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Abstract

This research aimed to (1) validate the measurement model of positive e-WOM, and (2)
examine the components of positive electronic word-of-mouth (e-WOM) among Thai private
higher education institution students. This quantitative research employed quota sampling to
collect data from 476 students across the 10 largest Thai private higher education institutions.
Data were analyzed using Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA).

Results revealed that 1) The measurement model demonstrated good fit with
empirical data (X?/df = 2.63, RMSEA = 0.058, CFI = 0.991, TLI = 0.986, SRMR = 0.017). Al
indicators showed standardized factor loadings ranging from 0.832 to 0.918, with statistical
significance at the .01 level. 2) Positive e-WOM comprises three components: (1) Sharing
Positive Experiences, (2) Recommending to Others, and (3) Communicating Benefits Received.
These three components provide a validated measurement framework that higher education
institutions can leverage to build competitive advantage through strategic management of

student-generated digital communications.

Keywords: Positive Electronic Word-of-Mouth, Private Higher Education Institution,

Confirmatory Factor Analysis
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1. uni

msnwlunalnddglunsiaundnenmvemadieduuseme Swuludadoddnlunis
duaSulivszmaduiinsiausiuasvgio ey malulad waviudy q Aifertes dmiu
Uszinalnefianidugaudnuisisdu 172 wis Suunduaniduganfnuwiiensuy 71 usts
an1UugAuAnyIvessy 83 uns wazandugaNAnyIuendain 18 une (NTENITINITYANANYI
Ingreans IWeuazutanssy, 2568) feyaaiaaludnisdne 2567 nudrdmauiinnwsuds
Useinaldnuan 1,923,413 au lagandugaudnwenyuildiuwumainuseunn 16.8% (Eduzones,
2024) ag9lsfinu HaaNsnsInninvesUszansinefiduuiliuanasedisseiios dawald
an1dugaufnwienvuiesndyiuanuimelunissvadesindnuilud dniginisaianiseldn
SnnutnAnwifudiusazumingrdeilonaanas 10-15% wazaming1deienvuyuiaianly
AedandnUIie ArRdnagiisuiuAnanainiie 30% (Campus Star, 2019)

Tutgtumaluladarsaunadandunuimddyreidtinuasnginssuvesau lnsanie
nautinAnwuaziiegluiednw deyasaauandiiiuinussmelne Tglddumesidn 63.2 &uay
(88% veaUseyng) wargldluiduaiiiie 49.1 a1unu (68.3% v8eUse1ns) (DataReportal, 2024) R
wansliiuinnisdearsuuuuindouindidnnsednd (Electronic Word-of-Mouth: e-WOM) 1¢
naneifuedesiioddglunsairanissuiuazdaadunsdadulavesiuslaa ( (Hennig-Thurau et al.,
2004) vIUNAN aﬂqmLsawuamﬂuwnwmawmmmsumwu woAnssun1sidendlizeunes
T Gen Z Iiasunlasedaiifoddny mnmadeiielawanymenisvosvninendendunis
Tanuaulafunisiiy wazrtszaunmsalaTe anuiivieriiou q vuuwanefiluduaiife liiney
\Ju TikTok, Facebook %38 Instagram (Priporas et al., 2017) muﬂ?auLLUaawqﬁﬂﬁuﬁﬁﬂﬁ
e-WOM naneifiudasiionanmisnann iinrwddynirdolavanuuud iy Wesnguilanga
Tnadlsivdnfuanauindefiones flda3s snnirdornuiiuminerdeadrstuies (Cheung &
Thadani, 2012) lngamgluuiunves nMsfnuserugauaney ‘1'7iLﬁuuéﬂﬁﬁﬁmmﬁﬁiyﬁiamiLﬁaﬂ
o1dmuardsnaroanugmaAsygavesaseuada lrdodldnardadulaun msidnAnwudsiy
Usraun1salase Wuteanefdvia Faiisvina drysdenisandulavedainsseusglvduinnia
Uinsinly

