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Abstract _
Recently, popularity of Social Network Sites 2:6 0

(SNSs)’ usage (such as Facebook) is increasing which
then change Word of Mouth (WOM)’s format. New
format of Electronics WOM combine relationships
perspective between eWOM senders and receivers.
The major objective of this study is to study the
determinants affecting the perceived eWOM credibility
and eWOM adoption. Dual process theory has been
used to analyze persuasiveness of received message.
This study chooses Facebook as a representative to
SNSs. Online and Offline questionnaires were used in
data collection process. The questionnaires were
distributes proportionate to Thailand Facebook users’
demography. Path analysis was used by using SPSS
and SMARTPLS 3.0. The result of the empirical
research found that source credibility has the greatest
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impact on perceived eWOM credibility following by
recommendation rating, argument strength and
recommendation consistency respectively. The
findings also confirm past studies if consumers
perceived eWOM as credible, they tend to adopt the
eWOM information. At last, Post Hoc Analysis
demonstrates that the level of involvement can
moderate the relationships between some determinants
(both in two type) and the perceived eWOM credibility.
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o & o 3 = . & ar A
mnnumm%msmg@mamﬂm (Visual appeal) \Huwaaudsnuinae:
FINARaANNTEN 88 eWOM LTWaLIN® ﬂmﬂmaﬁ;ﬂﬁ'sl,l,ﬂsﬁdwa
@14 Informational lawn Argument strength, Source credibility,
Homophily, Tie Strength, Confirmation with Prior Belief Lia Visual Appeal

1) mwm@ummmﬁaga (Argument Strength)

Argument Strength @8 A21ULTILITIVRITRYALALINLAINE
Vol. 23 Qmmwmaaﬁagaﬁ?ﬂ ﬁwﬁagaﬁ%’uﬁﬁm@;maﬁmaﬁumﬂmﬂuﬁaLLa:

Vo2 Janumaaasad ;‘;]T%'ummza%’wﬁ'ﬂuﬂaﬁﬁ@ia“ﬁaga LRZNANTIINNY
May : . o Ad 4o e o o o AN s~ A .

Lﬂmmawayam"nana%’Lummamummayaﬁlmwm@;waﬂvlumd

Aug TGP R SINORE ;j%'ummzaﬁ”nﬁ'ﬂuﬂammmaﬁaaauaz%ﬁum‘[ﬁu

2017 ﬁazﬂﬁﬁadwﬁ'ﬂ&iﬁmwmL%aﬁa (Bunker, 1994) WUWIFLAAEI 1%
ﬁaﬁum&uiw Argument Strength g4naatsdB@IAYAaNITLIANY
ml,%aﬁamad eWOM (Cheung, Sia, & Kuan, 2012; Cheung et al., 2009;
David Stuart, Teng, Wei Khong, Wei Goh, & Yee Loong Chong, 2014;
Li & Suh, 2015) Snmagiawun usrudsidmain il lunwdsois
Useanunansaty wu luuddpued (Sussman & Siegal, 2003) Lilu
é‘f'sLLﬂsﬁaaNa@iamsﬁ'}mmﬂﬂlﬂuaaﬁm WaZIUIBVRY (Wathen
& Burkell, 2002) ﬁawa@iammmL%aﬁaﬁagammfm%ﬁ

H1 : Argument strength 3zRANUENAUT IUAANI9LINGaANT
%’uj?mmﬂn%aﬁamaa eWOM
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2) ananniTatavasunasdaa (Source Credibility)
Tugmwinadanaaw ket Al MW IBMILRaIANNAATRLALINY
a U =) a Q/ " Y A, = lé o 1 ldl =
Fumnsanfanmrlas ludaatlaiNyalinn smazmvl,ﬂgmimdiums
ﬁaaﬁmim'lmmmL%aﬁa°11mLmdd‘*ﬁa;ﬂlaiw:%'uﬁagau’ﬂ“ﬁﬁavlli mn
;j%'umiﬁmﬁLmsiﬁagaﬁmmmL%aﬁaﬁﬁ'ﬂﬁ]zﬁawalﬁmimﬁm@u,az
g o v a b a { 1 a U = & { L3 Qs a
TR AN AuAANAda FWAIRIa UM ITI NI RINULUNINTOL
T = o Y o ' 2 a
Source Credibility %1804 MIFUZVaIRTUMTIIUNEITDYNE]
annngatensell lagldlanortasnuasnulasase iuwvauiae
funssdayaezldTumsiufiniisetia Sanuauysol uazlingdale
Im;ﬁ'ﬂ*ﬁaga mmml,%aﬁamaol,mdqﬁayaﬂizﬂauﬁa;Jm:uﬁﬁﬁamm
A . oA A
LD TEY (Source expertise), ANUULTBND (Source trustworthy) Wae
'i.li:ﬁ‘i.lﬂ’]ifﬁ‘lladl,mddﬁa%la (Source experience) ﬂ’nill,%&l’nﬁtyﬁm k)
mmﬁmmL%mmzyLﬂuﬁam%w%\i;jdamsﬁﬁiaauﬂ”m%au%mi (Wu
oA A o < o A
& Wang, 2011) anuidatienansdiszauanuiulanazsansuds
was o & o v
AIum WA IuIUUREITaYs (Wu & Wang, 2011) Uszaunisaived
Lm&iﬁayjavﬁmﬂﬁ\mauLm@ﬁpjdmmﬁmwm}’umaﬁ'uﬁuﬁm%au‘%ms
nndszaumIniaieg muﬁgn%’uj’l@sﬁ%’umi (Martin & Lueg, 2013)
I@]ﬂiunﬂiﬁnmﬁﬁ]:v‘hmﬂﬁu"ﬁaga Source credibility MNAAFDIA U
fasu Source expertise Uaz Source trustworthy Liasandayauulwad
A A o =1 s T Aad A a 6
910 SNSs NLAanINIANE aiumi"lmnﬁm:ﬂs:Luuﬂi:aumsm
maa;\?ﬁamﬂﬁaﬂ'mﬁmmu’h;jdamsmﬂﬁﬂimumﬁﬁlﬁmﬁuﬁuﬁ’]
wIausNILs st
a aAe o A A e oA A
FIUITIWIRRIN LA ANBIAVUNLTaDaVDI eWOM 317
unaanasuanuAainsasLslnalasfinmikabdudaya (informational
Determinant) uazdaauauan1nLIases (Normative) Wud1 Source
Credibility s9wnadadudndaniTiuianuigaiazas eWOM
(Bhattacherjee & Sanford, 2006; Cheung et al., 2012; Cheung et al.,

un 23
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lesufifuanssnuinns5us: . | sreyqnd avsunded uaznigua Saswsad
2009; David Stuart & et al., 2014) §19327N Online Consumer Platform
eWOM ifiaduaniitanlu SNSs a:ﬂﬁ%’umﬁuﬁhﬁmwmL%aﬁa
mﬂmfﬂqﬂﬂaﬁg%'umivleaﬁ'ﬂ (Ebermann, Stanoevska-Slabeva, &
Wozniak, 2011) uaztwainvilsldmunsninmanusunuimidiay
wazaeanN 1inelaldunny (Chu & Kim, 2011)

