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Confirmatory Composite Analysis
with Partial Least Square Structural Equation Model
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AnNlANlanediannsefindlansnasennuinanedidnnseind wuus1asspenin@dndedudulang
tanejugs Tnalanizuuua1aes Mode B Lﬁmizdﬁiﬁmmmm'auLﬁi&ﬁ]i@bﬂﬂqﬁmﬁiﬁw WATATUNNIDIATT
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Abstract

In contrast to the covariance-based approach, which uses confirmatory factor analysis (CFA),
the partial least square structural equation model (PLS-SEM) or variance-based methodology may be
utilized with small sample sizes and data with non-normal distributions. In 2015, PLS-SEM was created
to assess factor analysis variables in order to minimizing bias. Additionally, it was utilized to create the
confirmatory composite analysis (CCA). Consequently, the present PLS-SEM model is applicable to
both CFA and CCA. The aim of this study is to evaluate the impact of electronic service quality on
electronic trust and loyalty, as well as the effect of electronic trust on electronic loyalty, using CCA with
PLS-SEM and data from Jhantasana (2020). The findings show that the quality of e-services is related
to e-trust and e-loyalty, and that e-trust is related to e-loyalty, particularly in Mode B. However, care
must be taken to avoid multicollinearity between the indicators and the overall model fit quality, since a
higher model fit equates to a better measurement model. The latent variables of e-trust and e-loyalty
were used as emergent variables in this research.Researchers should be advised adhere to Henseler
et al.'s (2014) CCA definition when using PLS-SEM.

Keyword : Confirmatory composite analysis, Confirmatory factor analysis, Partial least square structural
equation model,

ANLTuNILazANA ATy IRl

ANN13TANAF9LIENAUAEARRTUAN AB 39a4ANLLTUIIUTIN (Covariance based structural
equation model: CB-SEM) Usziiiugineazannuiiul/ligegn (Maximum likelihood) feisldlisunsu i
dalaa (Lisrel) LaziBunwda (Mplus) wazdanasanuuilssu (Variance-based) vizaiaindssasifanign
U9EU (Partial least squarestructural equation model : PLS-SEM) Usziiiugnedsrindsaastiasngn
(Ordinary least square) Renldlilsunsn Smart PLSADANCO wag Wrap PLS A5a4mauulsilsausiusa
wilsdaunmlAdanuLazyiaL (Reflective) TaFaL el (Latent) Wiusqundsesdisznausan (Common
factor) Arilinfiannupaisaae uazldiainseiesdilsznenidsiiudu (Confirmatory factor analysis :
CFA) MaliaszilaDandiaindsaastiosfigaundaununisiu Nldfulsnenindn (Composite) Feludl
ANNNARTALARBUTATTALFILLTuaz AT TR Wednsziaaineriumden AelAsuARaLde
(Convergence ) lifasldFatnsruniun feyaluisianszarsunulnadulsdaung | fdaunssindadu
Tauunazfiemiuiuisaie (Construct variable) fassiauilsraningn ”Lummmmmmmmfmm
(Formative) ldgiauilsanipuuusansa (Causal-formative) mﬂmmmumm@lmﬁmmamuaﬁmm
UNduLLLFNE AR Ao T T YT R i rE YOOI S i P Py
AanaLAReUdn13&ae (Ronkk & Everman, 2013) warnsdauLLTINAsaadaLlsTNsnTEausAn
tlymanuuunaaessaidnuazsanilsaiielinsaiu (Interpretation confounding) (Bollen & Bauldry,
2011) anilymsanamaaianisimun luaaisienn

1 A.A. 2013-2014 mmmiwmm:mmaumﬁmamwfaﬁm@mmu@ﬁmmmamusluﬂmmu
ﬁtym*nwmu (mnmmﬂ Henseler, Dijkstra, Sarstedt, Ringle, Diamantopoulos, Straub, Ketchen, Hair,
Hult, & Calantone, 2014; Sarstedt, Hair, Ringle, Thiele, & Gudergan, 2016; Ronkko & Everman, 2013)
Lﬂummlmuma‘wwmqmmmuﬂa‘udqm‘@mLLﬂimﬂavﬂ@mqmu {mtl Dijskstra waz Henseler (2015a;
2005Db) wwmmnmwmmmmmummmLLuummumm (Consistent partial least square: PLSc) Lbag
Henseleret al. (2014) ﬂmﬂummmi%‘wmﬂwmmme_luﬂu (Confirmatory composite analysis: CCA)
@%U’]ﬂ@zfﬂfmlu Schuberth, Henseler iaz Dijkstra (2018) CCA ldFauilsaiilus (Emergent) iusinuls
Aaanuuy (Artifact) mqvl,ﬂmmmnﬂivmmmz\“\mm@ﬂ Af LLNL‘]J‘L![E]’]LL‘]J?LG]EIQHH@’W’&?Nﬁ]')‘?.l')lﬂﬂﬂﬁ“’@\‘iﬂ
38 W@eﬁ%ﬂmwummqnuvl,mmwmqwmmLﬂu‘wmmem‘@mmmqmuﬂim muumm@ﬂmumuﬂi
Lwlwm‘mummﬁéﬁﬂmuumummmmwmmﬂ?zn@‘ummiﬂu wasdilFautsrenindmiaanifhinng
AnmzinanIndnidediudu (Henseler, 2017b) nsAnmvisIngwazsiailszing (Schumacker & Lomax,
2016) Henldannslasaai19aa9ANL LU 9N (CB-SEM) wadnmlaaniz CFA wintiu Tneldlu
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ZITSIETNAN f;“mmum:ﬁ@u%qhimmﬁuﬁQLLﬂiﬁﬁmﬁmmmfmﬁq (Formative) aNN1SWRUNTI N9 ALEINS
Iﬁmuma“lﬂwammmmu@wmmmmqu aun03mlEa CFA uay CCA

mmnmummmﬂavmm ﬁm:mmﬁmuwuﬁmmm‘wmimmiwmL@nmﬂunz{LL@”MW%QN%
m\i@l,@nmfaum{mmmm AanAnsBEnnsating fransiiaszvirenIn@aidediudi Inadaindsans
Haangaunsdou Inelddayaues Suse Sunziau (2563) ‘vﬂmLLummmm@mmmuﬂmm GRREY
"Lf;fm%LL@mmunﬂm) fudulseeyinan (ADUNINNNTLTNNINNBIANNTRTNE) maﬂnmu”l,mmqmm
1Aanalanas mmmmﬂumLLﬂa‘ﬂ@uiwmmem‘q wautlasannulsusannifluganisrenindnfinas sy
NzFNLEUnIs (Multicollinearity) smmm'mmwmuﬂaqumlummmLLﬂiLwJavl,m (Hubona, Schuberth
& Henseler, 2021)

