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Abstract

This study aims to: 1) examine the logistics service quality level of container ports in Surat
Thani Province, and 2) analyze the relationships between logistics service quality, customer satisfaction,
and customer loyalty. The research employs a quantitative approach, utilizing the logistics service
quality framework comprising four dimensions: operations, resources, information, and personal
contact. The sample consists of 103 container port service users in Surat Thani Province, including
import-export company representatives, freight forwarders (shipping agents), clearing agents (shipping
agents), and direct port service operators utilizing three ports: NP Marine Port, ST Port, and Surat Port
and Terminal. Data were collected through questionnaires and analyzed using descriptive statistics and
multiple regression analysis.

The research findings reveal that: The logistics service quality of container ports in Surat Thani
Province is rated at a high level (X = 4.09, SD = 0.58). The personal contact dimension received the
highest mean score (X = 4.15, SD = 0.61), followed by operations (X =4.11,SD = 0.64). The resources
and information dimensions yielded equal means (X = 4.06), with standard deviations of 0.59 and
0.64, respectively. These assessments represent the perspective of direct service users (customers) to
align to analyze relationships with customer satisfaction and loyalty.

All four dimensions of logistics service quality significantly influence customer satisfaction at
the 0.01 significance level. Operations quality demonstrates the strongest influence ([3 =0.421),
followed by information quality (B =0.319), resources quality (B =0.146), and personal contact
quality (B =0.143). Furthermore, customer satisfaction exerts a positive influence on container port
customer loyalty (B = 0.776), explaining 60.2% of the variance in loyalty.

The novel contribution of this research is the validated influence relationship model
demonstrating that operations quality constitutes the most influential factor affecting customer
satisfaction (B =0.421), which serves as a critical driver of port customer loyalty (explaining 60.2% of
variance). Consequently, port development strategies should prioritize investments in operational
excellence and information quality as primary strategic approaches to achieve sustainable competitive
advantage.

Keywords: Logistics Service Quality, Container Ports, Customer Satisfaction, Customer Loyalty,

Operations Quality, Surat Thani Province
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(Mean = 4.09) lnefiiivesnaninnisinsediuyana (Personal Contact Quality) tisunsuseiiu

N lIUINTgengn (Mean = 4.15) Gaagviowing lduinsvinselugsiugisdlvauddgiv

q

Ufduiusuazaruenlaldvesypainsidududuusn wlnaninnisanduaunazaunIndaya

IS Qll

JefiAadesininantos (4.11 uaz 4.06 MUERU) uinaansINIngUsTadten 2 svuandliii

MilfwattaudAydnagnsaEn eadennuwandlunisned 1

M13199 1 LanaARfewardIuleduuiInIgIUYeesEAUANNINNITUSNTaTaRNdlagn N

AMAINNITUINS asRnE X S.D. wuana
ANAINAUNIANTUNY 4.11 0.64 1N
AAINNINEINS 4.06 0.59 1N
AN NToLA 4.06 0.64 1N
AMNINNNTARADEIUYAAG 4.15 0.61 10
EXLY 4.09 0.58 unn

$rquszasAi 2 nanns3de wuin maneaevaNuAguiteddunimaaeunaiAndam
AmgmdunsiesiauUsdasdmavaaeuAduysyavsanduius (Correlation Analysis) (i
it 2) Mndudehnmaveseuauufgiudienisiesesimsonnsemraa (Multiple Regression
Analysis) Lagn15IATIZROA00UY199Y (Simple Regression Analysis)

A15197 2 MINeERUANEUUSEENSaNEUNUS (Correlation Analysis)

Aauus 1 2 3 4 5 6
ANAINAIUNIANTUNY 1
ANINNINYINT 745%* 1
AN NTRLA J04% | 791% 1
ANNINNTARABEILYARR T70%* | 7717 | 795%* 1
Awitanela 743> | 796 | 744* | T734% 1
AUANG 41 .708** 781** 128** 76 1

o

e ** dfudAgyniadnnsesiv 0.01

NA5T 2 NMvadeUMANUsEAVSanduuS (Correlation Analysis) wudn ArduUszans
avduiusseninsfiulsdasy fansening 0.704 - 0.795 Faflanliiiu 0.8 wansitliiindyminag
SEUATINY (Multicollinearity) (Hair et al., 2010) 39a11150UIU1TLATIEVNITAAN DY NN AN
(Multiple Regression Analysis)