H2: Source credibility azﬁmmé’uﬁuﬂuﬁﬂmamﬂ@iamﬁuﬁ
AT Tafioras eWOM

3) NM3BBEWANNLTBLAN (Confirmation of Prior Belief)
Confirmation of Prior Belief %31 ﬂﬁamiﬁ;ﬁu I laNMIhaNuTe

a 6 a ] A A AV v
LAN/MNIANAN TRV DI BN ININTWINNUBILTEDOVUDI eWOM “ﬂvl,@ﬁll

LA TENNTNSUNLIZALT Y 29N Ta%I0 ke izijﬁagaﬁvlﬁ%'u
o A a A v A o A A AN wa a & &
Vol. 23 AuaudalANNLINUERMTIaLIMIN UM nsaknulszaumant

Vo2 RN ITINNaTILAZNIEaN Lﬁa;E%’ums%’uﬁiagaﬁﬁmmaa@ﬂﬁm
May ) A a & & wa & = < o

NUANNLTALANHIDAINANIANANTDS Edﬁ‘l.lﬁ’ﬁﬂ‘-ﬂz&lﬂ’)’]Nllul‘ﬂluﬂ’]‘i’ill

Aug tayauszlidayalunsdaduladaly lanfinuids (Cheung & et al.,

2017 2008)ﬁw1_|'.hmsﬁuﬂ'm%avlsjﬁuﬁuﬁ'ummL%atawaawaaﬂwﬁﬁfﬂéﬁm
@iams%’uﬁmmﬂn%aﬁamao eWOM

H3: Confirmation with Prior Belief 3¢ nusuWnSluAan19uln
@iam‘s%’ué’mmﬂ%%aﬁamm eWOM

4) AnuAENEAAIN (Homophily)

Homophily %msﬁai:ﬁumaaﬂ'ﬂuam@iazqﬂﬂaﬁﬁm']m&wﬂﬁa
Auluaaus wn 81y LWl MIANH URSRDIBENNIFIAY (Rogers,
1983; Solman, 2007; Thelwall, 2009) Pudefouuazanuide (Gilly,
Graham, Wolfinbarger, & Yale, 1998; Lazarsfeld & Merton, 1954)

Py I3 a P @ o @ Aa @ 2
Luaﬂ"ﬂ']ﬂLﬂuﬁju"ﬁ'}@]"ﬂE]ﬂlqlﬂﬂa'ﬂﬁﬂlﬂﬂ’ﬁﬂawiuﬂﬂuﬂﬂaﬂuﬂqq&lﬂmﬂﬂaq



F9varumdUNS | aiudvauaraniuazuyuaaians

AULBININNIN (Steffes & Burgee, 2009) é’afumn;ﬁua’mua:@aaaﬁ
§i Homophily gefiaziinalufiemnavindaussgilavasyuas (Gily &
et al., 1998) uaziiiosaniianun SNSs Fnazdnnuadaadsiuly
duLwe ang WLa=LBaTNd TIWAIANULEaLa IFLAR Homophily 391514
ﬁ%’mﬁ’]ﬁfyﬂuﬂiw’mﬂ”ﬁfﬂgauu Discussion Forum (Wang, Walther,
Pingree & Hawkins, 2008) lagwua1uiss (Lis, 2013) ffusuin
Homophily daNa@iamﬁuﬁmmmﬁaﬁamaa eWOM

H4: Homophily xmfﬂdQﬁomma:;ﬁumsa:ﬁmmé’uﬁuﬂu
ﬁﬁmamﬂ@iamﬁuimmmL‘%aﬁamaa eWOM

5) ANNWUBLANYBIANNFUNUT (Tie Strength)

Social Tie AiaNBEIANEANVBIANUFNAUTT=A NIFINTN IweTaane
(Mittal, Huppertz, & Khare, 2008) snansadanguiuuuuiduuduas
gauua (Chu & Kim, 2011) laugld SNSs sinazlianudunusluuuy
e wn aseues than visa ﬂuﬁﬁmmé’uﬁ'uﬁﬂuuﬁué’m%’uqﬂﬂa
W luasienudiviiuuseua o qﬂﬂa‘ﬁ'vl.&]ﬁumm vi3a Aullan
Wh NNSANEVEY (Granovetter, 1973) WU ANNFNNWSULLL
éauuaﬁﬂiﬂmﬂumsm:mﬂﬁagamnuﬁwmﬂg’%ﬁgamﬂ L% msﬁlg’
lifgmAsrdaanumemsdsduanusuiniuuusante NI
iagamnam%nmam%’a%aLﬂummz%'uﬁ'uﬁmmﬁmﬁd mnﬁf’ulﬁ‘ffaga
'.hmms%u‘i{aiauﬁau‘ﬂuﬁmL%'a'ﬁamﬂnjﬁmsﬁgﬁﬁmuﬁ'ﬁmmmi
duglvdaya Tuwmefinsfnsuas (Brown & Reingen, 1987) wui
FMSUMITOTSUUL WOM azuasinnusunuinduudeindanswa
INNNNANNFUNUTLU UMM RoAAREINUMIANENT8Y (Rogers, 1983)
fiwun mmé’uﬁuﬁmuL‘ﬁuLL%aa:tq]ﬂuamhmL%aﬁaua:m‘lﬂamﬂﬂdw
wumsAnsdauaaslwifiuin Tie Strength (uifadvindnfidinada
miﬁlaa’ﬁ WOM Iuizﬁuyﬂﬂa (Bansal & Voyer, 2000; Brown & Reingen,
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Tesuiiduansenudnnissud:.. | sreyand assunsad uazaigus Saazdad
1987; Leonard-Barton, 1985) wananniwinuwisufasiuaywi Tie Strength
(uiladaNasnasdan13Ras1s eWOM (Steffes & Burgee, 2009)