lBNENTLAZIURSENNE T

1. nsaszinanIndnidetiudu

N193ANTIRIAL T TN AULT T waualng Joreskog (1969) ldAiAmzvitlazifuntedennmansd
wnsvanaenawnnds 50 ifuuuudnaesiiaiosmesldiadsmifiudas pnuiill fgeqn soutaldsn
wilsasdilsznanianuasandausanegludailia Mddeyaruinlunndy waziinanszanaunulng ud
ﬁ@ﬂgﬁmmﬂﬁ*uLLum'imm%q@q@mm@ﬁiﬂmaﬁl{mmLLmﬁmﬁﬁmquﬁqmm%qmaﬁwlﬂﬁﬂ%?lmmﬁﬁﬂ
doulunRuiiesefnatlymnAnmluusarzesdidesnudaiaueatiain luidn Ailihlsv&ninmaniz
nsdaduilsesdlssnenuymasiawminty nadndaudsrenin@nuazvizanisdanuusandalann
(Edwards & Bagozzi, 2000) mqmﬂ@umﬁmNmmmmamummmuqmumﬂfwuuﬁlmmmLL‘JJ@
p9ALlsEnaLLAY m@uiwmmmLmumvmuu@vmum@mquﬂ@vammwmmﬂmumraﬁmmmLm’rwm
pevtnARTsEusuiiAn ez laifinsAnmesLelun e Inesnnay m@msﬂnm‘lumqﬂ@vmﬂmu
Tiniin wenannuanunguiinidagfafudenues PLS-SEM Aediasuilsluszes Lqmmummmm
ﬂm:mﬂmmuﬂuimmnw@mnmu PLS-SEM 1#5un1sWmiun I@?;ILLﬂﬁEUM’]SLMNﬂ‘J‘v@VIﬁﬂWWLWN%Iu

11 2013 Mikko Ronkko inAnsifFryayenuuanends Aalto dszimaiunaud (dnFanisdne
1T 2014) Anann17lATaFIaLAANINE PLS-SEM LRl AL AR HAEE “A Critical
Examination of Common Beliefs About Partial Least Squares Path Modeling” (Rcl)nlkko & Evermann,
2013) AW N1 PLS-SEM ULLGiNganalii 10 Anamanansed (Henseler et al., 2014)id8a110)f1uilaans
Hudanedsnis daansanse Jorg Henseler iflugfihaailugilaziusTausnuazfilsziususia
(Corresponding author) $1uANaRENAKABTLNETH Ronkks LAMaMNA LAIIUIEY Ronkks TWdsNINd
tlymaasilszipuntihungnisimmn PLS-SEM lunaisiann Aa ks PLS-SEM daldauuuasinuuay
NP TmﬂhmLLﬂm@u‘EwammLmumvmmm Aaudsidearviniawuusnsa maiauuuazieufiasi
LLﬂsm@u‘Ewmmmmﬁmmwmm m@”mLLﬂimwimwmmmmmmmmu danaliimudanesiananngs
amu@ﬂmmmummumm (Consistent partial least square : PLSC) memmLLﬂi'ﬂ\mﬂﬁ?"’ﬂ@u YULNNT
qmuumammmmmmﬂimLWJLLu‘u?fmmummmmmmmmuwmuﬂmmq wAFLLIAINAN AT A
wagaunlsaiwdesdianuunaiuvilisen draedrilindlafvilasinlifulaieannumns
wlaew Aatlymseiinnay mLLﬂ@mmmmmqummqwmﬂium\mu (Interpretation confounding)
TrasudcldmusreninanuuLsiLazaueld CCA 39 Jorg Henseler AT
PLSc waz CCA |

Hair, Ringle Uz Sarstedt (2011) tauadn PLS-SEM iluadnenszquidu fe iWuetesdiald
whtlyulfazaansanid aughandreiianuiiiuinauaasi@anld (Antonakis, Bendahan, Jacquart, &
Lalive, 2010; Ronkkod, Mcintosh, Antonakis, & Edwards, 2016) ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂ\j\uﬁu%a (Henseler et al.,
2014) antafiansaindasas (Ronkkd & Evermann, 2013) mmt:]wﬁmmm@ﬁu@uuﬁﬁmmi waziinng
namLnUFUanqafatLae PLS-SEM mqmmm el anininiiu Vl,mwma‘Em\imNmmmmu@ﬂ
mmmummumm (PLSc) mmfmmmumm’lummLmﬁmmumﬂmmmﬁmm wunnsznuldlumng
LREIn (Recursn’fe) LAaz@aIN1e (Non-recursive) 1ananniii Henseler et al.(2014) AnAW CCA Aa dnsauls
Tunuusnaesiannadudauilsaanings n1l% PLS-SEM diNadnnilszasfiinseiitiugul s (Dijkstra &
Henseler, 2015a; 2005b) §ana371NUa9 PLS-SEM @5146a398 @i uradsiasaniiiusouilsnaningm

1 = o Ao o = o e
azilasuunansanl el wm‘nuqmmmmmﬁuwuﬁﬂugq
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Lﬁﬂul,mumﬁﬁ@mm Kettenring’s (1971) Iﬁ‘immxﬁwﬁuﬁuﬁmiuﬁﬁ@ WAz PLS-SEM aunsn laimsei
CFA lasudmisvuadeuilusouisuesdeindaens PLSc winald CCA Aadlaiiflunuiianunayda Hair,
Howard wag Nitzl (2020) Mtil4@e CCA NAnAulae Henseler IntlidnsBevEaiinssiianedendesas
'JﬁCCA 284 Henseler VIGLTL‘W?N[51'3LL‘JJT@@NIW’Nﬁlﬂﬂmﬂmm‘]ﬂ’]@’a\‘l wourneed Hair Meauilsaiialafdle
mmuﬂmm Fautlsraningn mummLLﬂammmLumqum TngAntlufeeduuudiaamnisindiang
Weamsa (Validity) waz ALy (Reliability) esalsuuusaedldFumstud mmmﬂ@uwwqm?mﬁ
dlanilugRndu CCAINAdaWLAN CCA 184 Henseler inniauuazianudaiaulumedsnisuinnd
Flatjun1381989 19 CCA Faase39 WU neginisAn®IU29 Motamarri, Akter WAz Yanamandram (2020)
#1984 Hair et al. (2020) #nl#uanns@nusn iy cCA mmmmmwmmm

stlnmisenan 1 aBunalivAnnuuansnsuesdaLlsucl LL@J]QLL‘L]?@‘LHFIIMN asutlsue e
wqmmammmﬂum Ariiniinnedauuuasiawiuiuilauds Sanueananteundailin uarldianis
NeEDRALLIALTENe LT 9T U mm“wmuﬂiﬂumlw ﬂm@ﬂwm“mmmmmm“mummmwLﬂumuﬂiu
AR ANNAINNIN ATHLATHAAN ﬁmmlmmymuuumwmLﬂumuﬂmumim wazldiunisamzinauin
anistiudu e laildanuaanantewissmilinuaziauigii@ v daudsrenin@mizesaulsgii vl
Astgnthanairafusmiiin wazyar19an FeenwWideEa Henselera Laz Schuberth (2020) W31
1CCA T4 lunananan 1y §3iamnsauaia (Ruiz-Palomo, Diéguez-Soto, Duréndez & Santos, 2019)
A]YTLUUANTRUNA (Braojos, Benitez & Llorens, 2019) WiAN73uN199ANT (Cegarra-Navarro, Ruiz,
Martinez-Caro & Garcia-Perez, 2021) mﬁ‘f%/mﬂ’ﬁmmé‘ (Martelo-Landroguez, Cegarra Navarro, &
Cepeda-Carrién, 2019) AN39ANIIAIANTEN (Rueda, Benitez & Braojos, 2017) n17Aa1A (Foltean,
Trif&Tuleu, 2019) WyAN3INBIANTT (Felipe, Roldan & Leal-Rodriguez, 2016) N13151131A9n13 (Benitez-
Avila, Hartmann, Dewulf & Henseler, 2018) N199ANNTNNTLINT (Yiu, Ngai & Lei, 2020) LA¥N193ANIT
VieaLen (Rasoolimanesh, Md Noor, Schuberth & Jaafar, 2019). 5