woAnssun1suensenuulIndeUIndidnnsedndidauiniinnudAyedieds Lilesanni
SvEnalnonssienindnunivensdnis msmgeindnwiln uaznsasseudeshlungudmne
(Litvin et al,, 2008) ag14l3fin1u ns@nwiiAgatuesdusznovresnIsusndeuuUIndeUln
idnnsedindideuanluviunvesanidugaudnvionsulneddidida ns3idoased Tagednun
aarUsznauveInIsuensenuulInseUIndidnnselindiBavanvestindnwan Tugaufnwienyu
vy ilefudeyaiugudmsunmsiaunnagnnsdeasnisnainvesanitugaudnuientusely
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TUTLEIANIIIRY

1. ieniagouanudenndsvasiumanisianisuanseuuulinaendidnnseing
Weuanfuteyaidasydny

2. Wiefinwesusznaunisuanseuuuinsetndidnnsedindisunvesiindne
andugeufnwenulny

2. uuIAn NaER uazuIdeiiiedos

2.1 wurAagafun1suendeuuu N nddnusaindi@eunn

Hennig-Thurau et al. (2004) T¥pumnenisdoasuuudindeUinnisdidnnsedinddn @1
nansludeuan uandsaufignAndudnanesnuifsrfuauduiouinisdu q lnefifduaunsn

a

Suilirudedidnnsedind Khoa (2020) nd1291 msuendenuuUIndeUndidnnsedndiBauan
vinefsnsdoaseoulardiii uazmuuziAsfunmsendnsuslunandidnnsedind idvswasie
ms3uiuarmsdindulavesgnAniididnenin
Kudeshia and Kumar (2017) waueaidusznauvesnisuendewuulindelinddnnseiind
Fauan Usgneudng 3 Sandn feil
1) M3utstuuszaunsaliid (Sharing Positive Experiences) vanefianginsiuves
fuilaalunsianiessruferdulszaunisalidsuan Aladsuainnislinanfei w3 euinisiiu
unamvlesuesulatl Fesamdsnmsdoulnadiarszaunsaliffunusus msuwisunmviedaled
wananisldaundadaet nsuansnuddnideuindeuinisildsu waznisuenidinnnisali
Useiivla
2) mumzﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂ%ﬂ%mi (Recommending to Others) 83u1gi1nsuugndu
waAnssudiguilnansedu viednviugdulinnasdlingnfust vioudnafoadukiiunisdeans
ooulay Fasznoufenisuuzilaenssliilouvienuidnlinan s msneunduasuiuivos
foushemsuuziidsuin mslddmadyuudeliidunnaedd uasnsuansmnuiiuatuayuie
firunuiAeafuns
3) MsdeansnaUszlenifilasu (Communicating Benefits Received) manefianisi
fuilanoSune viouandlifiufenuan wazusslovifidususssuildfuannislindnsasivie
3013 TerufsnsuenianAeafunadnsiia Adetuainnisldau mausufisuauusslenit
wAnfuaidu MInansamduAwesiuiisgly msesuieTinefiennantAnlaniiu wazn1suans
Tiutan1suAtvsenoUaLBIANABINTT
2.2 ywATeiRgades
Carvalho et al. (2021) ﬁﬂ‘l‘z}’lﬁaﬂﬂ’l’iﬁ’lﬂ’;’mL“ﬁ’liﬂﬂ’s’mﬁ’lﬁ@%aﬂﬂﬂﬁéaﬁﬁiﬂﬂﬂﬁiaﬂﬁﬂiu
sULuUBLannsetind (eWOM) sonssuinuAuusuivean Tugaudng Han1s@nyImudl eWOM
mmﬂamammamﬁummmstuﬂiuﬁumvw eWOM LHsauiidvanaenissugamauusudiios
Snties uananil Sanudn ewom fiadrslasasdng (firm-generated eWOM) fanuindede
[euimEeusingzannnnin eWoM fia¥slaefld (user-generated eWoM) lunisdsnasionsius
AAUTUATRIANNTURAUAN Y
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Sagynbekova et al. (2021) AnwiiFesnisdoarsiudedsauosularl waznisiudnaauy
sudvesanitugandnyr: unumnisidudiuusdunatsveanisdearsuindeuinluguuuy
Bidnmsedind (@WOM) msfnwinudn sinerdeanunsonstundmuesioudeiuldftedu e
thnsdeansiiudedsaneaulatiisiia¥1slnedld (user-generated) uasfiadrslngnsdng (firm-
generated) wldlun1sadrsnissudamanusus uenani msdnwdiuduunumuesnsieas
Unsevinlugunuudidnnsednd (ewom) Tugnuzdiudsaunata (mediator) vosauduiug
syyismsdem sindedinuesulmiuaznsiuinuAuusudvesantugan@n

