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Abstract

In an era where technology plays a crucial role in daily life and smartphone products face intense
competition, the phenomenon of "brand tribalism" has become increasingly significant. Smartphone brands
have created emotional bonds with consumers, serving as a medium through which consumers express their
identity, lifestyle, and social status. This study therefore analyzes the first-order and second-order confirmatory
factor components of brand tribalism using empirical data from consumers of a premium smartphone brands
in Thailand. Data collection was conducted through online questionnaires from a total sample of 600
respondents, using purposive sampling targeting individuals with experience using and expressing preference for
the products. The results of the first-order confirmatory factor analysis measurement model for brand tribalism
revealed that the variables of shared values and beliefs, community participation, brand advocacy, and
behavioral engagement all demonstrated standardized regression coefficients (B) ranging from 0.591 to 0.938,
indicating the indicators' strong ability to reflect the latent variables effectively. The internal reliability and
content validity were deemed complete, confirming that the measurement instrument possessed sufficient
statistical quality for analyzing relationships between latent variables.

The second-order confirmatory factor analysis revealed that the brand tribalism model comprising four
variables showed positive factor loadings across all values, ranging from 0.783 to 0.975. Shared values and
beliefs exhibited the highest loading, followed by community participation, brand advocacy, and behavioral
engagement, explaining 61.30% to 95.10% of the variance. Model fit testing demonstrated that all values met
the established criteria. The study findings confirm that the brand tribalism model demonstrates a good fit with
empirical data and can be effectively measured through all four components, with shared values and beliefs

having the greatest impact on brand tribalism. This strong influence occurs because the shared values they
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embrace-innovation, quality, and social identity expression-align with the symbolic values that the brand
communicates. The resulting model provides valuable insights for marketers in developing approaches to build
brand tribal communities and designing strategies to create and maintain long-term brand-loyal customer

groups.

Keywords: Brand tribalism, Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA), Smartphone, Premium Brand, Brand Loyalty
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voafauvs BT1 faudetumelunazanuisadailomauysal dotuedesdiotaiinmunmisedfomeriazhluld
ATIEFANMUFURUTTENI19A USRS (Fornell & Larcker, 1981; Schumacker & Lomax, 2016; Hair. et al., 2010;
Suksawang, 2014)

fudsardouuazanudesiuiu (BT2) Uszneuse BT21- BT25 leud @eilddnlngfanuaulafiy
winnssuuazialiladadofiu (8T21) Wehdladvesfliinasnadestulaaladuiouuidniedtu (BT22) WWeduwu
fiFuidanudileauasanuddivaadiotu (8723) anuidnduduniwesnguauiiiinudndiusasimund
adefuiloldudndust (8T24) wazanunagiilelunsfudiunisvesnguauiiudsduddonfortusiunda s
(BT25) shmunodunearmuususiues BT2 lé¥enay 52.30 f1 71.60

A1 CR = 0.853 ag AVE = 0.614 ?fiaqqﬂ:hmmsﬁmmgwaeﬂummeﬁﬁmmLﬂ?iaﬁumEJIiJLL@smWLﬁEJ%%QLﬁ@W
auysel dwiuiuusnmsafuayunsidudi (BT3) Usnause BT31-8T34 léun nsuuzthwanfasidliidudaden
wsniferlewrdeauseuinaidsesnmalulagl (8T31) nswaiawdesndiog manfasialdluninndediaua
feAudaluladildoy (8T32) msualudimasUsvaunisai q Werfundnsuriuuledeaiifennadadofona
(BT33) wazmuidnduilunisvaassliuinsviendnfusivioonis (BT34) fafueduisnnuuisusmwes BT3 1§
Souay 35.00 F9 64.00 A1 CR = 0.770 uaz AVE = 0.501 deegluinasinmsgusglunasiinnudesiunglusaza
Lﬁw,%al,ﬁ'uamamyiaj wazduUsnsdarusmlangAnssy (BT4) Usznaunae BT41-BT44 laun n1sAnmiusuian
gavduuazsruuvemdndaeiiiluiesduagaegiate (BT41) msuwusthuedndy walla viensudtymilvirudly
18 usgvainane (8T42) mvaulalusudafndnsdagt (Keynote) n3afinnu Live Event vosnansus 081
&% (8T43) warnslideyaviotuanfufuidonuirdnuyafmdnsusilunailignies (BT44) anunosursaa
wUsUsauves BTA I¢¥euas 36.10 fla 79.30 fA1 CR = 0.785 Wag AVE = 0.611 degeninnusisnnsgiusiniundosiy
melusazaruifisadadomanysel doiuadosfletnfinunindsadfiismofiosinluliinsgimiudiiusssning

fuUsielald nan1sliaszlunan1sinlagsaumniikusnanisnem 2
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M19197 2 HAN1TIATIUNANTINMYInLAL DIAUTENDUVBIHITUGA T IFUAN