Aaudlsgiiiival enaldillusssnani ududseanuuraulud ldwsnzauiuuuudnaesses
FS AL ULAZYDY (Hubona et al., 2021) @4 Hubona et al.(2021) 1aua91 wanansaulsgtimludazaing
ANANNAINTD YaAuazATiuda failanaduldlitaraiwaindaudsuds uaziauauuslidnm
FatneaInaNuAseuanil (91 van Riel, Henseler, Kem'eny & Sasovova, 2017; Schuberth, Rademaker
& Henseler, 2020) SLuLL‘ummmmu‘twmm@mmlummmJmﬁwmm‘wLLuu@umnmﬂLﬂummmm
mmmmmmmuﬂimmmimmimm Weight il Anditnmunls LL@wmLL‘]J?MNTWM]L‘JJ%MM’]M
wnAnANAe T ANNAMALAREL muummmym@mmmuumm@lummumﬂmuﬂiqumluwa@m
uilspanindnlidaian

sunwidsznay 1
Uszimaesiudsucluazsioutlsgiimlva

. WUIAANEANTTH wiARgLULL
AAnEsTmsngldiudauls  woRneaw quiidy ADNANNNID YAA Fatl
graRalATE5: Aauduel (Latent) siauisgiimlud (Emergent)
LULANABINTIANNATA: LULANAeNaZTal (Reflective) WULFINAY (Formative)
ATNMMNADR: MsATTedALlsEne U@ E U n1samzimen Indnidetindi

Q

P8

1 Y2 Y.

AN: Hubona, Schuberth & Henseler (2021)
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n139a CCA uay CFA mmm‘imm:ﬂﬁumﬂwmmxﬁu %ﬁ‘%@ﬁmﬂi:ﬂ@ué’qﬁﬁ% Taeidadn
PHLNUNTIATIZFTZALLIN LATATNAILNUNNTIATITHILAUNGRS Fail (1) Reflective-reflective (2)
Reflective-formative (3) Formative-reflective Lay (4) Formative-Formative RARANNITTATNAT 19N A9ADY
ummmumuhﬂivmeeﬂeotuve reflective Imﬁﬂivmwmwuu@ﬂmnmevl,mwmmmLﬂu CCA 8371T1R
mmmmLL‘JJ?VINM@W?;I‘JWWLIMM?Q@LL‘LI‘Ll Formative- format|ve 9 Schuberth Rademaker L4 Henseler
(2020) N9 Composite of composite ﬂmmmmeﬁwm Becker,Klein Lag Wetzels (2012)V1°num@umﬂ
nRaeAE Improved repeat indicator approach An Qmsﬂ’ﬂmﬂvlmu’lﬁlqLL‘]J?‘JM‘LI‘V]ZQ@QL‘IJ’]?fJﬁmeﬂNLL?ﬂ AL
NMIATEALARAITENIN Disjointed two-stage approach wpue CFA T uuy Reflective-reflective N3
A irenindndetiuiulsrnaullsedduneuesanniadalanseaiig (Schuberth, 2020) WHuLAgaRy
MR iesALsTnauideEiudi Ae 1 iuuaswizuuLaasd 2 ssyaanuiiluldlfAben 3 desunmn
ATNNTIHLARS LAY 4 LAZUIZINUANNARAARDY

AMVUAANUANHIUZAINZIRUULAARIABNTNER

ﬁumwﬁﬁwummmﬁuﬁuﬂ%qimd@’ﬁ?ﬁ\ﬁvwmmuﬂivnﬂmmLLuwﬁﬂ@@mﬂu‘Ewammuﬁq
ANNANNUS (Nomologicalnet) Imﬂmmv]mﬂmLLﬂm@uI‘wmm@Lﬂ@ﬂu”l.ﬂmmmmmmmﬂmumw
(Sarstedt et al., 2016) TateenuULALALINGY prtipaassautlsiinmuanTifasingls Laztlsrnataany
Wusaudsrenin@netdls mqﬂ{]umum%mmﬂm:mmmmmm@uLLuqﬁmmmmﬂwmwmmﬂu
Amazitng CCA Hannmgnudtmnduiusszndnesausnenin@miuuums mmmmimunﬂﬂu
‘wmm\imm Imﬂmmiywmimuum@uma‘llmamwm”l,ummmmurgmmmLLﬂm'aqu@mmsmemuw
mmmmmmﬂumLLﬂmumﬂmLLﬂimumwﬂmnm@ﬂmmvmﬂmmmmLﬂmu (Antonakisetal.,2010)
Luﬂm‘wummmumﬁm&mwwumiﬂmfammmmuﬂm@u‘[wm mmiﬂﬂ‘mmmﬂqumﬂﬁummm
LLﬂimiLﬂumLLﬂiLLquﬁmﬂmmmaﬂi”mWmnmmm‘ﬂmmuﬂmauiwmm

muﬂm@u‘ﬂwmmmiﬂﬂmmu U WULANaeIN13daLULAaNIngs (Composite measurement
model) W@LL‘].I‘J.I@W@@\VMﬂﬂi‘?&ﬂ’ﬂumuiwam (Composite factor model: Henseler et al., 2014) 1199
LULRNABIARNINRR L LLITINGN (Compositefformativle model: Bollen & Diamantopoulos, 2015) 138
wuLAaeInaNIngn (Composite model) ilusuilsiairsuandaiidniiu aurins&udn (Brand
equity) ANNLUIAAYAY Aaker (1991) #5193 nn19Rsevnn lunINAuAN (Brand awareness) ANNHIAEIWY
fUMII&UAT (Brand associations) ALMAIMINEWAN (Brand quality) ANINA MATAWAN (Brand loyalty)
waznIneRLRU 7] (Other proprietary assets) IuLLuu@ﬂ@fﬂQﬂﬁiqmmmmhﬂmuﬂmmuwuﬁmmmmnum
Lilsmanlngn LuﬂLﬂuma‘ﬂﬁmﬂfmm]mmm'mmu,ﬂmfamiwmmmum@mﬂa‘mmnm‘@ﬂnmnmmmmm@u
"LﬂmLLﬂaﬂ@qummImﬂiuum’mmu‘wuﬁLsnamt,wﬂumwwmmmmmﬂﬁmmm@Lﬂumumu (Ingredients)
yi3a84ALsznaL (Composition) 284faL1lsa519 (Henseler, 2017b) r&iwmmmuﬁmmm AUsENaLTING
u,ﬂm@u‘l}wmmmwmnmmauwuﬁmmmmmmmumamqumuﬂ %mnm‘wmmm A audNUsIEudng
Futidm (Henseler, 2017b) 3547 A Imﬁﬂmuummmm@wmmwmu (2SLS) Tuann1idalageadng
(Hult, Hair, Proksch, Sarstedt, Pinkwart & Ringle, 2018) m‘ﬂmmmuﬂ?mum VIF 244A22NANANNT VR
aFadusanilsvanasesiu

