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Abstract

This research aims to verify the causal relationship between customer equity and
behavioral loyalty of investors in the Stock Exchange of Thailand. The sample is 1,208

investors. The model used in the study consists of the customer equity variables: value
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equity, brand equity and relationship equity and behavioral loyalty variables: word of
mouth, retention, advocate and partners. This relationship model is confirmed the
hypothesis established. That is customer equity has a direct effect on behavioral loyalty at
0.817 at a statistical level of .001

Keywords: Causal Relationship Customer Equity, Behavioral Loyalty
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\Iua915 94 (Fazal-e-Hasan, Lings, Mortimer, & Neale, 2017) \Hususd fddydanania
ANNDTIUaEAINTNA (Lee, Chua, & Han, 2017) fiRa73 331919 (Giovanis, Athanasopoulou,
& Tsoukatos, 2015) LLazﬁaTﬁLﬁﬂwqﬁﬂiiuuaﬂsiauax%yaeﬁw (Moliner-Veldzquez, Ruiz-
Molina, & Fayos-Gardo, 2015)

2. ANHANFALBINGANT TN (Behavioral Loyalty) sneifie FERUAINANTINSTiandTisia

4
Qs

vsunlaaldaulaguassredu wiafiniuse o msadayniusznitedailiusnisdu

]
as a =

vusnsiidngRnssunisdanialfvsnisagvainanadigartfinlasunane iy

e2e

ﬂ1mﬁuﬁuﬁ%qmﬂﬁﬂﬁ@'ﬁuufjmiLﬁﬂﬂ'nué]y’\f(aﬂﬁum‘f%u%m‘sﬁﬂ‘fuﬂi?cﬁiafﬂ WU
wqﬁﬂiiuﬁmmaaﬂ (Bourdeau, 2005; Parasuraman, Zeithaml, & Berry, 1985) wITei
fa15841 4 Uszifin [ 1) nsuansia (Word of Mouth) finaaiTunginssuensyanaiiuans
ANANANS AN HEAINTENTIYAAATUDIANT HIWNgAnTTuTiLanIaan (Behavioral
Aspect) TlufiruzafiivuinuazyinfiangRnssuiid As n1suansa (Word of Mouth) 1Ty
AATH 9T A an Tunneiid wiaufladnafilid sandtsanqunfuszaunanilii
\iaw G‘[Tu‘t’lwﬁﬁ (Hur, 2011; Zhang, Li, Wang, & Wang, 2016) 2) ﬂ?i%ﬂ%’] (Retention) 1§l
WORNTITHABIGNETIRAIHNANH H191NNTFUEAMATMNSUENMSANNAINETY 5IHT9RAIH

ﬁ% MNFATATHFAERTUAZUTINTINT anIendedindod U 12 aiun 1un51a0 - Rguieu 2563

§
i&}?_@) Economics and Business Administration Journal Thaksin University



WFulafiazdrefingu (Dslarslan, 2014) TaaliaudrFyfugoninaasnIudunus
(Thaichon & Quach, 2015) ¥il#gnafiRewalailiAnau3slanuuadswaniaua i
\finnagadTuUS a1 0N TU (Sung, Kim, Kwon, & Moon, 2010) 3) 1flugnédfigunisqo
(Advocate) TngduiaRaniifiussandnmaniign fin1stad uanfialalfid1e (Chahal &
Dutta, 2015; Tournois, 2015) ¥inliuaimausanensoisa (dluananiignddensiingg
a1ldusdas19defiu (Kandampully, 1998) was 4) gnéuniiandiuaugsia (Partners) vl
NAENAYRTUAYUATENAR T 9T 2895979 WATE (Chahal & Dutta, 2015) 5andflunis

Fnu1gnAfifiainA At (Shoemaker & Lewis, 1999) as1uLvinfignd3andi (sl

]
1A

AMAITIRNI191nUFEMAY (Chouyboonchoo, Sirichote & Noknoi, 2019) uazfin1 s zafiuly
U5Evagi1981n (Jones, 2007; Ou, Verhoef, & Wiesel, 2017)
INMTNUNIULENAITUALIWITeTiAedas 9nfiulidt A udniussendtayann

anan Taeruussiiunfauly 3 Uszdiu [Hud 1) FundndMflugor 2) Sunsndmiiuns

a

a

Au waz 3) Aundngifiuandning uas audnAGwmeingsy Towidaiisziiy
Auwalaaasgndlugsfantiusnianiensidu Teeliamddoyiunanmlugmusing o
144 NARAIIT N15U5N1T N5 ULTEAYN deaseRRdNTuSAugnA1TInTvaHnale
Lazdsnaranuind eansalfusafiunalugnainnssuld (Amir, Narges, &
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Ardahanlioglu, 2017) uaz avAnsamsadUlszgndl A iugsisaasinasidate
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Uszinalng $1u47% 2 819518 uaz 81528218 350,000 tTayF (The Stock Exchange of
Thailand, 2019)
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2. hwan1sAnu19nda 18131AT1eRidan (Content Andlysis) titaaqulfuduils
waglHifndayaiugulunsasuunaauny

