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Driving Factors of the University Student Loyalty:

The Comparative Analytical of Structural Equation Model between
LISREL and PLS

Duangporn Puttawong'* Leudech Kerdvichai? and Vinich Thaekthong®

Abstract

This research had two objectives. First were
to investigate relationship and affection of antecedent
variables to university student loyalty. Second were
to compare analytical results from LISREL and PLS
program. Sample sizes were 600 cases, 300 from
Ratchapat University and 300 from Private University
in upper north of Thailand. Multi-stage samplings
were used and analyses by LISREL and PLS program.

We concluded that SATIS, IMAGE and PERC
had affected STULOY accordingly and then LISREL
and PLS program same analytical results except
in manifest variable level which may came from
the in-deep details of analytical statistics of both

programs.

Keywords: LISREL, PLS, Loyalty, Satisfaction,

Image, Perceived Value

Student, Program in Development Administration, Graduate School, Suan Sunandha Rajaphat University.
Associate Professor, Faculty of Education, Suan Sunandha Rajaphat University.

Assistant Professor, Faculty of Education, Suan Sunandha Rajaphat University.

*  Corresponding Author, Tel. 08-1235-5988, E-mail: dputtawong@hotmail.com

198

‘ Received 11 July 2012; Accepted 17 October 2012




nsimmMInsaandmekasaite 01 23 At 1 aA. - wa. 2556
The Journal of KMUTNB., Vol. 23, No. I, Jan. - Apr. 2013

1. UNKI
mmu’nL%aﬁaLLa:mwgﬂﬁawamamﬁé’m
luﬁm%ﬁm’fuagjiﬁumﬂﬁanaﬁ?]ﬁlﬁumﬁLm"l:ﬁ
Toyaldatnananzay ﬁzqf':Lﬁalﬁatgmumaﬁavlﬂ
Fanndiaaianeg vasdszmnsldatngndas [1]
Ta9iin aﬁaﬁllﬂumﬁmezﬁ"ﬁa;&amﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁtﬁu
Frwamann leun IU‘;LanmﬁLm’]:ﬁaﬁaﬁugm
% t-test, Z-test, F-test, laauan3 (Chi-square) myAaTest
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2. 949 gunval uazisnside
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- dsznsy udndnsuniInenaunong
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anudeteuaslslafiidauminenas WAZQIAA
AlesuanumIngnay
atndlsfimanssfanariaduds §idnlasy
Auuzihuazud lrangnisgond wazfi3nmn
"3“/1mﬁwuﬁﬁauﬂ%’uﬂ;aﬁﬂﬂ%mﬁa wandaheanldam
MAgWIY FemIaTaseuieIasiieda HITuNTIN
Tudsziduanuiinsasslwilam (Content Validity)
Tagiinzfandenianuiesnssdaianives
Fofmuneda (-CVI) wazarinnuifisiaseid
Lf':ammaal,ﬂ'%'aaﬁaﬁa’qﬂ (S-CVI) Fafidnannnin 0.90
Fafiahaglunasiaunn ugeaiLasasiofianuase
Fadtam uazaramauanudeiiolduaiaiasile
TasuATiannuseandadntly lagRansmiann
ArdulrantnTouLaLaan (Cronbach’s Alpha
Coefficient) fiannnin 0.6 Geazd ahaglwnmilgle

2.3 Lm&iaﬁmmaaﬁ‘aga szian wazn1sIn

doyadudoyaieriinm uasiludeysgund
ﬁ"lﬁmﬂmi@uﬁaaﬂ'ni'myﬂﬂaimmd LREIAIZA
20IANNIFAN ANUAALAU waztiruadlasldinasia
WD Likert 301 75260 aoud 089 6 Tan 3 (usnnans
nunpidlifaaylsae

2.4 Mylaneitoya

2.4.1 negauanudaialdvasaieiata lay
wuhdudsleingyni feauyszaniasoutna
weanuInnii 0.6 ugasinesasdetadianudeiols

