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ABSTRACT

The objectives of this research article were to 1) examine the influence of brand
authenticity perception on consumer brand engagement and 2) examine the influence of
consumer brand engagement on brand usage intention and willingness to pay a price
premium.

This research used quantitative methods. The sample group consisted of 400
consumers who were familiar with and interested in purchasing VT Nam Nueng products,
residing in Udon Thani Province. Multi-stage sampling was used. The research instrument was
a five-level questionnaire. Data were analyzed using inferential statistics through Structural
Equation Modeling (SEM). The research findings were as follows: 1) symbolism positively
influenced consumer brand engagement, 2) brand engagement positively influenced the
intention to use the brand, and 3) brand engagement positively influenced the willingness to

pay a price premium.

Keywords: Consumer brand engagement, Perceived brand authenticity, Brand usage

intention, Willingness to pay a price premium, Vietnamese food
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2045U51nA

woNaNit ﬂizaummﬁ,l,a:msﬁmm"sMﬁumwﬁuﬁwaa;ﬁu'ﬂmﬂ'@ﬁﬁwﬁwa@iamm
walafazdnslumeniiae Tagruna lnussawuin L%aﬁau,azmﬁufﬁaLaﬂé'ﬂmﬁmww:é'm a4
@AIFWAN (Dwivedi et al., 2018) ROAARDINUANTANEN Franky and Yanuar Rahmat Syah (2023)
AWy Uszsumsatvasduilna anudiswala anwasinanddaaniud vaufisnauinyys
AAIWAILANURIANTTY fantwarsuandenuidalenezinyg wudeanuuwiseves
Thomas et al. (2023) AfugwIN midauiureasuilnasinainindaanudnladralune
ﬁgﬂifuﬁavlﬂmhifu miaanusuRuinuguTinaiuunaaWa TuaIviasinln 1 Salodu

v v oa { { v 0/ a v ' 1 AI .Q/ v ¢ ) !
LLazﬂ’]iaﬁ’N“gll“ﬁ%a‘]JiIﬂﬂﬁLﬁU’J‘HE]{Iﬂ‘].l(?’liﬂﬁ%ﬂ’] mNa@lammwumummmm"hmia %omvl,ﬂgg
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@muﬁuﬁﬁﬁ):ﬁhﬂsl,mwmﬁmwaa%ﬁinﬂ (Ren et al., 2022) NNNITNUNIWITIHNTINAING
ﬁﬂﬂg&mauLLmﬁ@mﬁfﬁ'ﬂﬁLLammmé’uw"’uﬁixmwmiﬁmWiwﬁ'umﬁuﬁwa\‘ip\ifu'%lm
nuasddsznavseinInauauasvedfuilae laud anwashlfanauduazanuduladsly
TR 69307 1 lasdaundgiunmaiduaai

FUNARIN 4: nMaflEusnnuanFuddaninasuindeanuaslaltasdud

FuudgIud 5: Mafisusnnuendudddninafivindannuanlatslunen e

NSaUNUIADUAG

PINMINUNIBITIWNTINT G 1 ﬁw'lﬂ@jmauLLmﬁ@mﬁaTﬁﬁ'Himwmsmm&uw“’uﬁ’
FERINUWIAANITUIANUUYIITI 90T Fiee m‘sﬁmuiwﬁumﬁuﬁwad;ju%lnﬂ LaZNIY
A8UALDIVDIKUTINA mnmwﬁua:mu%ﬁ'ﬂﬁﬁmﬁaa nyouLwIAafiLaasl i ARG
L%auimiwdwaaﬁﬂi:ﬂawaamﬁuim’mLLﬁa%wad@mﬁuﬁﬂ laun aanusidedis A
@imﬁa\‘] LLazé‘iyé‘ﬂmﬁﬁw (Morhart et al., 2015; Beverland and Farrelly, 2010; Beverland,
2006) ﬁ'umsﬁei’mi’sun"‘umﬁﬁuﬁwaa;gl”u’%lm (Hollebeek et al, 2014) wananii SIuaas
ANNANNUTIzRIIMIisuTwtuaniudizaifuilnauszniineuaueszedguilng 9
Usznausrganuailaldaiud (Yoo and Donthu, 2001) uazanuidalasnalusianfitas

