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Abstract

Consumers are increasingly interested in health care and food safety. Studying
the factors that influence their decision to purchase organic food is crucial for gaining a
deeper understanding of consumer behavior. This research aims to explore the influence
of: 1) marketing mix on organic food purchasing decisions and attitudes, 2) attitudes on
organic food purchasing decisions, and 3) marketing mix on organic food purchasing
decisions with attitudes as a mediating variable. The study sample consists of 393
consumers who have purchased organic food within the past three months and reside
in Mueang District, Surat Thani Province. Data were collected using a structured
questionnaire and analyzed using Partial Least Squares Structural Equation Modeling
(PLS-SEM). The findings reveal that both marketing mix and attitudes have a direct
positive influence on organic food purchasing decisions. Additionally, attitudes act as a
mediating variable, enhancing consumers' decisions to purchase organic food in Surat
Thani Province. This research provides new insights, both academically and
commercially, regarding consumers' decision- making when purchasing organic food.
Utilizing a structural equation modeling approach and supported by Behavioral
Reasoning Theory (BRT), the study offers a detailed and comprehensive understanding
of consumer behavior in the organic food market from the consumers' perspective.

Keywords: Organic Food, Purchase Decision, Marketing Mix, Attitude, PLS-SEM
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Table 1 Mean and Standard Deviation for all Variables

Variables Mean S.D. Level
Marketing Mix (MKM) 4.28 0.390 Very High
Attitude (ATT) 4.45 0.494 Very High
Purchase Decision (PDE) 4.31 0.745 Very High

diemsyaaouilaym Common Method Bias (CMB) §3dtldnaaeudnanisnsiaaaus
Full Collinearity Variance Inflation Factor (VIF) vasiaudsvianualuluina 3 edinilmunza
A3iiAn < 3.3 (Kock, 2015) auandlu Table 2 wudn Faudsiianuaiinadi VIF GREEATPRR
1.156-1.271 wansilunwudeyn CMB waghiifadgymianzsiudunse (Full Collinearity)
FENINFUS

Table 2 Full Collinearity
Marketing Mix (MKM) Attitude (ATT) Purchase Decision (PDE)
1.264 1.271 1.156

NANTTILATIZHIULAANISIA

HANTSALATIEWLNLAANT19TA (Measurement Model) 10 un15AS29@0UAINAT S
(Validity) wazarutndedold (Reliability) vadu1nsiasawusuia (Latent Variable/Iters)
ANULUINITEY Hair et al. (2022) Fauansly Table 3 Inensivaeunuifisnsudauniou
(Convergent Validity) fall 1) AansanAnimdnesdussney (Loading) UouAazUoAInIN AT
HA1UINNINTOMNAU 0.6 NaNITIATIEYINUTN AN Loading 88581314 0.640-0.827 Fseeusu
16 2) RersanAiauwlsusiuedsvetasdussnaudiadale (Average Variance Extracted:
AVE) m13dA101nN1MT81iAU 0.5 Han15IlATIEinUdT A1 AVE 8g5e1719 0.509-0.643 3
pousuld uay 3) AnsanAaudesiussduseney (Composite Reliability: CR) vasnfauys
AFHANANTY 0.7 NaN1TIATIEINUI A1 CR 8gsening 0.757-0.848 d@anAdBInnunmgl 3
YRUFUNANIINAZDUAINGT
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Table 3 Measurement Model

Variables ltems Loading AVE CR
Marketing (MKM) PRO 0.827 0.643 0.878
PRI 0.798
PLA 0.795
PRM 0.786
Attitude (ATT) ATT1 0.640 0.509 0.805
ATT2 0.673
ATT3 0.798
ATT4 0.734
Purchase Decision (PDE) PDE SIM NA NA

Note: PRO = Product, PRI = Price, PLA = Place, PRM = Promotion, SIM = Single Item Measure; NA =
Not Applicable

NANIITIRADUAN TS HTeTun (Discriminant Validity) Ineldiada Heterotrait-
Monotrait Ratio (HTMT) i’mmmLﬁmmqLG‘BQ?&WLLuﬂLU‘%&I‘ULﬁ&Jinﬁjideé‘hLLUiLLm (Latent
Variable) Ingldinausivas Franke and Sarstedt (2019) &afn HTMT pastiosningiaiu 0.9 910
Table 4 WU71 KANIATIVFBUAIIUTIBINTHTITIUNTAISEHING 0.330-0.506 donAdaIRnIY
et Fauanmsvadeutisiunandiidiuinlunanisin (Measurement Model) flnanumss
(Validity) wavmudedels (Reliability) mULUINIWDL Hair et al. (2022)