2.4.2 AnneresndsznauBednsaa (Exploratory
Factor Analysis - EFA) I\ aﬁ'@mjué’a%’?@maummi’@
ﬁvl,éi’mnﬁa;gal,%mi:iﬂﬁ lawdn KMO uaz Bartlett
Test of Sphericity daINhURAL UazAIINAWINAT
0.8 Bougasi ﬁa;&a@aﬂsz%’nﬁﬁﬁmw‘lﬁ s
Factor Analysis 16 anudisnsienziesdlsznay
LTI U (Confirmatory Factor Analysis - CFA) L‘ﬁla
IANFUILLINTING 1)
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2.4.3 AR ULAaRUNNILATIFIN (Structural
Equation Model - SEM) @2 plilsunsy LISREL 8.8
wazldswnsy SmartPLS 2.0 lasliusunsn LISREL
sxdtuneumstsuluaaiorluinaizaandasiy
iagm%aﬂixﬁ'ﬂﬁmﬂﬁqm gultsunsy PLS 'laidl
duaeunsliulues

2.4.4 Aenzvdayaanluuniy LISREL uaz
PLS LLazaEﬂmaLﬁaﬁgaﬁawqag’m

2.4.5 Wasuiigunaawin ldanmaiasesiain
ﬁv'aaaﬂﬂmnmu,am;ﬂNamimiqf@]qﬂs:mﬁmﬁ%

3. HAN13398

Twsunsy LISREL wasanit ladiaszwosdilsznay
¢ EFA luguusn uazasagauanuasadslasiain
24luL1AR3NATIAd8 CFA lagansananugaanaad
vaslaaanudaysiddszansiiudeny waziilash
iagaﬁfﬁ'@mjmLLfé'a"lﬂiJs:mmﬂ'wmﬂu§uﬁu§5mdn
druds lanwuluaafivsududuaasiapiiangg ay
’l,ummsﬁ;gaﬂhmmgmﬁﬁLL@:&J@&J?U"L@T [1] &390
il dusuoulumsdenssd asit

g'ﬂﬁ 1 LLazg'ﬂﬁ 2 WEAIANMNFNAUTNNGLEEN
szl sudsi ldsuluauds Tagl#ldsunsy
LISREL lunstlszanmuen Imgﬂﬁ | uwaasensimein
andwavaInuLsluinanues Standardized Solution
dmgﬂﬁ 2 URAIAN t-value sfuizqﬁqﬁfmﬁﬂﬁzymaa
ANMNFNNBTTzI9aULS lastnen t-value>[2.58|
winpisnNuaNNUSIznIaullnpdagluszay
0.01 lapda i ALLIAINNUFEAANBINANNE
wnindayaivdszdindnuluaalaseianuduius
FLRIIMULT UaLURAINRENSITIWSBUABUAaTi
sanluluas diluasd 2

dlalszanmsanuideialduasanasiadg Factor
Loading :nnuan13lszanmaneislisunsu LISREL
wu'jﬁm’mLﬁmﬂuaamﬁmaaﬁaLLﬂiLLNaaglumwﬁ
ANNNNAILLITUNS namAsaasIasRMILLTITIN
ﬁgnaﬁ'@vlﬁ (p,) 1NN 0.5 (mmﬁmzij 0.6447-
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el qpuaseniin 45, Seid. Fovsluesd G000, WEEAwE G54

3un 1 19T NANVFNNUTNIIRINTIATIZS laa1nldsunIa LISREL waa9fNaw%h Standardized Solution

g Bopeasewiin 4F, GEmig, Fovalsews G008, MO 98

a

37 2 lasssfunnudunusmaienidienzwlaanldsunss LISREL uaaadnaafi t—value (WaIuSulues)