Rabah et al. (2024) Anw1i3eeladefiidnsnadanginssunisvansatuuuindauin

£
A v

duannsedindluanifugaudnen lngnsAnwilifnguszasdiiensraaeunansznurasluing
HEJPERF fifsion1suenseuuutnselindidnnsedindidauan (e-WOM) wansAnwmuirfiananmn
Usnsaulngluliiea HEJPERF finansenuegreiifeddnsienuyniuvesindnw anufianela
WATNNIITUMIAUAULMINSY

Sudianti et al. (2024) Ainwii3eadvEnAvDIRAAINAITUINT UazI WYl INe1§Td]

o d‘
! ' ' I~ < o = Y Y] a v v
MONTUBNABLUUUINABUIN I@EJ@J?]’J']@JWQW@I"\]GU@QUﬂﬁﬂU']L‘Uu@']LLU?QUﬂEﬂQ Nﬁﬂqﬁﬁﬁ]ULLﬁﬂﬂﬂLﬁLﬂu

o

TIAUAINNITUINITLALNINSNYAIUNINERETBNTNAN19959 wazn1eanludauinagralitudfy
AensuanfaluuUInNaUIn
INNTNUMUITIUNTTU FIT8UszendlduwIAnues Kudeshia and Kumar (2017) Tun1sin
msvensieuuuUIndeUIndidnnselindilsuinvetinfnwantugaufnyiensu usznousiy 3
I3 = 1 cala o g vy v a = 4
asAUsEnaumean Ao nswusluysraunsaltd msuusdligduldusnis wasmsdeasaauselov

ilesy

3. 35AHUN15IY
3.1 JURUUNISAY
n1533oafafi9un1539013 905U (Quantitative Research) Tneldn1s3iAs18%
23AUsENeUdeBuSY (Confirmatory Factor Analysis: CFA) iileni9aauauaenndeedliaanis
YansvensanuulinseundiannsefindideuIn

3.2 UsEynsuazngunlagng
Usgpnsililunsifendell Aetndnwanitugaufnuienyulye 10 anisuiifsuou
thinwannitan 533 193,679 Au naumegsiuINIIN LI EnesTiFesUsTInaATluS UL
aunslassaine Feildiuan 47 mefiwed muvdninaseives Hair et al. (2010) Auugihlriisegng
agntioy 10 Modrsa 1 msidlwes Jerwinldvuinngudieg 476 au (47 x 10 = 470 Jadu
476) T¥n1sdusiiegrawuulain (Quota Sampling) IaeAulnfag M udndIuveduIutnfny
Tuwsazantu

3.3 1nesiialun1sidy
wseadlefllunsinusiusiudeyafewvuasuany Usenaume 2 new dsil
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[ o

maudl 1 Yeyavinluvesneunuuasuany aﬂwmzmmuﬂma%LﬂuLLuumnaau
578115 (Check list) 143U 7 90 Usgnaume Lwd a1y Fudfitdsing anien an1dumsfine
neldndesioiiou uaztessludoailifenldiduuszd

meufl 2 nMsvenseiuLndetndidnmseiindlisuan (Positive Electronic Word-
of-Mouth) fnwalgAmnULUUNIASIEIUUSZIEUAT (Rating Scale) 5 sU Usenausme 3 3AUsynau
3 9 40 §eil 1) Frunisudstiulssaumsniiia S1uau 3 4o 2) FumauusiliBuliuing S

