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nMsnmnnsieneitiads wethluiaulunaaunislaseinwomes
n13namandueiuulels dususasudusendandanu laslduuvasuaiy
\Huieesdielunisiiuniunudoyaainnguitetsminanuesdnsgsialulun
NANNNMIUAT FAT1Evianuissmsianuduiusvesdade (Confirmatory
Factor Analysis (CFA)) Uszananalaslusunsy AMOS laedadedivinnns
Fnwilduanwa Animiniade ( Factor Loading) wnni1 0.50 Usznaudae
(1) M3¥lausiu (Involvement) ANMUAITLENNTI AOLNLDINTININHEA ST
WU Tiseduifudnfaymnaadn 0.05 (p<0.05) Felirnduusyansiduma (Path
Coefficient) wiiu 0.832 (DE= 0.832 + IE= 0 = TE = 0.832) (2) A waxyTal
yeaiem (Content Integrity) fAnuduiugnmansg AOYUNBINITININHENS DN
wuuksfiseRuTdfyn19adn 0.05 (p<0.05) Fdlvirnduusyansidunia (Path
Coefficient) Wihffu 0.721 (DE= 0.721+ IE= 0 = TE = 0.721) (3) MFINNY
(Criticism)laifanuduiusiannansiuazneden deyuuoentsinanaman o
wuuksfiseduTdfn19adn 0.05 (p20.05) Falvrnduusyansidunia (Path
Coefficient) 11U -0.104 (DE= - 0.104 - [E= 0 = TE = -0.104) uaz (4) AgAN
M318UAT (Brand Equity) dAduduiusniense deyuuean1sdninanansioe
wuukssfiseRuTedfyn19adn 0.05 (p<0.05) Fdlvirnduusyansidunia (Path
Coefficient) winfiu 0.308 (DE= 0.308 + IE= 0 = TE = 0.308)

nsUsrananalasWaulunaaun1slasIas19(Structural Equation
Model: SEM) 9043111184013 9Nan gk uuwiadmsusaeudussndandaanu
I¥iviniu 0.832*msTidusan + 0.721%Auanysaiveaion - 0.104*n15mInt
391981 + 0.308*AnuAns AU Tnedmnuifieanss (R2) Idviuiesas 88.7

ANEATY : YULBINITIAINEATUILUULKS, N1FININEIT0L, N5laus,
ANNaNYIalvellen, AnAInI AU
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Abstract

The study of factors analysis purposes to develop Structure
Equation Model (SEM) of the product placement prominence aspects.
Using questionnaire as instruments for collecting data from Thai business
organization’ officers in the Bangkok Metropolis, and processed by
Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) by AMOS program which found that model
of the study was valid because the factors loading were more than 0.50 and
also had the value of the statistical significant. The factors analysis consists
of (1) Involvement had a direct effect to the product placement prominence
aspects with the value of the statistical significant of 0.05 (p<0.05). The path
coefficient value was 0.832 (DE= 0.832 + [E= 0 = TE = 0.832). (2) Content
integrity had a direct the product placement prominence aspects with the
value of the statistical significant of 0.05 (p<0.05). The path coefficient value
was 0.721 (DE= 0.721+ IE= 0 = TE = 0.721). (3) Criticism had not a direct and
an indirect effect to the product placement prominence aspects with the
value of the statistical significant of 0.05 (p>0.05). The path coefficient value
was -0.093 (DE= - 0.104 - [E= 0 = TE = -0.104). (4) Brand equity had a direct
effect to the product placement prominence aspects with the value of the
statistical significant of 0.05 (p<0.05). The path coefficient value was 0.308
(DE= 0.308 + IE= 0 = TE = 0.308).

The process and development for the product placement
prominence aspects for ecology cars’ Structural Equation Model (SEM) was
0.832*involvement + 0.721*content integrity - 0.104*criticism + 0.308*brand
equity; and the analysis result of model validity (R2) was 88.7 percent.