(Netemeyer et al., 2004) @Tﬂgﬂﬁ 1

- - -
g ~
A i Y

- nsdudanuuviaieung | N1ADUANDIVDY
ATIAUAY Huslaa

o
anuUdeia Lo aw o w
™ % anuadlaldnsidugn

K H4
msildusauiu /

oA H2 s w 2]
AnuABLiles ASIAUAYOE
s u3lan %
) Anudaledne
DR I Tusanditay

s 1: LRAINTAULWIAA IUNNTITL

o QCQI
E]“quﬂﬂ@] munuﬂmryﬁ]ﬁ
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- — el —
SSIU9UISNISIOVI
= uqf ; a o a o vAa o Y o ad Aa o
myane luaseft 1Juau381T981573 (Survey Research) Ed’)ﬁ]ilvl,ﬂ MUAITANTITY
assia U
1. dszmnsuaznaadiadgng

1.1 dszmns

v @
= £3

Uszmnifilddmsunmsansnaioil ae @uﬂm‘ﬁlj’ﬁ'ﬂLLa:ausl,aﬁ'fi?aﬁuﬁﬁmw M urn
\ita ﬁmé’mgj’hﬁ'&%i’@qmmﬁi@alVLsJ'mﬂm‘hmuﬁLLuuau "ngaf:ﬁagaﬂszmnﬂuﬁ'wf@
90357% NNAENNURDALAITE srydwanlszring O 2564 WU TS wIun 5w 1,566,510
A% (National Statistical Office of Thailand, 2021)

1.2 NN

MIAABATIIAGIDENIFIRTUNNTANBIATI T LTRIN TN NRANNN TN FD A UAS
POLRBALUSVDIBNITINITANLYING I@ﬂmjuéﬁamoﬂi:ﬂauﬁuﬂ;ju%‘[ﬂﬂﬁjﬁ'mm:au%%aﬁuﬁw
a7 "INunnuLiag" ﬁmﬁ'ﬂayﬂuﬁ?‘m{@qmmﬁ ¥a#t Hair et al. (2010) dtauain myitasy
padsenauasiswiudragnannnnin 100 audwly saandasiy Angsucharit et al. (2014)
ﬁLLu:ﬁﬂﬁﬁmu@mjmﬁasmvl,&i@%'m'jw 100 A% “ONING ;ﬁé"ﬂ@‘i’ﬁnﬁaﬁmé’nmmsﬁnﬁ
AARATIWIBAIBEIFIRILANTIATIEALULARFNNNTLATIRINI (Structural Equation Modeling:
SEM) WiadszanasnmHtaasads3s Maximum Likelihood autaLanavas Hair et al. (2010)
ﬁi:giﬂﬂ'}iiﬂﬂ:ﬁ SEM @13 uuaTwIaa1a819Uzunms 10-20 LYiN289a3ulIRLna Le
iiosanmfnenasiidensasnnalariodu 21 sl S9mmwadiagnsdudn ldivinm
315 an (21 x 15 = 315) agnslsAiany 1RatRuE I INagaUNIITAG (Statistical Power) uaz

va e KR

aﬂmwuﬂa’mmﬁaulumsﬂi:mmﬂ'wwwﬂﬁmag NI M uaTWIaa108719tT% 400 A

U
] o o o i ' o ' '
TIeanRDINUTBIAHEVEI Comrey and Lee (1992) iszyinuwmadiadng 300 audiadnd (good)
Al A o et a [ 3 [
W8z 500 AKNAINANIN (very good) MnIUMILATZHRaIRLIzNaY
1.3 M3laannANA2DEY
nsdnaIIi IHannguatIdIsIENIguLLLnAILTUAa% (Multi-stage Sampling)

o

J

She

i 1 N13§N8E19918 (Simple  Random  Sampling) ‘[@m%%msﬁ'uammﬁaaimﬁaﬂ
éhmaim?’mi’@qmmﬁ Inrenua 20 sune ledun e NeIy Uszansdatey nuasnin
wuaiuad nuadiima nuand iy Ayading Tuuazena drude duis looanu vadu
gi9nay @3519 1ues JIxunue i law WAZWI 84 mﬂmsziuf{i“uammﬁaﬂa"ﬂmavlﬁ 10
dune laun les dewdnddsthan nussiama nuand iy Jssanue lrau @3

quaz 2710 RSN %\‘]
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U1l 2 NMIFUAIBLUDLFATIU (Proportional Sampling) lasrhwuazuiadlae19an
Qs Qs ldl q' “g; dl v 6 “qj ‘dl o 1 A IA =
Jniafidudrunuainduasun 1 lasldinusidszmnininuaninisgu de 400 au 598
RARIUVBITIWIUABEIINANTAWI DA LA A ST

