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Construct of PLS-SEM
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Abstract

Studies involving the reporting of research results of the second-order construct of PLS-SEM are distinct
from studies in which there are only first construct models. Furthermore, they also provide distinct results when
the studies are of different types and use different approaches. The literature mostly focuses on how to
construct and assess higher-order models and lacks to provide detail concerning the methodology of reporting,
particularly as it pertains to composite models. Thus, this study aims to help readers to understand the
methodology of reporting the results of hierarchical component models. The study used data on service
quality, trust, and loyalty of E-commerce in Thailand. This study used two models, (1) the reflective-reflective
type and the repeated indicator approach in which the algorithm was Mode A consistent or consistent partial
least squares and factor. (2) Used the reflective-formative type and a two-stage approach in which the algorithm
was composite and Mode B. The results of the structure model for both models were not very different. The
repeated indicator approach had no discriminant validity on the measurement model thus ADANCO could not
generate a global model fit. On the other hand, the two-stage approach evoked discriminant validity thus

achieving adequate parameters for a model fit, the measurement model and a structure model.
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UNUI

% a |

aunslassasamasaestioegnuisaiu (Partial Least Square Structural Equation Model: PLS-SEM) fie
iR wAuN15InN1THaEUINNTIINT Rudaiidoude fulsadresviufiaes Ringle, Sarstedt, & Straub, 2012) T1E41U
HARIINUUUS ARSI B Usaseseiufing s?fdﬂgqﬁﬁmﬁu (Wold, 1982) anfwe (Lohméller, 2013) wazin3de
a'aulmy' (Becker, Klein & Wetzels, 2012; Edwards 2001; Jarvis, MacKenzie, & Podsakoff, 2003; Law & Wong 1999;
MacKenzie, Podsakoff, & Jarvis, 2005, Netemeyer, Bearden, & Sharma, 2003; Petter, Straub, & Rai, 2007; Ringle
et al, 2012) LanafisaddAun lUuanadss1e9IUNaNITIATIEARILUSES19MaN8TEAU ANAUANLUUTIaDY Laydd
AMRUARILIA° WnId8u19d91 (Akter & Hani, 2011; Akter, Fosso Wamba, & Dewan, 2017; Wetzels, Odekerken-
Schréder & van Oppen, 2009) kaneis 518Ut auadelddmausiliidnlagin Sarstedt Hair Cheah Becker Way

o

Ringle (2019) uanaisseuegsdatau weldlnanudiagyiuanuiisadsdwun (Discriminant Validity) 9093804l

v
o o o

Y41 (The Repeated Indicator Approach) InglvinudAeyiuwuudnaes Reflective-reflective Type Mivingauiutoya

WUUBIAUSENBU (Factor) wananuuluissanssudadainunis@nudinlsasnaseruiianavaiuuinaasnadlngn

msfnwilduuuasseouindnadsiulsainsseduiidoswesguninnsuinmisBidnnsefing (e-Service
Quality) 3nnesAusenou (Efficient, Reliability, Fulfilment, System Available, Privacy) %ﬂLﬂuﬂﬁ]ﬁaﬁmummmwmi
usn1smediannselind Jamsliuvudiassiuusiudunnniiwuuazyiou uatinidediulve) 1y Ronkksd Everman
wag Aguirre-Urreta (2016) tauaindnaiiinliaunsoesuiediudsasindeavauuusindd (Causal-formative) o
$opay 100 fulsadaziimumueiiioy (nterpretational Confounding) 3dlimslduuusassdsanvauuusius

wazANAINNTUINMIBiannseindidusuysiiuyedasnatu (Artifact) maslduuudraesreulndnuuusindun

v

ANSANYIN

o 1Y

ngUsvasdlUIauisunansfnwretassuuuItaasiinlsaineseauiansfie wila Reflective-

v
1Y o [ v

reflective Type 1435 v1in91 dana3ilu Factor uag Mode A Consistent Ailnanzauiudayaussinnesdauszney
(Factor) Laza@ILUUI18049 Reflective-formative Type 143531AT12d0IATY §8n03711 Composite Wag Mode B 7
winganiudayauuuiuyudasadu (Artifact) saudisdnwdvswanisdouvesnnulindamedidnnseiing (e-Trust)
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A35189IUNANTISANYT PLS-SEM

NSENURENSANYIAITIANUTEINNAD nilsnanmiuuaassIkansriniufvesdeyaiuwuuaes

(Model Fit) @845189UA@DRAYDLUUT180971570 (Measurement Model) 115189 UANED AU UUINaDILATIAS

! Reflective-reflective, Reflective-formative, Formative-reflective way Formative-formative

D
Y P

2 filonAeitaviling (The Repeated Indicator Approach) hagidaasiziandnss (The Two-stage Approach)
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(Structure Model) Henseler wa Sarstedt (2013) ldaoannusiinaunmuuusiasssiu nils naaeuadfynaunivves
Bollen uaz Stine (1992) Yawiiwesauniinfe Anuaamadourdsaosiosiigalsininimin (The Unweighted
Least Squares Discrepancy: dys) mwmammﬁaumagﬂéw (The Geodesic Discrepancy: d¢) LLazmmmgmmﬂﬁ
devpIAIUAAIMAERU&tdes (Standardized Root Mean Squared Residual: SRMR) Tnginusunamnutundwes
wadnavduiusvosteyadsussdnirmnuninanduiusvesuuuiasimagud drduansituuudiassd
AAME 2NdesUUTIRDIRe Luusasiiliussdiy (Estimated Model) uazuuushaasitmunliiauysadiaiomn
firnuuusUTIuswiuls (Saturated Model) Tneifisuinasiiesidulndfisosas 95 (HI95) uaz 99 (HI99) FinauiLgn

ToilalFRansanasiiaesio Ra15aAn SRMR (Hu & Bentler, 1998) fians@nin 0.08

WUUTIABINITIA LNAUTIAMANAMUANNULUUTIRDITIUT (Formative) 3pazviou (Reflective) wuudnass
Reflective TnanuLdiiuauannnaoini1ely (Internal Consistency Reliability) Audeduaesnaiiin (Indicator
Reliability) AuLieansaaudan (Convergent Validity) 4agAauiieansadeduun (Discriminant Validity) A313