0.8580) wazsnaMaiissvassaudsuds (p) 1NN 0.6
(FAMUTiEsszwing 0.8223 —0.9460) MunaIm Uy
luessuadgiunisidpaundnnusanadasnauniuiy
Tayaidalszandedwauysoludr Tieneiidunsany
FNNUBUATIZAL BN TWATILATIF ISR Suelsny
gutsusls laplusunsa LISREL 'ldusasliifuauns
lATIE AN NFNANUTTENI9a L uwazaumInagy
Gait
FUMN3LAT98319 (Structural Equations)
Image = 0.40*Trust + 0.51*Perc, Errorvar.= 0.11,
R2=10.88
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Satis = 0.82*Image + 0.63*Trust - 0.47*Perc,
Errorvar.= 0.053 ,R>=0.94
Stuloy = 1.02*Image + 0.75*Satis - 1.02*Trust +

0.21*Perc, Errorvar.= 0.075 ,R>=0.93
sun38a31 (Reduced Form Equations)
Image = 0.40*Trust + 0.51*Perc, Errorvar.= 0.11,

R?=0.88

Satis = 0.95*Trust - 0.055*Perc, Errorvar.=0.13,
R?=0.86

Stuloy = 0.097*Trust + 0.69*Perc, Errorvar.=0.41,
R?=0.60
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A19197 2 LWSsunsunaansa1awin laannluias
o « o g A AoV Vv o
lassaanugunuEmMasanf gl ldusu
Tuaanuiysulaasusuaznuaniinasgu

Aa
e
Tamanaidan
e A Taaa — —
Aaia da golaid sy Uiuluiaa
ms AATZINHNA :
* Taiaa uaa
1. | Chi-Square 424.69 120.40
2. df 80 64
3. P-value >0 0.00000 0.00003
4. | Relative Chi-Square/df. 5.631 1.881
Chi-Square | <2
5. RMSEA <0.05 0.088 0.038
6. NFI >0.9 0.98 1.00
7. NNFI >0.9 0.98 1.00
8. PNFI dud >0.5 0.80 0.61
9. CFI >0.9 0.98 1.00
10. | IFI >0.9 0.98 1.00
11. | RFI >0.9 0.98 0.99
12. Standardize | <0.05 0.034 0.017
d RMR
13. GFI >0.9 0.94 0.97
14. AGFI >0.9 0.84 0.95
15. | PGFI g >0.5 0.65 0.52
16. | NCP lng 0 578.88 56.40
17. CN >200 135.03 470.03

NNFNMILATIFINIANUTUNUTIzA AU TUR
LREMIAATIZA BN WAL FUNNIANUFNNUT T2 I9A MY
LLNﬂugﬂﬁ | wazan9f 3 Deusasantimeindning
(Standardized Loading) Au&NWHEIzRINIAILLS
SarsuazIuLIaN NIBNEWAN1IATI BNEWaNIIEaN
uazdndwanuvasaudsueiluluiea wuinawwal
Y2989 3Inenay (IMAGE) anuinelazassindnm
(SATIS) LLa:qmmﬁ"lﬁ%'umﬂwﬁﬂmé'ﬂ (PERC)
umalhuddnTwadiuinadeivednnneaifse
ANMNAITNNNAVBIUN AN ABNMNINAY (STULOY)
TussauannitaaiSssamudey sntuanadetauas
TndlafifidenmInendy (TRUST) Sn3naidoay
agalinpdnMIsDadanNITNANAYIRNANLN
fauw N8y (STULOY)

203

AN 3 HANITILATITHLFUNIIAMNFNWUTNA
@39 (DE) aANusunNusn19dan (IE) uaz

o Q/ 6 v
ANMURNWUETIN (TE) 1nlassanening
FUWUTNIILRONTERINIAILUTIaWIZLE
mMendnefay ey leanldsunsa

LISREL
R? R? dulsdase
9 ana
auldsany | (@ums | (@NM5 | . o ¢
& d@3Wud | PERC | TRUST | IMAGE | SATIS
angy) 1angy)
DE - -1.01 | 097 | 0.72
STULOY 0.60 0.93 IE 0.31 | 0.90 0.58 N/A
TE 0.31 | -0.11 1.55 | 0.72
DE | -049 | 0.65 0.81
SATIS 0.86 0.94 IE 043 | 033
TE | -0.06 | 0.98 0.81
DE | 053 | 041 - N/A
IMAGE 0.88 0.88 IE N/A | N/A - N/A
TE 0.53 | 041 - N/A