fanusuele fanUsdann* A b SE z R? CR AVE
BT1 BT12 0.938 1 0 0.881 0.902 0.774
BT11 0.910 0.970 0.030 32.540 0.828
BT13 0.858 0.915 0.028 32.713 0.736
BT14 0.864 0.920 0.032 28.541 0.746
BT15 0.825 0.880 0.033 26.980 0.681
BT2 BT23 0.846 1 0 0.716 0.853 0.614
BT24 0.837 0.99 0.043 23.011 0.701
BT21 0.739 0.874 0.045 19.542 0.546
BT22 0.765 0.904 0.047 19.359 0.585
BT25 0.723 0.855 0.051 16.799 0.523
BT3 BT31 0.800 1 0 0.64 0.77 0.501
BT32 0.734 0.917 0.049 18.884 0.538
BT33 0.591 0.739 0.058 12.843 0.350
BT34 0.69 0.862 0.048 17.873 0.476
BT4 BT44 0.890 1 0 0.793 0.785 0.611
BT41 0.601 0.675 0.064 10.608 0.361
BT42 0.749 0.841 0.053 15.762 0.561
BT43 0.854 0.959 0.060 15.961 0.730
e *fulsndidodfaynaadaisedu 0.01

AUNaNI5US LI UATTANUMLIZAULATANUADAAR BIVDILILARAIUANTIT 3 LiaNaN5u1 Relative Chi-

square W31 A1 X2/df Wity 125.687/115 = 1.093 Buduiluealianumngasluninsiuvestoyasgravngay

(Kline, 2016) dusiail RMSEA = 0.043 uag SRMR = 0.018 Gavisgruinasei uansinlunadenndesiudeyaidsusying

98147 UaziinnuaaainfeuderinnillelUSsuiisuiuteyadse (Hair et al, 2010) lunaildrwvianuaeanndesg

1 Tay GFI = 0.994 wansdisdndlruaiuwlsusiusinvesdeyaiilunassuiglad AGFI = 0.990 USumudnuiudu

dviswaluluea (df) TLI = 0.996 Usuentan1susulssanuaenadouileifisuiulimagiu NFl > 0.993 AinaInAy

wANE19849 Chi-square 5¥MIelURaT ULALLUNARN Y FIWTIMUARIUFINTUNUTTANIMUANIEY Lansdn Tuaad

AMNEINN5ALUNTESUNEANNAURUSSEUINeALUS IuTASIas19lAae197 (Schumacker & Lomax, 2016; Hair. et al.,

2010; Suksawang, 2014) awnsatdeyaluinseilunassnusenouBdud uduiuao eIk USRS AT1 U

1Y

fausall



Journal of Modern Management Science 18(2) (2025) pp. 39

AN5199 3 AYNANULNLNTEULALAINFDAAABIBILULAE

e . - NANAFDULUUTIADY
ANAYL LNEUNAITNATUN .
Ale wlama

Chi-square (XZ) - 125.687 -
Degree of freedom (df) - 115 -
Relative Chi-square ()(;—zf) <2 1093 tnous
Root Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA) < .05 0.043 HULN e
Standardized Root Mean Square Residual (SRMR) < .05 0.018 LN
Goodness of Fit Index (GFI) > .90 0.997 ARPIGRIT]
Adjust Goodness of Fit Index (AGFI) >.90 0.995 LN e
Tucker-Lewis index (TLI) > .90 0.999 ARPIGRIT]
Normal Fit Index (NFI) > .80 0.997 ARG

A v o woa v

KaN15AATIEisAUsSENaUsBuEUSUAUN 2 vaslunauitiugasdudn

v
Y % A v

NsIRTzviesRUsEneulsdudusuiuasadlunaiuinsduA i idvasiuianuaenadesiudeys

Fasedng langnmslasginudy Adminesdusenauns 4 esdusznau SAnduuinynen egsening 0.783 - 0.975

q

o

lngnndaiideddymeatiansedu 0.001 WeRarsanAniminesrusznaulagnisisesmuaiuaud1fsy agwud
Afleunazanuosuiu (BT2) danudrdgidususuusn AdmdnesAdsenouvindu 0.975 @unsaesungainu
wUsUslulunamvugnsdudilauiniefosas 95.10 sasasunlaun nsfidrusauluyuvu (BT1) fa1udinin

a3AusENoUWNAU 0.959 wavaunsaesuieauLUsusluluwariiudasaumnladesas 92.00 dusauilawn N3

v
I o

aruayunsdua (8T3) danumdnesrusenauwintu 0.921 uavanunsaesuieanunlsusiululumamiiugnsdus
I9fevaz 84.90 uazarduganefe n1sidiusdamgingsy (BT4) da1uminesAusenauiniv 0.783 wazaiunse
afursauwlsUUluleariiugnsdudldsosar 61.3 andmdnesiusznauismuniluansliiiuin dauds