Waduaeandesnieluiniioideinisaeuniugl araenndewinaglamdulssdndgmungauiuuuasun1uin

v '
v a1 o

Ussiiudenfuldd anuidesfuressuinuansindsdsafianimindunasiindeadoiuld arudesiuiasuand
anuudedioveanuuasunin ADANCO Saanuidesiuauaanndesnislusiie Dijkstra-Henseler’s tho (PA) wax
Joreskog’s rho (o) lafld Composite Reliability insngifuaziuusan (Sum Score) lalldmguuuasns (Construct Score
) iudiesnsadanilounasanuiisansadauunduesdsussnouaruiiisinsadlasads (Construct Validity) Lite
ATIVADUIMUUADUNINATIN LU UIAAVIO B FIANAIERNT LLazmmmi’mma”ﬂwmw%awqﬁnssulﬁmumngﬁfﬁ’mum
auiissnsadanileunneanuidiiinvesulsaiafisrtumsadioiu Tanduiusiugs anuilesmsadediuun
JaPURANAI WD ILUU TR A TanduRLS s wiaruilinvesiulsadanstunlsduiusium anuiisanss
13991UUNTAAE The Heterotrait-Monotrait Ratio of Correlations (HTMT) audusiussyrinamnysasieluaunis
Tassadrsasdaaudluaunisnistaaiunse Tasaudsadisl@iiieense (Peter & Churchill, 1986) mudnguszasn
(Campbell & Fiske, 1959) FunasiiasanaunmliiniesdiotanruiiiswmsmasUssiandanan Weliiuladnm

'
a o

wUsasdinadnuazuanaanzauluussnuiiing

@

waula (Hair, Black, Babin & Anderson, 2010)

wuud1aes Formative Wnasinaun1nAe ANUTBInsATamilou N15ndeuan1Iw3dUnss (Multicollinearity)
nsditisdAy s Weight uazaviliniinuneatasniu (Relevance) 189 Weight uay Loading A1uLIENATITLALIoU

TaAuEIITaNeINTAlURIRILUTAS 199N NNTALATIERANEIToU (Redundancy Analysis) N85 ULEUATINDITAI

o w v

91nA1 Variance Inflation Factor (VIF) ﬁ"l,aimsl,ﬁu 5 (Hair, Ringle, & Sarstedt, 2011) miﬂmsmwﬂ’amﬂmmmmui’ﬂ

N o (!

A15U11NAT Weight vosnadingnddedatoindiunue drlifivedagRansaianuieitesiuuesei Loading

o

uay Weight 611 Weight laifidoddgnisadius Loading Haunlisiinit 0.50 aasiiuaailinli

LUUINAB9IASIEENe WaNsaunanen R, Q7 f, Path Coefficient fi9NSaINAUANNELALLNNANUAITIIN 2
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A15199 1 INUNIALUUDIIaB9N159A (Measurement Model) nsaluuuangaas Reflective

N30 fuilIn Lnauai
Internal Consistency Cronbach Alpha > 0.70 Hair et al,, (2010)
Dijkstra-Henseler’s rho (PA) > 0.70 Henseler, Hubona, and Ray (2016)
Joreskog’s rho (Pc) > 0.70 Henseler, Hubona, and Ray (2016)
Indicator Reliability Audosure i >0.5 Henseler, Hubona, and Ray (2016)

Indicator Reliability 171U (Loading)® aiatiu

Loading A®e11nn31 0.708

Convergent Validity Average Variance Extracted (AVE) A1 >0.50 Fornell and Larcker (1981) Hair, et al,,
LaﬁsmanﬂawmLLUiUiauﬁgﬂaﬁ’miﬂ (2010) Bagozzi and Yi (1988) uaz Hair et al,,

(2010)
Discriminant Validity AIUTIBIRS TR IUNVewILUTAS1Y  Fornell and Larcker (1981) 1auslsi AVE 04

UAAEALUTES19AITUINAIANENAUN UGV
AVE 52991980 UTa514

Henseler, Ringle, and Sarstedt (2015) L@u®
71 HTMT 3@ Discriminant Validity @inanineun

2949 Fornell and Larcker (1981)

A191971 2 INUNIARUUIIaB9IASI8519 (Structural Model)

AuIn AasUNY Lnaua

R? Anukduglunsnensal Chin (1998) Avualy 0.19 vuALEn 0.33 Jvurnnaid
way 0.67 dvurnluey Hair et al., (2010) A1vualn 0.25

YPeLdn 0.50 flauianans 0.75 dvwialvg)

f2 YUIAKNANTLNUNISNEINTA  Cohen (1988) fviusly 0.02 Tvuratdn 0.15 Jyuianana
FEUINIFIUTHEL uay 0.35 duunlvgy
Q? YUINANUAURUSIBINenTal >0 Hair, Hult, Ringle, and Sarstedt (2014) 1a g 0.02

YuaEn 0.15 fuuianaie wag 0.35 dvunlug)
Path coefficient HNANTENUNIINTI U > 1.96 LATDIUUNBUIN wazdldud1Aty Hair et al,

(2010)

nuewn: Tswnsu ADANCO Liuansua Q?
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KUUT1889UB9 PLS-SEM

A3 wuudiaes PLS-SEM fuuu 3 Useiam (A) Reflective (B) Causal-formative (C) Composite (Bollen &
Bauldry, 2011) wuudnaes Reflective liutayasidusznau wuudnasadsanme (Causal-formative) Wazmaslndn
(Composite) Aruduiusfailinfudnusasrauduiuy Formative Ao dudadudadenuadiutsade fnsd

fuUsahadaanvgiianueaiaedeu winedlndnldll nsavlduuuinasdatiuegiungug) (Bollen, 2011) Asil

Reflective Model Causal Formative Model = Composite Model

.-"II -. ) W1 I [
Zz Z

9 @ F= b0 +b1x1+b2x2+b3x3+e

Y, =2a, +a1R+t=:1
y, = a, +a,R+e, C=w, +W,2,+W,2,+W,2,

Y, =3, +a3R+e3

il 3 JUuuuANduNuSvesRtidafuAuUsasEmUTEIAN

o

faudsadranuuasiiou (Reflective) nuunlvdnusasradudinlsdasy aviinunazsidudmulsaiy
anwanduaunisanneadauie dvdinuwiasdiingufsessu Tanduiusgendt 0.6 (Marin-Garcia & Alfalla-Luque,