KEYWORDS : Product Placement Prominence Aspects, Involvement,

Content Integrity, Criticism, Brand Equity
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uni

Hagtudulddanuaulalunisi
191N159A I NERS UL UULHS (Product
Placement) slfnntuludunisnana il
Wudownaduailunisussrduiusndnfausi
idesangulnaldfunisdeansussnduiug
H1ugemadagtuluduniegegiannuag
sorilos daalviAnvinunAilaifsendnsioe
1 oty nmsdansndnsusiuuuudsiadugy
wuumsaaaunlmilulsemalneiiviaule
FeTBnsiiewdnfusiulwmiousingtu
TuSessrmdearnluseniseneqsude Tay
annsaifialenianisuszanduiudiiionts
a¥amsiud sadinsnuannsolunis
aviruaRTiAdendn sTungTNs 19N way
Whsnegeanfonsifiugonueveanan i
Faunnsinsa1nn1sdeansUszundusiugnig
pamlugUnuuily (Alwitt & Prabhaker,
1994) #ail Anderson (2006) ldoSunds
YUNBINTINNINEN St uuUels (Product
Placement Prominence Aspect) Taedunis
dafunnuddgsienisdnerdnsduen lugd
wuunshiludnwaga1eg o9y A5
wAnSauTuludnvzAtnsusngTus ity
donlusiens vie Wunmilundasenis
Wlearensiuirefuusonisnisde waziile
aaiaunRTiAdenanfu Ingazdimanients
sinAulatondnfasivosiuilng

nsfniiiiediasegitadedmsu
N1TWAILNLULARANNTIATIAT 19V 0L ULBY
N33R INMART I LU dmSusoeud
Usendanaasnu (Ecology Car) %3 dlaAls
(EcoCAR) Fsannsnthlllushunismaneues
gramnIsueLeudvesUTznAlney Liletae

nsgdumNFasntsteasuilan iiesan
dagiuldinsiauiuinnssu g udi
A1U1508UBINOUA 0T MIEDIUNITAINS
PIPUAAUNE I TULAEHANENUINTIALETY
fifngaty udugadudureslouieninig
\lonszdugnavnssNuBuAluUszINAlne
el 9ndeule vesssunalve fitvunduan
nsudnbiasdmiuniseudfnisndnuaznis
Fasmurourazselsi 100,000 dused
Tngulefiansandunuililunisamuazdes
augafudnussudTis e Jaduussisiu
ddgyiinudn nslanudidgluduygmes
N153A319R RS UIT LU URHE T UTBUA
UTEnIANGIunIlUUIANA 1UNITAAA
ansoltifuaiessiodmiutnnmsnander
HANTOEUARAZEINIMUIBTALUA

dadelun1siasizwiarniuniswaun
TaAasaun15lATeaI19v 9y UNBINITINING
nanAe LuULHsA1SUTRBUAUSZNE R
Waeu faguslaaynilneg

Jadearusiegluniswmunluina
AUNSLATIATNVDILNDINTIAI NG U
wuuwHsdnsUTneUAUTERgANaTU TauA

1. n38dUI9U (Involvement) Lag
Bloch and Richins (1983) wag Houston and
Rothschild (1978) way Zaichkowsky (1985)
lowdsguuuunsiidmsiuuaglimintnainy
13 ot

a

1.1 M3fldmsiuvesynna (Personal
Involvement); N1sNKwus18N15HUY LAY
AMULNYIVDINUNARAUNUULNDUY DU

=3 & v v
LAULYAY TR vLﬂ‘VlG]aENGLSU



1.2 A58 3UTIUNIIN18ATN
(Physical Involvement); msﬁ%m’mmiﬁ?u‘]
wesuiuasdnlalugnautRvomanfuridun
1NDU

1.3 nsfidusunenIuanIunsel
(Situation Involvement); wun1snsentin
Seanumsaifidenndasiundndng o1figy
Amzthuuneiunsdenldsaeus

2. anusuysaivaaiian (Content
Integrity) lng Claire (2010) laUssUhuuves
mmauyiaﬁﬁuaaLﬁ@%ﬂLLaz‘Lﬁﬁﬁwﬁmﬂmml”i
Fall

