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iioneliRnanaginluletinvisuiies
PHUKET DESTINATION IMAGE: FUNCTIONAL, SYMBOLIC AND
EMOTIONAL TO PHUKET EQUITY ON PERCEIVED VALUE AND
PHUKET AWARENESS AS MEDIATORS

= < o 11 =t aa 2 @ 3
Junsed RNV TENNIIU WILSNA UATNT YUTUANN

UNANED

msanwesliiiingussasdifioaeudresdusenauidanvgueinmdnuainsduitly 3 17 fie
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U
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Tnemsmseilddoyafiogsannguinvieuiisdnulng 100 Aulazinvieuie1v 1@ 400 AUl

U

Wuvnafigagiinuinndt 1 ase 91w 500 Au Meusunsdudedrudsiugiiedisdie (stratified
. . A o & Y U ooa 'y
simple random sampling) tp3asdlefldluns@nwiunuuasuainia 5 szAu Arsiziiuuuaunis

Tassada (SEM) Tpe 1dduuy Variance based wamsfinyiwudn dnviesiignfisedunisiuinmdnwel
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@ @

wndsvenfiergiinsuniifigaan lasduuiniign Ae lsausuiidn Aaaieisuaziueinisiagig
warnuaneuaziigunmlaunggu
Jadunmdnuwaluvdieaiivagiiadiuning dudgydnvaluasduersualidudwdsdasy

(determinant factor) fidauianys (mediatonnissudanuduanaznsaseninunamionieagiie
TWdnugiinlulatnviendion (Phuket  equity) Inenmdnvalundeieniisagiindiuersunias
mwanwainusudydnwel ddvswasgnwidedAnyde (p = 0.01) Inenansenugedia 0.279 uay 0.268

=

MAEIRU HansANWIILUUANN1SIASIESN (SEM) Dseauuddgvneadia 0.05 dnviesieninnsius

a faia 1

audurndnvelunawienieidudydnvaiifsenisnelifnguArgiin nenanTundng UL
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Abstract

The objective of this research study is to examine linkages between three dimensions of
brand images -functional, symbolic, and emotional image- on the brand equity of Phuket,
Thailand; with value perception and brand awareness as mediators. The research instruments
include a five-point Likert scale from 1 to 5 for measuring all question items and Variance
Based SEM (Structural Equation Modeling) for testing the hypothesized relationships. Using
survey data from 100 domestic and 400 foreign travelers who’ve visited Phuket two or more
times. The results show that the tourist perceived most about Phuket functional destination
image, accommodation and restaurants are the most outstanding perceived value because of
their varieties and quality. Phuket destination image: functional, symbolic and emotional are
determinant factors delivered through mediator factors including perceived value of Phuket and
Phuket awareness to Phuket equity. Phuket emotional and symbolic destination image
representation are at significant difference (p = 0.01) with effect at 0.279 and 0.268 respectively.

The result from Structure Equation Modeling suggests that, at the 0.05 statistical
significance level, the city’s symbolic brand image helps to elevate perceived value by
travelers, which subsequently induces development of Phuket’s brand equity. In addition,
evidence suggests emotional brand image facilitates brand equity by raising the value

perception of Phuket and stimulating the city’s brand awareness.

Keywords : Phuket Destination Image, Perceived Value, Phuket Awareness
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WNTUTUDRIINaRaI5INNG 528218710157HIN
Wwasvsainvisuenllonsianasatmalilnisng
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Tudruveanmdnuaivesfaniagiiin ivia
WAans$uiuaznisnseminlunuaazdwasie
aairginlulatnvieafien (Phuket equity) 3
srdnanenisinwsuiudnyie s was

negadrataasugialuiosdiu

gUsaAvaINIIvY
1. WeRnwiszAunisiuinmwdnuaiunaa

vieufgaifinduning (Phuket  functional

destination  image) audgdanual (Phuket
symbolic destination image) kazA1uB15ua]
(Phuket emotional destination image)

2. 1efnwiseRunisiuiaatududn
(perceived value of Phuket) n13nsgninunas
viealoagifin (Phuket awareness) uazAaIA1
giiinlulatinvieaiien (Phuket equity)

3. Wefnwiladenmdnualundaieadien
Qtﬁm (Phuket destination image) &HI1UNT

v 1

AUANAILAYAITASEAUNUNAIVIDUNY?