Aaunisanulngn m@muﬂmumluuimmmmﬂmmmmu (Disturbance term) V]\ii”m‘]_lﬁl'JLL‘JJﬁ‘
Mi'ﬂm‘ﬁu’gmﬂwmLL‘]J?J“VﬂN1®‘MNW£ILLV]‘L&D\‘ILL‘LAQ@@WL&\‘IL@EI'J {udlesnnssnaedaiisaieanuuuunuids
Wil A0S (Bollen & Bauldry, 2011) Lm@:mmﬂmm@muummLLﬂiLmﬂfmumfnwmﬂmﬂu
(Sarstedt et al., 2016) 11w mLLﬂiLm‘mmﬂmiumamﬂmummwu@mumﬂ se/l& sEAUNTANEWLA
m‘mﬂm@umﬁzmmu@ummuumim muﬂm@m‘ﬂwmm mLmﬂ”l,m@ﬂm@fnmuﬂmumslm (Emergent)
LW@%mmimﬂi‘uLﬂmiﬂ,ﬂLmemmfawu@ﬂnumwmmmﬂmumw (Henseler, Hubona & Ray,
2016) Lmemmmmmﬂ'am‘lﬁwmmmwmwumwmme‘imLﬂwwvmimwmLLﬂﬁwmummﬂummm
el (Henseler, 2017b) ag1an muqmmwﬂumLLﬂa‘ﬂﬂu‘ﬂwaﬁmmﬁwmmmwuu@m m@imu@gﬂu
ANFRINIITeiinddy Aulsrenin@nfienldeBunesudmiaAsegdiansng Pe ManaAsEgiauwas
A9AN OECD (2006) fﬂ%mmm@m?}ﬂmmm%qﬁf;LLﬂ?ﬂ@uiwamﬂizmwm y PAINUAEID DIANTWINLN
srwinalsanetienaiisiulsrenindnaenuied iea¥19dailingng | uanane i deilnnanwn
B3 (Corruption perception index) vizafaiifnuAsEgiaveauis sanidainaananningaes
nel
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sryadulifldaifensaaundnaesnaningn

wmrauul,ﬂumﬁymﬂLLummmm@qummmmmmmﬂivmmmwwmuLmaﬂmmmemﬂiu
mmmu‘wwimLm@immmumu@ﬁmﬁmmuwwmmevﬂ,wmumwﬂmﬂLLumm@mummﬁwram
(Under-identified) ﬁ@iummmmuummwwmmemmmmmLL‘uumm\ﬂmmmmwﬁmmwu\immmu
‘wmume‘wmmmmﬂﬂummqumummwiwmummmqmem@muwam (Just-
|dent|ﬂed)wrmummmm\immmumﬂmmLLﬂJiﬂa‘fmmwm ANARATY (Degrees of freedom) Wiy
A E]’]'ﬂ’]uﬂu‘W’]i’mL[ﬂ‘ﬂi“l/]V]ﬁ"]Uﬂ’]N’]ﬂﬂ’J’]@’]‘lmuW’ﬁ"mLG]’ﬂi“VliN‘V]iTLIﬂ’]Liﬂﬂﬂ’]LLUU@’]@ﬂ\iinLﬂuW’ﬂm
(Over-identified) ﬂﬂ?iwuﬁﬂﬂwL‘]J‘Lﬂ,ﬂvl,@ﬂ’]L@EI’WY]SLMﬂ’]ﬁ:ﬂﬁ‘WLNuW]W’]?’mL[ﬂﬂﬁ‘llﬂ’}’mﬂ\‘lL@uﬂ\m’] wazideie
14 (Marcoulides & Chin, 2013) l#a9A12852 NN NNIATULLBIANRET= AN L6 ks Schuberth
etal. (2018)

UsznnuAnis Il asaauLLaNansAan ngm .

n1s1laziiiu CCA Schuberth et al. (2018) 1*?1”3’%3mmzﬁwﬁuﬁuﬁmiuﬁm@@Lﬁfamm'w
ANNANAUTTY *m’mmLLﬂm@u‘Ewmmamﬂ@wmmnn@umﬂmqmmnu AOTULLILIL YA NS
iym'mmLnJm@u‘l?wmmmmﬂ@uumm‘m'ﬂmmuwuﬁﬂumnmm wraznguetalfulanesa lnasa
T e T N memqmu,ﬂimiuuﬂ@mu‘lﬁmma‘mmmmmm
Autlareyindnusazdaniudasgllviegludnenransaunsidadunss Lummﬂmmmn@uwmamu,ﬂi
mmuummuuﬂmwmmmmmmLLﬂiLLmavmmmmmwmmmﬂmmmum@iﬁlmm@ﬂwm%@wwv
(Eigenvalue) m@qmmﬂwmuwuﬁummm

sziiuANAaA AT LILIAARIARN AR

N9lsziiuANNARARARTaSL LU aeAaNTWER Schuberth et al. (2018) LaUaINNT
Nomological validity” reliability W&z weight Ingl Nomological validity ;ﬁmamwmnﬁmﬁﬁmfﬁmﬂmmw
WULIA884393 (Tests of overall model fit) 1Vadnd wuudtaasiaiaudiuldaiudeyaiilddnm
vizaly Tnemaaauaiifynsul (Bootstrapping) AEATNIITIReFANNLIZNNAR 1. ANNARIALARE Y
mm@mu’aﬂwamiumﬂuwuﬂ (The unweighted least squares discrepancy: dus) UL NATINLAN
HAR9UNANAIA89I09YNALLT 2. ivﬂ‘vmwu‘wum‘ﬁm (Geodesic distance: dg) 117aAMNARIALARDY
'ﬂ’miﬂm\i 3 FtisNNABINNAIGBILDRE (Standard|zed root mean square residual : SRMR) Tmlmv}
aummmmmmmﬂuﬂuﬂ visatiaendnAdananaszAuaNmei faeas 95 waz 99 L EIsN AN
mmwsmummmauummv 99 T¥iNa17tuAY SRMR Fias1nan 0.08 (Hu & Bentler, 1998)

