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Abstract

Service failures are unavoidable. Within their organisations, delivering services can frequently
cause service failures, large and small alike. When this happens, it is the manager’s responsibility to manage
and cope with the service failure, as well as to ensure that customers remain satisfied after said failure. Given
this, the ability to deal with customer responses to service failure is a crucial skill for managers.

The purpose of this research is to study the moderating effect of the level of service severity on
brand love on brand forgiveness, brand avoidance, and brand revenge. The researcher conducted
self-administration questionnaire. A final set of data (which consists of 282 sample) were used in the analysis.
The questionnaire comprised of 5 part and were collected at the Coffee shop A. The methods of analysis
used in this study were the multigroup of structural equation model, confirmatory factor analysis, reliability
test, validity and reliability analysis, mean difference analysis, and descriptive statistics.

According to the multi-group structural equation modelling results, it presented that brand love
significantly increased the likelihood of brand forgiveness and reduced the likelihood of brand avoidance, but
there was no evidence to support that brand love significantly reduce brand revenge in the minor level of
service severity. In the moderate level of service severity, only brand love significantly increased the likelihood
of brand forgiveness but there was no sufficient evidence to support that brand love can reduce the likelihood
of brand avoidance and brand revenge. Lastly, in the major level of service severity, there was no evidence to

support that band love can increase brand forgiveness, and reduce brand avoidance and brand revenge.

Keywords : Brand Love, Brand Forgiveness, Brand Avoidance, Brand Revenge, Service Failure,

Multi-Group SEM
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1915 tnangaiuliinsinineesdnsduiuanndamennsaudiiluauie (Bechwati & Morrin 2003)
Joireman uazAz (2016) Tiuuzindl gUuuuaeamsnisainfuslnaianuiuldlinazdnaudunsduites
4 wian19nd An (1) N9gnnsaa (2) N1enbaLsrauAun1sduNa19IN19LENN9TUIULE (3) wsnisaiayuule
damsnduAiuaring (4) neldfuLTnsuLLARINIATFIU Komarova kazAME (2018) NA1991 N1sdnauAuren
drailudaiifatuen nsgusinaazdnsuAun@udiuaziiadenanuniandinsduianacsfiaz L isuine
iafazdiamNasLFaufasuaadann (Social Order) NALIALNA
% % 2 v Y A Y > = A4 v o a = ..
N19AUAUATIAUAT Lazni9feaeuiuiANAiaAds Lazinaadesiulugmngw]) (Grégoire et al.,
1 ?/ = ?/ M v a a o 1 90// alal zl/ al o d’l v =
2018) waieanma e uulilAdunguidaaiulag Tnaauuanswaesisaeme)Riui sl nsfesEey
(Complaining) Aansnsziinle < 2aefLlnanLanseantsanlifanelandaainandumes (Landon,1980)
Tme Singh (1988) lawuztinndinis¥eeFawiuainnrautiseantsdy 3 dszinnme (1) nnsmevifdaenis
LEAIBRNANNAALIL (Voice Response) unneianisiinsa lldamns@uAivesiaanisidngmauaniui line
- JEP o . = a @ Ay =
walaaasmiueaaansn (2) Nsnauls luWundausa (Private Response) PHNLDINITUAAIANNAALTUN bl
. doe 4o sa . © e A dye Y 4
walatuyananian wirelnata iunisyatnsedinludsauiuineunian (3) nsmeulsiinuyananany

v '

(Third Party Response) wsngfianisuaniaannigaaulaifanalalassatimanalildyanaau o wieyanad

1Y o

pedlaiianiuney wu venwnniend deyuniumis@ein de visadntindnasing < usu Grégoire uazAz
¥

°

(2008) TARTWLAAIHNLANFANTBINTFBITLULAZNNTA 9L ALLE9N N19FaFauTiuldLansaanienszuInnng