%

U

Cafle

[3

giiiniiteldiAnnuagiinluladnrieuden

(Phuket equity)

Aw o a

HUIAA ‘Vlmdﬁ wazs1uIeinedos

1. awdnwalnsdudi (brand image)

@

1.1 93AUsENoUYeInnanwalnIIaUA"
awénwalasdudiluaonigndrtu ieduld
nnsuesly 3 Aru(Biel, 1992) As A wdnwal
Y8409ANS (image of corporate) AMwanNwaD

dlEduA" (image of user) uaznWaNYalvawh

a 2/

durn (image of product) Iﬂmﬁﬂmﬂmsﬁqﬂﬁ'}
fanudeludnuuznmanisninuaznisldou
yosdudn Jeavvioufsnnantinsldondutase
wsolufla  Faircloth, Capella, and Alford

(2001) #s1AuUART N wSnvaifinasdinaluda

2 i a L

ATIUANAYDIANAT AUAIATIBUAT LAY

U 1

Auduiussudseninegnatdunstdudn
#@amAaeenu Martinez and Pina (2003) 17
AMWANWaIRIIBUAIAL Y UAUAUNUSTI919

adefulalu 3 guuuu leun (1) Uszaumsalnss

s a

undnsioel/u3nis (2) uvasdaya wie (3) M3

¢
s '

mdeaguieanuduiusnilognou uas
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DeChernatony (2006) N&1371AMNANWAIAT

b2 &
a ¥ ¥ & o o a £ s v v v

duandudud MARTUIIANITNGNATTUZATI

AY)
2

fufn dadugndusazauisidenainnsiuiie
nwdnuoivesmsiaudmioutuldiomn an
wurAansdufazneliiinanuiianelalay
A1190ABUAUDIAIUABINTTVBIGNATLA Lag
wispaselovidnsdudndu 3 Usemshe (1)
AUz lemidumthi (functional benefit) 1w
aaUselovifiiinonaaaudfivesdud 2

AuUsyleviaudyanwal (symbolic  benefit)

A .

I

Fedonadosdunindnualvesgnan (3)

I

anUszlavdfnuesual (emotional  benefit)

%
[ kY

\HunudsslowifignAnidnaendeinnisiald

Y G

@ Qs

Audvdousnnsiue (Aaker, 1996) ety

o & a

Awdnwains1dud(orand imagerdudsiiin
91NUTEAUNITAIVOIQNAINAATAY AIENTS
Woulvsgmudnwueidoaning dydnuaiuay

arsuailunuudneg Asauiuluarunssdiniu

1%
@ oR

vanwesgnA1 uifeiidaulanindnuaing
Audn (brand image) 3 fu Ap (1) AwaNwel
f51AUAEUNTT (Functional image) (Aaker,
1996; Martinez & DeChernatony 2004) (2)
amdnuwalnsdusiarudydneal (symbolic
image) (Aaker, 1996; Low & Lamb, 2000) tag
(3) nndnwains18udidiudszaunisal
(experiential image) (Aaker, 1991, Keller,
1998)

1.2 mwé’wa&méaﬁaaLﬁaaﬂvlﬁmﬁw
Widl (Phuket functional destination image)
99AUTENBUATIAUATIATUNIAT (Functional
brand components) LUunIsuasUsE oty

doumn1usITuYNR (utilitarian) (Cooper,  1989)

wazifeatesfiunsiuduselon (benefit) voq
ATIAUAT ARRANINILAN anudeiienfu
AarmuAuAretuLazaumiaildiuy ms
Yaniwdnwaiuvaavionfleaduntai
(functional) Wunwdnwalifivseiluandnue
mamamwmmamuﬁﬁauﬁm (Echtner &
Ritchie, 1991) aunsadaldain (1) Taseadng
ﬁ;’ﬂﬂ(generat infrastructure) laun &4
SIIYAMUFTANAUNITANUIAY DU FIYNNT
Ju vide msfeans $uf vimsiuguaw
Laefine1nns (20 laseadredunisvesdien