3. duuuaaunNfiagedu 9nda 2 1A1ANAaRARBILAZA A TINLET
Fa39n15¥AN3 a7L58n31N 191187 10C (Index of Item Ob jective Consistency) tHun19411
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AneanfiaLl I fust Yaaasiulasialu (Treekanan, 2012)
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\Tadald
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ANgNasEasLuuAaunNLEITeidayafi [FnnuRauutaadusiadian (Code) udn
tufinsdaadiunaufinnes uazideullsunsudsuitgnszuiunisiinsieidaya 04
W3 a9RamATAYNARA Structural Equation Modeling (SEM)

5.1 119 31AT 1zALUUT1aa9n19 30 1 Tun19 ez RLuus1aasiaan193lA s 1
a9fUsznauLF98udu (Confirmatory Factor Analysis: CFA) tAal#¥autlsury (Latent
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Variable) u,azﬁué’u’hﬁmﬂiz"f\iLancé”uwia:ﬂquuuLﬂuﬁ’;LLﬂiﬂa‘%ﬁquwzauﬁm%’uﬁauﬂi
wsfidmualagnisimuafiayaduinizaasnuudianss nsszyaainluldanAsna
WLUF188Y N19ATIIFDUAIIHABAARESIHATNT IH (Overall Fit) 2890191889015 TALAE
mMslszanmaisfimas lealfllsunsndniaguneatn

5.2 11931AT 1L AUUUTIABIANNT1TIATIEF 19 (Structural Equation Model) Liia

ATz Tl AT9aF 192 a9l e i EnEnadamNa A A UAUNTITIALATITRAUAITN
ADAARBN2DILULIFIAaNAITHNANRUEL T T ATea s e lidvuafudayaideilseynd uas
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AN9170d191NAHATY (Validity) wazAITHLTEN (Reliability) (Rinthaisong, 2015)

1. AIHATY (Validity) nu1gfia AYTHNATNITA2BE I SIS aE U TR A uLsun
Tusuusiaag Tmﬂﬁm'imwmm'1Nﬁﬁﬂﬁ'}ﬁﬁywaamﬁmﬁﬂaaﬁﬂizﬂau (Factor Loading)
WaannsaSaufisuanuddoyrassinlsduna ld sulstalfiadulsuleEafign
ﬂ'wﬁm‘fiﬂmﬁﬂixﬂaumiﬁﬁhqaLLa:ﬁﬁﬂﬁwﬁﬁymmﬁa t-value H11NI1 1.96 NANTT
"“JLﬂiﬂzﬁﬁi"nfmﬁﬂmﬁﬂizﬂa*lﬁuLwiaxﬁ'nl,ﬂiﬁm,ﬂmfﬁﬁiaﬁaLLUiLLmﬁmaﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁwﬁmwN
atRsza s m A BN AN EN RS I UL T AR (R AUSILUSURS WanaInTue
#asRaTons A minasdtsenaunzuuusInTg 4 (Standardized Loading) #9A258
Avvifisansuldfiu 0.5 nsagenin ﬁm%’uﬁhﬁmﬁﬂaaﬁﬂizﬂa‘mzLLuummﬁmagﬂu
LWIMTIRHAT 0.7 %32g9Nn37 (Hair et al,2010)

2. ATieN (Reliability) nefia A THANLENANIN2E9NTIANT BRI HTiENUaN TS
sianlsTalalsiaanaiHaaInaRanlun13¥a (Measurement Error) N5 A958R TN
\Fie2 098 ul99:R915 M inan193tAT 12 Na 14289 Square multiple correlation 1E1u
AadauarruulsUsauassdiudsfiaduraldlagsiuy suns Zefidninfudinissan
(Commundlity) Tun1931As125ia9d U2 na i E9d1999n119R91581AIIN TR (Reliability) €149
A1H190R915 4 [Fa1nA N Tie2a9iau SuHS (Construct Reliability: CR) uaz ALaie
mmuﬂ‘sﬂ‘nuﬁgﬂaﬁﬂfﬁ (Average Variance Extracted: AVE)

2.1 ﬂ’J’]NLLU‘iU‘j’Juﬁgﬂﬂﬁ/ﬂTﬁ (Average Variance Extracted: AVE) NN3A%UA
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2.2 AN 92898 uLFuHS (Construct Reliability: CR) U9% 3160wl
wuudraasidiriiissaglusedula Taanmsisedunia 1 CR A198iA1 0.70 W3agInin
WINAT CR AA19217319 0.6-0.7 agfluinmsieansuld (Hair et al, 2010)
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yaA1gnAn (CUS) 0.81 0.59
Aunsndiiuaoan (VE) 0.762 0.019 40.599*** 0.58
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91nA19 187 19zfinlddsulsunayn@afidl CR > 0.70 Auli uazifiafis19 oA
AVE w1 fiaudsynsiafian AVE > 0.50 2iuli wanainilifiafiasodnal R2 Livansi9aaudin
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U4
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aNN191AT98579 (Hair et al.2010)
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