1sasMsUNBLA:NSIANIS UMINgnagumansay
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' Ay a I IR ¥R U va a o A o o ! P
519 ] NELELNANTEIN WevinTiwaniunananlafumngAsssunduaun andayasenanainisnagls
, vy A Y o al | =R Ao a v a Y Y a v
danns¥ealBeuiiu sjmdsnaziansaauliienalaresnuesdsensdudiaenun luan insdn e Aunsauan
& = =R ,a o LY a P ol a o A
Ao nsnansaanivAndlidianelamumsaiuusdizinalavuilscasAnaznaanaug AsssunAUALNN
agalafimunisdeuAunsduAnuasnaaniaesnAuAiuiipNAd AR ey Utk sznIg Ao
vaaemnE)iineadesiuanianuesdusinanliaisnsndaeseiig (Let Go) 16 (Finkel et al., 2002)
McCullough LazAme (2003) a3 NNSNELEINALAAIBANAIANNFEINIINATALAL LazANEBINIIRAL
o A PR v & X & o a v ' a Y o a vy
wanaenadudtuandliviuiaynladuiunsauduasliaisnsaniaz liasuasadudnléan
5. NISANLUALUNIFLIL3NNS (Service Failure)
Holloway La% Beatty (2003) nanad1 wlaunauazllsunsunisudlatiymmanuduwmanlunislininig
4 A A Ao o \ a v oA X Y o = o
i flweresiaNdrAyunsenn@usi Weasannisudlatazanundaefnenszauauiena lawazaanuasin
Andredusinald Aniu dssiiuEasnmsdumanlunislitsnisuazununisiuyiiu dwiadeddenl sy

o a o

AHNAUlARE9NIN&1UTUTINASE (Smith et al., 1999)

oA

Zeithaml et al., (1993) litianunisduinaslunnsliiniznig (Service Failure) 41A8RaN79H6N4 ]
dl a 49( dl Y Aa Yo Y dl o a ] a zj/ % dl % a zj/ 1
nintulnengislnalAFuiinaatung Anssunsdeneun NI TUAUNANIAY WaTAMNINNNTLENNIHWLNR

o PPN 4 o 4= PPN > 3 a )
AINANNAIANIILRELEFINA TaR1d1TAR e AULeagLEina Toyunainnisaumaslunislvitsnistiu
ansonaliiiaraadenie i nsgiydegnan visanisyadinsiatnludiaay (Negative Word-of-mouth)
(Bitner et al.,1990) u3dauaInua e @ulinandliiingnlun199an1a1ANI9LTN 916U ADNINYBIAIIN
AuiusszudneduslnanazamB@udainisndinansznusianisneulsiaesuslnaliaianisdumanlunisli
1/7n19 (Berry 1995; Goodman et al., 1995; Kelley & Davis, 1994).
. = o S Ao oa va -
PNgULeeasiloyun (Problem Severity) manefesziunisgrydengustnalaiuaindszaunind

%3

n9LENNINALTyMI (Hess et al., 2003) IngAnnugoydaiignanlafuiuainisoutiteaniilunisgoydendusodls
(Tangible Loss) i nsgryi@enindautunes vidanisgoydsnausiadlalls (intangible Loss) 1w Amanuings
ANINALATS ANAYRA A liatnaniaLaszla sedumniduilymnluguasiaugoi@euinadauan
= o o Y o X = A a a vy w o A a P~ o
Aeilanuafludasdnnisuariuranudameiiinainasdusnliuigndn Wenisisnisfiifymsziuanu
sunsarasilymiuazaunsndmsildannanlymassaninegiialiidesainsssuafAaaenisisnisiuae
nsdudeslils (Intangibility) nsuiawenlals (Inseparability) wazA Nk s1/99129901913017 (Goodwin &
Ross, 1992; Levesque & McDougall, 2000).
ANNTULIITBINNIANMA I UNNTLILFNT (Service Failure Severity) gnitenudniiunsiuiaess

e A e e . o da X 4 . 2 X . as
1EtnaneaiuszAuaasiiymdunisiEnsiniatu InafninseAuaaenuguLseeetlyniaNINay azin il
FUstnATLTeANg YRR TRANINTAN (Weun et al.,, 2004) 1uddemanadula lideuustintaiesnisfnmm

[y v a , a a = a0 o , A A o = Y

FANNNTULINTRINTANImAY lunTsliLTNN s TuA A AN At T uetamnniNe Nazidn lanan sdumag lu

nslifiInng waznisudlatloymn (Hart et al., 1990)
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sUnnilsznau 1 nsaULUIARGIUIRE (Conceptual Framework)

AaudsAiy: sTAuAINK

¥
g‘uu?d‘ﬂﬂdﬂﬂ?@ﬂm@'ﬂuﬂﬁi nns e

¥ a 5,6 a
1¥3nng APIALEN2

o Aoy
AIHINNHAD

= =
ania

a % 1
ATIRUAN Y
UAN

=)

NNEINR):

v v
NITANAURTI

4

1 13u1/9997n Carroll&Ahuvia(2006) Aukn
2 uaz 4 futl3eann Aquino et al. (2006)
3 U5u1/9991n Grégoire et al.(2009)