3 Jauay 3) AunsdeansAnlslevunlasu 9uau 3 Ue

3.4 MINTIVFBUAMNIWLATEATTD

3.4.1 N15As29daUAIUASHT et (Content Validity) thuuudsuniuiaue
ﬁLs?isJaﬁng $19u 5 vy tilensiedeuauasadaion audaauvedeny uasALmINZE
lagyin1siasginviininuasnades (Index of Item Objective Congruence: 10C) Wan15Usgiiiu
wuinyndeile 10C Wity 1.00

3.4.2 NM15A5IAFBUANUTIES (Reliability) thuuvasuniulunaass (Try out) ﬂ‘Uﬂall‘Vl
Tailafsegnediuiu 30 Au LwammmmwuaqLLUUﬁaUmumaauﬂﬁuammaammmmaumﬂ
(Cronbach's Alpha Coefficient) HaN1INAABUNUIN Frunsuustudszaunsalfia daaanuiies
WAU 0.890 ﬁwum&mzﬁﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁﬂ%ﬁma fiAnAuie 49U 0.862 wazdiun1sdeans
anselowiildsu Taenanisaviiiu 0.881

3.5 MsiusIusIndaya
fiduszanunuiuuimsaatuns@nvienvuiiieteuiiovesygnlunsaiiudeya
TnsTuaainguazasduasnside wagarmdrdyvosdoyafiazldsu dudunisfudoyalaenisuan
wuuasunsiliiungusegsmudadiuiiunlilundagandu

3.6 NM3IATzdaya
3.6.1 adABenssaiun Tl evas Anade uavdrudonvuinassu lunmseSue
foyavhluvesnouuuuasuamua LAY
3.6.2 M3AsziesdUsznauBedudu (CFA) THlusunsu Mplus 1iesdu 8.11 Taed
Fumeudail
3.6.2.1 933apUAIANNURAzAIALLAdlAY + 2

3.6.2.2 AATIERANUAUNUS TEUIeILUsANNabo LaeldduUssanSandunusyag

3.6.2.3 NdULIALARA (Bartlett Test of Sphericity) wazaA1 KMO

3.6.2.4 aTvdRUANARARRRIYRdlAa UTBLAlIUSEANYlAENANTNAN
X?/df, RMSEA, CFI, TLI itag SRMR

3.6.2.5 Uszidiuanunsiaranufiosweslunanisin
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4. Nan153e
4.1 Yeyailuvesiineunuusouny
NANITILATIZRTTAUNITUONABLUUUINAeUINdnnsedndiBiuinvesdndny,
an1tugeudnuienvulnglunmsieglusediuann (Mean = 4.22, SD = 059) Wefinnsandusie
psAUsznoUNUI Msuuzthligdulduinig fldadegean (Mean = 4.26, SD = 0.54) n13doans
AnuUszlevAlaA3U (Mean = 4.23, SD = 0.57) wazn suisdulszaun1saifia (Mean = 4.19, SD =
0.64)
4.2 mywwneidasdy
4.2.1 MIATIVEBUNITUINUIIVDITBYA HANTATIVABUAIAIULY (Skewness) Lagan
Aulae (Kurtosis) wudmndwdsdanaladidininudegsendng -1.117 88 -0.402 (Yenin 2) uae
Amilasagsznng -0.186 fis 2.458 Faagluinasinivensuls (eund1 7) uansindoyaiinisuan
wasLuuUni

v v 6

4.2.2 A15IATISRENTUNUS Han15IATIZNFUUSEANSandURUSVaLNeSHUNUIT 6

o w

wlsdnnalaianuaianuduiusivluiianiafeliuegraiideddgynieada lnederanduiuseg
Gl

A
581319 0.601 f9 0.821 FalaitAu 090 uansirlddTymianuduiudidadusinfiguiuly
(Multicollinearity)