\nuTiNNTIANINTeY CCA Tdmageumanusnstesusdnanduiusdoyaiumsan
anduiugang LLumm@meLﬂiLmewumummuﬂiﬁmummu (Saturated Model) A23UANFNSTIRY
mmmimah@mmBootstrappmg ‘Vlm@‘ﬂ‘]_lLW@H@N?M@NNW‘%’}MN@LH%@N (Dijkstra & Henseler, 2015a) el
Nomologicalvalidity Laa4tNAMNANTRIFATAR 7] ‘wlmmmmmﬁnmuumm@wmm lsznavsaasin
wilsmanindntiae wmmmuum‘lmmmmmmmmmv@wmiﬂlﬂmm ABAINATIUD
Nomologicalnetwork FaiflusiainuunaaudaduaeuLanaes mmu,ﬂm@mwmmmimﬁmm@ﬂmm%a
m@qmuiuummﬂmmmmummmmmm mmmLmuummmuﬂmw‘lﬁw@mmnwm Rl el
ANANNARIALARDL mmﬁwmuummﬂ@uiwmm”mLmﬂwuq mumwmuummwmﬂuumqmmmfﬂu
qmmmmmﬂmmwLfﬂ@uummmqumm@’l@ﬂmmLmﬁmmmmu uanNaINILNANINAINIUIA
iTasvanassALTiEd1An aes Weight fillauavelfudniminaenisdanuuansiafe fansuiaATesvang
uaziladnAtyaes Weight drlafidadrAnyldRansanannan Loading INnnnan 0.50 wazinnssinnsianson
AN gavingAe tlyinizianidunsaiTeanduiussyudnefaiiinfiansnanan VIF (Variance

Nomo|0g|ca| network Wau1lag Cronbach & Meehl (1955) ﬂavn@umﬂmmmm mmﬂummm ‘qumwquwg
LA mﬂmuwuﬁmmmuqmﬂuimqmwquwg mu‘lumhmmumwmmmqm‘ﬁmqmw (Construct Valldlty) 7Y
m’mmu‘wuﬁ"ﬂmmuﬂmmﬂuuuumam mmLLﬂmmmmmmwﬁl‘wuﬁﬂumLLﬂi@u‘luLLuumm\ﬁmeammwmmmm
LNI@NMWTQNNWnNﬁwwuﬁﬂm\imuwnumuﬂmmmu il

C)’]S?f’lSﬂ’]SU[UElla:ﬂ']Sf)-ﬂﬂ’IS UNM3NaNAgUMAaSAY
UR 14 a0uf 1 u.A-0.n. 65
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) . < = Yy = y < o A 4 o o .
inflation factor) lalAgiAu 5 mmu%mwﬁtymLm‘ﬂmmwmmwmmmauuw“lmy (Henseler,
2017a)

2. Tsunsu ADANCO o 3 o
TuneuivfuiummumdnnimnisldldsunsudidaglillaFuimasiduneuivilinisioun
wazaFemulsmanindmiednmzialduadnsdunaund dnisuaasldrnudrAyiudunaunniiy
nstvuaLLLaaesatnaialnaeniznsaisiulsranIngn Unffudsuilslddnang finssusa
LLﬂam@u‘Ewmmﬁﬁ,mumnummu@ﬂﬂmmﬂiwmmwmﬂ%ﬁﬂmnm ADANCO 2.2 (Henseler, 2017a) tin
fasiinazyi CFA daneiviufae Latent viza PLSc wadsulmnsaiiupenindslddaneiiiu Emergent
wuuanaeduiiu CCA 8114 Mode B fiassiennuua VIF uansAanduiudsrndndanisdaszdnld
Mode A laifaemeaminey Lﬂuﬂ@nm‘mﬂmLmqvuﬂimwmemmmmuwuﬁivmwmmmm‘ﬂmﬂ
Mode Buu Weught"l,mmﬂaummm@ﬂ (Regression weights) LLmmmmmmuwuﬁa‘vmNmsﬁmmm‘lmﬂﬁ
Mode A (Correlation weights) (Dijkstra, 2013)

nsldldsunsudndagiiadieudninddelddnieudladuadndlin aranumauassninssuuaziiu
foyalud N193Azid PLS-SEM laidirsnziiesdsznaumnds CB-SEM usaunsnldudndananain
NaWIATITLLILAIAIANANNAFIMINIEAINNTONATNANAT Loading T89UARZAILLSWHS @an
AaadTilinfidanfnd 0.708 vizansilsauisnenindnanafiansunsndilinfiden VIF geqatail
avduiusiusaiisaauluuuudasaieniv mmﬁmimnmqm@mﬂLmﬁmmmmmm@mmu DAR L1
Nomological network lannnagnalsimunimunauassinssuesd 9 waznnairansasiiadnasng
aziaanaznuilywinenataladuinin

naAlasvisiiiunnala futls E-Service quality in1siiAmziiansszdunisiiaszy CCA
ALY Formative-formative Immmemlqummvmmwmm Becker et al. (2012) WAz Falal
vhautsushsitefutspennadnlusziuiaesnsansuan warlunnsinmsirssuise i azuuuaing
(Standard construct scores) Hluamtiaaasianlsiel (CFA) waziawilspnaningm

NTALLEIAANTTIAE .

AN 2 nseuLIlAnLAzANNAT WEHURN duss Aunziaun (2563) AryanEnivnwRsNMINE e
LLﬂm@u‘Ewamﬂumﬁmmzﬁmuiw@mﬁﬁuﬁu wazanifudaudresmdszney Wlunsamseyd
adlaznauiieiudi launmgiudail
ANNAFIUN 1: AUNNNNTLENNINsBENNsatindlpnndniuieuaniuaNAnANEdnTsaing
ANLAFIUN 2: ArunwnisEinisnBidnnsaiindfiaudiiuinsuaniuanuliondlandidnmeetind
anNAgIun 3: pnnldanalaneBidnnseindilpandniugnnsuaniueeuinannsddnnseting

sunnilsznay 2

NsaIsMsUYBIa:NMSHNNIS UNINENAagumansaly
UA 14 auuil 1 u.A-0.A. 65
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ATALILUIAANTTA AT E AN INA Tty

E-Loyalty

Eff = Efficiency
Ful = Fulfilment
Rel = Reliability

27 Order Sys = System Awvailable

Pri = Privacy

E-5Q = E-Service quality
ad

ARANIA

fayauazrsesiaifiudeyaldrnsduss Sunziawn (2563) nsdnszieyas 14lsunsn ADANCO
naliasziriiagesiauisaiiaiden Emergent variable Laz weighting scheme i@an Mode A 1178 Mode
BﬁqLLﬂa‘@mmwma‘ﬁm?quL@ﬂm@ﬁm{ (E-SQ) Minnsdiszitanssziulnedndndinazisinnzians
AFI184 Becker et al. (2012) %4 Schuberth (2020) Fendn Composite of composite 1198 Formative-
formative LﬂmﬁwimmmLLﬂiLLr:qu@mLLﬁJimﬂu‘E‘wamimvmummmmummmiummmvmmm
nsAnEEraueNaNNIANEM Y9N T Tadszne @iy uaznisinssirenindmdstiuduld
fana37id Mode B Laz Mode A nstlfttidnlanduiusgs (Henseler, 2017a)

HANTTILATIZVdRYA

nsuutdaaspenIndndatiuiu anuduiudresdaiintusudlsreningn guuuy
AMNANAUS AL Lazden Ly Formative-formative A9PERNUEAINNIHLAeS Nomological
net ti Weight laifiiadnnyldan Loading 7igendn 0.5 Anandnsiugaesiailin uanddaedn VIF laiasiiu
5 (Henseler, 2017a) Tnailauanannsitasesi CCA il Mode B Was Mode A