5 1511/9991n Hess et al. (2003)

6 NAFELNIELLIIAARLEAENNINTAZTIAsaNNTTIAssasauuLnTngn TaelEAauguusazestlywinistsniem

N9ALLUIARIIUIRY (Conceptual Framework)

AINNIINLNIULITUNITNUATINUIAEFNG 7] NNendaeiuGesauinnilsensduin nslieds

4

A a Py o Y a v o v a 9 o a A =
NNSUANAENATIAWAT N1TANLAURINALAN N9dnmadlunisliuEnis fadulflanensauuuAniainsndnm
fladennaanndnesiuil InefinseuuuiAnilfideiannudeduiiefuslnatinaninliiunsduinle o Aniuie
a a é’ Y A a d‘ﬂl v o = % o % a v o a ] % v ] = ldl a v
Antlymiietudisinatusnacliedansdudn deadldnmauisunn wazazladufudu ldnaniaaanaaudn

o 49( = =3 ° ¢4 o 3| 4 49{ -ﬂl o Yy a a
wazszAuANIuLssTealiguLssnauieslafazvinlinseduduldlfanauies o uasinliguslnania

v A = o A a v v A v v a2 v
AIMURNBINTTINASUE A UTBUANLAENATIAUAT LATABINITNACRILAUNTIRUAN

ANNAFIUNUINE (Hypotheses)

a a0 A a o X
@NH&@’]N\?’]HQQEN?’]&I@%L@Eﬂ@\‘i[ﬂ@\lﬂu

F1U9 1: ANSNARFBRINFUANEINANTIENLETILINFBNNT e e RN AN

ANNB
LAt
- 4

ANNFAFIUN 2: ANSNNNFADAINFUANEINANIENUITIALFADNINANLALATIRUAN

a

'
a

49
aNNAgIUN 3: AuFnTNdensEuAganansENLITAaLAeN1s AL AURT LA

3

98015248 (Research Method)

1. [MUIUNGNAIDENN (Sample Size)

1
a o aay

nuAdsTuRldnTwmefiasllsunsudndaginisatifdas Tumaaunislaseaina (Structural

Equation Model) Aatiis fadaAuanmngusinatelagdsinfenanilidauaunguinetatiuaa npaeu Aamy

1sasMsUNBLA:NSIANIS UMINgnagumansay
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o K

ﬁ@ﬂm"lﬁ%msﬁﬂmmn@mﬁqaﬂﬂaﬁ‘lﬁumu%"ﬂﬂimwimmeumi‘ﬁm\m%wm Kline k& Santor (1999)
LAz Jackson (2003) Imﬂmiﬁmqmmmmmnzﬁuﬁq@fjwﬁzﬂmﬁqﬁ
AATNITATUIN 1 1 NITATUIUWINGNAIREN
GRINTANUIINNTUIANGHFABE N N:Q
N = a11auaasnIanes luluna
Q = SRz 201
AINNNTENUANMIANNNT N:Q WU N = 4 ('ﬁﬁuqum@qﬁ@@"ﬁﬁwumiu‘tul‘m) Q=201 favdun = 4 x
20 = 80 fariu ‘lumﬂﬁwﬁfaga%wm 282 PtiugINITLNLlsvanaNa AL ERRLEANN1TLLEI 09 Kline
and Santor (1999) wLag Jackson (2003)
2. MsguA2Ea (Sampling Method)
2.1 UFuUNUIAE (Research Setting)
‘lumsﬁu%gmﬁlLﬁlmifmﬁumﬁauﬁﬁ&u ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ@ﬂ%ﬁmﬁuﬁﬂﬁlgﬂLLﬁiq%uu’m‘?’mé‘”u
nafudesaenidd (Fictitious Brand) efipauAnnszuaumaiudeya wazualuniisaiimaaas

(Experimental Research) (Boush & Loken,1991; Keller & Aaker,1992) Low & Lamb (2000) lénanadn atiuaiu

1 v
a v a o =

dansAudngnusaunndiunaivdeyaiddeiuidennensnevaeduiinaaslifinageniawes

a

mNAUAN (Brand Association) Adtils nsnaseLanyAguaziintilaenfuTinanneuAnmiulaiiang
v o
3

¥ 1 =

\eiunsIAuAn (Brand Knowledge) dnniaudievinligadaaaauam (Controlling) n1iddelaatinedlilsz@nsnm

L]