2.1 nrsildausaugruiloniansy
(Informational Integrity); n15UNNARAMI
UiﬂﬂgsﬁuluiwsﬂﬂigﬂLLUULﬁammsmaz
avudidundn

2.2 nsdIuT A UANNTULIY
(Entertainment Integrity); n1sUNARS W
Unnglusenissuiuuanuduiiadumdn

3. msawne (Criticism) lne Gupta
et al. (2000) lowUsgunuuresnsininduas
T Anely el

3.1 AIUASE555U (Ethically Charged
Product); 1Judasiialunisdninsuuuels
Tnglig sdunisidssaduiusuiniiuly
(Over Commercialization)

3.2 Yednfiannudeya (Information);
fodrdnnisliidoya oy Teyailaiidu
ANHITIVDIHENSUTTUFULUULEN

3.3 Yadiianungsvidyy
(Regulation), N szsdeu war Tovinulunisun
rAnSaueiwldlusenisniede

4. AuAmIIEUAT (Brand Equity)
Ine Aaker (1991) waz Keller (1993) lgilus
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A AuE Azl aa il fodl

4.1 nssuinensndudn (Brand
Awareness); Hu518n15IALHIUME03TNAT
dudnthuqunriou

4.2 Ananiendesiumsidudn (Brand
Association); Hausien1siaelivsenaaesld
wAnstuaTlaguesmsdudiuinion vielssu
n1suennaNdnTIAuA T

4.3 ns5uiteaRunIn (Perceived
Quality); HU1518NINTIVATEAUAMANVDS
WA st

4.4 AuaesnAnAens1dUA (Brand
Loyalty); Hvu318n158A310393nAnAM e
p91ALATY

NTOUIIUIVY

NsNARUT T80 UNUBINTT
N WARA UL UUHSE S UTRIUAUSEUER
wdsuseguilanviilneg Aradddly Ae
AMTIATIERRIAUTENDUTNEUSY (Confirma-
tory Factor Analysis: CFA) iiewmunluna
aun3lAssass (Structural Equation Model:
SEM) Tmanslalusunsa AMOS (Version 6.0)
war @usaimuInseusuidedldlunis
A1 Fanwd 1
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|Persona| |Physica|| Situati0n|

| Ethical

|Information| Regulation

Content Integrity

PPL Prominence
Aspects

Brand Equity

Informational Entertainment

Integrity Integrity

Brand
Awareness

Brand
Association

Brand
Loyalty

Perceived
Quality

A9 1 nseunuddenldlumsiinsgiiionaunaunislasainweauueInsInnman i

WU UTDEUAU ST U ANE I

¥
=1

n9Adenssildnsmuuigiuniside dl
n1sfdausan (Involvement) 1u
Hadeddyannsdaseiuazuuud 6.60 90
9.00 30 73.33 WosWud foyuuoINITIn
Mandnfueinuulis (Product Placement
Prominent Aspects) lngs Claire (2010) ety
nsiTeadeiiTelddeanufigu H1: nsdl
d1u373 (Involvement) HA1u&UNUGIT
ALK DYULBINITINIIHEATUIT UL
(Product Placement Prominence Aspects)
dmiusasudussndandanu
mmaugsiﬁﬁuauﬁam WJudade
dduannsdassRuazLLLdl 8.1 910 9.00
w30 90 Wasldus AoyuNeIn1sTnNEnTnu
LUULKS (Product Placement Prominent
Aspects) Ine Claire (2010) faunsisonds
dRdldfaunfgm H2: aruauysiveaion
(Content Integrity) fiAnuduiusIzaLmssie
LUNDINTININHENTUTIUURIS (Product

Placement Prominence Aspects) d@115U
FOIUAUTENIANRIIU

nsInIn¥Iansal (Criticism) 1Ju
Jadeiisndudesituifiansarluwiaes
ngszdeunseterulunisiinagnsnisdn
Nanandugiunly Ing Gupta et al. (2000)
Fatunsiteasaiavlddiauniism Ha: n1s
Ann¥iased (Criticism) HANUFLTUSITS
ANNAFOYUUBINITINIIHEATUIULUULHS
(Product Placement Prominence Aspects)
dususnsuAUTERIANS U