(tourist infrastructure) ifls1eazidann naneal

1
1 =

wiasrioniien Ao Tsausy AWn $uems uis

guddeyanisvieaiiien waznisidrfaunas

U

vieudlenftazain (Beerli & Martin, 2004)

13 amdnuaiindaeadieigindu
dyanwal (Phuket  symbolic  destination
image) 23AUTEABUYBIRTIAUA AU YANYl
(symbolic brand components) A AnwY
(featuresuaznaUszlovii(benefit) 77
wiloniwdndusivan (core product) (Wood,
20000 uwaziisadestugudnuusitlilys
nAnAwel (non-product  attributes) (Keller,
1993) uawifigndosmeranniuesdusenauiilid
fanulintangible  components) (Hakinson,
2005; Mowle & Merrilees, 2005; Wood, 2000)
29AUTENBUTRIRTIAUAI U IE NBaIN D UAUDY
audeInsimiondtanugeanisinunting
(functional requirements) (U NISHEAIAINY
(self-expression),  Augilalunuies (self-
esteem), HoduaiiAush (prestige) (Bhat &

Reddy, 1998; Hakinson, 2005, Wood, 2007)
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AMAIMIID1TURI(emotional  value) kag
AMU3EN (feelings) (Mowle & Merrilees, 2005)
warAILIUYDUNIIdIAN (social approval)
(Hakinson, 2005; Meenaghan, 1995) ety
amdnvalundseufisagiindudydnval
(Phuket symbolic destination image) wuneii
awiAstululaveatinviondie VERERIRITTE
undedesiiusngegluaniufivasunas
vieufieaginiiiudnungiddnunelfiAans
fu¥iadrsuasiindefiludfaululaves
fnvieadlen aursetaldlulsziusielud de
dnvaslaneuvesssuef (natural resources)
USTEINAYRILNEB i (atmosphere  of
the place) #unun1s (tourist leisure and
recreation) AaUdmusssunasUseifatans
(culture history and art)

14 awdnwaiuvasioafisaniindu
91518l (Phuket emotional destination image)
Hakinson (2004, 2005), DeChernatony and
Riley (1997, p. 1076) na1inasAlsznauved
ms1dudin uUszaunisal (experiential
components) 1JussAUsznaududydnvald
wamafanudosnsfigaty dadeatostunly
ANUeRUYRIgNAN (self-concept)  (Cooper,
1989; Solomon, 1983) luwuusassaudures
msa%"mGmﬁuﬁﬂ%uﬁqmdﬂL?‘{mﬁaaﬁ’umimi
uazAUAIIDIUINIT (Keller, 1998; Maklan &
Knox, 1997) O’Cass and Grace (2004) n&1131
ynna, nsdeansuuuUInsotn, UsTBINIAYe
N13U3n19 warUszaunisaifipaudrdnde
AsRsduAIUIANT Rnwidenuaumung

P 1% ' a s
Wl UUAUNITYID N9 999AUSZNO UV

ns1duARIUYITAUNITal(experiental  brand
components) AEBIAUIENBUYBINTIEUAIAIU
919ual (emotional  brand  components)
gaAUszNRULAEA A NBaluNa B fisfu
919ual (emotional image) 1nf28 (1)
AndeunnesssuyiR(natural  environment)
ANAUAIENNANTTINYIR TosBuuaziios Ay
dzornUsiAainuafie aulluedauaylull
Teymin3as1as (2) Fwandeusudeay (social
environment) A15fuiukazANluiinsa
auluviesdu ganmdinvesauluvieadiu Lif
ANUINIUNI AN RAvLay liguasady
A9 (Beerli & Martin, 2004)