£ '
&

= X , & - 2o o X = . 2 v A a
w Ny atslsfinuqailszasdaasnisiduluaisilae nsfnenismauauessiensduAiafalynly
n19L3ng Asiulunisidenmsn@udfdietass (Real Brand) tiuazvinligustnadenlaemsdud

(Brand Association) Tneinnstintlszaunisaliinfilfainnisiuiiznig aanuin mnugniunisensdusn unldluy

%

nedndulalsd AniunisidenfivdeyagnAnilaqiiuens@udassasiidsslomivazmnizaniunisyinddeguil

a

a

grdelsaangnArainiuniud n idugnevuuuasunin Tnaifuniun n iduiuniunaunalunfidde des
waziarulusinetszmadszanns 32,000 4121 wazanfiugsialudssmalnasnuuuasiananlulssmalng

| Aa o

Uszanns 340 @121 nMsnfuslnalitssiivdadinnunonifeaiuiuniunnfegaseainisorinlinanianléiin

v s v - v a o o A 2 v a
V’]Q']Ng‘ﬂllm’ﬂmiq@uﬂq ﬂim‘]_lﬂ’limn’]ﬂm‘mmm?ﬂ’]i m’mgﬂ‘wu ﬂ’]qNTﬂV]ll[5]@ﬁ]ﬁ‘qmuﬂqﬂqimuﬂf]?ﬂﬁ‘zlﬁuuﬂz
L a o A . X o

pauld nadeniununiiegassarlidayaldatrunaansaninndinsduinngnussaunndmiuniaiudeys

9UIRE
2.2 NsguA2REN (Sampling Method)

VI a0 & Hoona e . . .
mizgumamﬂuwmwmuu‘lmmmmmmam\mwLﬂmz‘uu (Systematic Sampling)

o =3

TnagRdetingaine 1 09 5 ungusetetrsiralullsunsndisagindumefidalildsuag 1 fuae

o a ¥

annagulnelsunsumpeniunaslifanee 47 udsaniuideazidudnliasuninanuadaslauaziiudeys

al

v v
o ' v a

Y v dl dl a 1 v o v 1 3|
AINgNANFIUNILN N 9N 7 AUR 4 DAuEUEIS AulAngueanesnaivAY 390 AL LULARLANNLLINeaN Ty
3 guny Tnadasninuazninsdnmieniuluis 3 uuy uwaasuwanseiuluteulasesdoys anunisnl
d’ v o 4 Ll v M Yo @ o a v e dl 2 o
wuuit 1 gRdelianunisnidingneuuuuaeuninldléiuluaiaiuRuainiuniun n anunisaduuud 2 g
Ianunisalideeuwuuseunumeannnglufuinandsn wazinimueildivuulfzdusiuwaumin

anunsniLuui 3 fadelianunisaiindrauuuusaun I NgNNINURAAENANATNNIGNA LLLABLANN
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¥4 3 annunisafiugnuaniiudpeuuuuseuninestrautuszuy Insuanaduuund 12 uaz 3 ungney
WLILIABLINN
3. MsAsIsdaya

3.1 ﬂﬂ'itm‘%'ilu“fl”agﬂ (Preparing Data Set)

< k7 o o a o Q’l d’lm o Y & k7 ¥ a d’ a %
nafivdeyadvivemuddeluauididelifudeyaandusinaniiveanainfunium n.

1 v
o

Tnanfivdayaainngusinasnsianun 385 A atnalsfimuilensaaeudeyauisdouiuiidayagoumne (Missing

o ¥ o 2 o aa | a ¥ Aa a i’/ o o
Data) nsnavAIn ndeimaanAmey wazlidayaninainanuiiuass dayantnlnaisunngnineen wazi
dayananysniunldlunisdszunans doyandszunanaldiauawisau 282 90 Anduiesas 72 1asdoyainiiu
Viane IAEUULABLDINTY 3 JULLLTIUANUIUERLLLILAY 94 70

3.2 dayamuilszrinsAans (Demographic Profile)

andayariavan 282 ganudndaulunjredreusuuaeunindumaniAaniduienay 53.9

naAnEgeqaReLEynssAntuiasay 65.56 a1g@at 21.18 T (S.D. 1.42, MIN= 19, MAX =49) ALaAY

