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on Electronic Word-of-Mouth Behavior: The Mediating Role of Information Credibility
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Abstract

This study examines the effect of perceived online review quality on electronic word-of-mouth (eWOM)
behavior and the mediating role of information credibility in the hotel industry context. A quantitative research
approach was employed. The sample consisted of 400 Thai hotel guests who had experience reading online
reviews and booking 3-5 star hotels in Thailand. Simple random sampling was applied, and data were collected
through an online questionnaire. Structural equation modeling (SEM) was used to examine causal relationships
and the mediating effect.

The results indicate that perceived online review quality has a significant positive effect on eWOM behavior
(B = .341, p = .006) and information credibility (B = .703, p < .001). Information credibility also positively influences
eWOM behavior and partially mediates the relationship between perceived online review quality and eWOM

behavior.
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The findings contribute to the theoretical understanding of digital consumer behavior by integrating the
Stimulus—Organism-Response (S-O-R) framework and the Information Adoption Model (IAM) in the hotel industry
context. Practically, the results suggest that hotel businesses should strengthen online review management,
encourage high-quality review content, and enhance information credibility on digital platforms in order to stimulate

positive eWOM and improve sustainable competitiveness.
Keywords: Perceived Online Review Quality, Electronic Word-of-Mouth, Information Credibility, Hotel Business
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lngfiansansuiu

PNEANTIATIERLILAANTTIA WU A1 X2/df Winfu 2.829 i nat 3.00 wansilumadanuaanndeuly
sedufisoniuld (Hair et al, 2019) é1 CFI, IFl uag TUI fA1m1nndn .90 uansfeanuaenadesifvesluinaiudoya
\BaUszdnd (Hair et al, 2021) vauziiAn RMSEA 1infu 077 Gediednegluinausisanusuld (Browne & Cudeck, 1993)
uenanil 1 RMR ity 039 dssnnt .05 axfeunnupainedeureduaalusedus nadinamatiuayui luaanista
wazlinalassadaiianuaenndosiudoyaiiasednslusdud uazanunsalilunisyssiiununminesiionazvaaoy
anufguleegiunzay

amisanssuazadeiuvadlunanisin

msasndeundesiunely (Composite Reliability: CR) ATl ans L dsanduiug (Convergent Validity) @313
Jigsmsadedauun (Discriminant Validity) vasiaudsuds iiledusuinusasyaslsiannsatnlasadaiindainlfosed
e NLaTLANAInlASIaS Bt sdaeY (Fornell & Larcker, 1981; Hair et al,, 2021)

AR B Taanduiiug (Convergent Validity) asinasiunasgiu a1 CR unndn 70 tieazsieuansidesiy
Aeluiiiitesne (Bagozzi & Yi, 1988; Hair et al,, 2019) wazA1 AVE 41ANI1130LYI1AU .50 Lilouansinlasiadisaunsa

aUN8ANNLUTUTIRALVRIRI U IR ag19tipem3anile (Fornell & Larcker, 1981) Aauanslumisnan 2

A5 2 ARSI ILUS ANANULYBNUYBIRIAUTENDUKALAUATUTIENAUNUS

FauUsu Fuusdannle A a CR AVE MSV
mssuinnnnvessiieeulatl (PRQ) PRQ1 59 830 834 503 449
PRQ 2 74
PRQ 3 76
PRQ 4 a7
PRQ 5 .68
mnudefevesdeya (100) loC 1 69 833 839 513 445
10C 2 .64
I0C 3 .85
I0C 4 .67
I0C 5 75
wgAnssuMsUonaerWBaneling (EWM) EWM 1 75 821 829 553 201
EWM 2 a7
EWM 3 .86
EWM 4 .56

NUNLLYR: A = Factor Loading, O = Cronbach’s alpha, CR = Composite Reliability, AVE = Average Variance Extracted

NA5199 2 WudIAY CR veanAawysuaaliA1uInnd .80 egeninnadiduni .70 audelausued Bagozzi & Vi
(1988) uag Hair et al. (2019) wansfisnnudetungluif vaziedIfua AVE 999ndlUsURedAImINNTT 50 wanedn
urazlAT9a519@ILN505U18ANULUTUTIURAEVEIRIUITLANINNIIAT InTls Fsdodnwunuel Convergent Validity 1w