2. asfudmnududuvasiendien
(perceived value of Phuket) WwiRAN133U§
anuduArveagnAndudadodidnyiaysinle
UsrauanuduSananduiiuivesdeliuievly
N3 UeIUTEN (Spiteri & Dion, 2004)

2.1 nyufnsius (perception theory)
nssufifufiugrunisdeuiiiddyreyaaa
stwmmauauquaﬂﬁﬂmﬂ%%uasﬁums
SUSINANINUINADUTDINURATAILEINITALY
MIUUARTIVINE T AN

2.2 Tyumssuiannuduet $un3vnas

v 1

Arunisaatavatevitu ladenunisiuianiy

1y '

AuAegnATlIaInvany  Zeithaml (1988)

%

abungdyar Ae NsuUssliuessauseluviues

HandrlaeTINvegnAtuLiugIunssuiiuds

%

= o a o v o 1% Y
WQﬂﬂ"liﬂiULLagﬂQWQﬂﬂqLaﬂlﬂ donmaodny

1

Monroe (1990) yar1 nunedis dnsidau

A 4 a

UseleydnSuiivssuiisuiuanuggydensu

U

SaNe

vIen1s3suifisuseninnaunniusiaiues
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:

(Anderson, Fornell, & Lehmann, 1994,
Anderson & Sullivan, 1993)

3. snsyvinuvaieafisaniin (Phuket
awareness) N15AsEVIN (awareness) MUNBAY
nsfignénannsadndensidufivedudiuay
Unsuseanlaussiavvileld (Aaker, 1991)

19 as a ;Y

T ldgndasisuduainnisliidnasdunn

U

3

auﬂszﬁaﬁmaﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁamﬂﬂé’ﬁgﬂﬁw anAnI4

U
2/

BuitnuasilelfBulensdudnos Aazdild
uazdhmnefevilignindilafudousn Keller
(1993) a1 Asaszuinasiduan (brand
awareness) maﬂgnﬁwzaqﬁuszﬁu’lmﬁuﬁumm
nses1mesievensduiiegluanunsidives
and uasfugaduduihligndndenledoya
Aneq MAsadeesfunsndudi Wudeaiu
Aaker (1991) findnri1 MImIAsEMTnAs AU
(brand awareness) fi® AINLANNTOVBIGNANT
g3vy (identity) wazsedn (recall) fansaud
Ioeglundndusiusziavle nisaszninns
auf Seadlmiawgnssudet vesgndn (Hoyer
& Brown, 1990) nanindegnandinsaszuiin
asdudinfuldignAniuieannuuansig
(differentiation)uazazidonasrdudfinuidn
wins1A AL ANATHATEIN IR
0. auAgiinlulatinveadies (Phuket
equity)

4.1 AmAuvamadiiey (Destination
brand equity) Lmﬁﬂ"luﬁaamﬁmmﬁwmmw
duén dafley 2 uwada Ae yuuewesuilan
waryuUeIN1en133U (Farquhar, 1998)
nsAnwdingdatiuguosesfuilnaie

Anunnagnsninisaataliaenadesiy

WA UIIAA AULUIANYBY Keller
(1993) na17fe AUA1Y8INIEUAT (brand
equity) A8 (1) nsnszuiinas1dual  (brand
awareness) Us¥naumie n1sseaniiansdudn
(brand  recall)  wazidnas1AuA (brand
recognition) yhluiiimua1u1snvesgnan
Iumsszqmn?{uﬁwﬁmm;iwf'fu (Konecnik,
2006; Rossiter & Percy, 1987) (2) awédnwel
as1AuA (brand image) upudilaifienty
A518UAUAIUNTITIVRIGNAT LUIARYBI
Hosany, Ekinci, and Uysal (2006) n&@1331
Andnwalvesundavisnfisalsznoudag
AauEulR 2 diu Ae wnside naneti Anuide
u,azmmjftﬁmﬁ’uﬁﬂwmzmqmamwmmwé
voudier Indide nuieds anuidniiflde
AUENYUZLAZANINUIAGEN LU N15ANY)
Amdnwaisunisviswilaavesuseinalneg
Tuangn1eadnyioniiets11a1991ive s
nsvoniisausisusenelne(2555) dadu
ziiuimsAnwiinegldain AuA1vesunas
viouiien (destination equity) UNUATI1 ANAY
ns1duA1veguilan (customer-based brand
equity)
LnARTrUARTEINATINTBIANED AINAR