=2 "o A I
wangme  N/A nanils lsunsulirowiiesnniduns
Uz gaunauALAANIIVIBNTNANTRUA

1luluiea

vafisursurlsfien Variance Explained (R?) 8¢
35W374 0.60 — 0.94 F331nn31 0.50 nnﬁ’a uly vaann
aumsaﬂgﬂuamumﬂﬁugﬂ Fousasin daulydase
ITnasunsanNEuLlTasandsanw ldann

TUsunsa PLS #asannmsitaneiedsddsznay
@18 EFA Lﬁ‘a%’@ngiuﬁagm%aﬁi:%‘ﬂﬁﬁw%%
Principal Component Analysis (PCA) waIATIER
anugunusIznisaudslulueasiollsunsy PLS
wudlassaannuannusvasalndsnsluluies
fanuduiusmeslanisnuasidniiadn g Gt

gﬂﬁ 3 LLazgﬂﬁ 4 LFEAIANNFNNWDITHING
audsursluluiag I@Ug‘ﬂﬁi 3 uEAIRTNrEN BN
lutnay Path Coefficient mugﬂﬁ 4 LRAIA t-value
%oizqmﬁfﬁéﬂﬁmﬁi:ﬁu 0.01 (t-value > [2.58|)
waziiiod sz mananudedaldvasnnasinaas
mﬁmﬁmmu%\amﬁau (Convergent Validity) WLae
anudeioldvasnnasiadisldsunsy PLS wuin



TN wIATAite U0 23 atuf 1w, - WL, 2556
The Journal of KMUTNB., Vol. 23, No. I, Jan. - Apr. 2013

mﬂmﬁmmaamﬁmadﬁaLLUiLLNaaglummﬁﬁwm
NNAIULITUR S Tapfidnimindadia (Indicator
Loading) vasnndiudslszansiduinuazannnia
0.707 Sindfymeshianszay 0.01 Tarddeds
Communality 1323 nguduls wia AVE (Average
Variance Extract) §9n31 0.50 Nn@auisuny uaasen
asluanyef 4

uaﬂmmfu afinsanen Composite reliability
(CR) mamnﬁ’suﬂmm ﬁ@hagiw'jw 0.920-0.940
s‘éagmdw 0.60 Y)nei wgasanasiadanudeiold
uazluiaadanuseandasnaunfunudayaifalszany
1uaened

MINATEALFUN AN VTN UTUAZTZALBNTWA
1B9lasaaiaTenIIa Y sursn Akl Tdsunsa
PLS lauaaslfiAnaunslassanennusunusszning
fuds aait

FUNN3LAT9RT4 (Structural Equations)

Image =0.261*Trust + 0.612*Perc

Satis = 0.478*Image + 0.331*Trust +
.126*Perc

Stuloy = 0.313*Image - 0.175*Trust +
0.222*Perc + 0.457*Satis

PNENMILATIFTIANNFUNUTTZR TR TUR
UazMINN T ENTNAANMURUNUS TR IIGLTB R
uazeLlIuaIeN t-value uae Path Coefficient
1u3ﬂﬁ 4 uazenT A 5 TANEWANIaTINISay
wazdndwasiuszninsaludsudsluluiaa wudn
anuRawalavasindnen (SATIS) AMwwaiwes
Wn1Ing1as (IMAGE) LLa:qm@hﬁvLGTi”mnﬂ
U1Aneay (PERC) uwmilduiidndwaidiuan
ag9AnB AN NIEDAGaNNNINANAVDIRNAN N
@aum1ine1as (STULOY) luszauunnuaziias
Sosaudey onifuanudedeuarltnleind
dauniny sy (TRUST) dsuwaliuddniwa
WIauag1inudaunIsiddaniuaisnang
YaInnAnsAaNmIINeI8y (STULOY)
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vafieuusurlafidn Variance Explained (R?) 8¢
323 0.625-0.775 F9annnin 0.50 ‘qﬂﬁmﬂs Y9N
aumia@gﬂuamumﬂﬁugﬂ Fougasingaulsdasy
ITnasunsanuEulTIad e ldann