Wnausived Fornell & Larcker (1981)
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ALNLIA T UA (Discriminant Validity) Usgiduaininuei Fornell-Larcker Criterion A1 71803989 AVE

(VAVE) 994uiazsiuUsuwela foadlauinnIinAandunussenineasedsnauunulasadsadun 518as0unuandtunisnen 3

A157199 3 A1 VAVE hazeandunusseninasawyswela

FIUIURS PRQ loC EWM
msfuinnnnvesiiieeulat (PRQ) 709
Pnideiievesdiaya (10C) 670" 716
ngRnssunsuonserudEnvsednd (Ewm) 4417 448%x 744

Wnewn: Afmnuudunuesgidue VAVE, **p < .001

9109197991 3 WUT VAVE w9 PRQ = 709 ganinanduiusiu 10C (670) uag EWM (441) VAVE 484 10C = 716
geandnanduiusiu PRQ (.670) waz EWM (.448) VAVE 903 EWM = 744 gandnanduiusiu PRQ (441) wag 10C (448)
Faduluaminamives Fornell & Larcker (1981) Aiseydn A1 VAVE desganirdianduiusszninlasiaiiedu Fsieind
Discriminant Validity 75 8nstarn AVE vesudarinssadnadaiidnaunnndn MsV (ainsnsdl 2) Saduduldinlasiadreusiazsa
AUNsnIwuneanINNUlevaLaL (Hair et al., 2021)

nansAATsRlaealaseasne (Structural Model) wazaAn Re

Ya

nasanguduaunmeeduinanisinua fidelaaniunisusaiiuluealasiasiaiionadeuanufgiungeanig

sgndnadinusuds Inaduusnululiea tun anuundedevesdeya (100) wasngiinssunisvenderudedidnnseting

(EWM) FaUszifiunnnuaunsalunisesunevesiulsdaseaienal Squared Multiple Correlations (R?) aauandlunisad 4

A1599 4 A1 R2 YasiwUsmululamalaseasng

Fawdsmu R? nsuUananunausives Cohen (1988)
AN etievestaya (100) 449 a5uela 44.9% = seduthunandeutnegs
ngAnssuMsUenAerudedanvseling (EWM) 237 a5unela 23.7% = szauliunan

v

919151971 4 A1 R2 989 10C Wiy 449 mnganuinsiuiaunmvesihesulataninsnesuisnuuyssiu
vosnmndedevestoyaldfosay 449 Gefieinegluszdiuiiunansdeulunisgs amnasives Cohen (1988) vpurdiAn R2
493 EWM Wiy 237 uansimsiuinunmusdhesulatduazaniindeievestoya amnsasmiueduisamuulsusiy
vomgAnssunsuendesnudedidnusetind i¥esas 23.7 Fedieteglusziuuiunans asvieuiluaaiirnuannsaluns
osunewgAnssufuilaalilussduiivansan

ATNAFIUHNNAFIU

1%

JunsuiifunisnegeuanufgiuanuduiusiBeanmvasznitnissuiaunimvessitesulal (PRQ) muldeie
voefaya (100) uagnginssunisuendeniudedidnnselind (EWM) lnefiansananardulsednsannesuuuansgu (B)
A1 Critical Ratio (C.R.) wagA1 p-value asLnausiues Hair et al. (2019) #sAmunan CR. > 1.96 way p < .05 LAADIALE]

HedAeada nan1snadeuALNAIULARTIUATTIT 5

M1FNN 5 NaN1INAABUALNAFIUNAN1IRTIvelAalATIEse (H1 - H3)

AUUAFIY LUMIATER) B S.E. CR. p-value NANINAGBUANNRFIY
H1 PRQO — EWM 301 124 2.741 006™ atfuayuaLLRgY
H2 PRQ — I0C 703 .085 8.317 001 atfuayuaINAgIY
H3 I0C — EWM 354 118 2.999 .003** atvayuauNRg