Fannanualveunaisnien Ae

wazarruidnusziulodonisveniien
(Crompton, 1979)

4.2 WUUSI98IAUAITBILNEIBALTE?
(destination brand equity models) 939
994 Boo, Busser, and Baloglu (2009, pp. 219-
231)  lafinnsWawuudnassguaivesunas
vieufien Tnefinmameasuannuduiugsewing

ANSATENUNATIEUAIVDILNA VI B9L7 7
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(Destination Brand Awareness--DBA) gaﬂ'ﬁmw
Auftvoeganuiglangnieviesiien
(Destination Brand Value--DBV) Anusfin@ngi

AUA1U9ILNaINDaien (Destination  Brand

Loyalty--DBL) WAZAMATLNAIYIDUNY?

(Destination Brand Equity--DBE) 910484984

- 8/

dnvieuiian wuii veddadelunisiansiduan

@ U

Y09anueUateniienietiauduiusiu

Frawanalunin 1

2 1 LUUIA0IANAIYBILNAIDUTIEIVDS
Boo et al. (2009)

<t ada o
SLUYUIDINY

mIeililunsidedeUiunm (quantitative

research) lddayasinuuuasunin Jins1gsinne

AUNSIATIASN

U529105 A9 UnYioai e MauniIadiun

vi@uﬁm%’w%fﬂqt,ﬁm lulfsunsngiau-natA
W.A.2558

uaFege ANt unrunieg e
fuusuuulaeinmsAnuuisafungudaegad
ﬁaaﬁ?jmﬁﬂam%’ﬂéf (lower bounds on sample
size in structural instruction modeling) U84

Westland (2010) 15Laua§mmsﬁwmmmmﬂ

o 1

Fr0874 §el n > = 507 - 450r + 1100 laedi r

s |

fio drs1dlIusENINasnUsEILNA (manifest

variables) ¥586%0 (indicators variable) fu

be

fauUsura (latent  variables) @aluauidedl

Usgnaunle  indicators = 39 uag latent = 6

1%
LYY

falur = 650 nn1sAEnsiiei ld

° Y 1 s

FIUIUFDYNUINNTIATBNAY 287.50 Foee

2/
LYY [

satunsiAuAeg1sluuIfeuls

FFedidldaunn 500

[%

e tagldununisdusiiegradetugivuude

(stratified simple random sampling)

[
Ve o

wsedlofldlunside msfnwiaTailfide

TANUNIUITIUATIURALIIUTTA9
=l 19 < v a ad
Weates WeaiadunseumunAaniuiumisly

MSWRIILUUABUNM

WNan15398

1. seiunsfuinmdnualundaieaiion

8 e o ¢

Quiindunii FuFuanualkazaiueisual

o

3
Y ] = o LY

Wnvisaiignafiszaunissuinmdnualunas

vioufigaguindiuensualiIniign s89adnAe

U
frudydnvaluazdiuntf doshian Lile
AI1TUITIHUTLLAY WUIT ATNENWAILNES

saial

vieufigagiaduensuaindaulaamanniagn

o o o/

Aodnvieaiirduslusadenin amdnual
Lma'\wiaﬁLﬁmnﬁmé”mﬁmé’ﬂwﬁﬁﬁﬂmﬂﬂﬂw‘iu
wnfian Ao gindaulanduregiivssing
Wunzuasdeuseudienginizuinng dany
dre9uLazgauaNYsaivemIngInTsIINYIA
T IMEaBIeINsnn MIAVTIBYIT WU
Ugni¥auazaliunainvalseddqiiiia
mwé’ﬂwzﬁwﬁwiauﬁa’aqﬁmﬁwwﬁwﬁﬁﬁmm

laaauunfge A Lsausuinn daaiansuay
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$rusimisiiaunainvatsuasiinuainld
WIATEIU TR Ao Quindaniuduiiie fu

