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Structural Equation Model for Service Quality Indicator

from Thai Tourists in Pattaya
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ABSTRACT

This research paper explores service quality measurement for hotel in the customers'
point of view. The purposes of this paper are to determine number and weight of the finding
service quality indicators. Then to utilize the results in calculating the purposed service quality
index. Moreover, a relationship between service quality scores obtained and probabilities of
revisiting the hotel is tested. Hotels in Pattaya are the target samplings.

From the Exploratory Factor Analysis-EFA, it is found that there are five components
defining service quality. Component 1 is the basic and extra services. Exclusive services,
convenience and safety, physical evidence, and contract performance are the component 2 to
5 respectively. Processing data gathered by a Structural Equation Model-SEM concludes that
component 1, 2, and 3 can statistical significantly explain service quality scores. The score
also can be proved to be a significant variable explaining probability of customer intention to
revisit the hotel. This result robustness is confirmed by parameter estimation in Logistic

Regression.
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Business policy recommendation for increasing customer satisfaction towards service
quality, thus chance of revisiting the hotel can be summarized as followed. Main points of
concerning are primary needs fulfillment, additional services offered, convenience and safety,
and lastly creatively services and suitable customer welcoming. For a future research
recommendation, studies of service quality in a context of different organizational cultures
should be investigated. This is to complement findings from customers' point of view and to

complete the study from both internal and external organizational contexts.

Keywords: Service Quality, Hotel, Customer Intention to Revisit

unun

mwiadLﬁmﬁaLﬂmmﬁﬁwﬂ"l@i’ﬁﬁﬂ”tymaaﬂ‘i:mavlwzJ TOUARIFAIINNIENTNT
viegifipauazfinn 3'1U"L@Ta'mﬂ'ﬁﬁaol,ﬁmmaaﬂszmﬂvlmﬂag‘ﬁ' 2.47 fmduum Wiududeunas
14.37 9101 2559 w%f:ﬁ‘i'lmuuﬁmuhq@]m%nismiauLﬁmluﬂ 2558 {4 31U 4.08 A 1UA
waziindwdn 4.16 duen lud 2559 aardudadin 10.87% voaussauwnstsane luvmeiln
2558 "lmﬂéﬁ‘umﬁ@é‘u@”um'mmminsl,unm,l,ﬂw”u@i”mﬂ'liﬁaaLﬁma%ﬂué'u@”u‘ﬁ' 35 370
141 Ysznarialan Wusueuf 10 vasndnalalfouddin Wnsuaud 3 A REFHRCLRTE
sosnndsalUSuazanady mudau simiefiazwamanumunsalunsudssulunnsen
mMsriasfisn va9dszine miw”mmqmmwmm%mimmq@]mﬂﬂﬁmiaqLﬁmlummwﬁuﬂu
Fadneny

Yailumsiawmeviasdien mamﬂo@nﬁm’%a;‘dj’lﬁumwiaaLﬁm (Visitor) lazaddszinn
fo Tourist n30UNLEWNIYBABIMDURIIEN Uaz WNYAUIDT Ni8 Excursionist  MLAWNTI
visarfisauuylaiwndnsin aziinlesn ﬁagamiﬁauﬁmmq@ (0 2560) VINIZTNTIINNT
viaaifien i:qﬁ‘im'suﬁfnviaol,ﬁs'nw (Visitor) 184152in@lng (mwz\iﬁfﬂﬁaalﬁ?{mvlﬂml,az
@197T1@) agﬁl 289.80 auan uaduinviasfisruuudisin (Tourist) 31230882 64 ®38
184.09 MUA% Laztnriawas (ldwndradunsa Excursionist) 5173888z 36 #38 105.71 AUA
wasidlaRTanTes BNanIvanfisadniuinresfoiuuudein asfnesoaioisng
4,056 UINABAWAILNL,431 Lndaan fwsUinriawmas lagdwsuinviadfeauuudsdn
e iwahmﬁiaﬁw‘"nagﬁin%”am: 26 YAITIHINNINUA W33 1,074 LINGBAH NNnToya
Fradn azinledn mstEunsveafisauuuansdn fuﬁﬁ@dauﬁﬁau%dgd W afisununiy
vasnsaluninsaw LLa:ﬁmulumm%ﬁaﬁleﬁa'mmsviaatﬁmsﬁaﬂugaﬂd'}mslﬁuma
vissfiparimmasuunlidsdnasnstaan ssinlunssassumsisaiioalussaulssinein

a ' 6 6
NN ﬂ’]?xﬂi'&l%i@u LR AT



MIx1TUSsTInanaluladuniuas 161
q

qmmwmm’%mwaﬂﬂLLiMﬁl%W“ﬂﬁNﬁu ﬁol,ﬁudauém”ruﬂumsmLa'%umiviauﬁﬂma:mi
wuseldanmavasfisrvesdszanalng Lﬁaamﬂqmmwm‘su’%mimaﬂimwﬁﬁﬁu Wnfiaz
dawaﬁﬂﬁmwﬁawahLLa:mw@‘igasl,wzmw‘“ﬂsgwaagﬂﬁmwn%u Barhazsonaliiian s
eldnsanfinnlsusn meldanmsldinerisafisudiums assnaunssuineldsesiug
RN