NN **p < .01, ***p < .001
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HANISNARDUANNAFIU H1-H3 wud1 msfuinunmuesiteseulatiidninaduindenginssunisuensoniu

@ ' '

dodidnmsatindlaemss (H1: B = 341, CR. = 2.741, p = .006) uazldvinaauinegadileddsonnuintedevesdeoya

)

(H2: B =.703, CR. = 8.317, p < .001) vauzthgnfiu AnuUwTeiovestoyadildnsnageuinagdidedAgysengfinssy

msuensenudedlanvseind (H3: B = 354, CR. = 2.999, p = .003) axvieuifuslaaiiuuliuuysviavensesitoaulay

WINTWBSUFIITlAu kA dayalin N TN e

q

va o

wonani (AdEleTaseiBvswanadouiiensiaaouanigiu Ha Tnsfmualdiaaudndedevesdeya (100)
vivthifudul sdeiussrinansiuinannvesiiiesulall (PRQ) wazngiinssunisuenseriudedidnnsednd (EWM)
AN PRQ — 10C — EWM n1sUszLiudninanisdoudiunisatelanseuiuifnnisiasiey Mediation
Tuluvdassaunslaseasng IngfsanNan 1R sILagHan 19 oNnTBLEUeUDY Preacher & Hayes (2008) Wag Hair et al.

(2021) Fanansvedovaunfgiu Ha wanalilunsnedn 6

15NN 6 NANITNAABUAUNRFIUHANIATY HANITON WAENATINVDIBNTNG (HA)

AUUAFIU ENEAC R DE E | TE 95% CI (LL) 95% ClI (UL) pvalue | Uszammsdaiy

H4 PRQ — IOC — EWM | .341 | .249 | .589 141 372 .004** Partial Mediation

Mueme: DE = Direct Effect, IE = Indirect Effect, TE = Total Effect, LL = Lower Limit, UL = Upper Limit, Bootstrapping = 5,000 samples,

Bias-corrected 95% Confidence Interval, **p < .01

'3 ' 1

HANITIATITINUI1 KANNTIWBINITTuRmmeesiTieeulatdengfinssunisuenderudedidnnsetind e

°o w a £% '

Wiy 341 wardidedAyneada vazfinaniedeuiiuaudLtefiovesdoyaia1viniu 249 uagHasTInvesBNTNa

(Total Effect) Wiy 589 nisnadeuunumanUsdsdiuntiiiunisineldinaiin Bootstrapping 91uu 5,000 #29814

¥

FA8Y1AIMUTDAULUY Bias-corrected N5AUSRERE 95 HANITILATIEVNUINDNINAN IO DUVBINITSUS AMAINUDISI?

Y 9

souladsengfinssunisuendenudedidnnsefinddiuanuiitelovestoyaianiiiu 249 Tnefidaeninudedu

o w a

Sovaz 95 ogznine 141 §v 372 Feldaseugud uanddiiiuindvsnanisdoniideddynneain aenadosiuuuinises

Preacher & Hayes (2008) wag Hair et al. (2021)

W INAUHANIINAAUANNAZIY WUIIIHANIATY (PRQ — EWM) kagnan1sdeu (PRQ — 10C —

N o o

EWM) fitldAgyveata 3958u1909aUssinnuean1saaiIubuy. msdseinuunsdiu (Partial Mediation) snutnasived Baron

& Kenny (1986) wag Hair et al. (2021) wena1ni wannsaLazNan1edeuddiianiadsuinaenndesiu Jseunsadnidu

Complementary Mediation snautnad#ives Zhao et al. (2010) Fsazviouinduwusasiudunuimlunisiaiunsinudunus

v

Feanmaneluluna n1siuinunimvesiiiesulatuiidvnadengAnssunisuenderudedidnnsedndvilaensuazlng

o w & ¢

douruAMULLTalioveIleya AENgIUNUIMTBIANLLTBReveItayalug uenalndAgNTieUdsuITteaulaund

G RV v

Aunwlinanedung@inssunisuendelsedeiiussavsnm

P
v @ o

wieedurelasaieanuduiusvesdinlslunsidoasell Iulavmulunadeaningsendteiandsueds laua

mssuinnninvesitieeulal (PRQ) muidedievesdeya (100) warnginssunisuenserudedidnnsednd (EWM)