2019) kazilAuAaIAAA U aNLRLYNSEa18wUUUNG tUTANUFURUSAURILUSDUY FIwUTa5199U karAINUAaIA

' '
= =

WAa DU U (Henseler, 2017) T4dane37iu Mode A wag Mode A Consistent (Dijkstra & Henseler, 2015a, 2015b) 11

1Y a1

FuiiSaiiAnimin (Loading) AuLTesiy (Rel iability) warALTiBsnse (Val idity) ) IndiAsatuannsonaniuasuiule
s YAt Ties U e LU SuRs (Bollen, 2011) MstaaiiniU1aenauns iinasaAUnLI8Y89RLUS

wels 2aRUsENRUTIILIURIRIULUSUTIUT YRl Ta FoiAunR Anude nsnagau iUy lEuuUgaUAULUY

a

Reflective 1A (Bollen & Bauldry, 2011) Lflumei"]aaqﬁﬂﬁiymmaqmﬁ%’amqwqamiumam (Henseler, 2017) w3l

q

v aAv

At Toiesansd dsanusadasuwusurslaiy arlimuusasswuuasrusenausiudusnudsasawuunadlndnay

Ineduuszavsilinadunc wazdsainaunanadeuussnniinis (Type 1) wazaes (Type 1) (Henseler, 2012)

Aauusasrageanmn (Causal Formative) gadiadudnusdase sawlsasradumudsany dnwuzidu

aun1sanneeny avilialumsduiusiugunszensdmalidilinduldided Ay vieliniemwmuneau nioluidun

nguf] s iavemunsudaumnedunseunnpndetulevdmanssnusefusadne i iauanudeutulald &

a4



Jhantasana, 2020 YansalgsiauFiiad

Uit 42(3) atiufl 165 (nsnga-fueeu 2563) nth 39-67

suilinladmiiameainaunis ApnupaInrfouasikUsas1esiia (Henseler, 2017) 61 R laifie 1 fawdsadne
frnueaeedeunineieddisviinliaunsainld dudsasagaaieldnsinwuu Formative Wuhgiiuduysasn

Aolndn sineidinUsasnsnanlndnlifinnueaiandou msesdyidinlanmnesuieduusaslilaiamug

o '

wuudnaeadsamnivenesddty UnIFeduINLIN WU Ronkko wazAny (2016) wuinilend (Bias) Limisly
(Rigdon, 2016) tdndulslduuusians MIMIC unu (Benitez, Henseler, Castillo & Schuberth, 2020; Henseler, 2017)

Aguirre-Urreta Ronkko ey Marakas (2016) Howell (2014) hae Lee Cadogan wa g Chamberlain (2013) Wy

o

wuudraeadaugsifiussansain (Superfluous) mszdthduiiineenanaunsifismisiaaensenudnuazddny
vesiuUsais fulivnidesmegluaunmsiiietafuusairadeaive thiladmidsoonnnuuuiiaomneada
13/l¢7 (Aguirre-Urreta et al, 2016) filfnmerfismilannedanismevesszansilasogns vhliamnumne s
a¥191Udsu (Bollen & Lennox, 1991) wazviminilaildinsgdvilinynssufinrumunendafen (Bainter & Bollen,
2015) dwnaziinllayy Interpretational Confounding fio AuMNslaswn (Nominal) kazidauszdny (Empirical)

A9y i biaUsLnesLUsaselinsatuasiin

fandsadrenaulndn (Composite) Usziiliumedanaiviu Composite An1590NLUUANIINAUINITITENS
dpumaniuazwoinssumaniily Tnsunufsuywdaiiatu (Artifacts) Wunssairsannndria (Maller, Schuberth
& Henseler, 2018) ﬁ%ﬁfﬂLLﬁﬂﬂUi’]ﬂgﬂ’]iﬁjlfﬁaﬁ%é}\‘]miﬂ%ﬁdﬂ’l’mﬁmﬁuﬁﬂaﬁﬁ‘dﬁijﬂﬁUﬁ’JLLﬂiﬁ%’N%uangqu‘Uﬂ 15883
Henseler (2017) snsiaag19uuidnnua1n31duA1 (Brand Equity) 983 Aaker (1991) 1 uduusasisnoulndn
wuusaosmeulndnliflausigiudedrinfefuanduiusseninviinlaglmudlafly avduiusseninsduiings
Lilddadouansnuninuieii sadudulszdns auaenndosnislu Henseler (2017) AvuaLnasinmuAImAD
AUFURUS STk US (Nomological Validity) Anadesiu (Reliability) Sod1ftyues Weight wavniesuidunss
YoRvilin
RWrimuaduusadesziuiiaes

o

Usylpmimsaiaiuusadresesuiiaesie wuanududuiovsulsadne Becker et al, 2012) ansuy
ANFUNUSVBIHIMUTATIIWUU Formative (Hair, Sarstedt, Ringle, & Gudergan, 2018) iliuuudnasslududou
(Polites, William, Kalahanna, & Seligman, 2012) mia%ﬁaé’hLLUsa%’NizﬁUﬁamﬁanﬁUgULLUU (Type) wazidasng
(Approach) sUkuUAe Anuduiudvasiaiinfuiuusaassduinduas anuduiusvesiulsairsseduiniuas
aaﬂﬁﬁgmwuﬁa Reflective-reflective Type, Reflective-formative Type, Formative-formative type wag Formative-
reflective Type (Ringle et al., 2012) Ing35ad1afe nsadeuilinvessulsadrseduiiviluaraidsie F3dviTn
e (Wold, 1982) 3391A91va0enSe (Becker et al, 2012; Ringle et al,, 2012) A3uvsnseiaiiTa (Hybrid) (Wilson &

v

Henseler, 2007) kag3siasnesiauass (Three-stage approach) (van Riel, Henseler, Kemeny, & Sasovona, 2017)