1399 1: uFAIFAE IR IETINIULAENANAIDE

81na wwdsesIns Souaz MIBAIDEN

\Wovgasmit 414,060 427 171
nund 123,795 12.77 51
LT 116,190 11.98 48
ADIINTD 63,520 6.55 26
WIURND 58,995 6.08 24
Tuugzana 50,157 5.17 21
GEal) 48,968 5.05 20
AL ITER 39,562 4.08 16
Wg 28,823 2.97 12
Uszandfathay 25,621 2.64 11

T 969,691 100 400

7A37: The Bureau of Registration Administration (2022)

udi 3 ﬂﬂiﬁfﬂﬂéj&l@”’gasi'ml,mmf]m:uu (Systematic Sampling) Weannudasinuwa
mjm”’;mhamnﬂﬁgmslmsuﬁ 2 G397 1 qﬁ?ﬁ'mﬁLﬁul,ﬁaﬂamuﬁﬁﬁwﬁ‘uLﬁmmuaaumu
WULLNZRd fa aanasadszdnsiine LﬁmmﬂLﬂuamuﬁﬁpjﬂwﬁﬂmumﬂLLamzmn mﬂifuziu
nuuuss Ly wuuduass Sufusuusauoy 1aan 8.00 u. idudwly lasfmuangueiaing
1 Q%5 uIm wﬂdw:mumm"wmué’mmuﬁi:ﬂﬂumiwﬁ 1 W% aaagagLnalny 5y
Lﬁuiaganﬁjwﬁ'saamﬂuﬁ 11787 8.00 %. AT 2 1980 8.05 1. UAZ AT 3 1981 8.10 . AUNT
9ATY 48 AU uazw N laanInfuLugeunmaINngudlagsaTunoluin §isduiuns
vulwindaldaunitazasy (Audayaizniig 1 - 31 ganaw 2566)

Tl 4 nIaaianuuuiiIadszad (Purposive Selection) ﬁrmmg'wﬁ';amw&uﬁ 3 18an
ﬂajml”’saﬂﬁaﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁ'ﬂuazaulﬁ]%amwm’iwmumw 37 wanniles uazidulafiazaouuuusauny

2. 1A3098aN 1A w1598

v @
o A4

w3asdanldlun153981 89050 1™ (Quantitative  Research) A3dfiAa wuugauanu

¥

(Questionnaire) a%m%’mﬁmamum‘faga lasutsnvugauanaanidn 4 & laun

o cacw
E]i«qbﬂﬂ@] munuﬂmryﬁ]ﬁ
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%

§Iuf 1 Lflu@‘hmuLﬁmn”uﬁagaé’ﬁuﬂszmmmaﬁmaap\i}”@ammuaaumu Jad0w
vanua 3 78 1aun we enEw wazmsAnmn

§Audl 2 Lﬁummi’ﬂLﬁmﬁ'umi%'u;;i”mmLwTa'%waamﬁﬁu@Tﬁ § 3 eaudsurs laud
anudatia  anudaifios uassyansoifioy lasdaudasannuudaasuesainuazame
(Morhart et al. , 2015)

§Iud 3 Lﬂummi’@Lﬁ'mn”umsﬁmui'auﬁ'umwﬁuﬁwao;jﬁ‘[nﬂ 2 eudsure
laun ﬂ?}ﬁ?’y@Tmaﬁuniuazﬂ?]ﬁ'umz@ju lasaaulainnuuAavasgaaadnlazamie (Hollebeek
et al., 2014)

§uil 4 Lﬁummi'@]Lﬁmﬁ'ummauauawaag‘{uﬂnﬂ i 2 eaursuels lefun anuesla
ldanduduazanuidsladrslumafiies losdaulasnnumifasedguazaaug (Yoo and
Donthu, 2001) LRSLBALNLEDSLAZ AT (Netemeyer et al., 2004) AN