é’aﬁ?uriaumiﬁfmflﬁmiwﬁmsamaaawmm H3elavinsnsivaeutyy Multicollinearity
Faduannigiuddnueansinszsinisanaesnvan esnmndiudsdaszianuduiusiug
Auly ﬁ]quma“lﬁmiﬁmmwamﬁmwzﬁlﬂgﬂéfaaLLanfﬂﬁﬁi151’3J1Jizﬁm§miﬂ@ﬂ@ﬂlﬂiLaﬁai Tngld
NM3ATI9A0URIUAN Tolerance wag Variance Inflation Factor (VIF) faensnei 3
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a3 3 nsasasutlynn Multicollinearity

AuUsdase Tolerance | VIF
1. AMAINANTANTEUIY 0.726 1.378
2. ANAINNINEINS 0.579 1.727
3. AMNNURYA 0.549 1.821
4. punmMsAnsaduyAAa 0.539 1.854

vene): A1 Tolerance > 0.10 wag VIF < 5.0 uansilifideym Multicollinearity
9MNAITNA 3 Nan13n319aaulyn1 Multicollinearity wuin A1 Tolerance 9935 UTDATE

v A

79 4 1 Tenszaring 0.539-0.726 Feldmnninnasiiiimualdi 0.10 wazen VIF vesfauusdass
11 4 ¢ Tenseaing 1.378-1.854 Gefiantiosninnasifisinualii 5.0 lnefusiiien VIF asfian
o AUNWNNIAAFDdILYARE (VIF = 1.854) uagfudsiislan VIF dfigafe aaninnissiiiuau
(VIF = 1.378) nan15ns1adeusanaiwandliiiudn fwusdasslufitaym Multicollinearity 34
nueANUIIRILUID ATz 1M1 TAs U NLUSUIUTeIR LU T u A og 19 asy Taglall
pansEVIUTINAIEITLS Tl Basy Audu Ssaansavinisiiesegdinsanaosnngasieluls
Jamansdinnesiagiinnugniewuazindefiononaniideldnsaasutiym Autocorrelation lae
1A Durbin-Watson Test Han1sMAZ@UNU31 A1 Durbin-Watson = 1.892 @ aogluzaa 1.5-25

waneilifideym Autocorrelation Fsansadiiunsiwieinisanaesnaasioluls A 4

a a L3 a . . . !
A19799 4 N1TAATIENAUNTTANDBULTINYAM (Multiple Regression Analysis) $¥13IN9AUNINAIT
Usnsladadndlusiesunidvsnaseanuisnelavesgnm

Unstandardized Standardized
Model Coefficients Coefficients t Sig.
B Std. Error Beta
(Constant) -0.223 0.109 2.041 | 0.044
AMAINANTA LU 0.421 0.016 0.421 7.547 | 0.000*
AMNINNINYINT 0.158 0.017 0.146 2.766 | 0.007*
AN NTBYA 0.320 0.066 0.319 4.813 | 0.000*
AMNINNTARADEIUYAAR 0.151 0.042 0.143 3.623 | 0.000
R = 0974 R’ =0.948 Adjusted R” = 0.946 SEE =0.149 F = 447.026

*P< 0,01

N7 4 HansMTIATEiRANATUINSTadaRndfislavEnademuawelavesgnn
lngTsnsineviannseianvan (Multiple Regression Analysis) WU’jWQmﬂ’]Wﬂ’ﬁU%ﬂﬁﬁlﬂ 4 pu
fidvsnadauandemnuiiswelavesgninedaiifoddymisada Tnesiiand A gade annmsiy
15T Us1 (Operation Quality, B=0.421) § 9 dninagaan s03a3u1Ae AuAINToya
(Information Quality, B=0.319) fifivia 4 aunsnsrufunennsaiauiimelavesgndiliaads 94.8%
Wi ldusnissseiiiu ammwmiﬁmaa'auqﬂﬂaQqqmafmﬁ'mqﬂﬁzaqﬁﬁ 1 uludenstuindou
arwiianela (Driving Satisfaction) 1y Uizﬁ‘m%mwLLazmmgﬂéfawaamﬁﬁwLﬁumuﬁﬁmﬁfm%ma
gndfiddyninediaiiulada

lngfudsnnnInNITUINISIaTaRNdMUANAIMNNTANTLNY ANAMNINEINT AMNINTaYA
LagAuAINAISARRaduyAna JUsedniainlunissiuduneinsalanuianelavesgndn
Andufovay 94.8 (R = 0.948) fimunaialAdousNAsEILYBINTHENNSRIYINAY 0.149 Fsanmnsn
Aeuaunisamensalldded
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Sa