ﬂm(ﬂqwLL‘]JU“‘I']@’I’]\?I@EI?‘JN?"W]JVIHHQ

AT 1N@ﬂ"]ﬁ‘ﬁﬂ‘]:f’]WU'J’]ﬂ’IW’]ﬁ"mLﬁ@i‘i’l\i@’m‘l’]\i"ﬂ’ﬂ\i Mode B ﬁl’mfl’]ﬂ’ﬁ”m‘]_lﬂfﬂﬁxlLT@NH?@E@‘“
95 LL’M'N"NLLUU@W@@\?ﬂU%ﬂN@W’]Uﬂu@uV}WIQEI Mode B {1sz@nsnnandningz mmﬂﬂaﬂuﬂmnmﬁ
Mode A ‘V]ﬂ’1@QﬂQ’]ﬁ‘WWUﬂQWNL‘HﬂNuT’ﬂﬂ@v 99

AN319 1 ANINLULANSe9TAEIN Y99 CCA syAuuily

Parameters Value HI95 HI99 Value HI95 HI99
SRMR 0.017 0.014 0.015 0.017 0.014 0.015
duis 0.070 0.043 0.052 0.070 0.043 0.052
mode A dg 0.163 0.130 0.146 0.163 0.130 0.146
SRMR 0.013 0.015 0.018 0.013 0.015 0.018
duis 0.019 0.025 0.033 0.019 0.025 0.033
mode B dg 0.067 0.048 0.056 0.067 0.048 0.056

WULRNABINITATLALNNIN

C)’]S?f’lSﬂ’]SU[UElla:ﬂ']Sﬁﬂﬂ’]S UNM3NaNAgUMAaSAY
UR 14 a0uf 1 u.A-0.n. 65
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wuudaaIndaugaaslngdn A1 Reliability Wi 1 Nomological net #A13041AINAIATNIN
LLLSNA9499 TN AN mumLm‘wmﬁmﬁmmmmmmmuwﬁq ANNFNTUS S9N LEASIN Mode B
fitls=@nEnwannndt mode A wuﬁmmwauwuﬁimmqmuqmmuﬂm@u‘ﬂwammummmm WU
wilsiaesasusazpanln@nilen VIF gaanléun eff2, reli2, fulf2, syst2, priv2, trus2 waz loya2
LULA1A8 Mode B Asinndinaneanainannig daualien VIF ldifuinue mem@mmwuum"mm
Malagsan (Model fit) LULIANA9IN9TALAZLULANABIANATINADININANGT Mode A Aauandlumngg 2

A3 2 WULSIA89N139A89 CCA AN

Mode A Mode B
Indicator  Loading Weight t-Weight VIF Loading Weight t-Weight VIF
eff1 0.952 0.342 50.749 6.415 0.958 0.532 5.369 3.177
eff2 0.982 0.356 68.309 11.918 0.954 - - -
eff3 0.950 0.343 52.844 5.921 0.956 0.514 5.124 3.177
reli1 0.952 0.348 52.852 5.810 0.955 0.528 5.625 3.147
reli2 0.976 0.352 82.883 9.398 0.952 - - -
reli3 0.946 0.343 55.061 5.107 0.976 0.518 5.5627 3.147
fulf1 0.961 0.342 59.325 6.849 0.971 0.427 3.864 3.914
fulf2 0.977 0.339 71.753 9.985 0.939 - - -
fulf3 0.958 0.354 55.374 5.850 0.971 0.608 5.693 3.914
syst1 0.954 0.352 56.652 5.657 0.931 0.617 7.109 3.226
syst2 0.971 0.352 60.817 7.804 0.972
syst3 0.944 0.342 55.451 4.583 0.951 0.426 4.772 3.226
priv1 0.946 0.353 48.944 4.936 0.982 0.633 7.167 2.993
priv2 0.973 0.352 67.667 8.336 0.944 - - -
priv3 0.945 0.342 53.995 5.091 0.958 0.414 4.496 2.993
trus1 0.944 0.350 68.386 4.329 0.954 0.588 7.277 3.620
trus2 0.973 0.345 98.178 9.713 0.956 - - -
trus3 0.966 0.346 74.376 8.470 0.955 0.451 5.474 3.620
loyal 0.956 0.353 5.697 0.952 0.658 8.653 3.998
loya2 0.981 0.340 12.347 0.976 - -
loya3 0.966 0.342 8.736 0.971 0.374 4.751 3.988

LLuuﬁmﬂ\mﬁu?imﬁ i} . .

wundaedsziLnuilldianisind1aeq Becker et al. (2012) hiAgdanldiifudssziuiaes
salumsSassauiinii mi‘wmmimmmmmwuummmimmﬂm 'lmwmummuimmLLﬂmmmwmaﬁ
Uin1sneBiannseiing whazuuua¥is (Standard construct scores)” mnm@mmmmgwmmLﬂumm
i Efficiency, Reliability, Fulfilment LAz System available Taaziuuai 1129 Mode B Hudtilinazdui
wiliddniinndandniusgegauesusazioulsnanindnaan

ﬂm(ﬂqwLL‘]JU“‘I']@ﬂ\??’JN?“’ﬂUVIﬂ@Q

ﬂ’W\Hﬁ"mL[ﬂ@i‘VN@WNﬂﬁiuﬂﬁﬁ‘ﬂ’]ﬂuﬂﬂMﬂWWLL‘LI‘LI"%’]@@\‘II@?_I?'JNNV’]O«Lﬂ’]W@"ﬂuN’m AR ummmm
?yﬂUﬂ']"INL"ﬂﬂNu?@ﬂ@y 95 LL'ZWN’NLLUU@’]@@\?HU‘H@N@W‘I‘UH%@HV} Tmmmm‘wmm Mode B Andn Mode A
WZRANANINAIANN9 3

A1309 3 ALININLLLANA8slREPINTDY CCA seALTIARY

3 [ = o A Ao g
ﬂ%LLUUU?WﬂQ@QIuWﬁﬂWiﬂﬂ%’]&IQWu’JuLVI']ﬂUGUBQJUﬁVm(ﬂLﬂU

NsaIsMsUYBIa:NMSHNNIS UNINENAagumansaly
UA 14 auuil 1 u.A-0.A. 65
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Parameters Value HI95 HI99 Value HI95 HI99
SRMR 0.019 0.026 0.030 0.019 0.026 0.030
duis 0.025 0.044 0.059 0.025 0.044 0.059
Mode A dg 0.025 0.029 0.035 0.025 0.029 0.035
SRMR 0.015 0.020 0.024 0.015 0.020 0.024
duis 0.010 0.018 0.025 0.010 0.018 0.025
Mode B  dg 0.013 0.018 0.024 0.013 0.018 0.024

