3: -1.43,-0.24, 0.95, 0.95, -0.24

z ml: 1.40,-0.35, 0.53, -1.23, -0.35

z m2: -0.35, 0.53, -1.23, -0.35, 1.40

z m3: 0.67,-1.57,-0.45, 0.67, 0.67

z yl: -1.40,0.35,-0.53, 1.23, 0.35

z y2: -0.35,-1.23, 0.53,-0.35,1.40

z y3: 0.95,-0.24, -1.43, 0.95, -0.24

9. A9, NUAS WILENA NATTIATA NAMIVRINALIINAIWIN 121



Algorithm Y949 PLS 9819918

ﬁi’)llcﬁ 1 '

Limualvmsuduve simtindase (initialized loading) N =1 NNA
X: wxl=1, wx2=1, wx3=1
M: wml=1, wm2=1, wm3=1
Y: wyl=1, wy2=1, wy3=1

2. MUIU Construct Scores 39UIUIN:
X raw=(z x1+z x2+z x3)/3
M raw=(z ml +z m2+z m3)/3

Y raw=(z yl +z y2 +z y3)/3
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Algorithm Y849 PLS 2819918

3. Standardize Construct Scores:
X score: -0.48,-0.37,-0.27, 0.61, 0.50
M score: 0.57,-0.46, -0.38, -0.30, 0.57
Y score: -0.27,-0.37,-0.48, 0.61, 0.50
4. ALY MRA 5341319 standardized construct scores:
M_score =0.45(X _score) + e
Y _score =0.30(X _score) + 0.40(M_score) + e
5. Predict AN construct score Y94 M a2 Y 91naNN50A0081a2 standardize AU construct score
6. 111 correlations 524319 standardized construct scores 1l standardized indicator scores
rx1,rx2,rx3: 0.75,0.70, 0.68
rml,rm2,rm3: 0.72, 0.75, 0.70
ryl,ry2,ry3: 0.70,0.73,0.71

9. A9, NUAS WILENA NATTIATA NAMIVRINALIINAIWIN 123



Algorithm Y849 PLS 2819918

ﬁ@ﬂﬁ 2
1. 1% correlations 131 weights 113141191 construct scores VD4 X, M, Y ﬁ?ﬂﬁ1ﬁﬁﬂ1ﬁﬁj
X raw = (z_x1*%0.75 +z_x2*0.70 + z_x3*0.68)/(0.75+0.70+0.68)
M_raw =(z m1*0.72 + z m2%0.75 + z m3*0.70)/(0.72+0.75+0.70)
Y _raw =(z_y1¥0.70 + z_y2*0.73 + z_y3*0.71)/(0.70+0.73+0.71)
2. Standardize A1 construct scores VYD X, M, Y lvis:
X score: -0.52,-0.41, -0.33, 0.67, 0.59
M score: 0.63, -0.51, -0.42, -0.33, 0.63
Y score: -0.31, -0.41, -0.52, 0.67, 0.57
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Algorithm Y849 PLS 2819918

3. A1 MRA 54319 standardized construct scores laayum3ionoealiiaine
M_score = 0.48(X_score) + e
Y score =0.32(X _score) + 0.42(IM_score) + e
an predict A1 construct score Y94 M 1ag Y 1197 standardize A1U09 X, Muazy
1A correlations 143524319 standardized score NV U?l%’cjlﬂz
rx1,rx2,rx3: 0.77,0.73, 0.70
rml,rm2,rm3: 0.74, 0.77, 0.72

ryl,ry2,ry3: 0.72,0.75,0.73
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Algorithm Y849 PLS 2819918

~
I9UN 3
Y v Z v A Y v v d d' v
1. ¥iA construct scores 1%31% 11rivinAdAIAHENNUS115DUN 2 1A IT standardized construct scores:
X score: -0.54, -0.43, -0.34, 0.70, 0.61
M score: 0.65, -0.53, -0.44, -0.34, 0.66
Y score: -0.32, -0.43, -0.54, 0.70, 0.59
anlaguuilasiszana 0.1-0.2 91ns0UN 2
2. 3lﬂ§1$ﬁ MRA iz‘ﬁ’jN standardized construct scores "le"n’aummﬂaaﬂ“lmiﬁa
M_score = 0.50(X _score) + e
Y score = 0.43(X_score) + 0.33(M_score) + e

predict A1 construct score U9 M 182 Y 1183 standardize MU99 X, M 4ag Y
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Algorithm Y99 PLS 9813918

U U

3. ‘mﬂ"l correlations “lmi‘sszn standardized score N1 ’J%’Jﬂ:
rx1,rx2,rx3: 0.78,0.74, 0.71
rml,rm2,rm3: 0.75, 0.78, 0.73
ryl,ry2,ry3: 0.73,0.76, 0.74
a
I9UN 4
anlasumlasilszananieanii 0.001

v dA
NAaaNbnNo
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Algorithm Y99 PLS 0819918

ﬁi’)‘Uﬁ S

M_score = 0.50(X_score) + e; R>=0.25

Y score = 0.43(X _score) + 0.33(IM_score) + e; RZ2=0.36
Loadings:

X: Ax1 =0.78, Ax2 =0.74, Ax3 =0.71

M: Am1 =0.75, Am2 = (0.78, Am3 = (.73

Y: Ayl =0.73, Ay2 = 0.76, Ay3 = 0.74
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Algorithm Y849 PLS 2819918

HNEITQ

1. Construct Score ﬁ@ weighted average — ok
Zj Wj

2. milszanavesaniszanimsonssannmao uily standardized coefficient A91114D9A04 standardize

a d 8.’1 v v 7 v
VDYANDIUNITIATIZHNNATI AIINTIVNAAHTUNHEISH I standardized construct score N

A a :: g U o
standardized indicator score AiNOdN15zANTOADPHTINAUMNMANO NI UINUIN standardized score
3. Convergent rule AON AN 19U 9 loading (ﬁﬁ ® correlation ¥i30 simple regression coefficient) INTOUNDU
Y cl I, ' al A 3 = c! A A Y =t
HKUINVIDU VNI UD8NI 1 1 1,000 (D 107) 99 1 v 1,000,000 (D 107°) HiddHOUNIIU 1510 TNIID

o 4 ' 4
MrnamIa
4. 15:719:01)a3M1 Y03 aU0 31T IANNAINIIS standardize 1NB9n3 VR UABUITNAMIAZ]TMITUN AR 111

NN39U (iteration) UM construct scores 15192A09 standardize 11434'11%%31/%13 construct score NN
o w a c: w v d
Muaanlvdaueanmlrnvesdudszantonoosazall VI A HEUNUE
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CB-SEM Algorithm

1.CFA: Compare S (observed) vs X (implied) matrices

2.Model Specification: £(0) = APA + O

3.Maximum Likelihood: Min F = log | 2(0) ‘ +tr(SZ(0) ! —log | S ‘ -p
4. Parameter Estimation: Iterative optimization using Newton-Raphson

5.Fit Assessment: x> = (N-1)[F], df = [p(p+1)/2] - q

Where: S = Sample covariance matrix, 2 = Model-implied covariance matrix, A = Factor loading
matrix

@ = Factor covariance matrix, ® = Error covariance matrix, p = Number of observed variables
N = Sample size, ¢ = Number of parameters, © = Model parameters

The process iterates until convergence criterion is met (typically when change in )(2 < threshold
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