Table 4 Discriminant Validity: HTMT

Constructs MKM ATT PDE
1. Marketing Mix (MKM)

2. Attitude (ATT) 0.506

3. Purchase Decision (PDF) 0.330 0.361

NAN15ILATITALULAALATIASS

N153AS1ERlUmalaseas e (Structural Model) Hair et al. (2022) wag Cain et al.
(2016) 1n539a0UNTLANUIMUUUNANAEAILUTVRITBLAAIUAIAIULY (Skewness) Uag
A1AUlA e (Kurtosis) U89 Mardia wua1 aranud (B = 3.753, p< 0.01) uagAraaules
(B = 23.369, p< 0.01) nu1eAMI1 Toyaiiniswanwaswuuliund Wl eganaALY
(Skewness) 11nn91 3 wazAAle (Kurtosis) 1nnnan 7 faumanasives Becker et al.
(2023) MIsHar v UNavEIANELUSEAVEIEUNNS (Path Coefficients) ANARIAIAANALAABY
U955 (Standard Errors) A1adifl t (t-values) wavaAdadAgyni19ada (p-Values) Tun1s
Ainseiluinalassada Ingld33nsduiaegnauuus $1uau 10,000 g sedutfoddy 0.05
Tuduneu Bootstrapping (Ramayah et al., 2018) aauanslu Table 5

NaN15ILATITELLAalATIAS19 (Structural Model) WUl d@uUssaunisnisnainl
SvSnavsmsaudsuIndensinaulatesdunid (B = 0.211, p< 0.01) wazdidndnaniems
Weunaeviruad (B = 0.419, p< 0.01) ﬁqﬁ?u?mam%’uamagm H1 uay H2 wenani vieiumd
faffdvswamansadeindensindulate Jweusuauufigiu (H3) wagnanadeuauNfig N3
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Ak uvesAuAR A1uLLIN1G Preacher and Hayes (2004) 1435015 uia819uune
(Bootstrapping) Wavaaeudninanisden (Indirect Effect) Wi dauuszaunienisnan
annsaasanswnanedenludinsinaulade iushulsdwminuvesirunile (B = 0.098, p<
0.01) Fajufseusvauuign Ha Fananldiwiauefiduiulsdeiuuasisnsnavosnis
dsiusonsiadulagesmsdunssurediu (Partial Mediation) wenand 21nnsiansan
FudszavsLdunis (Path Coefficient) wuinan R sesiiauaiuaznisinaulade dawviafu
0.175 uay 0.135 muasiu Inefulsdasyannsaesuisnuulsusinvesmsiaduledold
Joway 13.5 sananslu Figure 2 uag Table 5 Muinaived Chin (1998) A1 R? 88581314
0.10-0.30 asnsageniuldluarvmgAnssuguilaauaznisnann esainnginssumywdd
AMudutautazlasudnswaandadevatenunieoniu

ATT1 ATT2 ATT3 ATT4

LT,

0640 0673 0798 g3

Nl

PRO

0.419 ATT 0.225
0827
P w07y N
0.211 > —1.000— PDE
40795~
PLA e
0.786
MKM PDE
PRM
Figure 2 Result from SMARTPLS4
Table 5 Hypothesis Testing
Hypothesis Std Std t- p- BCILL BC R f? Result
Beta Error values values UL
H1: MKM9 PDE 0.211 0.056 3.781 0.000 0.116 0.300  0.135 0.042 Accept
H2: MKM=> ATT 0419 0053 7913 0.000 0323 0497 0175 0213 Accept
H3: ATT = PDE 0.225 0.065 3471 0.000 0.115 0.327 0.048 Accept
Ha: MKM=> ATT 0.098 0.030 3.178 0.001 0.048  0.145 Accept