@Tmmq}f: msﬁﬂm’ifﬁ'ﬂLﬁia&jdLijwvl,ﬂﬁ'dmiw”@umqmmwu’%mwaa‘[wumﬁuﬂu
Uszidindivinaula LLazﬁﬂszImﬁﬂz\aluizﬁuqsﬁﬁlLLazszéﬁJﬂizLﬂﬂ ‘Vl%il%ﬂ’]ﬂ%&lu’]qtuﬂ’]w
U3M51n 096 nsAAnITas msﬁé’a%fﬂqmmwmiu%miﬁ‘ﬁ'@wu wazdaadn9nslTauass
athaduglsysu

Vaft udsfiRNwa ldunzimyiagununiinsludddeglinannas gu
Parasuraman et al., (1985) letauad1 MITu3luQmNINNITLINT (Perceived Service Quality)
nudaudsinua (Determinants) 8¢ 10 ﬂéjuiummzﬁ KS-SQI %38 Korean Standard-Service
Quality Index %38 AT UNTWNNTLINT-UATTIRNAR ijaLﬂmﬁﬁﬁi’@qmmwmiﬁmw 89
gasnnITuMILINIesdiznainmaldluasdiu ldlinsiaguaiwnsuinislu 8 du
LL&:@%W%’UES%INLLSN Akbaba (2006) Wunddaudsisasdlsznay (Construct) 5 aaudsluns
f@qmmwmiﬁmwaai‘id WINAIBENY 19 ﬂlﬁ%a’j’] Five-dimensional Structure of SERVQUAL

eazidsaaflneludInnIMuUNImIIIIUNTIN)

o
o o a

AN NUWITBTWI FnTunIdlveIdTsindlng laaifa1unanuednnivg Wian13Ie

v
a o A o

Qmmwmm%mwaﬂiaLLiaﬂuﬁﬂuwaaﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂ mnaziartialudinlatng 3eaisiniia
Tunda) uazdrdialundazdunu ardiwinanuidyadaly ilasziaugmniwning
"uaﬂnLLimiuﬁ”ﬂu:maagﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁqﬂ LAzHINAIDNNLANLANENIN qmmwmw%msﬁﬁﬂﬁ”’]
Uazfiuldanmsldsuoimein mansafivzlswensianuaslaszunvindrvasgndr lansala
A un o o A v a A o a & A % A Ao
maaw"l,maaﬂhﬁqiﬂﬂsaLﬁulummwwm upsfauaziuidmane esnnenudunian
TuszaummimGvaiiasnwnen LLa:LLmIﬁfumsLauIma{lQ@m%mmﬁamﬁaﬂuﬁ'&%i’@ Taoln
° o A o o o a a £ (Y
1 2560 wInUNTiBINBILLUNNAIAUlUANEN LAUTaLANTWTY 13.64 81UAK (31N 12.70

fuanlud 2559) a19melednnIviaanedsn 64,919 Suun

InnUs=d0AyIN1SIVY

(2
o o

A = & =1 a o o P & A
1. Lwaﬂm:naaﬂﬂizﬂaum‘qummwnwmmsmmmuwaauﬂmammvlﬂﬂuwuﬂ
LWaInwnen
A =& A A A AaA & o & o A
2. Lwaﬁﬂmawﬁwamaaqmmwmsmmswmamimlamwnsmmaquﬂmammvlmlu
NUNLLDINNEN
3. Lﬁaﬁﬂmmmmmmlumiwmﬂmimmqmmwmiu%ﬂﬁ@iamsé’ﬂamw"'ﬂsﬁwaa
wnviaaned nelununiaswnen

I% 15 aruf 2 (NINYIAN — TUNAN 2561)



LLuurﬁmamumﬂ%ﬂmm{wz%m%’um”ﬁi’ﬂqmmwmsu'%ms
162 aurauzaasinraaion noluiundaswnen

Us:199Udo0n15399

wdseil iWunslfunudnasilasesine-SEM iemirmuasadiausstinninges
ﬁa%ﬁ'ﬂqmmwmw%mﬂuﬁa@m 9 V‘ﬁﬂfﬁﬁ"aLﬁuLmealumiﬁmu@@‘Fﬁﬁqmmwmm%mi
I@]m?wmnqsﬁﬂsunué’aaﬂw ﬁawwmniagaﬁ"l,ﬁmﬂ@ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ%’ﬂ&lauﬁmﬁfu6] i1 4
anainad19lsludfdne g vasusnsilasy ﬂgdf':maumsﬁ'@ﬁm“mﬁqmmwmsu?msﬁvlﬁ
w”@um“ﬁ?ﬂmzﬁuqsﬁwadmuﬁﬁ'y%ui{ mmsnw‘“@um@iaﬂa@Lﬁiaa{wuLﬂuﬁ*’nﬁqmmwmiu’%mi

Iuizﬁuq@m%mm wIoveaul e le

N1SNUNoOUdSsSsunssuy

“Qmmwmsu%mi (Service Quality)” UsznauaiuaadfInan fa AN (Quality)
L8ZN1TUSNT (Service) T9619N qmmwlumu‘?éi’mmmsma'n"l@i”’j']Lf]u Fulsniinans
asfdznauuazaNTdany ldnanrasuazindnslads gus UL 15 anuEnu
(Goodness) ANWNIAT (Luxury) ¥3o fanuindasu (Reliability) (Wb milsaniiant uaz
And3aillanaLBos (2560)) Y199 Parasuraman et al., (1985) lesmuafiorudeljianns
(Operational Definitions) 9846191 AANIWANILTNNT Togdaasmsdduanindmnsnansring
811 Croby (1979) Beteson (1977) Berry (1980) Carmen and Langeard (1980) Booms and
Bitner (1981) W&z Gronroos (1982) LLa:agﬂluLﬁaaﬁu’h AN BT 3 Usensa9usm i
laun (1) M39udasdle (Intangibility) ‘ﬁ{li:‘y"j’] vimyindsnwosdunnsdiiunisunnni
FIVINTAIAU (2) ANURAINHANBLANENITH (Heterogeneity) A91its fogmanNMe 3 UIzne
i HanIdiwumsliImsindanuuandranuszning wuins sewinduilne uas
FERINNTAIIIAN e’fiummmLs?umawauwnaﬂﬁmaawﬁfmm@’[ﬁmiu%mifu \uFsnienay
Judsenule wae (3) Msuususndld (Inseparability) wansdsnsutsuenldlaseninenslinng
usmauazmIvslaa Gsmsldmansmauazmsusnesnifalunafingan g i