Srunndlfil fidlugnéndrunun n agfl 7.00 T (S.D. = 4.52, MIN= 1, MAX =23) sziupauduasiiasaiunium
@g’ﬁl 4.85 210 7 AzuuU Ing 1 umﬂmmdﬂﬂﬁumﬂ@ﬂ'wémm 7 umﬂmmdﬁummﬂ'wéq (S.D. = 1.66,
MIN= 1, MAX =7)
3.3 N9AATIznIsEusuasAlsznay (Confirmatory Factor Analysis)

nstiamsfianEududannianmaseuasdilsznonvesiiadsing o Mool fide
nnnrtsznnanalnanirTziasflszney (Factor Analysis) waz 1433 Principal Component Taglaanan
Eigenvalues 1nnndn 1 annuuuAeLasviavan 24 de mmim‘hmm_iqﬂ@juﬂﬁﬂi51"1%\11/134m 5 fladtisauiaau
15 A0 IaeAn Factor Loading luusasiladaiAnninndn 0.5 BN UALN T LT 189 Hair et al., (1998)

o ' '

Plfuuztidimnauiaueingusaatinemgi 100 fiaating A1 Factor Loading 7ildAqsiid1unndn 0.5 (ilsagang

q U

ALDEANINAITN 1) mnﬁutﬁﬁﬂiﬁmq@mumﬁiﬂm’mﬁ@ﬁu (Reliability Test) (Mim@mm:@ﬂmmmww 2)
TmaifiFn Cronbach’s Alpha 81nN41 0.80 AMNATLLLTINT8Y Murphy Lag Davidshofer (1988) %apin Cronbach’
alpha 11nnN11 0.80 PhufhuAnanuFesiuszdunans uazAn Cronbach’ alpha 111n91 0.90 luAnAuEesiy
TEALIE Lﬁ'amm@mumﬁﬂixﬂ@uwudmﬂﬂﬁﬂr:huﬁﬁuhmuﬁmumm Murphy tiazDavidshofer (1988) WAz
gunsoriniladeianualszinanalugsusely
3.4 mﬁ'wmaumwLﬁﬂmsmmmwﬁaﬁu (Validity and Reliability Analysis)

iledadnusmaiumsiessinstudussdilszney sduselliRdeldnadeunan
epasnazanuiFasy Imﬂié’mmmﬁﬁﬁqﬂimgmmma’mﬁl 2 andayananatanudn yndadesinunig
NAFALANNITIENATILATANLE I T 3 THAARNATLUZNTEY Hair LAZANY (1998) TnefiAanuidasiieu
28959 191LEN (Composite Reliability: CR) m@anﬂﬁ@ﬁﬂﬁmmmdw 0.7 rfhL@'&jammuﬂiﬂmuﬁgmﬁmiﬁ
(Average Variance Extracted: AVE) HA111nn91 0.5 rfimuﬁuﬁuﬁ“ﬁzﬁq%mwdwr?TfJLLﬂiLLr:Jq (Maximum Shared

Variance: MSV) #entiasndnaniedaaduuilsilsuignanals

1sasMsUNBLA:NSIANIS UMINgnagumansay
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3.5 NMINARBUANNULANFAIURIALRAE (Mean Difference Analysis)

' o

Wasanuuuasuanilsznaufaaaniunisninuansinaii 3 wenisad iednszAuvesiiymiues
nsLNNsRuANFNANNTIiNALEnINaTenduEninarNinisenmAudsengAnssngusinaniuansaen
1 a v % 1 0% o a % a dl a % % % a ¥ o :// ¥
slamsn@udn laun nsliiadena@udn nsuaniaeamns@usn uaznIa N uAUATIAWAT AT rau
wuugeunwluan unaniie 3 gluuy ldneudaninindiuou 3 4o iednszauaiuguussaesiioym lnede
° = = o X = ., = 0o o o = ., o gva y o
ADuieaziBanfil “tyuiGes x Wuilymnguussdviusy, “TymGas x Wiy ldduldazaon
uatinagl, “Townes xm iluilgwngunssdniudu lnadpeaunuuaeuniusanspnuanmiulaaldunsdn
a ag . ?/ o =2 1@ ¥ 1 QI =2 < % 1 AI
1R9ALAN (Likert scale) viauun 7 szt Tae 1 nuneielailiudosaengge waz 7 uunadaindoas1eg
A1NAN397 3 wundrantwnienizduund 1 doymnsinauanseuluaiaiuty Heeaunns
suusavestloyud 3.56,5.0.=1.30 anaunisnigtuuui 2 doymsuanuazannluiuAlAniefenNgue
1041f0y¥in? 4.64, S.0.= 1.47 anunisnlgiluuny 3 dymisunisanasmanalaenineuiiAedsau
suusavestiloyuid 5.74, S.0.=1.40 nasaniugiselftinAednesanunisalzluuuya 3 gluuunnAuen
WIATHLANFANTEIANRALNLINANRRETBIANIWNI0IY 3 gLluuudAneReNHANwANsaENa T ATy
1945 (19agn1919919 4) HaaInNn19tsziag One-way ANOVA wWudngUuuuan1unnsaliie 3 H3vupnnu
sunseesilymndauLansaasAefs et i Ayniealis F(2,279) = 57.80, p - value <.05, | 1) =