91nA1 Unstandardized (B) wuin fiakdsaunimnisusnisladaindluyneuiisvinadeniny

[y

fanglavesgnan eghaileddyneadinszdu 0.01 annsalsuaunisiuazuuuauladal

Yy = a+bixi+ boxy
do v = ANUNeND1DNAN
a = Constant
X1 = AMAINNTANTUIY
X2 = ANINNINGINS
X3 = AMNNUBYA
Xa = AMNNNNTAARBEIUYAAG
ANufsnalavesgnan = -0.223 + 0.421x; + 0.146x; + 0.319x3 + 0.143x,

naunsesugladn Weamnmmsuinmsladadindiiudu 1 e anuiianelavesgnan
LU AUINAU TkA AuRnINnIALELNY 0.421 iy AuAMAIwtaYa 0.319 e
AIUAMAIMNINEINT 0.146 MY UagaunuAINNITAARBEINYAAR 0.143 11
NNANITNAADUANNAFIU a11150a3ULAI0 AnImnIsuTnIsladadndauannInnig
AU AUAINNSNEINT AMAINTBYA Uaz AMAMNSARARdILYARS 18nSnase AuTianela
v ! IS v v o o A =< L a a
YoIgNAI BENUITAVULFIAYY 0.01 9ERUIVANNAFIUN 1 - 4

2V

auufAgIun 5 anuianelavesgnadaninaideuinaoninudnAvegnA1vii g

e

ABUNULLDST JIMTNgI181$571 AIR5199 5

= a ¢ [ . . . ! =2
19199 5 N1FIATITNEUNITDANBYDY1NY (Simple Regression Analysis) sEIeANUNInelauDg
anAilBviENauInFenUANAvRaNAYITedAULLES JanTnasiugentl

Unstandardized Standardized
Model Coefficients Coefficients t Sig.
B Std. Error Beta
(Constant) 0.884 0.258 3.421 | 0.001
ANUAeNE1DIgNAN 0.774 0.063 0.776 12.360 | 0.000*
R=0.776 | Rsquare = 0.602 | Adjusted R? = 0.598 S.E.E = 0.406 F =447.026

*P< 0.01

N7 5 waMIMTIATIiALimelavesgnaliBvsnadsuindeanuinveagndi
iSedrownuued Janinasiugssi Ineisnsineionnegad19d1e (Simple Regression
Analysis) nu31 anuianelavesgnafidninaldauinuaziideddysoniiudnfveqnaiviige
Aroumuiues (B=0.776) lnvaruianelaaunsaeduisanuwdsysiuvesnnudndlaas 60.2%
A uARNALARDLANASTINYEINISTNENSEIAY 0.406 Fvanunsaifauaumsawennsallddsdl

31nf1 Unstandardized (B) wuin anuitsnalavesgnAniisvsnasneninuinavegnavinge
droumuued fwingsugsend sehaituddmeedifiszd 0.01 Tnefaumslugtazuuuiy @il

Y, = a+biX+ boxo

Y, = ANUANFAYDIGNAN

a = Constant

X4 = Anuitanelavesgnan

ANUANFAYDIGNAT = 0.776x;
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PnaunIRnaNansaesueladn Wearuinalavegna Wndy 1 vy siilinnudndves
anAN LNAY 0.776 e

aAUsena

Na9NNTITeIngUIEasAT 1 WUl auaiwnnsuinisladafndvesviniedaeumuiues
Fminasmugiond lunmswegluszduann (Aiede 4.09) lnsaunmnsndeduyanatiatadegs
fian (4.15) 599331 fie AuAmUAIANTUNY (4.11) wazauAmMMENeINTUaT AR N ByAil
Aadswiniu (4.06) msfignAnlazuuugamnsAafedILyAnagIan uansiviniFeslaAluian
Aeatestuufduiusuazaunduiing Sadudadeiiugiuidudedldine (Hygiene Factor) Tunis
U3n13 egnslsfiny Tuuunvesgsiagnoumuiues Adiduindeumnufiselawazanufnifiuiioe
Ao nssfiuauiifuszansaiw (Operation Quality) wazar s efievasdaya (Information
Quality) liltifissaddniiafundiney iidosmmindedroumuuesluiomingsiug iodlal
anudffuNsUS N AN dBINIsENSERUT AN TelunSuTTueg 9By iiSe
Feadsuliiannnsaiemnuussivladiuyanalugnisaianudesiudeszuy Tnslawiznis
Waminensyanad aduadudadidyseninadliusnsuagdlduinig aenndesfuuuiAnves
Fernandes et al. (2018) jnausingunmnsuinisladafndidusuusddyidenlosszninds
ANNaEsatunsuudladainduazaruiienelavesgnan Immmmwmwsmmmﬂu{]wstwum
fiddnlunisadevszaumsniBsuanlituglivinig uenani namsidesaonadestuauideves
Jaya Sakti et al. (2021) MﬂmammmmﬂzysuawswmﬂsmEJm‘wLLazm‘wmﬂiwwﬂumsmmu
Uinsidaunmiazaiseasesivlaliiugndn TaslamslugsiavinFeidesendonisuszauny
uaznsAeansiiiusEansamszninedliuinisuazgndn msivinGeannsasnuseiuganInns
uinsladafndluseiunnasviouliiudsrusjaiulumsiauinisliuinisedeiiles