nnuiudanalastinuainmainisliazuunannisliszduanuday
Tapdsziindrvasiaaudlaainiaissdolunséne de uuuseuany nuouviasain
Uszanmuen (Rating Scale) Gaiidatdan 5 szau T@Uﬁé’ﬂwm:mmamﬂLL@is:@”umﬂﬁqmuﬁd
ﬁayﬁ'q@ finsaTamauaINATITwLian (Content validity) I@m;jl,%mmzyﬁ‘hmu 3 7w
LﬁamwaaummmamqwmL‘f‘:amLLa:mmg}ﬂ@TawaaﬁwuauLLaxnﬁwwﬁl%ﬁ]uvl@T@iw 10C = 1
nndadianw NAFOUAINNLTENY (Reliability) laslfgasvasasauuna (Cronbach’ Alpha
Coefficient) lasiuuusaunialnasasliiundudiadie (Try out) AfsnwurafuadIny
Uszannsflilunséines $1uamn 30 70 wuinuuseuawluudazduiszauanuideiu
J¥%314 0.817 — 0.954 I@ﬂlﬁwaagiummsﬁﬁ%ﬁam'j’] 0.7 (Cronbach, 1984)

3. MR

ﬂ'ﬁ"?l,m']:ﬁﬂzj”aQalumﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁ@hLﬁumsasmLﬂui:uuLﬁamsaaaaUﬂmuL%m:awmaa
@TuLLﬂiﬂ'auﬁnLiﬁg&ﬂwﬁmﬁzﬁéﬁLmuaumﬂmof,ﬁw (Structural Equation Modeling: SEM)
Taodduaauasit

3.1 mim'maauﬁ'agmﬁwaaém

mﬁmﬁ:ﬁ’agaa‘”’?ﬁ'ﬂdﬁmﬁ:ﬁﬁaLLﬂiLLNaLLa:@ﬁLLﬂié’dmmﬂmmmuﬁazﬁwmﬁﬁ@ﬁ
wuuaassunslassainnmsiieneienudulnduesdoyn Jiarzianudunuives
Taya Lﬁaﬂmﬁ'uﬂytymmaziamz%”umawn (Multicollinearity)

3.2 MIATLRANNATIBIlATIES9
{398 ldvin1sTiemsiesddsznauiFadudu (Confirmatory  Factor  Analysis)
Lﬁa’imﬁzﬁmmmaL%alﬂsaa%“waﬁauimzlmmi’maami'mamLﬁmmu%a@ﬂh (Convergent
validity) L8ZN13A3I9R0LANNTEIATIFIS 1NN (Discriminant Validity) f5sazi8uaasit

3.2.1 mwmfuaaumwmﬁmmu%agtﬁﬁ (Convergent Validity) Stnausin33tazh
ﬂﬁaga@”ﬁ: Aimiinesssznay (Factor Loading) 41031 0.7 (Hair et al., 2010) dranuLTosn

29f1/52nay (Composite Reliability: CR) ¥1nn31 0.7 (Fornell and Larcker, 1981) ALafed

O7 21 arfud 2 (NINPIAN — TUNAN 2567)
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mmuﬂsﬂmuﬁgﬂaﬁ@w (Average Variance Extracted: AVE) 41nn31 0.5 (Byrne, 2010) Uas
@hmﬁm%au&ugaq@ (Maximal  Reliability: MaxR(H)) WINNIEINNL T e wa AT Ny
(Composite Reliability: CR) (Fornell and Larcker, 1981)

3.2.2 MINTIIFALAN 90391598 unn (Discriminant Validity) Sinasin1s3iasnes
ﬁaya@”@ﬁ A VAVE @adlanaans fo "Lﬁmﬁgmq cross construct correlation 7841 9 Anlu
RANALALINY (Liu et al., 2015) LLazﬂ'ﬂﬂﬂ&lLLﬂSﬂS?ui’Jngdqﬂ (Maximum Shared Variance:
MSV) @Taaﬁ@hﬁam’hﬂ'wLa,?iwadmmuﬂsﬂnuﬁgﬂaﬁ'ﬂvlﬁ (Average Variance Extracted:
AVE) #ibusazaiudsudy (Hair et al., 2010)

3.3 MINATDUTANNAZ 1

%

WRINBUAIILINAINasaUaNNAZI% (Hypothesis testing) IINNANITILATIEHS GEE
AURDALTIDN9D9 %%aaﬁ@aksmu Lﬁ'ammmﬁ‘uw"‘uﬁ%ammqmaann@ﬁLLﬁJiLLam:ﬁuﬂaﬁ'ﬁﬁﬁ

nswadanuls laslfauuuaunislaseaine (Structural Equation Modeling: SEM)

wan1sJ99

NANTITLLTINTIOUUN mm‘hmuﬂ’lﬁﬁa;&aﬂz&ﬁyu 400 Au WU LWARTY Aalduipoay
66.3 INATNY Sawae 33.7 Sonfwamuauauusn iniSewsindne Aaduiosas 58 Wanihivas
33 Aaidutesar 19.6 uazid1veigaia Aauduiawsz 3.5 auday sraumsdnmluazay
Psanne3 uswlng dedusasas 69.4