WIUENTIAUA @130 3RLAINBIRYSENEUNT 4 B9AUTENBU AIN1S19W 4 Wasn i 2

= Y o 3 o 1 & < [ a v
M99 4 u’]MUﬂaﬂﬂ‘UiSﬂE}‘ULLa%ﬁl’J‘UQSUSU'@JIELILﬂaﬂqiLUuLNWWUﬁqC‘ISWﬁUﬂ’W

winugasdud (BT)

fiauUs
ﬁi bi S.E. R2 AVE CR
BT1 0.959%** 1.000 0.033 0.920 0.899 0.640
BT2 0.975%** 0.975%** 0.025 0.951 0.866 0.559
BT3 0.921%** 0.8967** 0.030 0.849 0.798 0.501
BT4 0.783%** 0.778*** 0.050 0.613 0.809 0.517

o o

e **dleddynieaiifinsedu 0.01
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BTN

BT12
BT13
BT14
BT
BT16
BT21
BT22
BT23
BT24
BT2

BT25

BT31

BT32

0.849
BT33
BT3

BT34

BT41

BT42

BT43

BT4

BT44

AINTINVBINIATIVARUATAIUARAAT IlAANTITEAUToyaeUseIndiiauaenadeiu inaein1s
Uszillulunnansuinae Usenaunie A1 Chi-square A1 236.22 A183Adase df VAU 124 f1 Relative Chi-
square fiAinfy 1.905 mneanailumaiimuaenadesiudeyaannsinssieaialuseduiivensuld @
RMSEA fifiinfiu 0.032 uagen SRMR dawvinfiu 0.021 uansinlunadennsesiutoyaidausydndeded waziianing
AaaLAdoutiey A1 GFI flAvindy 0.991 1 AGFI fidwvindu 0.986 A1 TLI flAwindu 0.998 uazAn NFI Sdusiniu

0.98¢ agiiuladnAwingg Afasantududiituaziunasinaddeilnaaiiauniulauaenndenauniuiu

v a v ¢ w ]
‘UE];JuaL"ZN‘Uizﬂﬂ‘H PRI 5
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M990 5 wan1sesIvdeuRviliauaenaeedlinafkUsiiuga s duAiuteoyaidaseIny

e A .. NANAFIULUUTIABY
ANAYY LNANNITNINTAUN .
Aile wlama

Chi-square (XZ) - 236.22 -
Degree of freedom (df) - 124 -
Relative Chi-square ()(;—zf) <2 1.905 o
Root Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA) < .05 0.032 LN e
Standardized Root Mean Square Residual (SRMR) < .05 0.021 HOULNE
Goodness of Fit Index (GFI) > .90 0.991 HAULNEN
Adjust Goodness of Fit Index (AGFI) > .90 0.986 BULNEUT
Tucker-Lewis index (TLI) > .90 0.998 HAULNE
Normal Fit Index (NFI) > .80 0.994 UL

dsluazaiuena
Nuipilinseilasadiesdvsenaureinsduriniugnsndudi (Brand Tribalism) vesuilaayilned
Iinandusinsduan A lagldnsiasiesiesnusenauidadudu (CFA) ionT1aauaNdunusseninadagin 4 /7

Tauna n1sfdusinluguwu Arlousasainudasindu n1satuayunsdua waen1sLdus T MgANTIY Han1T

¥
4 3 o Ao

AT1EBIAUTTNBUTIUATIVABUAINNFDAAADIBNUAANTTIA (Measurement Model) Buguinlanman1sinniaain

' v 1 % LY o

wiarfidANuLTeiouarANNYNARATIlATIEIEY BeuantianNaNTavediitintun1sasiouduy sulsusiayen

v
a0

Igfegnadl A CR uay AVE aglurasiiaenndesiuinasidimun fudarumsnzanvestunatsdilunadenndoeiy
JoyaiteUseindedned

amsnageulinansiansdusiiuinsauiasnadosfuifnsaiuues Cova & Cova (2002) fildiaue
WAANISAANALUULNTLS (Tribal Marketing) Taeitiudn winfugnsidudAenguiuilnafisaiafusieesualua
aunadivasiuiu nmsdusiiugnsdudi reasuadanuyniuvesuiinadunsidudmiiunisidausauly
Aanssuvesngy Seheidduaienuiandudumilweingy wasilifuslanidnimsauddaumneseTinvemy
uazuLIAnAidIARyves Taute & Sierra (2014) findndsmsiannnsinanudusiiuganauilusiunnalulad Tne
syyeadUszneuddy liud anuidnidudiunis auauazenudesuiu Ufduiudmadeny fSnssuuasysyindl
nsnszmindenisundewmsidudwaznisid ouleanisensual warn1s@ne1ues Khamworn & Kamnkliang (2018)
it wnstudesaud v diduiulsddyfidonlsnssaunsainmaudiugaminilussaud anmsoi
nanIdlullumsiaunnagnsnseaeiiunsaasinfusasdudls wu msdnRanssudusnn msasennaudy