4.2.3 MINAFBUANNMNIZANVBITIYA HANINAFDU Bartlett's Test of Sphericity 161
A1 Chi-square Stfodfynaadiansedu .01 (p-value = 0.000) wazen Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO)
Asinfy 0.923 Fsagluinamififnn (0.80-1.00) uansifeyaiinmumanzandmiunsins ey
aaRUsENaULsEudY

4.3 113ATIMRIAYTENOULTIE LY

4.3.1 AYNERAASBIYRILIAA NANITIATIEVANABAATDIYBIILAANITIANITUBNAD
wuuUinseuIndidnnselindlsuindudeyaiBeslsedngnud luwalinnuaenndesiudoyalds
Usedndlusesud aail X2/df = 2.63 (naueiTisousuld < 5.00), RMSEA = 0.058 (inauifisousuls <
0.08), CFI = 0.991 (ineusifiwenfuld > 0.95), TLI = 0.986 (nausifigeniuld > 0.95), SRMR = 0.017
(neusineonsuls < 0.05)

4.3.2 daniinasdusznauu1nsgiu nan1sinszidininesdusznauuinigiu
(Standardized Factor Loading) &éiudl 1 wuin m&fr’??ﬁf@ﬁﬁmﬁfﬂaqﬁﬂﬁzﬂaummgmqn wazdl
Toddymeadnfisysu 01 il

29dUsznaufl 1 Msuvsduuszaunsaliid (SHARING) 1ng SHARL: n1slwadi3essif 9
Rerfvanduiulmdeaiiiie (A = 0.892) SHAR2: msuwsamAanssuvdernudusalumsSeu A
- 0.862) waz SHAR3: M3uansAmsandseusssinanisiiouduazueniaumgmsaifivseiivla (A
= 0.907)

asAUsEnaUT 2 nsuuzth igauldusnns (RECOM) Tny RECOM1: nsuugilifiouvide
audinasasSeuluandu (A = 0.873) RECOM2: msnaumnundeliduinvidsuanilotinu
aouanAgaiuanitu (A = 0.832) uaz RECOM3: msuansnmiuatuayuanulundiansisus

paulal (A = 0.886)
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2eAUszNaUR 3 nnsdeansamUstlevilitlé3u (BENEFIT) Tag BENEF1: nsuantaisady
Arudnsalunisieunsonisiiu (A = 0.918) BENEF2: nsuansnitudualveailddnely
n1sfnwn (A = 0.859) way BENEF3: n13e3unsqaLauveandngniviedssiuisanuazain (A =
0.895)

nansiasiiiniinesdusenouanasgu (Standardized Factor Loading) 1diufl 2 wuin

MsuugailgPulduing (RECOM) fthmiinesdusznouannsgiugsan (A = 0.994) sesasn N3
doansnuusgloviilesu (BENEFT) (N = 0.933) waz msuustluuszaunisaliid (SHARING) (A =
0.910) BauansluinalanaununIng 1

A71(.024)
wsharlfe 204(02)
892 (.012)
862 (014~ "{shar2[* 256 (.024)
907 (.011)
011 (020) T Mshar3 e -177(.020)
910 (.013)
_—mecomfe— -238(.023)
873 (.013)
1.000 (.000
(-000) 994 (.010) recom 832 (016)—— oo e 308 (027)
130(.022) 886 (.012)
933 (.012) ecomje— 214 (.021)
< 918 (010~ "penell*— 158 (L018)
859 (.014)
895 (.011 T henefze 261 (024)
benefie— -199 (.020)