é’m%‘uwmjaaam”?ﬁ'ﬂﬁlﬁmﬁaoﬁuqmmwmsu’%ms (Service Quality) ik 815U
oanldidlu 3 nduuwiianan (Themes) Aa

1, Qmmwmm’%msi’fmﬂu?ﬁﬁﬁuﬂnﬂmminﬂi:Lﬁuvl,é]”mnn'j']qmmwﬁuﬁ'l (L%
McConell (1968) LLa:'éiuG] grafialu (Parasuraman et al., (1985))

2. M73U3 (Perception) qmmwmsu’%mﬂfmﬁuwammﬂmim?ﬂuLﬁﬂm:mfwmm
m@%fammﬁu"aﬂnﬂ (Consumer Expectation) W&z HaI14NNTIAUIA17939 (Actual  Service

Performance) (Gronroos (1982) Smith and Houston (1982) LAz Lewis and Booms (1983))

a ' 6 6
NN ﬂ’]?xﬂi'&l%i@u LR AT



Masuinnsfanaluladumuas

163

a Z v e o o a LA Y-
3. ﬂ'ﬁﬂ‘SZLN%Qmﬂ’]W%%VLNVL@]THﬂUNﬂﬂWﬁ{‘DaGﬂﬁiﬂiﬂ’ﬁLﬁﬂdaEJ'NL@]FJ’J LL@]’D%B%T]‘LJ

NI=UINNIT (Process) VaIN13&IN0U (Deliver) U%ﬂﬂiﬁuﬁ ael (Sasser et al., (1978) Gronroos

(1982) LLazLehtinen and Lehtinen’s (1982)

niflaoasyl Parasuraman et al., (1985) ldiauadn mssuiluqmuainnisuinig

(Perceived Service Quality) #uildauilsimua (Determinants) 8t 10 N e

391 1: dudimuen A wLINg

Aulsmvne

e

@Aa819: USN1515908

10w 3nelaled
(Reliability)

AITNAILFUAIINYD
NRITUAITIALIANT WAz
udna15slale vin
a1stAusnaslidadng

Qﬂﬁaw‘i'mwiﬂ%hmﬂ

mafifansudasuluddyan wu nslduins
yaslssusnlinansdsanilalawonly ANwuDNdad
2847168zl ULEFAAIUTNNT ANRINI T LW TRS
wauvusms wiamsliuinslaassmuimuaad
Tsausulduszmealy

2.NNI0URUBI

(Responsiveness)

fia Audud niaalnw
wioufiazlwusnisves
Winem Fafinateeny
gndedaunIaLNAL
( Timeliness) Wa3dn173

IWuSmsueg

Wi auwsenlunsliusans snnsasssiasliny
andlamai nlduimaunignenled uddnzeglu

TN mﬂmnﬁ'umgﬂﬁwas;i'm’mﬁn Wuan

3.MIVANNRINTAN

NERIER (Competence)

= a v a a
Y RHGK) msmj’lmmmiu
ﬂ”ﬂmummmfﬁﬁmms
FRTuMIALSTT

aeaNEINa

LT WinuANIAzYINBEIRDINa I NIUA AL
NUUKY 1T WIENIUTITILTY UHBNTDITOTURY G2
lasans wazardnTNaawNYiaaNe? ANaNzITaya
\ A A o f a % o A %
d99iioatasadiefuazgndas wiaunezli

duuziburignen e

4.M314"H9 (Access)

WNufs enusanIof
Qﬂﬁ’lﬁ]xﬁ’m’]im‘f’]ﬁﬂﬁ
(Approachability) uaz
anuielunmifade

Wiu naeanliansumdasldiny anuazaanlu
a 1 e 6 A .
mMIfadanilnsdwy nIa E-mail szuzia1vanasln
v a AV a .
nsldusnay AldwinanAnly wu n1ssalunis

Waduidadriuadlsausy

5. anuldaiila (Courtesy)

WNBAs AW M3
IWaNueTW ANULAL
3 a
anwinla anauduiies

YBINRNIWNAARBNY

anen
U

A% mnmmmﬂmﬁuamﬁﬂwammﬁagﬂﬁﬂﬁmu
\Wagnddainis 1w nyae9sn tawninluauie
l,l,a:ﬁmﬁmmmuﬂ“’umaua%’waaQnﬁﬂsmm

wigndazlinmulumoandoail

6.MIRBRNT

(Communication)

winpfis navhlignd

l@sustanadeg luaw
U U

A lale wazsuns

anen
U

o A A o o P v o o '
ldun ndinlsausaldsuasunmliidriungy
andfinaInnat RNIzAUANNTUTaUugN N8l

A a ' o v Ada =2 a
s lladadanugndiffinisdnud (Well-
educated) WAzWALUNG TAUTY Lﬁaaﬂ@iaﬁ’ugﬂﬁw
A A A o oa o . a & &
IndMAssudwiToug (Novice) uinanug luads

wIN 1% USNIatwed sy

I% 15 aruf 2 (NINYIAN — TUNAN 2561)