H5: Tie Strength szwisgdsmauazIumlanudunusiu

ﬁﬂmdmn@iaﬂ'ls%'uj’ﬂ'numl,%aﬁamau eWOM

6) msﬁag@mmaﬂamamﬂm (Visual Appeal)
. =S =
Visual Appeal ‘vsmsmm’mmmmlumsmg}ﬂmmaulama
f8A1289 eWOM 1umﬂ§mﬂ%aaLLazﬁdgmmmaﬂwaaQﬁLﬁu eWOM
Lﬁaamﬂmmﬁwmﬁﬂumﬁﬁammazmﬂiﬂaﬁ@ﬁwﬁaga FINB LA

o

wuslnalasudr a;ﬁlm‘hmumﬂmﬂmsﬁﬂﬂﬂuﬁua awlattuaznIuss

U
v L7

a v Q/ o { { a &/
magaﬂnaaguﬂmmmu NI ANINNIVEI eWOM NLAaTn

dawaiﬁ@u’ﬂmluﬂwﬁu indugrudayaiwinanianiada
Vol. 23 ﬁﬂs:éjuﬂ';mmé’mm:aulaL'ﬁai"ﬁnm’uamusl,ﬁl,ﬁﬂﬁiﬂwﬁgaﬁq@

Y2 Taunsesdoyafilddnidusan(Shamhuyenhanzva, van Tonder,
May & g a

Roberts-Lombard & Hemsworth, 2016) L1%8%1 eWOM ‘Y]LﬂuluL’lNU’m,

Aug Tdayald, sihsznaala wishauladalanudulyldnazgndm

07 uasurfitemnasnludannnnin aeiuile ewom fgaduilnaud
wannfazfianudulanss suiailorues ewoM nananilgavinlw
winndnlauazsinazdsdatiiorvas ewoMm el (Mills, 2012)

TudInua99w3ToATNsANHILL SNSs ﬁwmm‘%%’mﬁaﬁumgu
1 Visual appeal s9nadanusidaiawszmah ewom WWlf Tay
WUUISBL89 (Teng, Khong, Chong & Lin, 2016) Alavinséinen
Auandnuazanaaidoflals ewom lumsaagulainesluGouded
davszinalasltunanwosn QQ uaz Facebook wuinauinawla
289 eWOM gdHadan1sin ewoM ldlslunmsaazula

H6: Visual Appeal fanudunuslufiamisindanisiuianu

W Tanavad eWOM
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2.5 AuUINBINUUIINGFIUVBIFIAY (Normatively Based
Determinants)
=S U 1 L lﬂlﬁ Qs v A 1 k3 tﬂq’ v
fawiiluduvesdulnasnudayadinadldudlulasduaz
oTunsfiTnyansazfduazdsziliuanuningaiiazas eWOM ud
sudamsnitlalldnaatinnusmamludiu Normative Influence Tag
. a J { v { uas a
Normative Influence mmmﬁa"uagaﬁaula"lmumwwaumnammﬂ
aunduuazansa kU lomilaseninen1szeans (Kaplan & Miller,
1987) Tunsdnmtazlddaudsduusmagu 2 suuuudonyldlu
nwideluada (Cheung & et al., 2008; Cheung & et al., 2009) '@l
v a lé v a ~ {
ANNABANTDITBILNINTUTINZAY aUANNAAAUVBIYAARDY
{ v a 9 a A o o o {
NEINUFRD UazAZUUUIBIUNINTIIDIIZREIDUNTTLV0IUANRDL
. o X
1NEINU eWOM 7LAaT%
1) ANNFAARBIVBILNINTIL (Recommendation Consistency)
~ S
Recommendation Consistency BB VOULWAN eWOM 03
Aa J a v . 6 v A A a
induiianureandadnulszaunsnivasgdimsauiidou ewoMm lu
AsUTEL ARFUAIWIBUIANTIA BN (Zhang, 2003) titasannlu
a ea o A A & Awvd a A v a o A
manakauddneslnd WENIou eWOM INIALUFUAIWIL
vinsdganuaanuuning sawaliiduisniedmivgmidayanaz
ldanudanrainnais uazlSouifisuanusaanaadvad eWOM &0
eWOM NiiaduiinNuraanfadny eWOM vasauanianuaaiinl
wwamadenu gmdayaiazliuwilinfiaziza ewoM unufiannni
eWOM fifianudaiiinlisranndadniy ewoM vadgidoudue hasnn
) R o o 3 a 1 dl' A v a o
HawaziAnauaurinld ewoM fanungatiadasas laawunuiss
(Cheung & et al., 2009) NUuEWIN Recommendation Consistency
#INAAINITUFANALNLTENET89 eWOM a3ul
H7: Recommendation consistency anuaunuslufianiauan

@iams%'ujmmml,%aﬁaﬂnaa eWOM
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2) ATLLBUBIUNINTOL (Recommendation Rating)
Recommendation Rating #angfsnzunuas eWOM filasuann

;jémﬂu'é;uimlu SNss inazimslinaignla ewom asnananialal

%aa:ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁm%’uflﬁ’h;jéwuﬂuguj’ﬁﬂaahﬂ‘nﬁmﬁu eWOM #t Tag

#w1n eWOM VL@T%'umLLuuﬁgaﬁﬁlz‘vﬁmmmmwE}’a’m@ué‘mﬁuﬁ’a B

L%'aﬁaﬁayla A3INUINUIN eWOM lesunzunutiaefaznansanylen

Qﬁjﬁuﬂuﬁumumﬁlmﬁuﬁaﬂﬁuﬁagaﬁy %dawﬁﬂﬁﬁmmﬁ@mmmé’ﬂ

wazfInaNNideiavas eWOM lagwusudse (Cheung & et al.,

2009; Lis, 2013) fiiuduin Recommendation Rating dqwa@iamﬁui

AU Eafiouas eWOM Lﬁmmﬂlm’mﬁﬂmaﬂ'ufﬁﬂumnﬁuﬁaga

fu:LﬁuawnLWmﬁ:ﬂﬁafuﬂ:memw%’mﬁw:gﬂLﬁuﬁaga‘[@ﬂ%ﬁhmu

dnagnla (Like) Nunianaoildsu dasu

Vol. 23 H8: Recommendation Rating AANNFUWUS IuAANIILINGD
o. 2 MITuFANNLTalaT89 eWOM
May
Aug 2.6 UNUNNBBIANULALINY (Involvement) lugiuzaaudlsminy
2017 WIIAATBINNNNYINUTUNUIMEIA Y FaNITaTUIBWO ANTIN

Qu’%‘[m S dualudsserinlunsdasuinigs nMsnauanaide
AMIHNIIVEIENT ANNENVRINTTLIBMITIA BN ATV
nszuawmsaasulaiandefudt uaswninsnfidiwAsitasiy
sudumsesnsuuundein

anuAsrimdudmulsfisduiimyhruanansznuanusana
lumytngszestanna laud1wid Dual-Process Model of Persuasion
ﬂuﬁﬁmmLﬁmﬁ’ugaa:ﬁﬁﬂwﬂ‘ﬂmﬁums%’ngaLﬁammwﬁmiwaa
GHERES ﬂé'uﬁ'umﬂmmLlﬁqLLiwaaﬂiTaagaﬁ@‘ilﬂ;E%’umsﬁﬁmwLﬁmﬁu
gaauﬁﬂmmﬁmiaéﬁwﬁamwmfmmm:ﬂﬁLamﬁammmaﬁamm
1 (Park & et al., 2007)