0.293

e NANIUNNIAI 3 HezAuaanguLssaesiloymnuanseiued 9 llad Aty Asiu deys
4 = o = - . ' = o v o aa a v .
RanuaastitlllszunananispmsinnnLanssaAean lulada AuANs NN A nauAn faldl

= o

dl ' dl o VY % v a ' 1 o o ¥ 2 o KR
LummﬂrmLfmﬂﬂ’mugmum’m@mmﬂmmmummiumﬂummﬂmnmq@m\muﬂmﬂmLLm AIREAITEL

(7

1 dl o A @ o a i// | o ¥ dlﬂl ¥ =< ' [=]
danasintineuanlilueiaiuRuiuiuanguwssaesiymseauties nisniusandnasgnazydnduagi

suusarestlymszAunans waznisignanaEnanataaniinemiuangulsestiynsziugs adusienn

a
£

2 o o o 1 1 dl v Y o aid ' a ¥ ¢ o
gRdelimazinnuuansnsraed lutladainuanuinnisensauaAn lugluuuaniunisnina 3 gluuy

al

] = o v o A s v o = ' ! P
W']_quﬂf]L@@Hﬂ@QﬂQQquuﬂqu?ﬂWNm@ﬁlﬁ‘q@uﬂqiumﬂquﬂ’ﬁqu 3 EﬂLLUUVLNNWQWNLLﬁ]ﬂmq\?ﬂ’ﬂ\?ﬂqLﬁ@ﬂ

(dsngmianad 3) fravuvuseunnluaniunisnizduuui1 doymmsinauansneuluaiaiuty Haeauniis

o o

Fnndstensnd@usni 4.90, S.0.=1.19 lugnunisalgtuuui 2 ywnsuacuazealuiusdanaasannuing

)

' a

HriananAuAn 4.95, S.0.=1.16 Tuantunsnizduuud 3 doymdunisanaunianalaentinauiAieaeas

Aa a v A

Snndsiensndusnd 4.74, S.0.=1.25 TnafiAafs AN NN A AT AUAIL0ERBLLLLARLANNTY 3 An1uN9T0]

R

o a

TaifimnuumnsinaiuaeinaldadnAnyn9ans F(2,279) = 0.762, p — value = 0.468 , 1) = 0.005 AINHARTAAC
nanalgRdsanisnindeyaiivluafallldluntsinmsiaunistasaisuuunnguluandusely s
\HesangReauuuuaaunINa 3 ngx IlANLANsNTeA At ANNENTINFenIEWAY N1TARAE89AYNN
Snndsensnduslaidanuuansnsiulunguipeunuuaauaiumis 3 anunsaitoaliiaainniideasiiow

' 4 o a %3 a dl a ¥ v % a v
HANIENLTBIANUIIsTetTeyunsie n1sldesiansAuAn nsuanAELATAWAT LazN1IEaLALRIALAT Tag

UsAainaaRanszauaNinidsen@udn lussdunliminAuluwsazignisnl
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AN519 2.1 HAANNINENATILAT AT IaaLATRINE (Results of validity and reliability test) 284 Taina 1

CR AVE MSV Cronbach’ alpha BA BR
BA 0.93 0.81 0.29 0.87 0.90
BF 0.92 0.80 0.12 0.95 -0.35
BL 0.95 0.80 0.09 0.95 -0.27 0.89
BR 0.92 0.75 0.29 0.92 0.54 -0.29 -0.19 0.87

AN519 2.2 HAANNLTENATILAT AN TS UTadLATeNe (Results of validity and reliability test) 2a4luiaa 2

CR AVE MSV Cronbach’ alpha BA BR
BA 0.92 0.79 0.35 0.83 0.89
BF 0.82 0.61 0.20 0.92 -0.11
BL 0.95 0.80 0.20 0.95 0.04 0.89
BR 0.88 0.65 0.35 0.85 0.59 -0.12 -0.03 0.81

AN919 2.3 HAANNLTENATILAT AN TN UTRdLATENNE (Results of validity and reliability test) 284luaa 3