M9E19AIUMINEYDIFULUY WU Reflective-Formative 1 Reflective visnefisdnwuzanuduiusvosiuilin

LYY

AUAWUSAS195ERUNUTmay Formative Nu8iaanewieAMUEUNUSTEMINIAMUTES 1958 UNUTIwarane Tueh
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ad v Ao

pumNgIaasavinfe IasviineiuUsaesesuiniarasdldsuiiae funamn 33aseiaesnda adausn

Tdsiin afeiaenhariuLainmsinasusnuesinuUsa ez dusuiinvesiulsadnsse suiiaos

' @

@9 Becker wazAnz (2012) Wag Ringle harAuy (2012) Ll@usIsuigutnediu A9AuN Ringle azaAmy (2012) TnATY

1Y v Ao A

wsnAILUTAS195EIUTIaRe we Becker warany (2012) Tl FFuvinsesviinde wusnSeaiialmdusvilnduwds
assesuiinilsuazans deuiteiisuuAaldisdlile msfnwinsedindusnnud wagdsdlaatmindninag
51 (van Riel et al, 2017) M3AnuTlaildizanmenauass e dudsasdiinmiloly sdlinsuddendoses

innitn SRR LA iTRTeaRinta

ﬁﬁ%ﬁfmﬁ%’lﬁ‘ﬂjaﬁaﬁﬁwﬂixmi (Cheah, Ting, Ramayah, Memon, Cham, & Ciavolino, 2019) R Vijﬁfl
anduiusszrinaulsadssiuiiviiaasans desnsiafiusyansnmiisudsadnesysufindesisruausedamiitu
ElaivihesRadywniminvesfauusadnassauivi duiuusadressdufians Becker et al., 2012) @udrfauds
seaufiaondusuusaely (Endogenous) AULUSUTIUTsnuavessiudsadeseRuiiae e unadeiuUsadng
sestuiinilsdenalss R2 wirfu 1 ?jqﬁﬂ%’amaajﬂﬁmﬂﬁﬁ ulslnesutefulsadsseduiiaestd (Ringle et al, 2012)

Hair Ringle wae Sartedt (2014) @ue31A2519333 1Az a0anss T Becker wazmaiz (2012) wag Hair Hult Ringle

Iad o

Sarstedt wag Thiele (2017) wuinissuiifndniend uiisinendedonlilnsameduuusiassduluy Reflective Tild

¥ v
| o v oA

Wilwhtutedre BiAndymeanunuisvesrasidinlaziulsaislinssiu (Interpretation Confounding)® twsngly

v
v A

AYLING

o

fuyNAa Sarstedt wagAny (2019) AMUINAIAIILNIGATITILUNLENIDNUIAHIMN

Jonee Tl videssfe Uniuuudiaes Reflective Inanyadeyaidunnle vaueiinuudiaes Formative

Tangavestouadiuusue (Fonell & Bookstein, 1982) JufiaeirasisiiasiiaotnsaUsediumeisaudsus vse

o

nanladduwlsasiszauiiassidiinandeyaduusasieseduiivils viaiinainnsussidiuadafuusul envdea
TmAatgm aunnevesnridinuasinlsaselinseiu Asunsad19inlsszauNaeIn8353LAT18id0Ins

NZAUAULUUDIa9 Formative 41nna1 (Diamantopoulos & Winklhofer, 2001) 498354 iAatgymianu

WgaTaduun washuudnaesansakaniaaiifnumiineanvesloyaiuwuuinaeilddnwild (Model Fit)

ASRanuuUINaRNsAlliAwUsaS19aeUNFRY

sHuldasuuudassiuusassseaufiansfie Reflective-reflective Type, Reflective-formative Type
(Sarstedt et al, 2019) TILAASF VI IAT LA TIATILaRIASs (Hair et al, 2018) asl¥sanesiiulalifansanaini
wlsadnesysuiaes 19 Reflective-reflective uay Formative-reflective 14 Mode A Tunauziiwuusiass Reflective-
formative Wag Formative-formative 14 Mode B (Sarstedt et al,, 2019) 3adwilnanaziiannuiitomsadssun us
Ynisenidedideuld (Sarstedt et al, 2019) 1n39wilolnd o1aduaunsisnan1s@nw1291nn15719 Fornall wag
Larcker uag HTMT fiAngandn 0.85 (HTMT) iiidesnssunadamismiu iwu vieselinenunsasdanmiies

Feduun eeEueIleg o Navlasaniisadaduun (Sarstedt et al, 2019) wagliuanwanisanwsangnn

3 o v = a g a ' 9
ﬂ’)']m/ill'lEJGUEN@’QLLU??‘SNW]JJVIE]“H{]LL@%WWQJVILUH’\]NVLQJMNﬂU
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ac s ° Y 1 o A
295189 MUNANTUULUUINADINILUTHINNGTEAUNHDY

A15AS19F USSR U dRal i uaLs uAULAg Wold (1982) wag Lohméller (2013) wasieazidennis

LY '

sreunaiiliunn dnITusursuLanITIsazdsaiNYY WU MacKenzie Podsakoff wag Jarvis (2005) Petter Straub

]

ke g Rai (2007) Wetzels Odekerken-Schroder hag van Oppen (2009) Wright Campbell Thatcher e Roberts

'
aa o

(2012) WAAIIBIATIZANRMLUTAS19ETEAU Sarstedt wagmue (2019) MAUALNUNIIENURUUT R AREUTELANAL

a

1) frdulsasieseauri aeadudauusateuen (Exogenous) way?