A159N 4 ANUNLIATIVTILANBUVBINIATIA

fuls ‘ Loading ‘ t-value ‘ AVE
ANuassnAnGasindnm (Student Loyalty: STULOY)
Recomm:  amwilsanwfiuuzii 0.884 48.996%% | 0741
unvingdudaran
Commitl:  ANW3RNKNHL 0.878 41.933%+
Commit2;  m3dhofislumaid 0822 | 26.777%
Repur: manduanBad 0.858 | 40.705%*
anuianalavassin@nwn (Student Satisfaction: SATIS)
Prosatis: mslisnszaum 0.862 45.688** 0.762
Inenay
Acprosat: NITLIUMIMUNT 0.907 61.675%*
finw
Osatis: anuiswaladanadns 0.847 30.747%*
e
Tsatis: anaiawaladannaa 0.874 39.756%
YAINWIINGNAY
mwwadkuwiAnenay (University Image: IMAGE)
Recogn: m3ldsumssenivan 0.925 89.317%* | 0.818
fauMLUan
Uimage:  MWwadumanmay 0.923 71.007%*
Tagvw
Acimage:  SMWWIARAUNIANE 0.864 32.446%*
anuidefiolindafiddouminmsy (TRUST)
Iptrust: A binslaludn 0917 79.950%* | 0.834
YARINT
Inutrust: ~— anwbindalu 0.919 75.083%*
UWANENAE
Rexpect: ANMUFNINAAMUIT 0.904 57.159**
HAAWS 6
deﬂﬁ‘lﬁ?ﬂmnwﬁwmﬁﬂ (Perceived Valued: PERC)
Nwserv:  amdmuanuianlan 0903 | 52.289%* | 0.798
TwpaImsliuims
Nwexpect: qmmmdmmﬁﬁfﬂ@u 0.835 36.639%*
TIWVBIN AN
Ustand: mwﬁ‘?;mﬁmﬁ’u 0.929 70.433%*
nasgulaginves
AWINLRY
Socval: aulalomuniagmen 0903 | 58.223%x
NNFINN

BAYULKG R TRl p=<0.01
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3in 3 TaT9IRIANUFNARTIZA TG INIA T2 LdanlLsunss PLS waaden Path Coefficient

|acemouer | | mlisJ Sty [ uns |
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!

st | [mcoon | [ |

5Uf 4 lasssiuanusunussznindudsnieneilannlusunsy PLS uaase t-value

A13797 5 HAMTIATIRLEUNIANURNARINIIATI
(DE) @NuUFNABEN19803 (IE) Wazau
a o ¢ 3 o o &
FUNUFTIN (TE) 1NLATIaT 19N URUNUS
LRI TBNEUN NN AR E AN
Az beannldsunsy PLS

4. afdsananazasy

aulusunsy LISREL uazlusunsy PLS uaasuwaliu
1ﬁwa§w§q@ﬁ’lﬂ’lumi"’sLﬂi’]:ﬁﬁagaﬂg@Lﬁmﬁmﬁaﬁgﬁ]ﬁ
amﬁgwmﬁmﬁummﬁuﬁuﬁ‘ixmwGTaLLﬂiLLrJJVl@Tmﬁauﬁu
wneTiaiaanu R uEsznindnl ezl wend
wanenann dadunsainnisiudazldsunsuansd
RANLNANNNTATIVROLANNROAAH BINANNAUV D

o o a o A o = { o
INL@aﬂu"ﬂaHaL%ﬂﬂi:ﬂﬂﬁﬂLL@ﬂ@nﬂﬂu ‘IidLﬁéJW]ﬂ’]