__164

LLuurﬁmamumﬂ%ﬂﬂsm{ﬂaz%m%’um”a’ii'ﬂqmmwmsu'%ms

o a o & A oa o
@lﬁuﬂﬂui“ﬂaduﬂ“ﬂadLY]U?VLYIU‘L%W%“(]LNQGWYW’]

Jr :
@13191 1: (Ad)

Audsmvna

e

@ra819: UIN15lI9uTa

7. anuinidedio
(Credibility)

Usznavludre aanusin
11219l (Trustworthiness)
oA %
AnuLTe e
(Believability) azay
a A
733019 (Honesty) Tsfa
o A eaa
myrnenadseluming

NFAVDIANAN
9 U

loun Fafan1s anuwLTedevedlsiusy adnui
R ORS R R R yﬂﬁﬂmw/msmmmwﬁmmﬁ

fadagnen

8. ﬂ';mjﬁﬂu”um Uaaans

(Security)

A A o o
Aamsfignenilaeanaan
UATIY ANULFLI W3
analainiila

A v o o
F3ldun anudasanuniinieniw anudasany
N19NITLIW ﬂ’smﬁaﬂaﬁn‘[m‘fa;ﬂaquﬂﬂa U
andfnwalduinialsusy

9. mmﬁﬂmm:ﬁ'ﬂgﬂﬁ’l
(Understanding/Knowing the

Customer)

a A o
13 ﬂ')']ﬂJWﬂ’]llﬂﬁ]zL"l]']sLﬁ]

ﬁammﬁaamﬂaagﬂﬁ”ﬂ

oIt MITIUIANUABINIIANIZYBIRNA UG
azma milianuienlala (Attention) ilumoyaaa
miﬂ”ﬂmmm:‘lﬁqm@h (Recognizing) wrigndntszdn

28413903y

10.§UNIVUGB9le

(Tangible)

1998N19N1BATNV B

UINTUL 9

LT ANBIENIINILATND EIGI?\‘] IN ANURILINY

o G ' @ A A & A
Eﬂﬂﬂiﬂ'm/ﬂ'ﬁlm"'l\?ﬂ"l HUDINUNIY LAIBIND qﬂﬂizum

eIt edInunITIAUSn1Tve9lsusy F9A
Wsuiaiiauad Lmumamﬂmwmaaa”lﬁu%ms LT
AanwuzIeItaTIdNeenaINngnd1 Uasaungn

Tssusn 1dudn

7A41: Parasuraman et al., (1985)

fanIwdspfilAsaTonulsausuin Raza et al, (2012) v[ﬁa’gﬂmmé’uﬁ'ufszij
AMNNMTIALTNT NITuiaadnFudn anunsnalavasgnd LazAueslate nydiANE
IidLL‘iuﬁgluﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂ’lu Wudn MITiqmudFudiuazgmaiwnsliuinig fanusunuing
fodenuaziduuindannuiinela wazanuaslalumnsuidhaninlang wenanil lums
ﬁmu@@ﬁ%‘i’@qmmwmm’%mimaﬂnu,iu Min et al., (2002) laviauaifmsiwuagifioy
(Benchmarking) §1%3ugmnIWNNIuIN132asls9uy lagldnsdnsiuny Longitudinal Survey
é’m%‘ugﬂﬁwﬁmsw”ﬂiuiiaLLiufuﬁﬁﬂuﬂizmmm%ﬁl@T ﬁuL'%ﬂﬂﬂi:mun'ﬁﬁ'mu@@;Lﬁﬂuﬁyl,ﬂu
NITUIUNITUULNSI@3(Dynamic Benchmarking) wasitininszuanmifivhldiiaanuisnels
Lm'g}ﬂﬁ’ﬂ 1éunA nyzuIunIEINaULIANT (Service Delivery Process) NITTYTOIININGNIT
@Lfun1T (Identifying Performance Gaps) wazn1uiudyudlanszuaunisdsnaunisuinig
(Taking Corrective  Actions) ﬂgqf':Lﬁamaﬂ?uﬂﬁ;qQmmwmw%msashwial,ﬁm T e
Akbaba (2006) l@vinIaTameuiddensg vasguninmIimsluuuudiaeigmninns
U3N17 (SERVQUAL  Model) mmmﬁa:ﬂ%’uﬂs:qﬂm‘luamwumﬁauLLuummm@? f%su
IsqLLsmLﬁagsﬁﬁ] (Business Hotel) lew3alai/agnels uazwuiniidauds Construct 5 sauds niaf

a ' 6 6
AN ﬂ’]?xﬂi'&l%i@u LR AT



’J’]iaﬁiu?%ﬁig‘iﬁﬁlL‘YlﬂI‘%IﬂﬁlJW]%ﬂi

165

;ﬁﬁ'ﬂlumuﬁw‘%‘ah Five-dimensional Structure of SERVQUAL w3alasiaine 5 d6vas
LUDEIRBINUMNNITLINT Tedaudauanuaaniszagnd anannlunias fa aaa
§2@IN&LNY (Convenience) ANWEN3alMT3UTas e (Assurance) &snsudasld (Tangibles)
AMULNINDVBINITUINNT (Adequacy in Service Supply) wazaattlanazuasle
(Understanding and Caring) waz&3u3uuud18a9 SERVQUAL fumﬁmsﬂ%’uﬂi:qn@ﬁawwz
FINSUNIULLIFIRARIALS NI TN LAN A% (Service  Segments) LAZUIUNNIIIAHTITY
(Cultural Context) fidnsniueae