[

Shviing9vylruananfved
PIFITLADS LULUUTIABINITIA AT bTI0IASILNADIASILYILANBARNISINLADS LULUUTIADS
TAssasnale

2) duusasresvauiiaeaduiuisaiglu (Endogenous) Tiidulumuden 1 d1du Reflective-

formative, Formative-formative Type 14353091909 Becker wagamy (2012) 3531A51¥%d09A59"

999 Becker uagmuy (2012) wag Ringle wagamy (2012) Tinaansinilounu
3) Reflective-reflective way Formative-reflective T3 b9 Mode A wag Reflective-formative, Formative-
formative 14 Mode B
4) 1agld The Path Weighting Scheme
5)  WUU1899n1539
5.1). Mnasinesgruiuudiaessnsiadmiuiuusseduiinis
5.2). wlaauduiussznineulsseRuiinduazas seauusasinsinvesiulsseduiiaes
Reflective-reflective, Formative-reflective 191neuaf Reflective Tnedauussesuiini i
Loading Convergent Validity, Internal Consistency Reliability, Discriminant Validity
Reflective-formative, Formative-formative l9lneusi Formative Wa151 Weight ¥8462uUs
seduiivils sauds Convergent Validity, Collinearity, Significance, Relevance of the Weight
6) WUUTaRIlATIAS
6.1). Tdnauiunsguvesuuaedlassasng
6.2). ldmsiansanifulssesuiinidadussivesnusadesssuiiaas

6.3). Reflective-formative, Formative-formative ¥84R L USES 1958 AUN @09 b b3 0AININT1984

Becker wazane (2012) Tidanusasnaseaunniadunansenusiuvessuwlsasranuinountin

'
a

Yaafnlsas1aseaunana
A15199 3 TUKUUIN889N1TINUBISAv i nY 1 UakUUI1a0a Reflective-reflective %38 Formative-formative

19 nuaiTnves Reflective 38 Formative wilegagnaien wazdwdu Reflective-formative wag Formative-reflective

v v

4 3514 vl Tagnuee Becker hazamy (2012) laifiduysadadduiiaad wsvee Ringle wazamy (2012) dfudsadredrdufians fadu
JURDUNNL1989153LAT 1 aDIAT 998979 Becker Wavmme (2012) Way Ringle wavAmg (2012) Felanaawsmdoudu (@Anwilaain

Sarstedt et al., 2019)
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1%LneuaN9e Reflective way Formative v9u Reflective-formative vnauaseaufinialy Reflective tnauaiseaun@aald
Formative 15197 3 WAILNIU191NANS19U8Y Sarstedt wazane (2019) TnaUasunae Formative Wwuiduwuuinass

Feanuguuusansnndunasineslngds (Benitez et al, 2020; Henseler, 2017)

A15197 3 uUUIaBINITIallalinuUsanuNdaILaz 5 Ingn

CLIRIERE R Faulsadredduiises
aduiinds Reflective Formative
Reflective LOCs and HOC LOCs
(LOCs represent the indicators of HOC) - Internal Consistency (Cronbach’s
- Internal Consistency (Cronbach’s Alpha, Composite Reliability, rho A)
Alpha, Composite Reliability, Rho A) - Convergent Validity (indicator
- Convergent Validity (Indicator Reliability, AVE)
Reliability, AVE) - Discriminant Validity
- Discriminant Validity HOC

- Nomological Net
- Reliability
- Composition
- Multicollinearity
Formative LOCs LOCs and HOC
- Nomological Net (LOCs Represent the Indicators of the HOC)
- Reliability - Nomological Net
- Composition - Reliability
- Multicollinearity
HOC
(LOCs represent the indicators of the HOC)

Composition

Multicollinearity

- Internal Consistency (Cronbach’s
Alpha, Composite Reliability, rho A)

- Convergent Validity (Indicator
Reliability, AVE)

- Discriminant Validity

iun: UFuU5997n Sarstedt uazAny (2019)
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AMANN15UINTS AMlINdla wazanudndniedidnnseiing

AUAINNSUIMIMNBLanNsadlind (e-Service Quality)

mdasBidnmselinddmaliganssunisdunaenisdiiity nsfaguamnisuintenmedidnnsedindsserusn
BanUNIMNITUINMTHULRLMBLUUTIaeY SERVQUAL® ualiaunsatananinnisusnsmedidnnsedndldlaenss 3
fnswauwuuintuvanevia W WebQual® (Loiacono, Watson, & Goodhue, 2000) WebQual” (Barmnes & Vidgen,
2001) SITEQUAL® (Yoo & Donthu, 2001) eTailQ’ (Wolfinbarger & Gilly, 2003) wadulngTan1seanuuutivles
WINNNIAANANNITUINTINUNNTTUIVRINAT Zeithaml Parasuraman Wag Malhotra (2002) a3194UUInAMAINATS
UInsvnedidnnsefindfivinesdussneu’® Parasuraman Zeithaml way Malhotra (2005) Wi ES-QUAL Tamann
nsuInsmeBianvsedindsne 7 esduszneu uvadu The e-S-QUAL faamnmnnsuinissedesduszneunsn uag
The e-RecS-QUAL Sanainmnisuidamiligndndeamosduszneundade Ussdnsam (Efficiency) anuidosiu
(Reliability) n1snavauesrailivuig (Fulfillment) AluUasadedeyadiuyana (Privacy) N15ABUALDIRBZNAN

(Responsiveness) N13¥ALYe (Compensation) kagn1sAnsiafiugnAn (Contact)

anulielanedidnnseting (e-Trust)

'
=~

anulindamBidnvseiindde gndndeduansauwmaiules (Bart, Shankar, Sultan & Urban, 2005) wuuin

AdneaUlidlaveansiuLuuA uiinesrUsenaudumalulad wu dnvazivleduarnisiuitwnudaensde

¥ v
A o

AnulindailvgnArfisnela dnd uwavdedn (Chiu, Huang, & Yen, 2010) Harris Wag Goode (2004) Wu3AMNA
wazanulinsdandidnnsedndduiusduniansadaun wazduiusiununimnsusnismedidnvsedng (Chenet,
Dagger, & O’Sullivan, 2010) 1ng Rose Clark Samuel way Hair (2012) wuinaulinnslanaunuanuianelanis

Sannsedndlanaziiusulsiuneuanuininisdannseiing

AnuinAnediannseiing (e-Loyalty)
Wewnd@euazivisvesszuundliagdidnvseiindlunuiy FsdadfesnsanudnfuinninszuunisAiund

AnUANAARINANNNUIN1ITIaNAESY (Parasuraman et al., 2005) visenanldiannmnisuinisduladerivun

5 anandfesiu (Reliability) N13RBUANIBENAT (Responsiveness) N135uUseriu (Assurance) Nsguata1lald (Empathy) warUInISTdu
fosld (Tangibles)