F9varumdUNS | aiudvauaraniuazuyuaaians

isoluadalalidadsnainanuiene susndouadeniny
suiuirasmnLsdudays uusmagu uazmsiuganuh \Fofiovas
eWOM (Cheung & et al., 2012; Cheung & et al., 2009; Park, Lee & Han,
2007; Petty & Cacioppo, 1986; Sussman & Siegal, 2003; Wathen &
Burkell, 2002; Zhang, 2003)I@Ungﬂﬁmmﬁﬁam’szmﬂlwnaﬁmﬁw
Faugesdonasoudizrininineliénsa selufifdidaconsumers
Involvement ansfis ANnudmAYBIRUdmIaLINIEmILLYIlng
AT I@mﬁaqﬂﬂaﬁmwmﬁmﬁuﬁgﬁu qﬂﬂaﬁ?ua:ﬁmagﬂamn“ﬁu
‘ﬁfﬂ:ﬁts'n'ufhﬂuﬁammmﬁuj&humaLf?fum\‘lmq (Central Route) L%
miRIIanaNudnuiastaya Lﬁaqﬂﬂaﬁmwmﬁ'mﬁm‘iw UAAR
suflumliuitezanfofyaamedon (Peripheral Route) lumsdszana
Toya 11w ANNFEAARDS W38 AzuUUBaIUNINTIL T

HO-H14 Havasdususdaza lududayadamaiuianuh ‘Fate
289 eWOM fazgﬁmﬁamwmﬁ'mﬁugﬁu

H15-H16 wavasdmuLludazdluduursiagiudanisiuianu
WiTafevas eWOM ﬁlzéﬁauﬁ'amnmﬁmﬁugﬁu

Nmmami%'ujmmmL%'aﬁamaamiﬁammmmﬂ@iamnma
dunasifiadansvihuniansalluls

M3FaEIRIL eWOM Aiszauanudisadasaussdionssin
ewoM WlEGananafionssusunsshannundansaiaudvionsns
'l11% (Sussman & Siegal, 2003) lagRmsdnenfiduduliidundamnua
Hasduposnisin ewoM lWlFdannuiniataras eWOM L1
(McKnight & Kacmar, 2006) fiugasWiAindsnansznumsuanuesniny
‘um%‘aﬁamaaﬁaga%a%&imﬁﬁ@iamwLﬁwiﬁﬂumﬁ’uﬁayauuﬁu%ﬁ
NNMIANB1VEI (Bansal & Voyer, 2000) 12y fiumsazindaya
nurssfandedianusndeieninnitlile sandemsdnsaes
(Wathen & Burkell, 2002) A lsifiwirasoidydudusasnszuauns
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lesufifuanssnuinns5us: . | sreyqnd avsunded uaznigua Saswsad
nyscsdonnu fe msaaaulatfgafuanuindaiavesaniny
VOILIUAT ﬁafu;jéﬂu eWOM fida1 eWOM fanusindadafasd
anuulalumsin ewoM wnlElunseaaulaidondedudn (Nabi &
Hendriks, 2003) #31it

H17: ﬂ'ﬁ%'ug?ﬂ'num%aﬁamm eWOM HanusuWusluiianig
uIndan 3 ewom lulg

ﬁ]’mﬁ&lgajﬂuﬁdﬁ&l@ﬁﬂé’llNWﬁﬂGﬁ%ﬁﬁNﬁiﬂﬁEﬂLﬂuﬂiaULLu’Jaﬂ
Nuiwldasnin 1

Informational Determinant

* Argument Strength (H1)

* Source Credibility (H2)

* Confirmation of Prior Belief (H3) \
*  Homophily (H4.
Vol. 23 Y

* Recommendation Rating (H8)

.
* Tie Strength (H5) ! Perceived eWOM
No. 2 ! H17 )
’ *  Visual Appeal (H6) Ho-H1 eWOM —_ Review
May 1 Credibility Adoption
1
i
a |
Aug. 1
* Recommendation Consistency (H7) I
2017 ¥
h

1
H15-H16 |

Involvement

AW 1 LEAINIBUAMUAALTING 1]

ada v

3. sulguI5IY

£
=3 v s [

msﬁnmﬁmwagamamaa‘hmu 348 At I@mﬂugﬁiﬁl,wsnﬁn
Lﬂuﬂi:ﬁ‘iﬂ@mﬂugﬁﬁmqmnmﬁ 13 Tifudwly Tfuuusauauuay
LLuuaaumwaauﬂauﬂumnﬁuﬁm&a wuuRaUY lenTEANeNIIAY
ﬁagaaaﬂmmmmqLLa:LWﬂmuaﬁaﬂi:‘mnimamf‘naa;ﬂfl,wsnfjn

1%‘]_]‘53 L‘YI?IVI,‘YI SLNDRANLA [N aﬂamﬂfayadméhm aag&?@] ULLUURUNNA
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Iudauuiﬂmaauuuaaunﬁuazﬁjuﬁﬂnﬁxnﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁégﬂﬂi:%ﬂﬂiﬂﬁﬁﬂ%
Tusudaunaziudiony 15 Taraiassauanuiisanudmiumsaan
lumuonrnsiwonmslasldunasamlszanme 5 seuauLUL
VaI0ATN (Likert Scale) uazlusugareidudnudayansldinein
wazfmuANNAaiwAgIRUUNIN e uemInse IwadiAga iy
aWMWiuundmﬁnﬁQﬁﬂuuuaaunwmiﬁéwuﬁﬁq@ 1u3ﬂuuumaa§Lﬁ§n
VINTNREIU 5 ALY

ﬁwnﬂuﬁiﬁgﬂU%ﬂﬁ;auwaﬂﬂﬂ1§ﬁﬂkn1ua§@|(Abd%ﬂaﬂz,Azu,
Khalifa & Abdel-Aleem, 2015; Cheung & et al., 2009; Chu & Kim, 2011;
David Stuart & et al., 2014; Lis, 2013; Teng, Khong, Chong & Lin,
2017) INAUAM NN BaLEIRnLa LA Lol Fwanzauny
gAWLIAFaNwaINIENEil Hasandnnwanduaiuidnnim
é‘annﬁ'ﬁaﬁmmﬂaLLﬁﬂﬁgL%mmfgmwaauLLé’ﬁaﬁmiﬁﬂﬂmaau
TnduusnlasmsuanuULRaLNNE I 15 70 TWnlesuuuugouay
ABINTONUULRELDNINUWIIFUA DTN lanse 1
waslidarauaunsatnelsthne niuisinmsutlanuuseuamuudss
a%ﬁauuuaaunwuaauﬂaﬁiauﬁwnwwuazawuﬁ%aﬁuaﬁﬂa:gnuaﬂalmﬂ
@134 1

M1319 1 ﬁﬁnﬁuﬁiﬁ‘luunuaaumu

o 1 9WIQY
aauds A lng o e
AWBRIL

Argument | TafaiAnlulnaditaiiala (Cheung & et

a &

a
strength YaAAAUIUINRARANUATNLLY al., 2009)

v A &

TaaaAnlulngdziniyalininale
amianale
it

afanlulngda
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ufifluanTsnudanissus:...