wana il Yi and Lee (2005) "Lﬁw“’wméi’a%i'ﬂqmmwu’%mﬂugﬂ@”‘nﬁ uazi3onin avdh
ATANINNIILINMIVBIMATLE w3afi5un1 KS-SQI (Korean Standard-Service Quality Index)
ifu I@mL%I&lﬁl'mﬁ’sﬁ’muﬂqmmwu’%ﬂ’lim&l SERVQVAL Model 483 Parasuraman et al., (1985)
%aﬁﬁmﬂsﬁmmqmmwu’%mi 10 Uszifiu safinguud mmfuﬁﬂ@i”ﬂ%’uﬂs:qn@ﬁmzaﬁ”n
7afau 8 UssLandazy Lmﬁﬂﬁw@%’uu’%mﬂfuq wiofsunluewiselu s §auitdn (1) ms
Lamﬁummﬁadmsﬁug’m (Primary Needs Fulfilment) (2) nadsslomiidlaildaianialy
(Unexpected Benefits) (3) NAN1IG1LAUITUANNF N (Contract Performance) (4) A4
8398370 (Creativeness) (5) AN AR DU (Receptiveness) (6) ﬂ?’]&lﬂ’u%aﬁa (Credibility)
(7) aUR1IN1T0 WA H9U3n1T (Accessibility) WAz (8) FNTWN1IN18ATN (Physical

Evidence)

A15797 2: e?'aLﬂﬁ:ﬁéﬁLLﬂiﬁmmmﬁ'ﬂfﬂmmwu%mi

Parasuraman et al., (1985) Parasuraman et at Yi and Lee (2005) Akbaba (2006)
(1988)
MINBURUDY MILAuLauA
(Responsiveness) FRIMINUTI
(Primary Needs AMULNLINDVBINNT
NINDUAUDY ) -
. A . Fulfillment) UIN17 (Adequacy in
NIUANURINITIONWBLNE (Responsiveness)
Service Supply)
(Competence) — =
AUAARINIRITA
(Creativeness)
. . NANIG LRI
. . anulinalale .
anultingald (Reliability) o fan  (Contract
(Reliability) ANuENIalung
Performance)
T4 A susadle (Assurance)
oA oa ANNEINTO IUNNT ANULTOND
aVILTana (Credibility) . .
Jusadle (Assurance) (Credibility)
anudhlauazianandn . , o . anudnlauazale
v anunlaelals AnNDuAdausy
(Understanding/Knowing the (Understanding and
(Empathy) (Receptiveness)
Customer) Caring)

o
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IINNANMIFILAIIZRAINATIT19T196W 1Hadrdandsinua MAUANIITLZATNIN
usms Al4las Yi and Lee (2005) 1 lddszgndlgrugsfawimiludszineinindleadng
N394 "L&imwmwiqmm%mimiaaLﬁmm%fu @Tﬂﬁ?ul,ﬁiammmminlumsﬂi:qnmﬁlﬂﬁ
it udspi lwdasdn (fawns¥inMIIaNeiadfsznau-Factor Analysis) 39¥nsiAL
ﬁagaﬁ'ﬁoLﬂumiﬂsnﬁuqmmwu‘%mﬂu 8 GNUAINE s'swﬁdiﬁgﬂﬁﬂﬂizLﬁuqmmwu’%ms

Tagsua28 wazdsvinnmsiensiinudulugiunoaly

NSaulludNIIUAG

[

NWIBTUN MIRNTNABAINANILINT mmg}wawaa;j%’uu%m‘nﬂu%é'ﬂ a9
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msﬂinﬁu’uaqgnﬁw 8

a = Y &
* NMIAVLANNMUADINTINUI TN

(Primary Needs Fulfillment)

- uadselpmilildnandsly

(Unexpected Benefits)

- o aq X ¥
AZUWUA WNIWLIMT miaaduladadn
=

* HEMIAURBNUANRAN (Perceived Service Quality) (Service Retention)

(Contract Performance)

- ANNAAFIIIRTIA (Creativeness)

- anududdansl (Receptiveness)
4 -

« aYUILTanae (Credibility)

« ANUENNID IMTENEILSANT

(Accessibility)

INNIBUUWIANNAAT I % Lﬁagﬂﬁwg‘l,*ﬁu%ms lasun3IelalduinsaSuan aifia
msﬂi:Lﬁuqmmwmiu%miﬁga 8 NAT19AH LLazfa:ﬁ,ﬂﬂ;jmiﬂszLﬁuqmmwmiﬂ%mﬂ@smu
9INYUNBIVDIZNEN (Perceived Service Quality) G’i?ammsnazﬁaﬂ@h’mﬂumuqmmwms
U%ﬂ’]iﬁﬁﬂﬁ"llﬁuﬁiﬁLLiNﬁW%LfWWVﬂ 1o m:uuuqmmwu’%ms@ﬁﬂdnmmmﬁauﬂu Predictor
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H1: miﬂiuﬁuqmmwu’%miﬁa 8 % mm‘ma%mmmuuqmmwu’%mi‘lﬁ
H2: azuuugunnuInaanInasusanuzdulunmsdadulalunadiving ld

s:IU89UISN1SI09

MIANEATI% L IUNIAN1IIBITIET29 (Survey Research) N9tk lunsmnuaamia
o ' Ao & A A & A R A & A a o
#208191n13338ATIH LHBINYITTINININNG A ﬂquuﬂ‘ﬂaqmmimluwumuaowwm
ﬁayamﬂmzmudmﬁﬁauﬁmuazﬁww Iud W.¢1.2560 WNTBILNIILUUNNANIARNNILE B INNL