¢ grsaumAminzaniuau n1siiase n1slingda nsneuauewielan n1seenuUY dy¥ing1a (Intuitiveness) Udnwal winnssu N33
Taduansunl nswauasAUNA SunsunIYEEtY wazmsUAUALAN

T ansaumamingauiue nsiade n13lingda nseevausssienan nseenuuy yymgn (Intuitiveness) gudnual winnssu n13ga
Tafuensual manauasaUwA Tuneuntviigsia warn1UAsuaudn

& nsldarudne (Ease of Use) n1seonuuuansansl (Aesthetic Design) Aandalunisldeu (Processing Speed) mnsvasnsie (Security)

? fidesdusznauie nseenuuuiuled (Web Site Design) audesiu/nsmevavesdeitnung (Reliability/Fulfillment) Aa1uvasnsis
vastayaduyana (Privacy/Security) Lagn13u3n15gnA" (Customer Service)

10 ayumseudayauazu3um (Information Availability and Content) n1sldauagain (Ease of Use or Usability) aanududeyadiuyana

(Privacy/Security) Unuunswiln (Graphic Style) waranudetiv/nsneuauessetnung (Reliability/Fulfillment)
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o a & a ¢ . a a = a o a P
ANUANANIBIANNTELNE (Herington & Weaven, 2009) N5t fiLAMAINNITUINISILANANUANAN9BIANNTOTINE
Taen59 (Huang & Liu, 2010) denalvignaidnaduwiliude (Sheth, Mittal, Newman, & Sheth, 2004) 138n3e9

fozas ussdudymidndosuraUsens ldaulaisandumasiiuiy wavusndoduauazusemiang

v a d'
ASWAUINTIULUIAATN T TUN1SANE
AN 4 LAEAINA 5 NTBULUIAR ANWII0518UNANSHNALUTAS 195 AUTIERY ANY1dNSNanNUFUNUSUDS
AMAINNITUINIIMeBLANNelndTidwmalaenssnonudnd wazdswansznun1esau (Indirect Effect) N1uAw

15319197 usanUsdannu (Mediator) lU§ianuinan198id nnseinduiiafnw1dnSnad 1y wuud1aosnnils

v
Y o

Reflective-reflective 1435 a vt ine1 wazdanaiviu Mode A Consistent Way Factor WUUT1a9IN @09 Reflective-
formative Type 143531A5187a0eASS dane3fiu Composite way Mode B Ingnsnauidnviselugiduiulsasneiinig

Tauuvazviow uazgunnwmdsnduiuusadsinuuuaenings Tauauufigiudadl

]
a =

AuNAgIud 1: aunmnsusnmsmediannseiindlinuduiusmeuiniuanuininididnvselind
a ﬂ'

AuuRgIud 2: aunmnsuinmsmedianrseiindiianuduiusmeuiniuenulindamedidannsedng

99

duufgud 3: anulindamdidnnseiindinnuduiusnsuiniuanusniniedidnnsednd

H1
Eff = Efficiency
Ful = Fulfilment
Rel = Reliability
Sys = System Available

! Pri = Privacy
. 5 E-SQ = E-Service quality
i : i E-LOY = E-Loyalty

""""""""""" 2" Order

S —

A9 4 NSBULUIAALUY Common Factor Construct
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H1
Eff = Efficiency
Ful = Fulfilment
Rel = Reliability
Sys = Systern Available

Pri = Privacy
E-SQ = E-Service quality
i E-LOY = E-Loyalty
2" Order

AT 5 NSBULUIAALUY Composite Construct

L%

= ada
CLUYUIBIY

v
Joya
U
Toyainuantnfdnwiuminerdesivdgslaseainsal U we. 2561 Unfnwilidiuau 10,380 Au AwInngy
fegnalagldnsnavemnls 81 NSEUsEIINTIIUIY 10,000 AUANUARINARBUSEEAY 5 bHa1UIURBE1e 385 AU
.:4' ° o A aa % Y o Y b A 2
LAZLIDATIVADUTIUIUAIDYNTUAMILIZUDY Soper (2019) vasaunislassasslneJadumnuniiegstunife f
(0.15) 8ruan1snadaUNe@na (0.80) S1UIWFLUTASN (7) Sruiusuiin (21) Anuaaiamasu (0.05) lauuiniegng
200-783 AumsAneniidninuiied191uau 408 AuTsnsaunguILInfIEITWINTITTBIILULEE Soper (2019) Tny

Anounuvdeununmuaiulinededudosuladl

QRETEEEGIRNTORERE

nsfnwdldTUsunsy ADANCO 2.01 uvudraesiinddlfuuusians Reflective-reflective wag3Sdauilndn
Asgsisedane3iiu Factor Wag Model A Consistent wuudnassilaosiuudiassaeslndnlduuudiass Reflective-
Formative wagisiinneviannssldsanasi Composite kaz Mode B wazfiunaifynaunsudiuim 4,999 sau
\3edile

nsfnwilduuvasunudueiesfiaifudeyadsldnmanumuassunssudinesd 4 fulsasnesedud
wilw3eesdUszneuvesqunNNsUINITeBiannselnd uardudsaisseduiiass nienunImaIsuIniImNg

a o

a & a & a Ao A o o 1 o ' 1Y) o SR % o aas
E)LﬁﬂVli@uﬂﬁUiﬂﬂqumW% 4 NWSUU'JWVW'@@’JLLUiaQLﬂm\lﬂmqﬂmﬁliqqm 4 LUTEAUNNTINENLUUMTEAULUUALATY IWEJ
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a a a o = = v A N v o = v N o i =
Nﬂ’ﬂﬂﬂ@LWuﬁnﬂu@ﬂ‘lﬂNqﬂﬂ@ 1 WNWSQJU@SW@WMS@@@QUSUUEQLL;{’LGU 2 NHIEOIUBYNIDATNIUINTZIU 3 vaneneUu

nasvseneld 4 nunefunnuied 5 vanefannfiansonuin

A15197 4 wuudaUaNNLaz NN

filin

P31

Uszandnw (Efficiency) n1susnisvesiruaieaulayl
Eff1: Sules/woundinduvesudilddumaundigesnisidine
Eff2: ulwd/ueundinduvesdiumldie azain 582
Eff3: nszurunsdstenavinaiuinldossarningania
anuUndaiie (Reliability) vasszuumsudnisiudteaulay

a

Relil: USN15ANUSTANS A NELLELD

Reli2: Sumd@auasSutnseRugnaodusiug
Reli3: \ivlsziinsdstevasgninffinundede
AseueANEzAn (Fulfillment) vasusnisiudteaulall