1319 1 A0NAN T IR UUFB LA (A1)

< o & o o o
| FIYHNS AISUNIFEIU LLATTUFWS DHHEIE

la mmuﬁﬁwwﬁﬂjﬁﬂdw “NDW
vWandanusamuIn

I@mmu,m mwmmﬂamauuﬂu
“LiNaw LN

Auals M ing I3
AWRLIL
Source dwadiduaniifianud David Stuart
expertise Eﬂwaﬁl,ﬂuﬁ[,%gjﬂmmu & et al.
Source dwadiduaufidofiold (2014)
Trustworthy | flwadiuauiivnlinala
dhwidrAaddnadldTudaauuni | nsdunisal
NN IINRS \B98N
Confirmation ﬁayaﬁvlﬁfﬂﬂﬂiwaﬁfﬂuﬁdﬁ'uédﬁ (Cheung & et
of prior belief | Tawidn3nian laeulwad al., 2009)
IW&@]%’]U&GL&ENSLW}J’]WL’ﬂ’]‘ﬂiw‘ﬂlll’ﬂ
Huawsaansniniu
Iwammuwﬂuma;&am’]wﬁﬁﬁau
laaulwad
Homophily LﬁauumwsxjﬁnmaaﬁﬁwLf]"lmusl,mg’ (Chu & Kim,
ARNYTINLIN 2011)
Lﬁauuul,wsnﬂ:ﬂmaﬁﬂwL'«S’ﬂmusl,my'ﬁ
ANNANASILTINLIN
Lﬁauuul,wsnﬁﬂ‘*uaoﬁwwﬁwmﬂm}gﬁ
WOANTINARILTINLIN
HIWRAIANUARIHARINUTIWLN (Lis, 2013)
dlwadilanudaaaisdinian
Tie strength | Trwis@adoassiu “WRaw’ Us | (Chu & Kim,
Weriinyay 2011)

s

U
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M1319 1 A0NNN T IBLUUFB LA (A1)

o 1 NIy
aauls A1 lng v o
AWRLY
Tie strength Twiduselwaduasyanad (Abd-Elaziz
TINTFINLTUNIIRINAD &etal,
iﬂWLﬁﬁL%alaIwaﬁmaaqﬂﬂaﬁ 2015)
TIWLALALALGILNTIAN
v v t:l' 6 d' 1
Twdzalnadrasyanafiarlu
NeMINaBUBNTINUa TN
Visual Appeal | Inadndiznwwiadalafivhaula | (Teng & et
WalAnlwad TwiaAaaNw al., 2017)

Uyerivlausn (first impression) M@
Recommendation | A1315atlulnadinnuzeansad | (Cheung &

Consistency ﬁ'qua@Tmmﬂu?Jiue] et al., 2009) Ui 23
fInsatlulnadianundioads auuR 2
Aulwaduasnuang w.A.
fMinTallulwadianusenndas | My -
ﬁ'uiaﬁmﬁu:ﬁgﬁuvlﬁﬁﬁmmm Ul an.
ANuAALALNEINL NS \B9an 2560

Recommendation | NANTIINTIWIBNNINATaLUBY | (Cheung &

Rating Tnwad Iwaﬁﬂuﬁ%umu‘[mﬁdm et al., 2009)

Yuau

NITUIINTIWIRAIINATOLV DI
Inad Inad ldsunsdaaududias
PNREUT U
NANTINIIWIUNATALDI

& & eda
Inad Ingdidulwadana

Perceived wdrfa lnadidudaiiasds | (Cheung &
eWOM review | dhwidrdainlwadnaonaas et al., 2009)

credibility dwidnfain Inadningaie
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Iif

M1319 1 A0NNN T IBRULFB LA (A1)

a;mfif)"ﬂ
AWRUY
eWOM dwnFusenulnadi (Cheung & et
review mauaw%sumn‘[wammﬂm al., 2009)
adoption AparumanvnIeenaiinie
Inaavinlvauanansaaaawlaidan
Huamslainsiu
Tnaszaoindszinsawlums
daanlalieniuens
Inadnszdulthwidten
NUBIMIIAINAN
Involvement | Thwidnilanuanlaluainns (Zaichkowsky,
Vol. 23 TR EI AU TN 1985), (Cho,
No. 2 21INAMNEIAAIN 2009), (De

May e nvanlaluiineiris Meyer &
- 28791N Petzer, 2014)

Ay a1 lng

Aug. T raunsaan lIulsenu
2017 21MY

e IdasuaaIiiyaanved
W e

e lalalunmsiieniuenis
ATUTIWEIMT ISl TEnu
oI uamniuiefiseaa
TuTWI I lIudsenu
s uomniuaifivaule
fRIuTWI T W TUYsEmu
s PRI nEI NN AL
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M1319 1 A0NNN T IBLUUFB LA (A1)

a;mfif):ﬂ
AnRUU
Involvement é’rm%’uﬁ']wﬁ']msvlﬂ%'qﬂilzmu (Zaichkowsky,
gmInuwamaduwrandana 1985), (Cho,
WUNENUTINLEN 2009), (De
éﬁm%’uiﬁwﬁwrmvlﬂ%’qﬂilzmu Meyer &
pnIniuemnaniufenfegala | Petzer, 2014)
PIWLAN
z%w%’uﬁwwuﬁ”wmivlﬂ%'u‘ﬂq:mu
avIn e luFenvnnaslva
(lisysnan)
a%m%’uiwwﬁwmﬂﬂ%’qﬂil:mu
21N IR wFIN DA e
dminthwdmyliodsemu QUUR 2
anmsnuam s durzend I wia
l&lanwazdua
dmiudwdmyliodsenu an
amsnuamnduzanindu 2560