a

nanMsITeTagUszasdd 2 wuin auamnsuinisladafndiia 4 du Savswarenny
flamelavesgniegrafituddmeainfiszau 0.01 Tnesuaunmnsiuiunuidninanndian
(B = 0.421) azviouinlugsialadafind 13e3w0a19a1 (Timeliness) wazAugFas (Accuracy) 1u
ﬂmammmumunuLLazma‘Ls&quuﬁuaq;ﬂ%ﬁmi faty dsednammssduenuiadudaded
a519yaAIMIALATEEANARSEeER S0%a9u Ae snuRmnmdaya (B = 0.319) lugaRdvianuaunsn
TunsAeauaniuzdasuIMuLLESUUY Real-time uazn5deansteyafivalau A n1sanAdull
uiusuiazaMdsdliiugnd Jeinansznuseanuianelageaniinsasulunsneinsynnanie
MenMlaensa AuaunmMmMsHEIns (B = 0.146) uaziuamuninnisinsediuuana (B = 0.143) &
dvwaranludednina axvieuiuiyaansaziinnuddy wildansonaunuanudumalves
N19ALEuIU 19 (Personnel cannot compensate for System Failure)

uenani aruiawelavesgnéniidninadeuandenusnivesgnédingedaoumuiues
(B = 0.776) InganunsnedursarmuUsusuwasnuiniléfesay 60.2 \Huriigeann st
aufiswelaidudameinsalanudndfidedeldunn TuvsunvesinFedreumuiusslugiiaia
idesannddenlunisidsudliuinsenaiidida vinldeuiianeladndesAifiomefiazainianiy
fn# (Switching Barriers are high) Wtlenaidumsgluuiunuesnmsuimaindedasumuiues s
fufuanuiifuszaniaim gndes asanan wazUsmnaudsmeidutiadeiiuguiiddyiande
AaNnuianelavesllduinis aennaeeiun1sAnyIves Huma et al. (2019) ffugnaudfnyves

Operational Logistics Service Quality Tun1saisanuiisnalauazanudnvesgnavinsenauise
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anfiunisisegnaliszaniam daeudreuinuiueslagniewiuyanugyaien1enseint wag
Usrmananandemevienisgame arannsanevauesauanniiiiugiuredduiniuas
thlugarufisnelalusziugs Tuvasfinuandeyadulladofifiavinasesaun aenndesfuuuiin
Y94 Risnawati et al. (2019) fiszyiganmvssdeyauarnsdeasidussduseneuddyuosganin
mMyuimsfifinalagnssemnuiisnelavesgnii Tnsionglugnamnsaulaiaindideyainudfy
AEN1TINMNULAENTARFUII VR lTUIMT drunnuduiudseninennuianelauazaiusingves
gnfniiu denadesiuuideues Bald et al. (2019) finausuAniinisaiennudiiusniegsio
svoggmsEviegliinisuazgnidesedunsiannauielavesgninedadeliles Geaztiilug
nsad1emusinafigediu (Sustainable Loyalty) namsisensaddudununandnan Tnedliiiuin
flduimsiidanufimelaluauainmsuinisladafndvesinFeduuali uflasnduanlduinis
wusihmslEnsTRugdu waiiirusdndseyinge