USuwarfgalnve

o v Y

2. szAumMsTuiANAuAT n1Ieseuiin

wnaviouivigifinnazquaigiialula

Unvieailed seaunisfuiaiudquan dalvg)

o/

nvieaienfinsiuianuduainaazalding

Mglufunmsdumafigagiindndiauduen

[ Y=Y LY §

UiRuamu msaszuilnuvasisuiieagiia e

PEDI

_0.076

Phuket Functional

5
\ (0.729)

Dcstination Image

PSDI

Phuket Symbolic

Destination Image

PEDI

Phuket Tmotion

(2.161%)

Destination {mage

ARDILNAIVONLNYT “N1ANTIY BI8NTLA
9 8 o2 ca @ -l 1 =
udauan”  wdndaniiaiui Qmmgmmlu’ta

] P Y] )

Unvieaiiey dulngfinisfuinuaigifinlula

LR

dnvieafisriuvdsieadeanfinduanuiid
AnAlunsnsou

3. NANIINAFRUANNAFIU UaRLFUNIY
ALduRusveskuvaNMslassase Asuansly

AN 2

PVP

Perceived Value

of Phuket

Phuket

Awareness

2 2 dunennuduiusesdauuvaunisiassasemsiuinwdnualuvasiesdfiengiiinduniii

1 4 o LY L3 i i

mudydnualuaziuonsuaindeiumsivimuduauasnisassrinunasiosiigigiaiienslviin

{ [

A lulatnvieadien

9 v

=i

. nmavegeulunadvinaialasadeuanuigiun1sideaiy SMART PLS

a

e 1. faaiiiudumessriesiudsie Sond duussantidums

2. fhiaaiegluradu nunedls A ¢ statistic, * manefia p <=0.05 ** mnefis p <=0.01, ***

W8N p <= 0.001
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f1919 1

dvinavesyniave (antecedents) Nuanof UsHIN

faudsanu AR BvEna fauwdsnytlady
(dependent Fuys (Fffect) (antecedents)
variable) &)
PFDI PSDI PEDI PVP PA
pPVvP 0.564 DE 0.076 0.395%* 0.352%* N/A N/A
IE N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
TE 0.076 0.395 0.352 N/A N/A
PA 0.341 DE 0.083 0.238 0.324* N/A N/A
IE N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
TE 0.083 0.238 0.324 N/A N/A
PE 0.549 DE N/A N/A N/A 0.465*** 0.355%*
IE 0.065 0.268 0.279 N/A N/A
TE 0.065 0.268 0.279 0.465 0.355

waneme): DE = direct effect, IE = indirect effect, N/A = not applicable, Significant level, *p <

0.05, **ps< 0.01, ***ps 0.001

yniadesinag Medudsnnauen(external

endogenous variable)wagaiuusnielu

(internal endogenous variable)lusuideil Aie
awdnvalundesioaiieagiie Fessnaudie

o ¢ v -l 2 v v o
ﬂqwaﬂEmLLV‘aQ‘W@QLVIEJ'QQLﬂmW’Iu‘Wu’TV](PFDD

1Y s [

Arudyanwal(PSDhkayf1uo1suad(PED) N5

[ 7 v 1
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AuAveunasipafien (Destination  Brand
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(brand equity) nueds (1)  n1sassninms
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arudnlaienfuasdudiiastoulidiudenns
Weuloamsdudlunramsssiwesgnén

4. HAMTIATIEWFILUUENNSIATIASN
INANTIVYTI@OAABIAUNUITEVY DITUNT
#3R (2552) Fnwrdesmswaunlumaduns
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