- PDE

Note: Bootstrapping=10,000 at 95%

d5duaznisanusena

nansidesenfuaNNAgIudl 1 duUszaumnisnaiaidninannsadauindenis
dindulatennsdund aonndestunuideues Buranakul et al. (2019) fuslaadadulate
feesuniamsznagnidiulszauniainianain (aPs) siadundnsdast Fumen fudeamis
NM3IATIMNY waznsadLESINIIAIA MNFUTENBUNSIYUANaYNSAIUUTEANN1IN1TAATA
fomnzau agifuilnadnauladeevnsduridlduiniu wu mmuauamamnIHERDE19R
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fn15useanunsdunsy nandnniauuselov Uasndusaguain siamnzauiuusunn
WATAMAN mgeldliienn wazdinsasasunisnatnluloniadifey o 1wy NTIRUNBRTLINS
9ulevey (OTOP) Wudu wulieaiuanideves Kamboj et al. (2023) §u3laae1mnsdunsd
Tudssmmduiglianudfyiunuawazaunmvesndndud sudadomnanisdndmined
d¥aIn wazanunsandeladneg

uananid NanTITeeusUaLNRgIuT 2 dulszaunanisnandininaniensads
UVINADNIAUAR dOARADINUIUITBVDY Pinta and Mallawong (2020) @ruuszaunieninaia
dsnaldeuindevimunivesduilnainUasnasiiy mnguszneunisdeansnagnddiuyszay
yensnameesasiiane Juilaassdanuiferdunansusiemsasnansiiy 23ndndn
Frugunw faalindlaeanduns Westulunsndudwi odudn authlugnisdndulate
AR TN TURDRANTRYAINET

nansispsousUALNAgILA 3 HauaRisvinannsadeuindenisdadulade
A0AARADINUIIUITBUDY Nguyen and Dang (2022) WauaRiansnadwuinsensinaulade
o1 Buniduesiiuslaaisaunu WU Tandon et al. (2020) nuiwiruaAduiladen
Snsnanansadsvandenisdnduled semisdunidvesuilnalulsemaduie el
z’fﬂizﬂa‘umimﬂﬁmmﬁwﬁfyﬁ’uENﬁ‘dizﬂa*usuaaﬂWiﬁaaﬂiﬁawuﬂiaa%’ﬂaﬁﬂucs]ﬁﬁﬁ@iammi
dunisluanuidninAnvesuslng authlugnisdndulatiold Metastuagiuanud anmddn
azan wazUszaumsaifldsuinvesgfuslanusazau (Eagly & Chaiken, 1993)

LarnUI AN TIdeseuvaNtAgIui 4 drulsraunnenisnataanansndednina
yadeuludsnsdndulate iufusdsuesirunfvilidsvinasiufiasdu aenndosi
N13ANYIV8Y Pinta and Mallawong (2020) @1uUszaun19INITAAINAINANINATILTIUINGD
fiaunRvasfuslnainuaonansiiy wagviruafdmwanersadauindauindenisiaduladenn
Jagmansiy fatugUsznaunisnisiiannuddnyfudiutszaumianisnain (4Ps) siadu

a v 6

HARSNT AUTIAN AUYBINIINTIAT MUY UagMTaLasuNITAaIa Weaseausanagay
Aaaa a a Y Y a a = | Y a o a & a a [P
naniidesmsBunsgliunguslaauiniiagn Feasdreliiinnisdndulaeamnsdunidlalig
1N89UU (Mohamed et al., 2015)
HansAnwIlanunsaesuleTngUisasnnsideiinuualiladn 1) diudszaunis
nsnanilandenisinduladesimsduniduasiinuaivesuilan 2) viruaRiisvsnanenis
AndulageIIBuVSIvauILan uag 3) diuuszaunnanisnainidnsnasensindulate