LL‘l.I‘].I“']’]@ﬂ\'iﬂ']?'Jﬂ?"ﬂ‘]_Wlﬂ'ﬂ\'i

LULANABINITIATUNANTTUNANN Nomological net, Re||ab|l|ty LAy Weight ‘ﬂ\iﬂ’]&lﬁ'ﬁﬁﬁf[ﬂ@m&l\i
1 LLWﬂWﬁMﬂWWLLUU@W@@\??QN wag VIF LL@mmuﬂammmumwmmmmum Nomological validity 183
Mode B Nﬂﬂ&ﬂﬁ‘Wﬁﬂ’]’] Mode A lumn914 4

A3 4 WUUSIA9N139A89 CCA FLALNADS

Mode A Mode B

Indicator Loading  Weight t-Weight VIF Loading Weight t-Weight VIF

trus1 0.944 0.346 74.843  4.329 0.962 0.520 80.681 3.620
trus2 0.974 0.346  105.397 9.713 - - - -
trus3 0.967 0.348 81.673  8.470 0.962 0.520 84.726  3.620
loya1 0.956 0.351 83.127  5.697 0.967 0.525 84.665 3.998
loya2 0.981 0.340  129.367 12.347 - - - -
loya3 0.966 0.342 85.298 8.736 0.965 0.510 97.566 3.998
Efficiency 0.867 0.241 26.867 2.718 0.874 0.299 3.144 2.664
Reliability 0.888 0.236 31.123  3.148 0.858 0.120 1.229 3.150
Fulfilment 0.862 0.234 27.522 2613 0.859 0.223 2418 2.674
System 0.843 0.237 25863  2.383 0.855 0.301 3.488 2.351
Private 0.804 0.223 18.116  1.962 0.810 0.231 2449 1.974

WULANARSTATIATS

A1379 5 gUNINLszneu 3 LAz 4 ANIWIABVENA () memﬂimmmmmﬂﬂ ) 184 Mode A
Mode B flaunmlndiesiusnaes Mode B mnfmL@nu@ﬁimﬁm@mmmummmmlum mmvmuﬂi”
amm@mmu%mmmnmq memmmmmuwuﬁmmﬂmmwmimmi‘wwﬂL@nm@uﬂ@’wmmm@mm
"Lfmq%mmmslummm mm@’lm@mmuummmmumumq

AT 5 LULANa89tATA519289 CCA

effect Beta  t-value p-value Cohen's f2 R2 Hypothesis
Trust -> Loyalty 0.342 4.984 0.000 0.135 0.513 gaNsU
E-Service quality -> Loyalty 0.442 7.411 0.000 0.225 0.513 gaNsu
A E-Service quality -> Trust 0.663 21.583 0.000 0.782 0.439 HaNTU
Trust -> Loyalty 0.337 4.868 0.000 0.132 0.522 HaNTU
E-Service quality -> Loyalty 0.454 7.495 0.000 0.241 0.522 gaNiy
B E-Service quality -> Trust 0.664 21.658 0.000 0.789 0.441 AN

sunwisznau 3

C)’]S?f’lSﬂ’]SU[UElla:ﬂ']Sf)-ﬂﬂ’IS UNM3NaNAgUMAaSAY
UR 14 a0uf 1 u.A-0.n. 65
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nan1 R einanIngndetiugu (Mode A)

Truist
R%=10.439

0.663"

N

Rell_CCA_A

E:Service quality

0.342"™

0.442*

sunilsenau 4
nan133ATiAaN INAREaEuE Y (Mode B)

R = 0.441
0.664%**
0299
ff_CC. I
=
E— 0223
Fulfi_CCA_B 20 —— E-Service quality
:5’_9‘_“‘_3 | 0.337
Priv_CCA_B 029 |
0.454**
\ L
f 0.
Lovalty >‘4‘—|:
R = 0.522 7
anUsenanisase

NANNIANEI BaNFLANLAIURIANE U NUdIAINNNINENIeBEnnIeTindTiavanaste
pwldndlanazanuinanisdiannsetind uazanuliindlanwdidnnsetindiianinasiaaauinams
Adnnsafind wan1591Az CCA TULULANA8IHUNLYY ARNINLLLANA8IALIIN LULANSEIN1TTA LA
wuuAnaedlnzaiees Mode B HANNINGANTGN Mode A lintaeingiz Mode A afsdanesfiuunli
tanfunsaldnilinnlandniugiiugaisedue VIF gandn 5 ud danesfinzes Mode B lalldaaniuilym
fanane e Filsnsauds trus2 mnmﬁmmmmuwuﬁnu trus3 uaz loya2 MiAnTToymanduiusiv
loya3 aan AwinliuuLd1ans Mode B HAtunWandn naiansandasiaulslasanliiansunainda VIF
NAngega diusouilsaiauunsumenadadriiinaanaunmszaninlinnamuisresdaidnuasii
wilsaFslamsaiu duiulunimwnaedrenTndndsiudunisld Mode B a1ailnnuniwanda Mode A finld

C)’]S?f’lSﬂ”ISLTfUElla:ﬂ’]Sﬁﬂﬂ’]S UNM3NaNAagUMAasAIY
UR 14 aU0uf 1 w.A-0.A. 65
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filymanduiusaeuinedafiin viallusarunsouitlymisanisdasudsunedavannts wadsnlals
ATl Mode A

fiutudnaesiimiesdlsnenidsiugig (CFA) FautlsaninwnistFnismaiannsaiind
usulsaessziy nssesd CFA mmhmmmmmmuwuﬁivmwmmmm”muﬂmmmmvmw
WILAYTTALNABILUL Reflective-reflective N1791ENNUNATUABLLIN TIENTUHARNNNTNNITALLIL
Reflectwe A8 Internal consistency, Indicator reliability, Convergent validity LLag Discriminant validity
LaziuTiaeemenunaf I fine Feannslnsaing TedAnuneativesAdudlss@ansiduna f R R
ARG 1 LAY 2 189 ST SUNTIdUN (2563) gUnnilsvneu 6 m@qmmnmm\mmmﬂu CFA 19334md
(Repeated indicator approach) 184 Ringle et al. (2012) mmﬁmmm’mmmmdmLLumLﬂJLNLLMNN@
AN TN LILANABTIH AasldnsiAssiianansaas Becker et al. (2012) mm@mmﬁmmmmmmm
RLUN Lmvma‘vl,mmmmﬂmmw‘umLmumm‘[mmquim nadasudsutafuaasszaunuy Reflective-
reflective Sluavmuwuq Lmu@mmmmﬂmmwuummmimmqu (Model fit) WAZLULANABINITALLL
Reflective ”LummvmvmummmLauﬂmum AD AN TN LILANA899 LULSNABINS SRS ALTIdeLAE
nundnaeslaseaiasyAuTides