AMAIATIAUAT (Brand Equity)
Qﬂﬂﬁmﬁmimmﬂﬂ%mﬂﬂénﬁqmamﬁm%
Hosnndutadefidmasdenisanaulaiden
Fonansomt 1oy Aaker (1991) uay Keller
(1993) ) daumsifoadeiiislddauuign
H4: AAIMIIEUAY (Brand Equity) 331
AUNUSLTIAMAH OYUNBINITIN VNGRS
LUULES (Product Placement Prominence
Aspects) dususnsudUTEngANa 19U



Bnsantiuide

Usznsildlunsifonded 1aun
Uszwansmeluluangamnamiuag §id
Uszaun1saimsinuuasituinoulseiily
BIANTFINT oeeteY 6 LHou MNUAINYaTY
913 FannsenuadAvesdriimnenguues
wudnguusyrinsaananiuieungainiey
2010 SwAve 31131 2,155,700 AL LAY
§1u3u 1,956,800 AU

nquiegeiildlunisifoaded
Arurmvuiafieg19laeldgnseiuiu
(Yamane, 1973) fiszdiuanuidiesiudesas 95
Tnowanisduaildsunungusogieiaiy
799.83 vi30 800 AU (WMAY1Y 400 AU Uay
awevdls 400 Aw) Tnewdenifiudesiadi
15 1,000 AU (WAmE 500 AL UAZNARE
500 Au) kuulaIn (Quota Sampling) lne
wsiuflumanganmumuaandu 4 Gy 4
g1ugsia laud dau aaiv Svandven uag
alAn LazyiN1sLaeNgufAIg 19 UVAEAIN
(Convenience Sampling)

wioaiofildlun1sifondside
wuuaeuau (Questionnaire) vi1nIsifiv
susdeya ilednw lnoudadu 2 neulas
poufl 1 1 Hudauieaiudeyamlvestmou
WUUARUDNY Wag WeRNTIUNUILNA uaz nou
i 2 Dusnnndeaiulladeiinasienumoinis
JaandndnaiiuuiEsdmiusaeudUsenda
GRS
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NaN15998

s

MTIATIANOATIEBUANUTIBINTS (Validity) TulsazesnusznoumenIsiAse
paAUsENRUIBUSY (Confirmatory Factor Analysis: CFA) Tngiansalaan

1. 15887593 (Involvement)

s AmnUade ANANUAULYS
98 o
(Factor Loading) (Variance) (Sagae)

1.1 NMsidIUsINvBIUARa

! 0.790 62.4
(Personal Involvement)
1.2 NMSHAIUTIUNIGNIBAIN

0.879 7.3

(Physical Involvement)
1.3 NNSHAIUTIUNIGA 1Y
anunsal (Situation 0.896 75.6

Involvement)

2. AuENYInlvailani (Content Integrity)

o Auintady ANAIUNULUS

98 Y
(Factor Loading) (Variance) (Sa89)

2.1 n15TdusuA1uLlenn

@13¢ (Informational 0.868 75.3

Integrity)

2.2 N5UEUTIUAIUAINY

JuL7g (Entertainment 0.891 79.5

Integrity)




3. N153WNY (Criticism)

AngUTN Ay

SUDDHIPARITAD

91

AnunUady

{Jady

(Factor Loading)

ANAIUEULUT

(Variance) (5a8a%)

3.1 uATLEIIU (Ethically

0.834 69.6
Charged Product)
3.2 Yadnnnsmutleya

v 0.750 56.2

(Information)
3.3 Yadnfineungsuideu

0.758 57.5
(Regulation)
4. AMAIRTIEUAT (Brand Equity)

Auindade ANAUEULUS

{938

(Factor Loading)

(Variance) (5aea%)