Ay a1 lng

4. nan13ezidoya

myleneidayauazulannunanssamamiienzidayaly
msaneGeatlasedii HANITENUADNITLIANUIN \Hofavasmysesns
wuuthndathnuashuesuwmatn lasvhnafinesnlugUuounsiss
BB 1995 puuni s lfiuuseunuueiasiiolunisiiu
nmau“ﬁa%la sl,‘*ﬁmizf;méham{lLLUUImmLﬁuia;ulamﬂﬂ@:uﬁaazmmu
FuuTasazvaunauazarylundazniudiadnalasdisfdadan
aaﬁﬂszﬂauﬂxmnwaa@ﬁlﬁﬂmﬁn lusuvasmaianzvidayaazld
Adhasredtia Uﬁq@m\‘lmu (Partial Least Square; PLS) Fanamsiamey
ﬁa%lmﬂué'wiavlﬂf:



v
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a

4.1 é’ﬂwmzmoﬂizﬂmﬂsma@]i‘maaﬂsjuéhaﬂ"w

1u°iizuﬁuqﬁiﬂﬁﬁmﬁLmﬁ:ﬁ‘ﬁagaﬁmé’ﬂwmtzmaﬂszmmmam%
mama‘;wﬁmmﬂuﬁmmﬂ 1) sraune ladaldanlazszaumIane
FIEA Tosuanuaslunnuiuazaauuuioss: enMuimoszaun

VBINFUAIDLN asuaasluaning 2

A1 2 NMWIUAIDIAL TUBNINTIYANKIIMVDINGNAIDLNY

ﬁaﬁaﬁ"’ﬂﬂ ImIw | Souaz
LN figld 172 494
TN 176 50.6
2y 13-19 1 78 224
Vol. 23 20-29 I 129 37.1
No. 2 A
30-39 1 74 21.3
May =
. 40 Yawly 67 19.3
Avg. | szuMIFEnm UBHNANEI AU 13 3.7
2017 wyadnin
ArsuAnuaanlais 18 5.2
YIygne3 207 59.5
ganUTyned 110 31.6
seounelddaifon @‘iﬂﬂ'j112,000u1ﬂ 128 36.8
12000-17000U N 34 9.8
17001-25000U 46 13.2
25001-40000L 53 15.2
40001-100,000L 59 17.0
100,000 1wyl 28 8.0
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INATN 2 a:tﬁuvlﬁ'hnﬁjmﬁaasmﬁminszm slugasufimanzaw
FATNLWALSZDE I@sln@'lm"haﬂﬁamumnﬁizﬁurmﬁﬂmgaq@ﬁi:ﬁu
e (Fowss 59.5) LLa:ﬁs:é'mm"Lﬁ@iaLﬁauag]"?'i@%ﬁﬂjw 12,000 L

AMIUNIIEUUNIN I NIUDM IR IR TUNAT I HURZADIIZURA
lasanT9 3 s‘fmzl,ﬁuvlﬁ'jwj"m piimIsnuunINITai U IRasNIN
Avidalasaznauldinwamoiifasaznsduningm 02 uninaol
oflanvigatiaionas 39.5 Twnfinenddiiosonas 27.8 uazn

@
giaduaNanTed 3 anduldhdmoiisiaionsauiioanignidgs
1

988 < 2.244 UazeN TN 4 uFasanawssmn lasuiadwwamauaz i

A1919 3 MWINRUNINIAT D IMNIN A B NNAT LA WD

Y & LN
Bayanili — 39
78 | W
0-2 FIUIN 68 49 117
.
é’e":g:r” 39.5% | 27.8% | 33.6%
3-5 1IN 56 59 115
.
ﬁiwmuw‘iﬁmﬂi é’evr:gzlrn 32.6% | 33.5% | 33.0%
Fuamsn e -
drulanyszunos 5-10 AN 30 44 74
WwandagUan % within | 17.4% | 25.0% | 21.3%
Gender
more than | 31U 18 24 42
10
% within | 10.5% | 13.6% | 12.1%
Gender
U 172 176 348
RELY % within | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%
Gender

avun 2

da.n.
2560
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A1319 4 WHANIINNITDIRIDIIUBNATNLNE

LWWE N | Minimum | Maximum | Mean Std.
Deviation
figld] Read_ | 172 1.0 4.0 1.988 9970
review
Valid N | 172
(listwise)
mu:d Read_ | 176 1.0 4.0 2.244 1.0099
review
Valid N | 176
(listwise)

4.2 MIAANZABIRLUITNALRANLATNATELANNUILTEN 8V
a A @
L1A309N07a
=2 A0 o a ¢ & o L
msfnshldniiazasddsznaunan (Principal component
analysis) laglfldsunsy sPss lunsutingudaudslasuaniia ey
utuaudsiing (@nunaIwi; involvement) LU saw(@LUTNSIHE
damssuianuigeiiavasnisressuuuihndethnuuduinaiiia)
wazdulsany (MIsuienuingenevainmisamsuuuiindain
uuaumaﬂﬁ@; Perceived eWOM Credibility LLa‘zmiﬁ’le‘iﬂf; eWOM
Adoption) lagldmanauunuBaasann (Varimax) dafid KMO (Kaiser
Meyer-Oikin measure of sampling adequacy) madﬁ’JLLﬂiﬁda’mmuag
luinauaindiitasannildnuinnin 0.8 NInua (Field, 2009) wanani
#" Communalities vasduLlsdnanaglunmsinduniieannni 0.6
e 4 dronn Tawa Inv7, Inv8, Inve wae Visual2 7ifiein Communalities
o A ' s = o d . a
luszaunannnh 0.5 Saduszaunenuwinoasd (Field, 2009) MIIANLH
& A0 o . A ' Vo &
asfsznauitlden Eigen value fiannnin 1 lumsutsdmauasddsznay

s

U
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uazldansimingasznay (Factor loading) Asnnnin 0.4 (Hair & et
al., 1998; Stevens ,1992) lumsAansan f‘hmum‘sa:aglumjwﬁm,l,ﬂs
la (Field, 2009) wut donwdmanninisdanguassnunadnmlu
afia uAWLTE1LT Tie strength Beurisaanilu 2 nauAa Tie Strength
Closeness W&z Ties Strength Trust LazWuiN ¢y Confirmation of
Prior Belief mmsmw_iaaaﬂVL@TLﬂmama;uﬁa Positive Confirmation of
Prior Belief %dﬁﬁ’m’m%’m Visual Appeal mi’mag_jﬁw e Negative
Confirmation of Prior Belief wanannitiimsaadnanuuisdnanuasn
\ilasanTen Communalities fighniinmuss 1o ﬂfﬂ:lmﬁaﬁmmaguiﬁv'mm

45 Tauazaunsautsaantdn 11 ﬂﬂ;ll@T’JLL‘L]i LLﬁ@]x‘lvlﬁj[@]U@ﬂi’N 5

1A A = & o
1979 5 NMINAFTIUAIMNWILTDNDYDILAIDINDIN

Un 23
Variable Item Lzaa‘i’ti‘:g Communalities C"X:::;Zh,s auuf 2

w5y (moderator) KMO = 0.876 v
Involvement | Inv7 0.670 0.495 0. 890 .