Fulf1: dndsdudnlagnees nswmnuddsie

Fulf2: ndsduslasing) asanumdsde

Fulf3: USn1siAnuuLaene

anuwdauldeuvasszuu (System Availability) $rudteeulad

Syst1: Vules/ueundiaturesiumildlivnaiuilodesnstodud

Syst2: ulwd/ueundinduvesiualiineay
Syst3: usazninveaiulas/uweundindulaldanulan

<) ] Y . 14
AMUUUEAIUAT (Privacy) UB9gNA1

Privi: SuAfivdeyanginssunisdeduieeulatvewinuliluaudy

. i Y e Y 1 v ' P v
Priv2: 57UA" LﬂU‘U?J;J“aﬂ']um’]‘UaﬂVIWUI’J WuAINUaY

. i Y e Y a 0 a a ' v & 1Y
Priv3: 57UA" Lﬂ‘U‘U81,1“6‘1/1’13ﬂ'1iLQU/‘UW?Lﬂﬁﬂm/LﬂiUWU@ﬂW’]u‘l’J WuAINUAY

anuldnelaniedidnnseiing (e-Trust)

Trusl: Weluiaussauzveaiules/woundiaduvesiuminuning
Trus2: Wosudules/waundinduresduamsnumeanuduadiusivesiiule

Trus3: Weiludeyaansaumaiauslaeivled/woundinduvossiud

v a a a ¢
AMUNNANIIBLANNTDUNE (e-Loyalty)

¥
A a v

Loyal: Snazdeaumesulatazdeanivled/weundindunudususuusn

Loya2: vnulsAnwasulalugeduaivled/ueundinduduy

Loya3: nuazuugiiules/weundinduilsiuiiou

Parasuraman et al., (2005)

Yang, Jun, and Peterson (2004)

Parasuraman et al., (2005)

Parasuraman et al., (2005)

Parasuraman et al., (2005)

Valvi and West (2013)
Safa and Von Solms (2016)
Chu and Yuan, (2013)

Srinivasan, Anderson, and
Ponnavolu (2002)

Valvi and West (2013)
Chung and Shin (2008)
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NANTSANEN

LUUINAD9 Reflective-reflective
AIFIEUNaLaT pulifwUsaS i sl seaukas Ak Usweasesunuiadusuil TnvasdiinUswHesEauNaas
LUUINABINITINTIUNANILLNUILUUINEDY Reflective LUUTIaD9ASIAS19T8UNaMEINMAUNRAD R F Lag

AnsandlszansidumsiitedAgrteld msfnwdienunasiuanisageunsana Jymiiiaturesisauiding,

Ao luflruiiewmsadediuunal HTMT genda 0.85 iseldfvilgnduluiudsaisseuniniaagans

WUUINRBINTIA LefiAsuANUaennfeInglue P, P. war O vaddauUsasIenAadiA1EInI 0.70
wanadndanuaenndesnigly uaraudeliuvesiuilingindt 0.5 Ingiia1sa1a1nAn Loading vasusazavilgandn
0.708 uag Convergent Validity #111313841910A1 AVE #u319n31 0.50 wsilsifiannanileansadednuunaigdl HTMT

gendn 0.85 msgldRvilingnlusiudsaineddun 1 way 2

A19199 5 LUUINAR9IN153AVBY Reflective-reflective Type

Loading Dijkstra-Henseler's  Joreskog's Cronbach's Average Variance
rho (Pa) rho (P alpha(0r) Extracted (AVE)
e-Service quality 0.965 0.965 0.965 0.647
Efficient 0.903
Reliability 0.898
Fulfilment 0.929

System Available 0.880

Privacy 0.841
Trust 0.959 0.959 0.959 0.886
Trusl 0.942
Trus2 0.941
Trus2 0.945
Loyalty 0.966 0.966 0.966 0.904
Loyal 0.970
Loyaz 0.940
Loya3 0.945
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L4 a CY ¢
Paensalgsnadaved
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System e-Service
Construct Trust Loyalty Efficient  Reliability  Fulfilment Privacy
Available Quality
Trust
Loyalty 0.660
Efficient 0.585 0.63
Reliability 0.628 0.566 0.767
Fulfilment 0.561 0.615 0.746 0.746
System Available 0.607 0.593 0.654 0.756 0.661
Privacy 0.571 0.56 0.641 0.643 0.636 0.644
e-Service Quality 0.689 0.692 0.899 0.924 0.894 0.878 0.843

LUUDIAD9ATIE519

Doy

v
a v I v o v o v ¢

R® £ uarduuszdnsidunnadivedAgisanudunis amuduiusseninenanimnsusnsmedidnnsedndiu
palindlamsdidnnsedndfiawnlugian pnulindaviminfidulsdsiufe dwanssnuni@eunuuuIEIuTes
AMNINNNTUSNITINeBIEnTseiindieuunawindu 0.244 (11370 0.697 x 0.350) Toyanan1sAnyuudaedlasasne

YaawuuTaeeliusInNglunsen 11 (M1)

0.941
0.932 _—-m E-TRUST
[ — R = 0486
0.970
[ e EF
— R =0816
T FUL 0.697%+
T ¥ =aen 0.903

(|

0.940
0.898**
0.941
reli2 REL
9453 R? = 0.862 0.929***

TR
-
—T——— T % aane
880"+
[ w2 ]
0.841'%
[ e ]
PRI 0457
R =000
L 2
[ toyat ]
0.940
_-m : E-LOY
[ Ré=05%

v
v N o

AN 6 WUUINABY Reflective-reflective Type auilingnltdanasdiu Factor waz Mode A Consistent
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ANSIBIUKNALUUIADY Reflective-formative