arinUszinamyle WSoufsunuaawaLaz N

nsdaaulavasudazlusuniy @Rzl wuaans

amdsona | R Effect UAGTELLLE
PERC TRUST IMAGE SATIS
STULOY 0.625 DE - - 0.313" 0.457 "
1IE 0.325" 0.290 ** 0.218 0.000
TE 0.325 0.290 0.531 0.457
SATIS 0.775 DE - 0.331" 0.478 -
1E 0.293 0.125 0.000
TE 0.293 0.456 0.478 -
IMAGE 0.717 DE 0.612" 0.261 " - N/A
1IE N/A N/A - N/A
TE 0.612 0.261 - N/A

gavhovasnsigadauyagueanan liuanedneiu

WNHE WD p<0.01
? =& ‘o a < '
vAa wnets Tdsunsulivinanwitesanidunsdszanmen
founaunuAiansvessninanimualiluluaa

mMIuTIgIanUizaid
1. Tsunsn LISREL wazlisunsy PLS snansalwen
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TusauwanmsAnwnidaanuassnanavesindnm
ﬁﬁ@iawﬁ‘ﬂmﬁﬂﬁlmuﬁoﬁﬂagjivl@ﬂuﬁ'mauamﬁ‘u
wa91¢ Standardized Loading fugaataenszanm
mIaniwavasiulsBasitdoduyyaaaslaiwiniu
BN BN B WAL T USRI UFIN TN
FAuUUHTIBNEWANIATI MIsaY uazBNIWaTIN
azlduanenanu ﬁqf:ﬁ'gUmqwamni'@qﬂizmﬁmm
milfinafiamsdiansifuansoiunasdsymyves
Tuswnsw [13], [19] 698 Uszmsusn Tsunsy LISREL
ﬁ‘?@qﬂsxm&ﬁamwaaummLﬂu"l,ﬂvlﬁmmqwﬁlﬂu
wan wdldsunsw PLS grihlulfdwiumanennsal
UszmIzed Anauanasewihnangsasmsiansh
anuulssinandilisunsy LISREL Sihwanaiiie
ATFALANNNANNAUVBILNLIAA §IwlLTUATH PLS
IHifeatuisanuudydsn Uszmssy anudas
masungefdsldsunsy LISREL wiunsnunim
135NNt walusunsy PLS laiuiunns
nuMWIsTINTIN nasssansals lanuluieai i
myezfesRlsznaudeiudusndly Uszn1sd
miuanuasdayasasunuun@lulysunsu LISREL
lasanlEmsdszanma@as Maximum Likelihood
ML) luamefildsunsn PLS l¥nnsdszanauein
@18 Ordinal Least Squares (OLS) 39danuunsvee
miasdataanadesdmAgiiumsuanuasndle
N deemsk manaseuaun@zIun1aafian
Uszqn@ﬂ‘ﬁmi@u%ﬂuuu Bootstrap Resampling 1w
Tsunsw PLS Wasannliiidannasidiasdudosnts
wanuaddndvasainds dszmann nsdszunmanan
utlsuslslulsunsy LISREL ldeusisednvanua
Tumstsznaiaiugsuds udlusunsy PLS Iane
61";LLﬂiﬂs:%'mﬂumjuﬁ';LLﬁJiLLmLﬁyqﬁ'uluﬂwsﬂi:uwm
ﬁﬂ%aﬁadvlﬁﬁﬂgil,ﬂ%am (Convergent) UJ3zn313a
M3l AUNIIA NN UESER IR ALAR A
(Error) filusunsa LISREL snansnvile udlysunsa
PLS liayqnalivi wazisznisgariis madiuluas

lasldsunsu LISREL snansarin e weilusunsy PLS
liauaalvvi

2. lunmwsw 1Usunsu LISREL waslusunsn PLS
T TINHEMTIA TR NUFN AU TR SuAn
FnanutnaanHasluIzaUAILLTUHY UAITUANEINY
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