YUYy wazmskaniUisulssaumsalsiuiu elasuasenudindlussere
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NFIATITesAUsENeUBdusuSUAUN 2 vadlunariugnsdud nans@nwiuansliiiui lassade

[N A a v o o w

wiiugnsduiiudeyadalsedndndfuusuad 4 i Jdmswedredfiduddgluniseluisanudumiiugam

] 17

a v ¢ o

dum Tnerudssaunisalnddglunsldduiiveansdusi A famsidum A Sadeunazanudesiudiy Wudlade

Y|

drfgyiigatunisasiaeiiugnsndudn nedianihmin B = 0.975 Jsgefian wneanudn auldldsudiulunguiios

@ 3

wszldduAufeiu udinsigninngeludaieani Wy A1leuTeuinnTIe ANAIN 130N1TLARIBBNHNRIAUNIG
danu nsldaunsalnulugaegiuialueniediolunsieasdndnualuazadsnnuduiusmedany Inefinsdudndu

donana drudededu wu msddsauluguyu (B = 0.959) nsonsaiuayuuusus WuRainuu1INTIN LA

'
a =

Arfleniudeunseil dwiutdnniseain nanidediadouduununusuuwinadanagnsnglniuiinisasaniugng

a v a S v o

AuAudeunsaonsuain msfeasusvguasallenveanusud iunsansediasisrunniunisesuallusyiu

' v A

an innnimsihuiiesnnandfvemwdadue Ussaunisainsdudnfidulededdgiatuaimnuiioelasazainy

o

2

ununge1suel vlidnenudddalunisdediegsseiiies Jsssendienisadiaguoud udwnseuianssue 9

]

dielviaundnlauaniudsuuwagnenginnuilioTiuiu Swshlgnsatvanuuasundosusudlusvezen

HansIdewansliiiui i ugasaduiduunngnisaiiagfiounudesnisiiugiuresuslaalunisuans

o [

Anukazasenuduiusnieding deldlaininnisiansauiesdselevildaosvesduii wisiudanne1ia

v W 4

dydnwalfinaduddeansosnun nelimianismudveainguauidlaialeduazAieundendeiu lngldnsdusndu

o

Fonansuansgnanvallazifoulesaundnlungy nansfnwilaenndeiunuideves Zou (2023) Ainuinsidudi A g

Usglonianndning1vesdnanualnedsny nsedulviusinatendndueiiionissausunsdenuuaznisiansendnual

@ L4

lalfnaneidudydnvalvewndu anungus wazdladeuds viliguslnaundndendndarilninnasuiiowanigiue

sl oe‘Ly a

wazALdnndatudIny N1slruszauntsalnfdwinlinsausnanadudiuniwe Natia avviouuinnssy ladaled

wagmssauiunsdeau nan1sAnwilaenadediuauideves Yang (2020) seydndsiiviliignAndnddensidum A A

=]

ANUEAYYIInNITULAzANATIUTENa it ugnAT AnudnfvegnAinaInAMAIISUIIAEgNAI93a 9 Y
Amellia & Berlianto (2023) wuinisasislszaumsaluduiedtuasduiiinadsuindeninuinelavesgnai &

v S fay v a v P g o o o w v P .
UQSU'JqUiZﬁUﬂqim‘W‘l@iU"UWﬂGﬁ"Iauﬂ’]LLaSﬁﬂ'ﬁNLL’J@aE]@JIuﬂ'ﬁ‘UE]L‘UU{]QQEJa']ﬂiyjIUﬂqiaiqﬁﬂ’J']MWﬂwasLﬁ] wag Ariel,

a U a

Siagian, & Malau (2024) wuanuduiusiardvsnavesladenirensinaularevesiuslnaluseduyana J9anusing

=

WnTudeyamaidniienala 1311918 uaslinugniunisensualiunsidud

U
v

wanaNUGHauITeves Giovandhi & Adlina (2023) NTATIERNANTENUVBIAMAINNEN S uazAUSNLY

andumnidennuaslalunsdetivemadua A nuin aunmnandaivazausnlunsduiinasiuiudeniy

[ Y]
' =]

adlaluns¥ediegnddudifey TnswmzdinadualunsduddnasduauiulndiFonindungy Fanbase Afiaa
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U
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melunguilandndnen Asiunsdud A lilduaaisnnudnfdenusudnily uidsdaasuliinnisasie “wiugues
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