a%'lﬁiﬂ 13.64 AUAK ﬁ]’mgm"uad Taro Yamane

n = N/(1+Ne’)
399.988 Al = 13.64 SNUAW(1+(13.64 §1UAY x0.05°))

fruald n @ amraaradne N fe swadszonatnune (Iunsdit 13.64 suamu)

o

uaz e Aa nanuaaaLARawisanLle (Frualiinnnu 0.05) azldswiudratreaslaivinnu

a

399.988 @18419 Yﬁ‘fﬁﬁaﬂ'awazmﬂluﬂﬁz@ﬁaaim qavuldldnigudiatnslandsdny
(Accidental Sampling) ﬁfﬂvia\‘lLﬁmLLUUW"'ﬂ@T’Nﬁuﬁlﬁuayjuuﬂﬁﬁmﬂﬁwmua:u%nmj”wLﬁm
TAUFAUATUIAGIDEITRAT 400 G28EN9 UASNANNTEITIINTNANTILATIEW I E 91T e
Swanlumsfvuuuseuniw qﬁﬁ'ﬂﬁﬁ’mu@lﬁﬁé’aLLﬂiﬁLﬂum‘iﬂ‘i:Lﬁuqmmwu%mwﬁa 8
fudimuninsaldlasass (Observable Variables) anndasnanudldlunuussunuaisit lagd
FAIWINTIN 16 Va0 Lfiavlﬁﬁa;&aﬁq 16 GLUIAINAIINLEA Q”’“sﬁ?'yvlﬁﬁ'm'lﬁl,mnﬁ
2961U32NauIB9&1593 (Exploratory Factor Analysis) WarhmIaada (Dimension Reduction)ua43
"ﬂ”agaaaLLazﬁuﬂ’unWiﬁ'una;uﬁaLLﬂﬂumﬁ'@Qmmwu’%mi'j’]ﬁuﬁﬁ]:ﬁﬁﬁa LAZFaAARaINL
Nwispiruumsaliogsls

nwssram e sassdsznauile llelunnsae Construct  LRe¥iNANT
1/92u106N1761 Regression Weight PNNFUNIIATIFTN (Structural Equation Model-SEM) ﬁl“ﬁ/
Lﬁ@ﬂﬂiﬂ%ﬂﬁmﬂumuqmmwu?mi wazanuealalumsignindranudrey (maauauuagmﬁ
1 miﬂsuﬁuqmmwu%miﬁgﬁ 8 A ANNNINATUNBALUUANTWLINT G WiaNALIINMNS
maauamagmﬁ 2: azuuugmwWUINITANInaiuaanuihandulunisdadulalunisia
wnBle) 1199 wan13Usznmn1s Regression Weight #ildannanmslasiairs swnsaldiin
@Taﬁmu@ﬁ'mﬁfn@ﬁ%’i'@]Qmmwmiu’%mﬂmwiazﬁaﬁwuvléf 6}?\1mmsnﬁﬂﬂﬂ%’uﬂswﬂn@ﬂﬁﬁa
siaariiguniwnIuimsluyunassasdiuuinislddaly wananit ;d”ﬁﬁ'ﬂvlﬁﬁﬁagaﬁvlﬁmﬂ
wuusaumuludInaImIliazuuugNINLINNT (Azuuw 1 9 10) Yo eIuazaITm
@ma]mw”nsgﬂukaLmuﬁmﬁw”n‘l,uﬂ?]a]‘um (0slaazanmIolaiuningn) snleluuundiaas Logistic
Regression LABNAgaUANNFUNUETTHIIFadInawinazdulunsidnwnd iuazuuy
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AMMNUINNT (WaBudummaseusua@s ui 2: azuuugmAINUINMITNNINaTuI8Aw
sazidulunmsaadulalunsgiwng le)

wan1sd99

Tayangualagnlszrnsdmaas

ﬁnﬂmiajmﬁuﬁaazmLﬂmmﬂLLazv‘hmimnaaumwgﬂﬁmmuﬁmmaammau"ﬁa
ANDNNENI 9 $ruanuuugeunwfild ldninua d91wau 416 74 andwanelsidinda 400
et mansaudimudszmnsenaad ldasi sedrswenidume 172 e WRZWHAY 244 308
mqmﬁwmﬁmammuaaumuagﬁ 29.96 1 (g9ga 17 1 @‘iwq@ 66 1) lasmsnszaeaelduas

dratalugiedng g mansaagdldasag

A1919N 2: imvlﬁmaanq'uﬁ'm:m

znela i Sowaz | Jowaz (MFle) | Sowas (szaw)
3itAin 15,000 LN 107 25.7 25.7 25.7
15,001-25,000 U 143 34.4 34.4 60.1
25,001-35,000 U 91 21.9 21.9 82
35,001-45,000 U 36 8.7 8.7 90.6
NN 45,000 LN 39 9.4 9.4 100
9N 416 100 100
Aan: REH