AMNINYBILUUINGB939Y (Model Fit)
AT 7 wARTINUNNLUUTIRBIAETINTBIMUUT AR AR Tngnilaliansaun SRMR Afaendn 0.08 wanein

winsnanduiusveseyauuvainiuuuudiass aemedeuadfre s ynaunsuvesadfaiudn sousuaedifio SRMR

wag dy s asuldideyadiuuuudnaesilduuuatiniud winmeaevaifssufiasaunfgiuvesads d,

a3197l 7 mMavadeunaiAynauniuvasnuuitassnanlndndebudu

Saturate Model Estimate Model
Value HI95 HI99 Value HI95 HI99
SRMR 0.019 0.020 0.024 0.019 0.020 0.024
duts 0.024 0.026 0.038 0.024 0.026 0.038
de 0.154 0.040 0.052 0.154 0.040 0.052

A15199 8 WUUINABIN1TINVDY Reflective-formative Type S2AUNKLS

Dijkstra-Henseler's  Joreskog's rho Cronbach's Average
Loading Variance
rho (D) (o]) alpha(o0) Extracted (AVE)
e-Service Quality (weight) 1.000 0.909 0.965 -
Efficient 0.248
Reliability 0.223
Fulfilment 0.212
System Available  0.249
Privacy 0.224
Trust 0.959 0.959 0.959 0.886
Trusl 0.942
Trus2 0.941
Trus3 0.945
Loyalty 0.966 0.966 0.966 0.904
Loyal 0.970
Loya2 0.941
Loya3 0.945

NANSANEIVILUUTIABILUY Reflective-formative Type TIl4I53LATIZHA09ASIIULUUTIABINITIARILYS

o

asaseaunuilalinmue Reflective seauNaasbunme Formative n1sanwnldwuudnassmaulndnasulaldinunin
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v

wuuPaUlNEs laafiansuinswlsasieseaunniadusviinuasiuusasrssesunass wazlukuuinasdlasaasely

wnaundlaglaifiansanindislsasesesuiniadususidin

wuus1anIn1sinssAuiinis

m3197 9 uuudanssedundddinust Reflective ilofimnsaneuaenadesnieluand P, P. uar O vos
fuvsairmndiiaigendn 0.70 wansidanuaenndosnelu uazanudesiuvesiuiinginin 0.5 finrsanaindn
Loading vasusiazawiigendn 0.708 wag Convergent Validity #191304191nA" AVE 901 0.50 weilaiansmvednmnin
nsusnIsedidnnsetinddaiaanudeiuvindunids Tneannuiismsadasiuundindt 0.85 wildlduanmisa

HTMT srennsaillaiansansiuysasnamaulndnniaiannudodusinnunis

mi'l\‘iﬁ 9 Fornell & Larcker

Construct Trust Loyalty Efficient Reliability = Fulfilment system Privacy e-service
Available Quality
Trust 0.886
Loyalty 0.435 0.904
Efficient 0.342 0.397 0.887
Reliability 0.394 0.321 0.587 0.877
Fulfilment 0.314 0.379 0.556 0.557 0.898
System Available 0.368 0.352 0.427 0.570 0.437 0.872
Privacy 0.326 0.314 0.411 0.413 0.405 0.414 0.868
e-Service Quality 0.459 0.466 0.787 0.818 0.769 0.750 0.680 -

@

VUNBR: aVEURUSTE0S AVE AMUWUINULES

wuUshanInsinssauTises

ANsTl 10 wuusiaesmsTaseduideddinasinenlndn Ao Nomological Net, Reliability, Composition k@
Multicollinearity (Henseler, 2017; Benitez et al, 2020) Nomological Net ﬁmimwmﬂmm‘wLLUURT”I@ENI@EJ'}?@&J A4
WesTuresneulndn (Reliability) fuann p = w'S*w lag w aedutinnmesvesduidin s* dvdTaneulndn
(Henseler, 2017) ArAudosiuvesiinlsadrsneulndnmiafunile (oN) esanlddanunaiaeaeu (Miller et al,,

CY o w v o a

2018) wazfiansandudidgues Weight vasnan1nn1suinsmndiannseiindnuin ineunnavidindided Ay Jusuil

'
o aad o '

n Reliability afififisnnd1 1.96 wansilifived1fey wiRansaunen Loading winfu 0.857 @sgandn 0.5 uansiniusedl
Tdlle wazdloNansannnizudunswowrasdinsiuusasisneulndniiafaua 1.963 f9 3.149 FI\NI1 5 WaAII
fanUsasrsraulndnludiniesindunseseninwat Ta et sfuusasne Trust wag Loyalty 1udauusasisuuu

Reflective Tdinauiiansauuuy Reflective lilldinauinaulndndaiilafiansannanimainel Multicollinearity
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E-TRUST
R? = 0.471

0.9
0.969

0.927

0.947
fulft
0.942
fulfz 0.686""
0.957
fuilf3 0.
0.940

:

943

:

932

z

0.367"™

44

g

ayst
0.947

.
B

915
systd .
0.951
privi
0.943
privz 0.439**
0.905
privd

loya2 E-LOY

R -0se

:

29 7 wuuInaag Reflective-formative Type (35avHIng1ms1ziasasn) 9anassiu Composite Waz Mode B

A15199 10 AERRYaLN9NARNINER

Loading Weight T-weight VIF
Trusl 0.942 0.346 78.833 4.425
Trus2 0.940 0.345 109.918 9.932
Trus3 0.946 0.348 86.475 8.656
Loyal 0.968 0.350 83.816 5.814
Loya2 0.942 0.341 134.316 12.606
Loya3 0.946 0.342 88.696 8.907
Efficient 0.875 0.299 3.108 2.718
Reliability 0.857 0.120 1.207 3.149
Fulfilment 0.849 0.207 2.237 2.612
System Available 0.861 0.310 3.587 2.383
Privacy 0.811 0.238 2.507 1.963

WULA): Variance Inflation Factors (VIF)
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wUUIaaslAsIasIa

wuudaedlassasienuing R? vesanulindaniedidnnsednd uazanudninididnnselinddavindu
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