a a6 YA IS IK% a o Y ! 1
E)Wﬂ’]i@u%iEJGUENQ‘Uﬂﬂﬂ Taedlviruamdudlusaaxiu

RIGILITE

tarauauuglumsimnanisideluld

YOLHUBUULLTIIYING

namsideuansliifuidiuyssaunaniseaadidvinadenissnaulatoomsdunis
Huimuafver uslan lagldlunaaunisiaseasne (SEM) amelangu nislivauaiids
noAnssu (BRT) Faiannlag Westaby (2005) fiogonunannvguingAnssumuuay (TPB) ved
Ajzen and Fishbein (1980) msldngud BRT figauddunsesuionisinduladovesiuslaeil
RnnnealdatuayuiazAndungingsy Saeiruafuazinsguisuimnadaem Jade
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Tidlaussgdlaiednvesiuslnaldsouduaindstu Tnsiameluuuniiguslaasosldns
lnsnseammuadeudnduladoatnsemsdunis uenand nsdnuanuduiusvesiiuys
senannelinseunwiaiefulagld BRT ungquijnandslinis@nwidiuiuiies (Sahu et
al., 2020) mslddrudszanmensnamduiiuusdass uazviruadiduduysdsinuion
AnulangAnssunisuslareimsdunsdeginsaunqudiline nunisAinwanneuluuiun
vosUszmnAlng dsaenndeiudoiausnas Seedee (2018) uuztliAnwduusAvaiu
nofnssunsdeamnsdunisifiniy ievesesdanudiunsnainduniduasnnfingsa
fuslaalngliandauasdnioudelu fadu nansideilifiesatvayunsdssgndld BRT
nseuLARd Ty Lm'é’a%iﬁlﬁuﬁaﬁmamwquwﬁ BRT Tun1seSunengfnssunis
wadulad edudneg13diaiesssu (Ethical Consumption) Ineg uilaanszuindequain
Awandon uazanudsiuuenmiousdlevidmaulunsidendeomnsdunid Geanunsnily
sovonlunsAnusunginssuguslaauaznseanndiiuluewanldegisiinuen

darauauuziBawIniye

wansIsenanddiiuin maguilaadvinuaifiddedusn avdelvinsivunday
USEaunNIINITAAINAIUNE AT I 51A7 YBIN1IN1TIATINUIEY kagnISERaSUNITAAIAT
UszAnsnmgedu ilugnsnseduliiAnnsdaduladoomsdunidlduiniu dufuiady
UselewdaerUsenaun1s53Aeemmsdunid Ynnisnaia miresuniady fdesnisi
Han153eluUssyndly wu

< Yo o

1. §Usenoun15emM1saunse Assgndn luialdndiming asyadunisdiausuiy

Y
1

Handuailuganguanaman laun ianeds 8185813 21-40 U dseladoenimieiiniu
15,000 V1 Fslanuddnytumsguaguadudey Sfmunfiiadeswnsdunds Snadsd
nginssumsindulateomsdunisldienigningudu

uananil fUsznaunsaIsTRrEunay NS NIIRAALAEIUIULEL Fana 19T
UszAnsuasgsasinane loud 1) sundndast dadunisiiausemsdundaiaunim
Uaoadainansiadl flsfidennarnvaneguuuy 2) fusiean faduauesiafvsnzansu
AaANLAzUTINM 3) Sutemnensdadming satumsnsdmingiutesmadiguilan
ansaindaladng 1wy aaegusy Sudludeaiifieds 9 n1suszynaldueundinduyiglu
msdauaraduilimaiidy uar 4) funsduaiumanan gutunsdaianssudauaiuns
PevaNTaIBgULLY Wianszdueufesnsvasuilamilugnsdnauladeldunndy
MIIAYSHARIAUAT N15USNIsIRdsEiatiu nsadasduaundn Wudu

2. dAmsnann msiarsanlirwdAguesnisdearsnsnain seden suam
UuaanRanAeifidefenuuasnisanaadl sdnansssuud livihanedanndon uawdl
AaAmalavuInisAesanie el uilaasuiuaziiviaundiiaredudt sauludenisdn
Aunssudaasunmsuefitensyuliduslnadndulatessdunisidsnsundstu

Snvhs esadairuaRfiAlusn Ao BurEalRiuslnasusoesariiane Tasns
Uszgndlfiasesilonsmanndedenuseulatl mnengugnAndmuneiinnuduiaefuinalulad
ogudr annsasudeyarnansldieuarsinds Wy gutunsdeasnsiusomnsgiudud
inuRTBTEEULUSTAuT vienisiiauetuneuntsnanemsBunsdiivasafeetnauiage
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va ada Y a

lAsunnsgIununanUURNAA1un1sHanAuANYAS (Good Agriculture Practices, GAP)

ada a

N e g uslnAlivirurRnfAdondnsdae SusiernuUasndievesdum uaztheantednin
TudeslSinudunle nsuduaSunisinuniasineusuvisoatuayuidevyiieiiudnenin
N15KEN NTUUTIU MSLLYAAIFUANEATAUNTE NAUIHEATMINNTINUAINADINITVD
Auslan deasuliinunsnsiselanduas daunmddafiduasiandieslaegeddusely
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