Y 9

anseaguanuduiusidsannguassiuwlsladaandhunmg 2
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?‘B ?“ ?
[1oc1] IIOC2| [locﬂ 10C4
. @ °
PR e

289

S 58
54
o Ry @)
> oD
(e3) [PRQ3 PRQ 2 EWM 86 7
-, : )
N
1 Chi-square = 210.497, df=74 EWM4 <
@ [ PRQS | Chi-square/df = 2.845

CFl =927, TLI = 910
RMSEA = .077, RMR = .033

AT 2 HANITIATIEAUUINADILATIASS

=

lngagy manisheszilunadunislassasnafiwdandunmidindnaliivinunansifelianuaeaadesiudoya

v
o 1Y

Weusedndluseduiin Manndviianuaenndesvesung (X2/df, CFI, TLI, RMSEA uaz RMR) Bseglutinnmueingausule
nasnauAtvinesrUse nevvesiinianduuinuesiiduddynsadninn uenanianuduiusiBeangszninea
wusueansany lauanisduinunimvesitiesulal (PRQ) — anuideiiovesdeya (I00) — wgAnssun1suense
T4 aa a ¢ | A a S o W aa a S Iy a &
H1udedidannselind (EWM) Usingindifienadsuinuazidedrdynisadinuanuigiunaslinnusznis 8nvean R2
faagviouindudsdaszaunsaeduieanunlsuniuvesiwsnulalussaunmangay
HadnsnavuadaguduIlunalaseaienimuiduiinnuiiemss aAuledsld wazauawisalunisesuiy
ANuduRUsIsangseninaduusddgylunuideliedisgnies dwallunatiaunsadilvsfvnmenatasianaiuy

WM uuandal juiluidedalulfegiumungan

asuuazafuENan1sIY

madeadsdinwanuduiusssninensiuinunmesihiosulay anuiideiovestoya warnginssunisuense
sudedidnnseindluuunssialsausy Taglduuudrassaunislaseaine (SEM) wan153demuin msfuinunmuesiin
poulatiiBvwaliauandennfnssumsuandenanisnsauaznadouriuaundedevastoua asvouliufunum
d1fyvesnundayanenseuiumsUssiiiuvesiusiaaluaninuindeuddvia lnsaunsaesuienadindnnieldnsey
wuIAR Stimulus—Organism-Response (S-O-R) ?c’iqmi%’uiﬂmmwmaﬁ%aaaulaﬁﬁmﬁwﬁL‘flu?iu%"l (Stimulus) Tidswasionas
Uszifiuanuiideiovasdoya (Organism) uazilugngnssunisuenderudedidnnseling (Response) (Mehrabian &
Russell, 1974)

wonantl wamsidessagviouliiiuiinmsvetensouuuidn S-0-R lWguiumresmsdeasiniiesulal Tnsiams
nsusnesdUsznevvesdseeniiununimyestoyaiin deiseiuienszuaumsiviuesuslnalussduiiamzianzan
B9y vty unmvesmsdelevestayalugrugfulsdsinudidiedeslouuAnues Information Adoption
Model (IAM) 1¥1iunseu S-O-R tasuansliiiiuiinisuszilutoyaldlivgnegiissniseeududoya uraunsaiilug
woAnssumsuenderudedidnviseiind (eWOM Transmission) léegraduszuy

o

HANINARDUANNAZIUN 1 WUl MsTuiamunneesiitesuladiidninalsuindengfinssunisuensdeniu

| Aa da

dodudnvselnd (B = 341, p = .006) dxvfiouirzifdaudaiau gndes waziivszlevd anunsanseiuliguilaaudedu

Foyaruuwanleuooulaviinntu wadnilasandosiuuurfa Elaboration Likelihood Model (ELM) fissyindoyadi

U

b D

Aunmgazilugnisussinanaesindanagdanasiong Anssu (Petty & Cacioppo, 2012) sauiisaenngosiuauidedn

q
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nuAunmveilonITIBENaden1siduTINLazNTHEWNSTaYavaeUS LAl uan MLINRBNATYA (Roman et al,,