4.1 N33uisiens1duan (Brand

0.920 84.7
Awareness)
4.2 paiedesiunsiausn

0.917 84.1
(Brand Association)
4.3 NISUSDIAUNMN

e 0.891 79.3

(Perceived Quality)
4.4 AMUSNANARDATIAUAN

0.667 44.5

(Brand Loyalty)

nansAnwdadedenanuanseinintlade (Factor Loading) fiaws 0.50 Auly uay

Ao o w a

fided1AyneadAn 0.05 (p<0.05) satlunsihladesnsqieiaunduyuueweinsdnag
HanAuewuussdmIUTaBudUsEndandenuseduinarilng FaAnuiiemse (Validity)
Ingnaasumsinseitadesusine Awnse 2 Wethluiaulunaaunisiaseasne (Structural

Equation Model: SEM)



angusamu

SUDDHIPARITAD

92

A58 2 aguransliaszidade 2 Wethluiawilumaaunisiaseadie (Structural
Equation Model: SEM) 9431118401330 euans s uuulsdmsusasuiusendandanu

Independent Variables

Dependent Causal Involvement Content Criticism Brand
Variables relationship Integrity Equity
Product DE 0.832*% 0.721* -0.104 0.308*
Placement
. IE - - - -
Prominence
Aspects TE 0.832* 0.721* -0.104 0.308*
R’ 0.887
*p<0.05

UsganSamlunisweansal wuin
Tumatinnufissnse (Validity) (Joreskog &
Sorbom, 1993) Lﬁaqmﬂﬁmawé’mﬁuﬁ‘wu@m
Adsaes (R2) wihiu 0.887 viseAnduseuay
88.7 GaiiAndaundoras 40 TulU dewdoldin
Tuaiifauannsalunsinldfuaseensu
16 (Saris & Strenkhorst, 1984)
nMsieszitadediudneg Aildeyuuas
N15ANINAANUIULUULAS G195 UTDIUR
Usendanassnu

1. MFIATIERAY N5EIUTI (In-
volvement); NaN151AdaUNUINUTUAINGT
fanuduiusiminseiiseduteddymis
adR 0.05 (p<0.05) Falvanduusansiduma
(Path Coefficient) WU 0.832 (DE= 0.832
+IE= 0= TE = 0.832) fatu nsiidausau
(Involvement) HAUdURUGTIa MR 0 L
NOINTININANA AU UL E S USRI UR
Usyniiandsan fislieguslaalne

2. mmauyzaﬂmamﬁam (Content
Integrity); Nan1snagouUadesingd dainu
Fuiusionemse fisviutedrdayneadn 0.05
(p<0.05) Felkarduuszansidunis (Path
Coefficient) winfiu 0.721 (DE= 0.721 +
IE= 0= TE = 0.721) fetfu Anuasysaives
\low (Content Integrity) flaanudusiug
WA o uNeIN15INIMARS I LYY
wlednsusasudUsendandsay fiflae
uslaalney

3. N15ININEI58d (Criticism);
nan1snageunuin Jadedenanaluiinanu
é’uﬁuﬁ‘ﬁy’qmqmqLLazmaé’auﬁﬁgﬁuﬁaﬁwﬁm
M3a3R 0.05 (p=0.05) feiu nMsimndiansal
(Criticism) laifimnuduiusdeanvasioyy
NOINITININNANA UNWUULRE T UTBUA
Usgndandsan fisleguslnale

4. AMAINTIAUAT (Brand Equity);
Nan1svAgauNUl1 Uadudinaniiiaiiy
Fuiusvanansafisgiuifedrfynieain
0.05 (p<0.05) FalFAduuszansidunis



[

(Path Coefficient) t1nnu 0.308 (DE= 0.308 +
IE=0 = TE = 0.308) fetiu Aruins13ufn (Brand
Equity) HAnuduius@isanmnmoyuuainis
danandndnaiiuuiEsdmiusaeudUsenda
i Asogulalne
nMshasgiRdadedudigg A
AOYUNBINTININHARSUIUU UL dmTU
FR8UAUTENIANS U @11150aTUNANT
NAFDUANNAFIUNTITYAIAIT 3