HANT3LA TR B9A39L 59 lAT9859 (Construct  Validity) 99nn1331A3712 %
paddsznauBefiusi wudn drinwinasdszney (A) (0.816 - 0.956) LaZANAN UL TN
24Adsznau (CR) (0.877 — 0.942) dd1annnin 0.7 mmﬁmaamwLLﬂiﬂsmﬁQﬂaﬂ”ﬂvl@T (AVE)
(0.704 - 0.843) §iA1WNNI1 0.5 @iﬂmwm%audugaq@ (MaxR(H) ANNINEIA LT B3N
29f13znay (CR) uazAInNNULIUINIINGIFa (MSV) Hagnirdadsrasannuulsdyiui
anana'ld (AVE) aauaasluanIef 2 nanIIaIzdaufinsasaiTes uun (Discriminant
Validity) Wuin @hi'mﬁaawaammﬁwaamwuﬂiﬂmuﬁgﬂaﬁ@"lﬁ(\/M) ﬁmﬁgaﬂiﬂ cross
construct  correlation e luganAiduINw L§AIIN vaiadanuifissnsadesiuun
aouaasluenef 3 ugasliiduin sesiadenudadeld uszduuumyialassnuaasli
winwhdanuseaadasnudayaiadszany (Hair et al, 2010; Kline, 1998) (X’/d.f. = 1.860 GFI =

0.903, CFI = 0.974, TLI = 0.966, RMSEA = 0.058, SRMR = 0.036 W8z PCLOSE = 0.102)

o cacw
E]i«qbﬂﬂ@] munuﬂmryﬁ]ﬁ
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A19199 2: LLﬁ(ﬂ\‘]ﬂ’]iNaﬂ’]iﬂi’l’%ﬁau@]’l’]&lt‘ﬁﬂdﬂidL“E\‘]@;L"l‘]”] ANMUNBINTILTITIUUA LATANTIATIERAAINN

o
Average  Maximum
Factor Composite Maximal
o o o o . Variance Shared
Audsudsuazdauisdsnala Loading  Reliability Reliability
Extracted Variance
) (CR) (MaxR(H))
(AVE) (MSvV)
AN TaNa (Credibility) (01=0.905) 0.908 0.768 0.659 0.919
\uanFudnlinaanaisguilng 0.885
iuaFuaniauddng L
= ve o a 0.923
nlAlinuguslne
Wuanfumnienugdasad luwen
L 0.818
winuguilne
aMuAaLibay (Continuity) (01=0.876) 0.877 0.704 0.659 0.879
naauiniUsesannuduunss
0.816
21U
Lﬂumﬂﬁuﬁ”ﬂﬁ"l,&iﬂﬂqﬂ 0.861
Wuanfuenedsanannms
4 . .41 ¥ 0.840
WRyukUaIdANs g NiNadn
daanwalan (Symbolism) (01=0.894) 0.894 0.738 0.638 0.895
Wuanfumnaziouliiiuning
ﬁnmua@gm@hmummﬁaamwaq 0.859
wuslne
o 1
WA FUAMNFIIANNRUWUENL
o AT e . e 4 wa 0.877
duilnadiamaiiauadauiiuiais
WJuasFumMaIanusNNUEnY
duilne demaiiauefsnguilnald 0.841
ANEIATY
fTadaanansant (Affection factor)
0.911 0.774 0.658 0.912
(Q=0.911)
sanladuszlomiannmssuysznu
v . u 0.877
IMTIIAMIY @51 “FAURUNLE9”
FEnfinnuganMIIUUTENBeng
L L . 0.873
Beauy @31 “INunuuiites”
FEndannsTudmuenmiaivawy
o . 0.889
a7 “Munvaitas
SIETT Eln‘iz(i% (Activation factor)
0.886 0.795 0.781 0.891
(0=0.883)
Warinudassudsemuanmsisauiy
0.914

v a = aa -
NUBANLRANNINVYDI AT “INULABULLDI"
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Average  Maximum