2024; Ngo et al., 2024)

v

dmfuanufigui 2 nud nsfuiauninvesiitesulatiidninaldvindeanuinteiisvesdeyaluseduge

U9

(B =703, p < .001) agviouirfuilaaldnunmveniom3indunasinanlunisuszdivanuindede lagmmgluuium

ssfalsausunldanunsaUsefiununmuimsanninls weandlaennassiu Wang et al. (2024) wag Guzzo et al. (2022) 9

q q
¥

FIANUYNADY ANUATUMIU UarANERandetvesdayalunumdAgysenisainauiweiiovessitesulat dud Aty

<

a

YBINANNTIVYALN DU N5ANASUIAAASIINTAMAIN LU ATEUVAUNNITEISUTEAUNNTAIISIUALNITABUNAUIIIDE 1S

q q

Wigan a1nsatiiiuauieiovaslayalasas a1 NTatiuveuIinalusserend YaReIy HAGNSAINET?

U

fagredudunarverenseusuiAnvesuuiiasiniseansudeyatiiais (IAM) Tnauansliiiuinaunmessdeyaiiunum
draglunsimunrnuindeieveseya Jaimiiidunalandnlunszuiuniseeniudeyavesiuslaaluviunvesiin
soulavlipgetniauigy

Tudrurasauuigiuil 3 wud aruuwdeiovesdeyaldninalauinsengAnssunsuendedudediannsednd

¥ o '

(B = .354, p = .003) Feazviouinfuslaaduwilluneunsus oudsludeyaiieludidulieosuiindeyadinaniainy

U

Uniefowazarvioudszaun1Talaswedlduinis uadnsana1taenadesiu Rahaman et al. (2022) F431891791

'
o o Ao

anuindefievesdeyaiuledoddyidmuanginssunisudsiudoyavuunanvesuseuladl uazasnndeatu
Kajornatthapol et al. (2024) 7% l#ifiudn Feyadiaflagioulszaunisaiaduasiivsylovtdodlduinisarunsonsedu
wsegdlalunmsieunsdeyadeludunietivoaulal

dwFuauufgiud 4 wui anuiidedevesteyavivihiiduduysdeiiuuisdiu (Partial Mediation) 5emins
msfuiamnmesitesulatiuaznginssunmsuenderudedidnvselind Fsaonadesiunuudiass Information Adoption
Model (1AM) fio3u1e1 fuslnnazyszifiugunmiazaiundedevesteyaneuindulasensuuazindeyaluld (Lata &
Rana, 2021) uana1ni aenndosiu Daowd et al. (2021) uay Manchanda et al. (2021) #a¥lifiuin amnnindedoves

1%

Foyaflunumilunalnddyiideulessyninnunmeesdayaiunginssuvesiuilaaluanimuindonesulay

Y
¥

LENANTUININTINVDINANITIVY WU N13TUSAA DT ulatlunuImdrAyisdanisUsyidiuainu

Y 9
'

Undefiovesdoya wazmsnszdungiinssunisuendeniudedidnnsedindvesiuilag asvieulsiifiuin nsuimsdanisiia
ooulavoelivszaviam lihasdunsduaiuliandomiifamunm msnounduanudadiues anmangay wiens
Wauwanwesuiitielivenundeievestoys dufidiuddnlunisnsdunisuensieieun uasieduaiieeuaunsn
Tunsudaduvesgsnalsswsulugnfdna

uenING 1 R YoamgRinsuNsUensrudeBidnnsoind (EWM) wiiu 237 uandlisiuin duusluliea 1éun

v

nsfuiamuninvesiiesulal uaranuuneiiovesleya ansneduteanuLUTUTINYRINGFAnTIU eWOM lalusegdu

Y 9

t% '