WU 1 maasrUsenaunIsUanaawuulINAaUINBIaNyNIa dndauINY AN
andugeufnwenulny

4.3.3 N15UsEUUTEAVEANVBIILUUNTIA MLA1ANASe (validity) Sdngdaennsiwls
wlefidtninesduszney 9E5e1I749 0.832 111 0.918 Faunnin 0.50 wagitoddanieadn wasd
AnAe (reliability) G Fren1sRATAIANITIEe LU (PC) FarnsdAuinndn 0.60
LLazmmLLUiUiauLaﬁwaa&hLLﬂiﬁﬁf“f@lﬁé’waaﬁUizﬂauqq (pv) FapasfiAnunnnida 0.50 Taedinsg
wisthuszaunsaliia (SHARING) (Pc= 0.92, Pv= 0.79) msuuzthlsifaulduinng (RECOM) (Pc=
0.90, Pv= 0.75) uwagnsdeasanlsyloviilésu (BENEFIT) (Pc= 0.92, Pv= 0.79) Foulunalae
amsufiuszavsamlunisindia uonaindargiunalunaneinsal (R oun nswugdiligduld
U3 Ie¥euas 98.90 msutstiulszaunsaiiia 1#fesay 82.90 waznsdoasanselonidilasy

lnso8ay 87 sua1su
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5. dgduasaiusnena
5.1 #5U uazafusnena

msiteadailifnguizasdifionadeuaruaenndestadlunanisinfutoyaiBussng
wazfnwiesRUsznaunisuendenwuulindelindidnnselindidauanvesindnwianituaaudnw
wonwulng uar wansiseanusaagUldwsd

szRuMsUandewuuUInAelIndiannsedindideuin dndnwaaitugaudnwienyulned
sziumsuendeuuundelndidnynsedindldsuanlunmsiueglusziumn Taensuughlgauld
U3nsilrindegean sesaundonisdeansanstlenidilisu uazmsuistulszaunsniia

nanFidemuinguszasdnsideded 1 namsnsevissduszneuisBudiunuii lumans
FansuenseuuuiinselindidnnsedndlsuaniianuaenndesiudeyalUssdndluszaud (x2/df
= 2.63, RMSEA = 0.058, CFI = 0.991, TLI = 0.986, SRMR = 0.017) Inemnsifafivwiinasdusznay
wmsugsuaziidedfymeadanisesiu 01

nanFITemuinguizasdinsideded 2 ssdusznounsuendenuundendidnnsedng
WeUIn wan1s3aenud nsuensesuulinrelindiannsedndilauanvestinAnwianidugaudne
lnwulngysnauie 3 esduszneundn Ao (1) msudsiiuuszaunisalii (2) msuusdligeuld
U313 wag (3) madoasnauszlenidlady

5.1 arwdenadasvasluaa TunamsiaitinunduinnuaonadostudeyaiBsusydnslu
seuf TesArduiiauaenadesnimeglunamifivensuls wandiifiuinlumanisianisuense
wulndetndidnnseinddaniniiusenoudae 3 esdusznevifamumngay wazansoliie
nsuensevesindnwantiugaufnuienvulneldedredivssdniam venani twiinesdsenou
mmgmmmmﬁa%ﬁ’mﬁﬁ’]ga (0.832-0.918) wazditadrdyn1eada uanairiad Tnftavunansai
aadUsznoufiieadesldoguiug) Ssannndosfundninaeives Diamantopoulos and Siguaw
(2000) ‘17'iLLuzﬁwdwfmﬁﬂaqﬁﬂizﬂaummgmmiﬁmqﬂLLazﬁﬁaﬁwﬁ’aujmqaﬁﬁ
5.2. a3AUsznaunIsuandanuulIndauIndiannseiindidsuan nan1539enudn