Inv8 0.662 0.548 .

Invo 0.712 0.591

Inv10 0.837 0.712

Inv11 0.786 0.678

Inv12 0.818 0.676

Inv13 0.791 0.626
e KMO = 0.884
A;gznmg‘iﬂt Arg? 0.525 0.693 0.769

Arg2 0.556 0.695

Arg3 0.795 0.726

Arg4 0.656 0.671
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A1319 5 NMINATDUANNINLTDND2DILATIDINDIN(AD)

. Factor i Cronbach’s
Variable Item Loading Communalities Alpha
Source
Credibility Sexp1 0.854 0.807 0.930
Sexp2 0.882 0.873
Strust1 0.873 0.839
Strust2 0.818 0.792
Positive
Confirmation .
. Cbelief2 0.512 0.572 0.748
of Prior
Belief
Cbelief3 0.682 0.621
Vol. 23 Visual1 0.775 0.666
No. 2 Visual2 0.427 0.538
May Negative Strust3 0.688 0.631 0.488
- Confirmation
Aug. of Prior
2017 Belief
Cbelief1 0.807 0.720
Homophily Ho1 0.796 0.761 0.906
Ho2 0.838 0.811
Ho3 0.833 0.812
Ho4 0.736 0.691
Ho5 0.755 0.751
Tie Strength Tie1 0.822 0.805 0.799
Closeness
Tie2 0.666 0.797
Tie3 0.771 0.810
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A1319 5 NINATDUANNKNILTDN22DILATDINDIA(AD)

Variable Item L';aa(:iti%; Communalities Cr?:ll;zgh’s
Tie Strength Tied 0.707 0.683 0.768
Trust
Tieb 0.679 0.713
Tie6 0.745 0.727
Consistency Co1 0.789 0.802 0.889
Co2 0.848 0.837
Co3 0.773 0.759
Rating Rt1 0.752 0.752 0.827
Rt2 0.832 0.800
Rt3 0.809 0.727 UR 23
gldIan KMO = 0.812 )
Perceived Cb1 0.862 0.773 0.896 w.A.
eWOM -
Credibility an.
Cb2 0.926 0.894 2560
Cb3 0.871 0.828
eWOM Ad2 0.732 0.598 0.868
Adoption
Ad3 0.898 0.835
Ad4 0.892 0.814
Ad5 0.768 0.642

%é’amnﬁ"lﬁﬁ'\msﬁ'ﬂmjuﬁ's wisudh Fafinaudsuudssunfgin
Lﬁadﬁl’mﬁ’auﬂi Visual appeal FUTNY Confirmation of prior belief
Fautisaanidusassin irwdsriunssauds Tie strength waIan
ﬁwmiﬂmaumwml,%aﬁmlaaLL@ia:mjuéhLLﬂﬁﬂLﬂ%mﬁa?@Nammm
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|iE

f=viauFinia laasimsinianalagn1sRansandl Cronbach’s Alpha
' @ ' A4 a o i eaa '
wudndududssuannddnin 0.7 Sseglwnaeindnunsanai
ﬁmwiumjuéﬁLLﬂidmmﬂﬁmwu%%aﬁaga antiw Negative
Confirmation of Prior Belief fileintiies 0.488 tilasanniduaudslng
A Y o =S
flavinmsfinm
4.3 mYilanzianuizeda (Reliability) uazanunndas (Validity)
229NATIAMNN ULARENMIIATIRN (Structural Equation Modeling: SEM)
mﬁLﬂ‘s’]:ﬁwasl,ﬁ%'miﬁﬂé‘aaaoﬁamﬁa@mad’m (Partial Least
Square; PLS) lagl#lisunsy SMART PLS 3.0 tfiasann PLS 1Iws%
Pmuzaunumaenzinaiiasudsmaiiswintes s fisudsdu
Baduduluds (Latent variable) S51wamann Aaananazaailym

ANURUNBTIZA 9@ LU TB AT (Multicolinearilty) ¥aaaRaInUNNTANEA
Vol. 23 aFsfindaudsduwdudwinunuasduaiudsues waasuuusnaad

Vo2 gumslassahalasnw 2
May
: [ni ]
Aug. -
2017 - ecoran';endation
I o
B g
stren
oot ] ? e |
[Csewz | (et ]
- eWOM adoption
[erediviitys| [ a5 | "
- Source credibility i
[ cbelit2 |
[Lcbelers |
[ visuait |
- Positive
Confirmation of
prior belief Tie strength
loseness
[obeleft | )
- Homophily -
cqati
c Negative - .
onfirmation of Tie strength trust

prior belief

M 2 wuudiaedlumiise
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1%"2?%&5?‘]%]:11’1Naﬁlvl,ﬁ’%'mﬂ’liﬁ’m’li{f@m@;&lﬁ%LL‘]Jiﬁ]’mI‘lJiLmill
SPSS ml‘ﬁ%’@miu@hLLﬂivléTﬁagameﬁ 2 mnfumaaaauqmmwmm
wuiasslasmiRansanenuigadauszanufissassuaadlag
A319 6

M1319 6 msmmaauqmmmmnﬁﬂa BONGEY msfma ﬂ%”]\‘]

Average
. . Variance
Crc::b:c;h S C::I?::"si'tte Extracted | R Square
P Y | (Amblee
& Bui)
Argument 0.772 0.850 0.590
strength
Homophily 0.906 0.928 0.719 UR 23
Negative 0.487 0.629 0.532 auun 2
Confirmation of w.A.
prior belief _
Perceived 0.898 0.936 0.831 0.447 an.
eWOM credibility 2560
Positive 0.749 0.838 0.566
Confirmation of
prior belief
Recommendation 0.889 0.931 0.819
Consistency
Recommendation 0.829 0.896 0.742
Rating
Source credibility 0.930 0.950 0.826
Tie strength 0.804 0.881 0.715
closeness
Tie strength trust 0.768 0.863 0.678
eWOM adoption 0.868 0.910 0.718 0.203
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SusuuInfinsananuiiissasafssanadas (Convergent validity)
970 Average Variance Extracted (Amblee & Bui) fl@hgdﬂiﬁ 0.5 (Henseler,
Ringle, & Sinkovics, 2009) f1dufisasfiansmnanusannaoanunely
udsudazaale 8@9NA7 Cronbach’s Alpha (CA) 41091 0.7 uag
Composite Reliability (CR) ¥11A31 0.7 3zWU 3 @auUsfuunnEnsnsi
FanuasnL i Negative Confirmation of Prior Belief ffidn CA fighnn
ﬂ'wmmgmmnLﬁaamnﬁaLLﬂif‘:ﬂizﬂau'ﬁummﬂﬁﬁmuLﬁmaaﬁa
sollimunsaezdadnulaiisld uazen CR fidnindanasgu
\invias weiflen AVE firnwnasianasgu dasnmaienzinalagld
PLS azl¥amuAtynil CR waz AVE annn CA (Hair Jr, Sarstedt, Ringle,
& Gudergan, 2017) sstiuudspit lidasulseansnasn seufisna

a . L. . 4 d L A e ' o
AT Discriminant Validity Ta1duwiaIasusrinaindsuaazaiiie
Vol. 23 Fgszdans lasldnaninasiuad Fornell and Larcker (1981) @9M9zUaad