Yunans agvieuiinginssusinandarududeutazlasudnsnaannatsdadeluuiunidva vuidensuniiausin
Haduifianda Wy arwiewels Yszaunsainislduing erullindadeunaness uaznsfidausmfuidenioaulad
Sauflunumelan1sifin eWOM (Ngo et al., 2024; Vu et al,, 2024) dviu wlaamsifondsiasiinuannsalunisodune
Fomngan wimsysanmsfuusiufusingnlusuwan enteifismdlunsesuienginsss ewom TdRBsdu

namsiteadsiifidudisvensosdanuifunginssuiuilaaidrauaznisdoansinuiteaulatlugsialssusy
TnvanunsoasUnisiidwaduayudmguils 4 sens fail

Usen15usn u3deduduninuainisoveinseukuifia Stimulus-Organism—Response (S-O-R) Tun1sesune
wdnssuguilnaseulall Insuandliiiuin maduinunmuesdheeuladvimihidudas1 (Stimulus) Ainszdunszuaunis
Usziiiudieya vagiinrunideiovesdeyafiunszuaunisaslu (Organism) fthlugngAnssumsuensie (Response)

Usemsitaes nuiTeiaSundngiudeussdntues Information Adoption Model (1AM) Tnedlsifiudn aranindede

vostoyadunalnddgyfitenlesszninnunmvesieyatiungAnssuguilaaluanmuindenesulall
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Usznsiianu 91u3deve1eesdnuiau Electronic Word-of-Mouth (eWOM) Tasuansliiiuin wgAnssunisuen
aolulliiinainaanndeyalagasuvitty wilindiunszuiun1sussdivanuldntefiievesdoua F9aennaodiuLuIAn
Elaboration Likelihood Model (ELM)

v

Usenisanring muddeveienisuszendldnseunuifnninaidluuiunvesgsnalsusululssmelne Fedsivdngu

Jelsgdnddndn Fedefuiuderitmdnsuwazatuayunisiauilunassuiengfnssuduilaalugnaivnssunis

YiouNgarN1SUSANg

daiduauus

forausuuziievmanisideluld

1. TssusumsduaduliiAniiiinuamuazasviouussaunisaladaesiidnin 1wu nsldszuu “Verified Stay” uaz
ns@yvaliiidindeusimdmislduins wieuuusidnwsaifuddey Wy anuazenn msu3ns wazdssuneany
azonn Wlaifiuanuasuiuvesdeyauagnszdunsuense

2. unasvleduihuaznsassiiinarsianinalnlunisiansaanmueddin wu nsdudufaugiin mslinguu
arunduvszlevinesid wasmsdnmnangdemauuszaunisalfidain fedisliuilnavssiiunnuindedenes
Foyaldieiu

3. fmsmanalssusumstiiindidinaianldlunagndnisdeats wu nsweunsihvuivledviededsay
ooulatl uazmsmeunduihegisiionndn Lieiuaiumuidefiovesuususuaziislenialunisuende

Foruouurlun1siduadadaly

1. mAdelusuanerafiasanld Bnsguiednuuuauthandu (Probability Sampling) wletiiuauanusnly
maduiururesssrnswasielinansideansoesuenginssumesdlduinslsualuanialdundy

2. nudeluewaneisaldisnisiiudeyainraneunas (Multiple Data Sources) 3oHaNNAIWIBNTIT8LT
Uinaiuastdanainm (Mixed Methods) tietisandediinvesdeyafiunainnissenuenuies (Self-reported Data) waw
duanuinideievestoyaliundsty

3. nsnwadaeluenaldnsifonuunudanaat (Longitudinal Study) wazwsngveulwnnsinuludeusuni
waMTEBINTY 1y MsTeuifisuseniadsena vienmsdnuilugsiafiinuszsiandu WeldanunsoeSuiewgfinssu
fuslnaldernsnsounquuazazioumadeuntadusyosenlfs iy

4. ideluemarAsiasLRNfLUsTIAB e sfunginssunisdeanseaulat 1wy anulindaluunanilody
(Platform Trust) ms3uiaruduusglovivesdaya (Information Usefulness) wagnisildusauvesuslaa (Consumer

Engagement) Fonatiwedunenginssumsuensenidediannsetindliogsnseunquunndeiy

AnAnssuUsEAA

N533eAslasunsiansaLagaiRaInANEnTINN1SI3EsIINNTIdEluAY unIne1desidn laaadun1sniu
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o o o
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