99ARMN3 IMaRINN193T

miAdeafeilldlnnanuduiusiduny fo “Lunadtuideunnusnivesgndmiiie
28inAa3 1803571 (Surat Thani Regional Port Loyalty Driver Model)” Tngilasdnnuilvsifidday
fie Mafunuaudaudadsnagns (Strategic Paradox) Turiiegiinna Tnefiganimnisdnsedau
yana lesun1suszifiugs uinduiidnswasmansoniufionels sasfinuamnnsdnidunuuas
Aunmdoya Ao Jadeiiidnsnageansomnudisnela (B>0.30) Fsdusuinnagndnisasusiiu
weluladuazUsyansamideszuuiinnudifyBaninisuimsmeufduiusdmyanaluuiunves
ydegaoumuiuesvasnialdnouuy Sdueatazdilifuimemindeansaisunsamuain
nsudludounnsesmuiigndiuu (Reactive Fix) lugnisamuluadvatsarmaasugiogen
(Proactive Value Creation) fis msasuluszuunssiiunulazasaumeaiofnuulsusu ®)
yosmuinATgeds 60.20% Llfeeadiu

GELY

aglunmsmwesunany msideesnunmnnsuinisladafndvesinedaeumnuiues
Finaswgiond Iinquszasdiefnwissiuamnimnisuinisladadind Sinsievianuduiiug
sevineedUsEnoUYRIAMNMUINMIATiNadom s nelanazaudng waztiaueuumienig
WaLIAMAIMUINTIaTafndnanis33e WUl AunmnIsusNsadaindlaesiuegluseauuin lay
p3AUsENaU 4 f1u Ao A TMIRLuIY AuNMINEINT Auadeya LarAuAmNISARde
druynna LavSnaldauinseaiuianelavesgnan uazauiianalalidninadennuinAvesgnen
mﬂmaﬂ'ﬁ%i}’aﬁiﬁﬁwLauaLLu’mwmiﬁwuﬂmaiﬁﬂamﬁ']ﬁ’aﬁumiﬁmmﬂmmwmsﬁwLﬁmmlﬂu
A1AULIN AUALAUAINTBYA AMNIMNINGINT LazAMAINAITAAfEdIUYAAS it} aaRAuslng
il Ao lumasituindounnuinivesgnavinieniinnngsnugfonil (Surat Thani Regional Port
Loyalty Driver Model) fianansatnliuszgndldlunmsimunnaunimuinisvesinfedaeumuiues

Tupianaiefin@aauanunsatunisudatulas nsiauieg1adagy
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dalauaug

Mnuanside §iTeddeiausuuy il

1. daauauuglunisiman1sideluldussleviliBanagns

1NHaN5ITe w1 Auamnsandueu (B=0.421) uaz auamdeya (B=0.320) 1Ju
Hadeduindeumnuiisnslanazanusinfvesgnéngean detausuuzidenagnsdsasjutiuluing

[y

naruaNdAyveInIsau nelimhsnuinertesamulumaluladuazssuvansaume 1Ju
SUAULIN LU NIHRIUITFUUUINTIANITNUTD (Port Management System: PMS) Uagn1sysang
oy a1 UsEUUNISVUAIsEAUUTEINA (1 National Single Window) L elitinn13dan

A

sumuLuesuuuiiealnl (Real-time) MUsiAaIndaianann mugluiun1ssneaunInnisinse

€

dgif

duynna (@eiledsguusiisnsnaman) lnonsuivumumvesyaainslyinatodudativayuns
GTWLﬁumuLLaz%’azga (Operational and Information Support Agents) ﬁmmiauﬁlmﬂw%aﬂmi
wavanurnsuaslfonaiilunisiadendausniiiowdsugaudeiuu fauiusTrunatuayy
Jadetuindoundnidsszuy

2. Foeuanuzlunsiideadualuiddivins

dmsuaiteadolumsveelunamiuduiudidsdasaiaiduny Tnonsld sudeuds
Weuuunaunaioasulena (Explanatory Sequential Mixed Methods) AILNISVINITLLTIAUN N
(Qualitative) LiiaAs 1iieedursUsIngnsalaudaudadanagnd (Strategic Paradox) 319l
AuNMNsAnsoduyAradsliTUNTUsTlugausnduiivEnaslunisainsanudnifiuiass (Low
B uenvnil AsTIBveulAlaiUSinalaennituduUs Bty (Moderating Variables)
wu duulunisidsudluinng (Switching Costs) w3aUszLanvaaviniEo/aunnvosdudiivuds
aneseseudviwannuduiussenitaunmuiniwazanudng wetusuilneaiduindou
mmﬁﬁﬁmmaaﬁﬂﬂiﬁ’fﬁuﬂwL%aszﬁugﬁmﬂﬁlu 9 Tuuszinalnglangreiidodfgyuseolil
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