Mnatsdwinlddn Moldvesdaavuunsaunindiulngagluiig 15,001-

25,000 UINABLADK T998IN ABTI9 ballA 15,000 UINGBLAON AUEIAL

NIsnadavauvuasIu
NMINAFIUANNAZINN 1
H1: ﬂ'liﬂi:l,ﬁuqruﬂ'lwu’%ﬂ’mﬁd 8 A mmsna%u’mﬂzl,muqmmwu%msvlﬁ

lummesausuadzun 1 andadiaulunuuseunuiianisdsmdugmninuinig

79 8 M NATIWINTIN 16 ToADY Lﬁavl,ﬁﬁ]’agaﬁ'andnmﬂLmuaaumuﬁd 416 TAURD ;ﬁfﬁ“ﬂ
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1avinsiianesviasddsenauiFad3aa (Exploratory Factor Analysis-EFA) tatihlu1lglunns
83196u3ur (Latent Variables) lugunislassasns than1saSunuazuuugnIwyinis uag
& v o ¥ a & & % & a .
ANNAI R lWMIINNS HanTIATTRednUsznaula 5 eeddsznay lasfidn Kaiser-Meyer-
Olkin (KMO) \¥inil 0.643 W@z Bartlett's Test of Sphericity @@ Significant fi 0.00 LAZ&1XNTD
afunsanuudsUsiuldninue (Total Variance Explained) 57.9% agﬂaaﬁﬂszﬂaumuquu

UWNWULED A9A13197 3

#1979 3: Rotated Component Matrix”

Component
1 2 3 4 5
fiseasnldasy 0.833

uSmsinldldanands 0.781

WusSmyanudasms 0.726

JuSmsRie 0.596

Janaaans 0.841

LAWNNEEAIN 0.797

witnawlilale 0.661

wiiaasidaauiian 0.572

uimadangu 0.812

usmslelaNe 0.713

uSmsdianansol 0.675

UIMTHIUAL 0.573

NILAINULANE Y 0.857

ANVULRUIETRUNIINIBNIN 0.822

M lamusnan 0.763

Figwsanugzanidaauian 0.703

Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis. Rotation Method: Varimax with Kaiser Normalization a.
Rotation converged in 5 iterations.

P (g
na": Ed’J'ﬂ]?.l

wamﬁmﬁ:ﬁaoﬁﬂszﬂauﬁwﬁua?ﬂﬁ'jﬂ paddsznaufiswnsnanaldain 16 7o
d1ou (16 @) flag 5 asddznay (5 Td) Alufnnuduwusiu (Varimax Rotation) lag 5
pasUsznavitaansnatunsanuuysdsin (Variance Explained) maa"ﬁagmﬁ%miﬁ 57.94%
Tood 3 ssfdsznavfivsznoudiasaudsiiiale (Observable Variables) a46Usznauas 4 64
w5 Tagldvinmsasdeasdszney 3 @it de
a o

3 P a P a a £ v o o v
availsznaun 1: UINTINBIIWUASUINTIINLAY ﬂs:nauvlﬂmﬂ “llE]ﬂ']ﬂ”liJ‘Iﬁiﬂ@"JLLﬂi"/l']@le@] 4

auds laun daudssasaaudsn dssdumaiduduanudasmsvugiu AedFsnasinldasy
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wis lawn eandssasadntsain dszduanuingenafonninawlilala wazaN3Andaaany
LareILUIBNFDIAILUTINA UTLLERAMNFINITOLWAITIINAILUIAITAD LAUNIIRZAIN LA

6 6
W@t T daaNNLIAN
wazdn 2 a9dUsznauNUsznaumIaILlINIala 2 aauls Ao

6 4 [ ) o { o o @ v
avasznauf 4: anwnismanndsznavldeiy Tadoiuniacinlsniale 2 aauds leun
AU IFDINILUTINN UITLAUIFNIANIINEAN AB ANMVLRIZRNNIAUATN LAZNITHAINNE

NP VASE]

I3 P o A o Y v o A o Ao o o
avasznaun 5:Naﬂ'li@]'ll%%\‘l'\%(ﬂ'l“ﬁiy{y'lﬂ'izﬂaﬂ‘lﬂ@ﬂU mammuﬂiamuﬂ‘i‘ﬂ’mvl@ 2 91
A o

wis leun @udssasdandsann dezidunamssiiwnuanusyy Aavildausugn wazi
IUWILANNREAINTANINLIAN

mnﬁfuﬁa"[ﬁﬁwmsﬁmmgﬂmelaaLLUU'«ﬁ"}aaﬂmoa%’mlﬁaa@ﬂﬁmﬁ'umauLLmﬁ@
PYAINMTITY UATHANITILATIEH Iz NauT 1961 a9 lsneuLitasaInadflsznaun 4 uas 5
udrudsuelsfifiarudsinuafiia (Measurable Items) lalies 2 aaudsadfilanaiuug?
' & ° ° v a a da ' 3 o [
Mslaaendsenaundsadadlunuudiaed SEM v lwiAia&eniSonin Heywood cases” ¥inlv
Variance 289 Error Term 283U Ud8038a18080 39dianndndunazlilanssasasdisznoy
° P & v o P o o & A
A9 ULUUIIREY A1T9N 4 sydasdlaznauuazdodiaufiidudiiimuavatasdlznaunie