ﬂ%umﬁm@mmuﬂwmmqmuwﬁummfmm @WNW?QQ@VLWVNW)LL‘]J?LLBJQLL@”MQLLﬂ?ﬂ@NT‘W@[ﬂ

LL'Z\J“’ZNN@I‘M@’m’ﬁﬂ')WENﬂﬂﬁ‘“’ﬂ’ﬂ‘i_lL‘J]\‘i?;luf;luﬂﬁLLUU@’\@@QV}ﬂﬂH’]Lﬂu[ﬂQLLﬂ‘iLLBJWl\‘mNm waziilupauingm
FetufuilunuudaesiAnefhufulsresindavanua nnssasutlsanssiuanllfuteuslsidanis
AAMziedALseneu U umuNNZaNiLAT Reflective-reflective Waz Formative-formative Wssaniu
ndasaudsrenin@nvranuuanasdrenindmdatiugu nsaiesaulsranindn@nenliain Henseler
(2017b) OECD (2006) k&% Zhou,Ang kA% Poh (2007) dnuilassaidnaassiaudsiels Wlususlsreulngn
ma‘wmqmmmwuﬁmmmmm N9 mLLﬂ@LLﬂqummuﬂfnmuwuﬁﬂu ﬂ"]@?’NLﬂwﬂ']LL‘]J??WWLI@\T‘HHVM
mmmﬁmmﬂm NN ITNATHIANE AN VIF 94A8NANLULAESY NNIRAITIUNAUNTWLLILA1ASN
ponIndnidtiugulnesondadAty Aa Nomological validity #ansailéann Arwisnfimasaasannn
LuLAIaeeMNLaY Aanduiusresdtilin Aedudidymanduiusresdnilinld Aaunmiundians
PuaziiannWIRLAY denalil Nomological validity HADUNIWIAN ¥118ATNYY LULISIA8IEAN
Wemsadalasaadna (Construct validity)

n133AziAe N INAR T e s unsAunwu N (Henseler et al., 2014; Schuberth et al., 2018)
ummﬂmﬂ@u‘iw@mmﬂuﬂuiﬂ’lmmumumemqmnmmnmLL@ymwmﬁmﬂﬁuiu’mﬁmﬂmmmu
WUIARELALD msfluAFRauns i useslsilE Ae rmLLﬂmaNTW@meLmummmummu 29U
mLLﬂa‘mmmmmequm mgl,ﬂa‘uclq (PLSIC)ILL@WW]LLﬂTﬂﬂNTW@mLLUUﬁQNmQ 1mgl Hair et al. (2020) 1&18
dfuuudtaeinisdniianuintansuazideiunds WiEanuuusisesiuinnanindndsiiuiu dnadela
AT ML LUSNARIARNINARLT S WA NTINN8Y Hair et al.(2020) 9 Schuberth (2020) L@uai3anag
mﬂm%mﬁﬁuﬂuﬂmmwmifm (Method of confirming measurement quality: MCMQ) Henseler LLay
Schuberth (2020 : 147) 73790l Hair et al. (2020) mimmmmmu dnEluuinAn CCA anlas “They forget
to mention at the beginning from whom they hadborrowed the idea of CCA” ‘Vl’fl‘Vl CCA 124 Hair et al.
(2020) Hdeunnsevetnaiesanilsznis Ae wik1¥ CCA itesinuneld aadldlgvsnnsnuLmsusuay
azviau wazaldflnnninuuuaanssu (Henseler & Schuberth, 2020) Anliann CCA 2849 Henseler
Tinadeldmas1d CCA muileny Hair et al. (2020)

¥
TALAUBLUL
1. matimansaae iy }
o a a A o a ¥ X 16 ¥ o a @ o aa A 1
wonAanasspanindndetiuiuAnAuaulnldfudsraningn uuuudsesinnutinugugauay
anunsnlddnsauilsldvanuanadssinviandeanusion  sauiesdnaimingaulug sauianann
wannindlne Iavmusaulsneningsldidudaiiinresnuasiifoulsrenindnvaninndnsidinansd

4 . a Mo o a | o i a .
wudrdnisdeBauslaiininddneesinaviseldednels aaide CCA wnld §nldunaAn CCA 194 Hair et al. (2020)
uaUeIabiiAuAIMINNGE]) CCA Maaeenguindsinnszinuil 1inddenaasld CCA muuwIAnYes Henseler et al.
(2014) waz Schuberth et al. (2018) ugAnAULAZIIEN TR
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]
=

pauLLAaesnen TN Inedaindesestesfigaunedon fiflaqiiuaansfnenasilén
paNTWARTNE LI LazasfilsznauiTatiugi .

madansiaunsianaiuunindsaesieeiigauiedon nsfiansiLuuaeanuulnlmu
ﬁ@fﬂﬁummmﬁ LATZIFLATG CFA Ay CCA ngiﬁﬁﬂmaudw (Convergence) ndquuuﬁmmmﬂsﬂmu
o Tmsiliiiies CFA wazilaaugsennludunaunisdfununsaiass iinddanaulanismssd
AaNN131ANATIIAIRATTUN

2. n3qeluainAn

nadneidaulsanalinelanwdiannsetind wazaruinsnisdiannsaiindiunisfnm
woEnssuLavilassntansdaununasien ududsid Werhawindudwdsaenin@niiudminlem
aanndasiuiaianazes Hubona et al. (2021) memmvmuma‘qmmuﬂ@ visadaAnnuiiuununs 3

vmﬂm’l,mt,uummmm@miwmmmmmwmwu LmvmmLﬂumLLﬂa‘mumImﬂﬁﬁwmmmmﬂfﬂmm

mumu,@”mwLﬂumLLﬂmauI‘w@mmnmﬂmmwmmLLuua”muLﬂumLLﬂﬁéLLtJamuﬁﬁLuﬂi”mﬂim
Lglzumm@wauiwammLﬂ@‘i@ﬂlwmlwnlﬂmwwhmemmuumqumfﬂ,mmmﬂuuummmmmmmﬂm
i dudsannulinnslaimiindauilsdunats (Mediator) nsinsnluauian a1a@nmananazesnay
1Aan9lanediannseind lununressaulsAiunana

ma‘qLmﬁmmu‘i‘wmmLfnwuﬂu“luﬂmﬂm um'wmi@ﬁmﬂmmimwmuﬂmfau‘ﬂwmmw‘lﬁ"lu
9114348 T4 Schuberth et al. (2018) felalisaazidaaniniin Lmeimwmumu‘EwmmLﬂmﬁmmmm
sina o HenldaFedaidnlaaianizanssnuzaedtlszina (Country performance) ANu@swanden LAsHgna
Fapnnaznsimunalulad Anenisai1eléain Nardo et al. (2005) waz Cavicchia wag Vichi (2020)
sANDNNNTAFI9ANNFL U TsEALEWAL (Ordinal variable) (Menisera, 2007)

agunannsaae

aunislassairantenlulnauazinlan Ae wuuBseuuilslsuso ImMQLLﬂiLLﬁJ\iLL@“’LmQﬁqm
wuuazyiaudnEuznnsinmziiiu CFA ﬁmummum@@q‘mammqmmmm@ﬂmmmqmuwima‘u
mmmﬂﬂmﬁmmmhmmﬁvu"lmm CFA CCA Tnal CCA mmmvmmmﬂmmmqum G EIBIEGE
sl 1A= TARIZAL LD CFA Aasldeanesiia Reflective-reflective mmvm CCA 'lf Formative-
formative wazATTSAAITAENILLTNFINNNNI L ULde LML UL A TeuTRey 9 1)
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