CR AVE MSV Cronbach’ alpha  BA BR
BA 0.92 0.79 0.35 0.88 0.89
BF 0.82 0.61 0.20 0.83 -0.11 0.78
BL 0.95 0.80 0.20 0.87 0.04 0.45 0.89
BR 0.88 0.65 0.35 0.83 0.59 -0.12 -0.03 0.81

WNBER: (1) BA MNNETNNNIMANIALNATAWAT; (2) BF ninedeanisliaiuman@uan; (3) BL unnaiiemanuini

FRMINAUAN; (4) BR UHIEDINITH AL ALATIRLAN

A543 WA AELazATeNLUuNIAIgWesdadaAusTAUAINgILINBINsdmas Tun s LN WAz

tladefnuANNINANAeRIT1AUAN (Average and Standard Deviation of Problem Severity and Brand

Love)
EREREGET STALAMNTULTY Aq8ATUAINGD

aa o

nisansIAuA

S.D. S.D.

antunisalguuud 1: Toyvwinawanneulugiadutu 3.56 1.30 4.90 1.19
antunisalguuud 2: dogwsuannuazanaluFiud 4.64 1.47 4.95 1.16
antunisalgtuuud 3: downsunisanaiunianalasniingu 5.74 1.40 4.74 1.25
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A1579 4 HANTATIZHAUNNS (Result of Path Analysis)

AMFAIATIZWLAUNNG (Path Analysis)  Tuwma 1: gy Tuina 2: Tautaa 3: doywau

nunuannauly  dyuwisuany NSANATNNNGLNA
\@5asuiku AzRIALIUSIUAN Tnawiinau

BL > BF 0.31* 0.45%* 0.61"°

BL > BA -0.28** 0.04"¢ -0.11"

BL > BR -0.21" -0.30"° -0.13"¢

CMIN/DF 135.083/87 = 1.553  157.116/87 = 1.106  191.951/87 = 2.206

p — value .001 .000 .000

CFl 0.961 0.934 0.903

GFI 0.838 0.819 0.801

IFI 0.962 0.935 0.905

NG (1) BA UNNTNN1SUANIALNATIAWAN; (2) BF unnetenislvadamnsn@ud; (3) BL uungfeaauinis

FRATIRLAN: (4) BR MNNEDNN1TLALAUATIRUAN

3.6 MINARAUKNYAFIU (Hypothesis Testing)

a

fadnlmideyanntsrunaualultlsunsudidagineadfiiedinsziaunislasaaiing
(Structural Equation Modelling) Tagldgtutiunisdimsiziuunmings (Multi-group) Iasiutisnismasauesnii
3 nguaail (1) T 1: Toywninauanueulugdadutu (2) Tues 2: dTymsiuauazenluiiuan

(3) T 3: TywrdnunisanAnIanAlaening (‘Eﬂmqi’m@uﬁmmngﬂmwﬁ 2)

' a v g

aNyAgIud 10 Wenineuannenluaiaiudu avuinidsens@uddananseny

Wauqnsanis e auAn
a dl d‘ v k3 s dld 1 a v ] = 1 £ %

ANYFAFIUN 1 2 e uAdnden ANINNHFABRTIRUAAINANTENULEILINABNNT DT E)

mﬁuﬁ”muuﬁgmﬁ 1 A : HAQNANATNNIINATALNINGIY ANSNNRFABRIAUANEINANTENUITILINFARNT 1A

a q
AAATIRLAN
a 1 ﬁl % [~3 s a

AINEANINAFELANYAT LI HeninuaNNenluaTA R LRY uazilefmdantlan

a

ANTNNRsanAuA1ansaiINsIdefu A AuAetelilud Aynieada (3 = .31, p - value <.01;

luaFasutu

B, .. .. = 45, p - value <.001) uaziilagnanANyamAlaeninew AnuinTidiseasdudiaiansalaid

ansnasanisliasunmAuiiadnaliadAynneaa
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simwisznau 2.1 wadrssinsasslanaannisiaseasslulunan i dymninanudanay

luiasasutu (Result of Structural equation modelling-Model 1)

81+ BFO1
n3liiaseman BFO2

Audn
BFO3
BF0O4
BLO1 BAO1
BLO2 , BAO2

ol ANIURNIAEN
ANNNENTINFD
BLO3 . ATVAUAT
AIRAUAN
BLO4

BLO5 BRO1
N13RNWAU BRO2

ATIAUAN
BRO0O3
96 BR04

o o

UNNLAG: (1) LATBSURNNE MHNeDeszaUTdn ”ty feandn . 001 (2) Wseavang™ ez Audedn ATyR Aitieandn