Latent Variable Iuuuus1889

* McDonald, R.P. (1985). Factor Aanalysis and Related Methods. Hillsdale NJ: Erlbaum. 81979 1uhttp:/www-
01.ibm.com/support/docview.wss?uid=swg21476222
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n3UszLa% 8 A
(Measurable Items) Tw SEM
MILAUAUANADINT
& . Aa @ v a v
W13 (Primary Needs fzsnasnnlansy l¥uSmsaudasns .
VINIINUFIULAE
Fulfilment) . -
TR < UININLAE
wadlszlomsinlailaanands N . .
. uimaf ldldaanis Fusmanieaw
13 (Unexpected Benefits)
ANNAARIETIA a .. o
vInsdlananuoi VINIUAREH
(Creativeness) ! - o e
- A = UINILANENT
ANVBUAAIUTL - . - .
UINIFING usmsldiane
(Receptiveness)
anuingaiia (Credibility) | winawlilale Sindsaans
— £ ANNREAINUAL
anuanInTalumsidnds R . . .
R LAUNIREAIN wteasidaauan aaany
UIN1T (Accessibility)
NAMIIEUAUIUAWNTYLY | v o FIENWILAMURZAIN
i ldausan -
(Contract Performance) iaanutaa
FNIWNINENIN (Physical .
AMVRINERUNWINILAIN | NITUAINIBLANIZEN -
Evidence)

T
A

nan: cﬁé"m

NIMINARALLLINRINNTIA (Measurement Model) Ba3ausuelsaunan laan

MRS EFA  LazT01nan19nainan lananiunt19du HuInnumImIAwaLUUI1809IN

ae A, a

UAAIANUFNRUTIUTIRAHA (Causal Model) AMANTALLWIANMNAATBINUITBAT 1agnd
dlFuims ldsunsaldlduimatouda 5\‘1Lﬁ@lﬂ’]i‘ﬂi:Lﬁ%ﬂmn’mﬂ’ﬁu?ﬂ’ﬁ“/ﬁ] 8 AG1196u uaz
azhlgnmdmifuguniwmaninislasmuanyunasnaigndn (Perceived Service Quality)
ﬁ'ﬁammina:ﬁauvl,ﬁa'mﬂzLLuuqmmwmiu’%msﬁgﬂﬁﬂﬁmﬂnLLwﬁmuLﬁww‘”ﬂ Tasnzunn
Qmmwﬁmiﬂ”{mdnmmiﬂﬁﬁmﬂuﬁamﬂmiiﬁ w30 Predictor 1o usislaazanwndnvas

o & v R W o a & [ A ° % :
@ﬂmﬂuuuﬂ VL@I "Nvl,ﬂ'ﬂﬂﬂjiﬂizw']MﬂTSW’ﬁ'uJL(ﬂi’]i(ﬂ']\'iG] @NE‘UY] 1 LUUINRDY SEM aand
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Eﬂ‘ﬁ 1: NaN13U3EUN NI Standardized Regression Weight WUUTABIENMILATIRTS

HanTdszarauuudtaasaumilanaietiadu apdldduuudinesmansam Local
Minimum ¢ Tapfidiein Chi-square Aoudnags Aatiny 100.2 MUANNTUTOULITYUA
Degree of Freedom ¥aduuuUINN iy e6 somalilden p-Value PBILLUFIBIAINTN
0.05 aii'mvliﬁmuLﬁaﬁmszmm‘mﬁwmifi:q Model  Fit ﬁuq LT ANEAFIUVDY Chi-
square/Degree of Freedom-CMIN/DF (1.5 1¥i1) @1 GFI (1.0) @1 AGFI (0.9) azd1 RMSEA
(0.0) @8DAIUNINTIWAT p-Value Yaswiiaafranualuuuusiaasfiandinin 0.01 uaasis
KodAn1Iaiafiainnit 09% (luvmefi Covariance  3:#i196uLs Constructs n3e
Unobservable Variables luuuud1a0419 3 62 vLﬁLLﬂ"]J%ﬂ’liLaﬂﬁ“f]?ﬂ%ﬂ’li‘ﬁ%i’]%&ﬂ:ﬁLﬂH uae
anuszantasans lufivedanniaia aa@ﬂﬁaaﬂ‘”wﬁai‘hﬁ'@maaaumﬂmaaﬁ”’mﬁvl&iagrgm
1% Unobservable Variables luluudnaasianuaunnsniiad LazgaaasadnuNan1Ivin Factor
Analysis 7114 Varimax Rotation lumsrnuaasdusznaud liguwusnn) AETICEL MR IERELE
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A13191 5 :Eﬁ;‘ﬂ Standardized Regression Weights VAIULLFIRDINITIR

auilsurs ausninla (Measurable Items) uaz
(Latent Variables) Standardized Regression Weights
v a Aa v a PR
IwuSmsanu fFneennla usmsi e A
o _ . . JusmanLe
UINMINUIBUAZALAE @8IN13 aA7L ANARII
0.6 0.8 0.7 0.5
a =
UMl
a a ng a a ' a v a 1 s
UIMILANENT Llananmal uimsdangu usmsldiane UINTRIUGD
0.7 0.7 0.6 0.4
6 6
wrieadida
a v o a a v
anurzanlaaany iFnUaaany wWuwneazadn | winaulilale ANMLIAT
0.7 0.7 0.7 0.4
R
n: Waae
U

A131971 6 : ﬁ‘gﬂ Standardized Regression Weights 2a3uuUaelaTIaing

ASLULE WNWLINITIN

UININUT U RLAL 0.59
a a Af

uImslenand 0.46

ANuszaIndaaany 0.50

anuadbainwngn

ﬂzLLuuQMN']WU%ﬂ’ﬁS'JN 0.68

i Rl
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AuNATINA 2 (H2) Aesun@gmAsanunsesuisanasinasaduluniswndg RG]
vinmsnasaulasld Logistic Regression lasfiuuaaiudsdn ﬁaﬂzuuuﬁ'gﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁ'ﬂﬁLLiaJﬁ'
AR (AZUREN 10 AZUUR) ANNAIlaazanwng Al udandsuuy Binomial (nd1nfe
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