psdUsznauth 3 finnuaenndasiunuafnuas Kudeshia and Kumar (2017) fauein n1suense
wuunsendidnnsedindlisuinasuszneusemsutstiuussaunisal mauugifdu uaznns
doarsanuszlontd FeuandlifiuituuiAndendinaiuisadiunuszgndldluvsunves
an1dugandnwiensulvelfiduegnad msfitnAnwndngin ssunisvendeluita 3 §f aevieulii
femnufenelauazmnunniuifseantiu Jsaenndosiuanideves Alves and Raposo (2010) 7
wuindin@nwfidaugniugeduuildufiosugihaadunisAnuvesmuestiiugduuinnii
uanaNiamuitesdusznaudia 3 faruduiudfulusedugenn lnslmznisuugligEuld
UinsiifdminesdUszneuimsugefian (A = 0.994) wansliiuimsuuginduuiundnves
nmsuanseludauin Jsaenadeatunuifnues Berger (2014) find1vinnisusndedidusyansam
msinsuuzifidaeg uazionzanzas nalndadniiosuiedmelassduszney “nsuugiiliigdu
THu3ms” Faldminesdusznevaasgiugsiiaavesnisvendeuvutindeundidnnseinddauan
(A = 0.994) awnsaaiuieliain dnvazanzvoinisdnulugiue “U%ﬂ’]’iﬁﬁﬂ’;’mﬁl&l\‘i@\‘l ” (High-
involvement Service) tinfinwndl siunszusunsinauladonaniduniud wwilusagslanielugs Tu
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n1sduduANgnNABeweInIsAnaula YednuLas (Post-purchase Rationalization) lnen1suug ity
fudenantuiediu iunalamedninefivioiaiuaiisanuiula uarannuinalavdsnis
#ndwula (Coenitive Dissonance Reduction) FsaanndesiuLuIAnuas Sweeney et al. (2012) 7
wuinfuilaafifianuynitugaduuinig dauanamginssunmsuuziiduduniinisudedy
Uszaumsalmlvegeiifedfy wenanilusundenslng fldeuddyiunssnvnmdneal uay
AudUTUEN19EIAY (Face-saving Culture) falu usenseauliindnwinusinaoturesnu ag1
nszftetedu ienandliiiuinsdadulavemuesiugnies vyaanuazindede

5.2 Yarauawuzludsulauiy

1) aafugenAnwienyumsaasyliindnwuistiulssaunsalfidinuroms
Tudeafifiosne 9 wu n1sdafanssuitadsszaunisaiiuiseiuls wasmnzuinsmewns

2) antumsiannagnsmsieansiinszquliinAnuuugihanSulviiugau wu
N139ALUSLATY Student Ambassador %30 Referral Program sl esanuan1siTenuindhyia
RECOM3 (nsuanspnusiiuatuayuaniduluniaisisazosulan) fhminesduszneu A = 0.886
LazeIAUTENOU e-WOM G’humiLLuzﬁﬂmaimﬁﬁmﬁﬂmﬁﬂizﬂa‘ugﬁa A = 0.994 @a1uIens
ponuuulUsunsuzsatiuayulsiin@nwiaine UGC (User-Generated Content) Tuguiuunns
uugthmssuuunanlosuinguitmnetin@nulnilden wu TikTok we Instagram Reels AN
N1590 IAUNANYILYSLOINNTTINYA

3) antumsidunsieansaauussloviiidusUsssuitnAnwlisu 1wu Tenaluns
a1y Tinueiildsu vsernudniavesindnwiuagudinn

4) aavumrsdniiunaawesudmsuindnwilunisuusdulszaunisalnissounas
Aanssusng q msiimsfnmuwasnevauestenisuendevestindnululuduaiifsesvasinaye
waz msadraiomfunaulouazdiesensus wu Silennudiiavestndne ussenAnsiEey
NIDNAINTTUNLAYHN )

5.3 Yaidusuuzdwmdunsiseluaassly

1) msanwtlasefiiidninanenisuensenuuiindelindidnnsedndiBeuan 1wy
amdnealan1tu aunnuInis Anulinga wazanugniusean1u
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antugauAnuvasiguazienyy

3) psAnwranszureInIsuanseLuulIndelndidnnselindldsunndidinents
snaulaidenaniuvesiadinsSeuy
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