=)

01 (3) wisgamang® winataszaLladAny fitleendn .05 (4) NS wunatelifidedrAynieal

anyAgIun 2 n @ lentinauanneyluaiaiuty anuinnddensdudidauansenuigeay

: oA = 9
FANITURNLAENATIAUAN
= = Ay 9 o A=l|-=l| = = . A
@Nl‘l‘ﬁlﬂ’]u‘i’] 29 : IWAIUANANLTN ANNINNNAARTAUANAIHANTENLITNALIFAN1TUANLALN

ATNAUAN

ANYATIUN 2 A 1 WegnAnANNINATARNITNGIY ANNINARFE AN ABANAINANTENL

49

a ! A a v
LINALIFAIR NITUANLALNATIRAYAN

'
a A o 3

HANNINARBLANKAFIWWLIHaNINUANNoUTLIASATURY AuEN NN FamINAWAN

a9

o

ANNITNAANITUANLALNAINAUANDL NN TIAA

o

AIVINRIEN(S) -.28, p - value <.05) waziiledudnantlan

'Lumi'wuwu

@mﬁummmmhmw%wmﬁi@mwaﬂL@mmmﬁuﬁmﬂ'wu

WIYNANANNIUNATAENINITL ANENNNF

o o o a

Wd Ay eans
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simwisznay 2.3 uadirsisinsasislanagnnislaseasaluluea 3: TuaunIsANANNIGLNA

Tnanwinau (Result of Structural equation modelling-Model 3)

.65°* BFO1

v o
nnglfasiaumnsn

BFO2

Aukn

BLO1

BLO2

A
NITUANLAEN

o sy
AITNINNNAD

BLO3 ATVAUAN

ATIRLAN

BLO4
BLO5 BRO1
N13819WAU BRO
ATIAUAN
BR0O3
BRO4

o o

UNNLAG: (1) LATBSURNNE MHNeDeszaUTdn ”ty feandn . 001 (2) Wseavang™ ez Audedn ATyR Aitieandn

=)

01 (3) wisgamang® winataszaLladAny fitleendn .05 (4) NS wunatelifidedrAynieal

anyAgIud 3 n : lentinauanneyluaiaiuty anuinnddensdusidauansenuideay
' % % a %
AANIANUAUATIRUA
a dl -ﬂl % v o dld | a ¥ a 1 3 %
ANYAFIUN 3 9 1 WaFufnantin AuinNddenEuAdINANITNLEALABNIIR A
MINRUAN
- 4 . ¢ da o -
ANYAFIUN 3 A WagnANANNINATAENTINY AN Ao R UANAINANTTNLITS
ALABNTAN L AURITRUAN

a a %3 a o o o

mamalaenting mwmnwumm’mumi ﬁ%mwmﬁi@miﬁwLLé’umm@um@mwuﬂmmmmmﬁ
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simwisznay 2.3 uadiaszimsasslunaganislaseasialulaiea 3: doywaunisanan

MUNALALNUENU

57 BFO1

n3lfianseman
BFO2

AuAn

BLO1
BLO2 .
= al
o, NIRNIAEN
ANTNNTse
BLOS - . MINEUAN
.89 ATIAUAN
BLO4
BLO5 BRO1
N398R
BRO2
ATIAUAN
BR0O3
85 BR04

o

*UNNRLAE: (1) LAFBSUNNE uEnelvszaudid1Anytennda . 001 (2) tATesMNNY* nnalvszAUTd Ayt andd
01 (3) WFaavung* vunaleszdudadnAnyitennda .05 (4) NS munalsldidadAymieadn

ANAN9 3 BaRIANEDRANNWHNzaN ulNAA (Model Fit Statistics) Tagifia 3 Tuaanan
o Ao o o = . . | e oA A o = o
FridRTTAUAINNARAAREUTE LY (Comparative Fit Index: CF1) WaLA1 ATRANNNANNALIELTaLnLAY
7UuUL571 (Incremental Fit Index: IF1) HATNANNG1 0.9 AINALUEYENT84 Kline (2005) Tafiadnag lunusinuas
HenAdriiaanaanAfasresluma (Goodness of Fit Index) HA1%NN31 0.8 agluinnaimaiunsniuladniu

L1189 Baumgartner and Homburg (1996)

dgUunauazanilsang
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