Factor = Composite Maximal
o o o o Variance Shared
Audsudsuazaauisdsnala Loading  Reliability Reliability
Extracted Variance
N (CR) (MaxR(H))
(AVE) (MSV)
“Ghunnaitad iJuanfuanrine
5 , ) 0.868
mﬂs:muagﬂuﬂi:m
anuailalrasdwan
0.932 0.821 0.781 0.934
(Brand Usage Intention) (0l=0.932)
whndomisisauuanauianasd
semdilaunuan “Iununuiiiay viw 0.916
§30950U T uuaInT “ANunuiiias”
wlam T dsawuaauddaund
AmMWIABLYIAT “Tunuuiies i 0.916
AIraUTUUTEMUUeIaT “ANunuuLiias”
e isawNaFum Bl
LANEIN AT “INuAnuLiad” Yinuegsag 0.886
walafassudsemuaasan “Ihunuiiiias
asneinlesialunsraie
(Willingness to pay a price premium) 0.942 0.843 0.530 0.954
(01=0.940)
' P A X ) aa
MuuANINANFITBENRITLAT “1
“ “ 0.941
wnaLiia s
' a a 43 o Qs ada
ududnsunduinsuan “n
. 0.956
wnaLiia s
fausl @31 “GRunuailas dasdsunen
n&/ a =3 v [ Il o
211IuINLAY Lanitay AliznunInyin 0.856
Wvinwdngale
‘VIN’]EIWIGJ :n =400, }\ > 0.7, O0>0.7,CR> 0.7, AVE > 0.5, MaxR(H) > CR, MSV < AVE
A15199 3: LEAINANIIIATIEAANUALIATITIT U
Credibility Continuity = Symbolism Affection  Activation Brand Usage Willingness
Credibility 0.876
Continuity 0.812*** 0.839
Symbolism 0.765*** 0.799*** 0.859
Affection 0.674*** 0.740*** 0.764*** 0.880
Activation 0.522*** 0.514** 0.663*** 0.770*** 0.891
Brand Usage 0.598*** 0.609*** 0.685*** 0.811*** 0.884*** 0.906
Willingness 0.456*** 0.414** 0.524*** 0.599*** 0.681*** 0.728*** 0.918

ANBWEG : Lnuesfad VAVE uaz = szauipdany .001 (p < 0.001)

o cacw
al{fﬂﬂ@] munuﬂmryﬁ]ﬁ
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Credibility1

8
Credibility2 L

(35
Credibility3
Continuity1
Continuity3
Symbolism1

® @006 ® ®O® ®

Symbolism3

78
85
67
85
.76
— 87
Continuity2
o
]
74
77
7

Credibility

Ay

Consumer Brand

%
- 88 / i
Symbolism2 - CBE_Activation

€1

Engagement
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9'\

.90
BrandUsage =
5

-58 $

2, <
.54 EJ

.95

G
.69
CBE_Affection

3 2: LRAILULFIRBIFNNII LATIF AL EUNIIA NN TNAUT

.84
.85
.78

.89
91
.74

mngﬂ‘ﬁ' 2 (y"f'sLmumii‘@iicﬂm’smmmlﬁiﬁu’hﬁmmaa@ﬂé’a\iﬁ'uﬁagaL%oﬂszﬁ’nﬁ
(X2/d.f. = 2.080 GFI = 0.904, CFl = 0.971, TLI = 0.964, RMSEA = 0.065, SRMR = 0.046 L8

PCLOSE = 0.190)

Namsﬂmaaua&mag'\u

WANINARBUFNAAIUIINNIAULWIAAN UG 1T nan1IaseURANAZIW wazAEAA

PYINILUTUEHY LFAIAIATN 4

A1397 4 HAMINARBUANNATIMLATAIERAa UL T

@ o a &
P dilszans
y - - WIRWN ——m ANNA[A . Han13
R LlEUWNvanana - A GRIGI 4 n1INIUIY
ANNAFIN anana LAfa® o nagay
AG--->HA (t) AuilIna -
(ﬁ) N1AIZ N ) ANNAF N
(R)
(S.E.)
Credibility-->
H1 Consumer Brand 0.123 1.204 0.094 0.581 Ui
Engagement
Continuity--> ~
H2 0.061 0.522 0.108 Ufias

Consumer Brand

O7 21 arfud 2 (NINPIAN — TUNAN 2567)
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a

o a £
P auilszans
o . A WIKRKN o ANAIA . Wan13
_ LldBNIaNona o A GRI 4 nN1INIBIY
qANNAZ W aNDNA LAfaY o nasgay
A6--->HA (t) Aulsua -
(B) NATFIN ) qNNAZ W
(R)
(S.E.)
Engagement
Symbolism-->
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