Vo2 Tawenve 7 é’ammﬂﬁdwé’ammaﬁ*nmﬁgnLLiLaw:ﬁmg\mjwé’aLamﬁmma
May . e e o
TULARZEDY FIRNYAIMVINHIULN UNAINGT
Avg RRINNINTUIAIUANNNIATILATANMNUNTODOWAD 391N

2017 FATITRLATI ﬁ’mLL’iJiJfﬁ’mE]dI@]tlL’%fﬁJﬁﬂ’liﬂﬁ]’]iM’] Pearson’s coefficients
(R-square) lumstszifinanuudsurwssiulsmelufiasung lélas
LUUFIRIINA1T9 6 WU R-square mmms%'uﬁmmml,%aﬁamm
msfesIuUDIneaLNAe 0.447 Unuzfl R-square Ta9M5TmMIdoans
wuvihndetnuudwmesiialuldfe 0.203 wursaNuINaUIdH
sansnasnadudsamaldfe Souas 44.7 usz Saway 20.3 MuSAL B9
lumAUFINULAZNEANTIN Cohen (1988) T LUz R-square
= Jauaz 2 gnaeindinatas Jaoar 13 Anathunand uas Sewaz 26
fNaANaNN

4.4 MAANeFanTNaaNNzaInLlIluaFNNTlATIE9
(Structural Equation Modeling: SEM)
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NTHEIRINTINMTLATEFLEUNS (Path coefficient) ua T-value
é’(’lﬂ%ﬂé’fﬁLLﬂsﬁmzLL@ia:ﬁaLﬁamaauauqagm H1-H8, H17 lagn1svh
Bootstrapping 1% sub samples $1uam 1000 22 lednaanieaniuaasly
@139 8 ﬁi:é’ﬂﬁfﬂéwﬁzyﬁ’aﬁa: 95 (level of significance) WU @3
szﬁmNamzwmiami%'ujmmm,%aﬁamaamséammwmﬂ@iamn
vudwnaiiiad 4 Mudsudadudiudsdudaya 2 90 7 duuas
Fudssuurviagudinuna 2 daudadoslasuansnylaai, Source
credibility (Informational factor; B:0.451) Recommendation rating
(Normative factor; B=0.295) Argument strength (Informational factor;
B=O.166) L8z Recommendation consistency(Normative factor;

=0.112) laseuisn ligsnaasnelvesan laun Negative Confirmation

of Prior Belief, Positive Confirmation of Prior Belief, Homophily, Tie strength

Vol. 23 closeness WAz Tie strength trust
No. 2

a ¢ ¥ 1
May M1319 8 N1FNAIITHLEUNILAZ A T-value

Aug. Predictor construct >> Predicted Path T Statistics
2017 construct coefficient | (|JO/STDEV])
Argument strength -> 0.166 3.012
Perceived eWOM credibility (H1)
Source credibility -> 0.451 5.651
Perceived eWOM credibility (H2)-
Negative Confirmation of prior belief -0.076 0.482
-> Perceived eWOM credibility (H3.1)
Positive Confirmation of prior belief -> 0.036 1.429
Perceived eWOM credibility (H3.2)
Homophily -> -0.041 0.774
Perceived eWOM credibility (H4)
Tie strength closeness -> Perceived 0.026 0.496
eWOM credibility (H5.1)
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A1919 8 NMTNATIZALAWNIIUALZAT T-value (A1)

Predictor construct >> Predicted Path T Statistics
construct coefficient | (|O/STDEV])
Tie strength trust -> Perceived 0.071 1.297

eWOM credibility (H5.2)

Recommendation Consistency -> 0.112 1.980
Perceived eWOM credibility (H7)

Recommendation Rating -> Perceived 0.295 5.716
eWOM credibility (H8)

Perceived eWOM credibility -> 0.451 9.993
eWOM adoption (H17)

4.5 myAanzFeninavssanuimnulugusdulsity

lumsnasausua@zgin H9-H16 msdanesiaaudsinuazld
AU (Involvement) wiingudmadnseanidusasdinia High
Involvement waz Low Involvement lasld median U@3nzuuuIIN
Involvement Aitfiusnannuuusaunnlugind 2 n&iuﬁ’aaﬂwﬁﬁmuuu a.n.
N median a:gn%’@agﬂumju Low involvement d’mna;uﬁﬁﬂ:uuu 2560
N1 median azgnanaglunga High Involvement uaaslann1ing 9

A1519 9 ADALBINTTUWIVBIAUIANNLNLING

1WINA Anade S.D.
ANULAEIWLES 143 3.57 41736
AR IR UGN 205 2.8969 51188
STV 348 3.3502 72162
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®1319 10 ﬂ']ifjl,ﬂﬁﬁzﬁ‘l,g‘wn'ldlla&ﬁh T-value LLBﬂﬂE}:N@I'\NSzﬁH

AMNLNYING
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construct
>> Predicted

Path T Statistics Path T Statistics

construct - -
coefficient | (JO/STDEV|) | coefficient | (JO/STDEV|)

Perceived eWOM credibility (predicted construct)

Argument 0.218 3.212 0.134 1.387
strength
Source credibility 0.227 3.001 0.450 4.839
Negative 0.013 0.152 0.038 0.373
Confirmation of
Vol. 23 prior belief
o2 | positive 0.030 0.395 -0.184 2.061
May Confirmation of
- prior belief
Aug. Homophily -0.012 0.177 -0.075 0.900
2017
Tie strength 0.002 0.032 0.065 0.904
closeness
Tie strength trust 0.056 0.728 0.086 1.065
Recommendation 0.072 0.885 0.125 1.376
Consistency
Recommendation 0.309 4.043 0.275 3.699
Rating

eWOM adoption (predicted construct)

Perceived eWOM 0.425 7.569 0.453 6.070
credibility
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