A543 ATUNANIININARBUANNAFIUNTIVY
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Results of
Hypothesis Hypothesis testing
Accept Reject
H1: n15ildusu (involvement) 3ANENRUSITIA 1AM DLUNBINITIA v
VNHARTUTLUUURS (Product Placement Prominence Aspects)
dmsusnsudUTEndanasnu
H2:  ANwanyIaivedilen (Content Integrity) iAuduiusid v
AVIARDYLNBINITININHEASUTIUUUEN (Product Placement
Prominence Aspects) @1m5UsneuAUIEneaNa Y
H3:  n3imneinsal (Criticism) SAnuduiusidsaivasieyuuen1sin v
MWARAIILUULHS (Product Placement Prominence Aspects)
dususnsuduTEndana sy
Ha:  AuAmIdEUA (Brand equity) IAuduiusidsamvnsesses v

A5IAININANTUNLUUENS (Product Placement Prominence

Aspects) dM3UTDEUAUTTNIANGITY

Tanagaun13lATIEF19Y0 93N INITINI
nanAMwUULNS d1uFusasudUsznda
WA

NTIATILUAEUTEUIANG A1U150
ayvuagiaurluinaaunislasaas g
(Structural Equation Model: SEM) @43y

UBINTINNNARNUNUUUUAS dmsusasun
Usendanasau lawiniu 0.832*nsildiusiu
+ 0.721*mmaugsa§mmﬁam - 0.104*n"3
INEITAl + 0.308*ANAINTIAUAT; Lag
sULUUTBINagNETAILTBsnse (R2) Wiy
Jowvaz 88.7 %"’aﬁmwmﬁmmwzﬁuqq
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afUsuNa
Pnnsinviiieiaunlunaaunis
1RS48 1999941 U0IN15TAI1INAN A w9l
WUULHIEIUTUSaBUR Ussndanaasnu
wua1 Jaduauaneg leun nnsdaiusau
(Involvement) Auanysalvoiion
(Content Integrity) WazAMAINIIAUAT
(Brand Equity) fiaduduiusideanvese
YUNDINITINININENAUITUUUUHIE19TY
soeuAUsEndandsan (Product Placement
Prominence Aspects) Lanslifiiuin n1s
Tanudfyiiuntuluusastade asne
TWiAnAuddfinniu deyuueinis
IINEANA U LUULHY d195usaeus
Uszndanaanu tasnan1saneUadeniu
N5UAIUIIN A0AAFBITUNANITANEIVBY
Celsi and Olson (1988) wansliiiiuleaan
n1sflgiusiuvesyana (Personal
Involvement) n158a@7us 1919018019
(Physical Involvement) tag NSHaIUIMN
AuEnIUNITal (Situation Involvement) d@swa
sion33us waz nsliimnuaulalundndaseid
1 NNfrusIensEeede Uszney
Aunan1sAnudadesiu Anuauysalved
doviy auayumuAnues Claire (2010)
fszylidn madsdnsasivsnglusons
AUANUUULIAY (Entertainment Integrity)
Humdnidu awnsodhdsfrumenisiduan
nanuuazausaaseauaulalundndue
lau1nn11 wazn1sAne1ve9 Aaker (1991)
wag Keller (2003) seylidn nsasnamsndum
Hudssuduegedslunisliarudidey
ARLNNDINITININNARNA I UUULES Taad
Wavangaagafenisainenusndnise
a513UA" (Brand Loyalty) dadudiusud
aruddrenssinauladeresuilng il

nsdfiunstuasdoseg neldngseidou
n3ovevulunsUsEuIdURUS NN Al
meladadeaunisinngidaisal (Criticism)
laud n1sldysdunisusseduiiusuinau
\AulU (Over commercialization) 571
N15AUANNIIHARTIEA1TIUNTT LAY
U doyaiigniesuaziduninmaie
(Information) Tngliifinsaasesssuvesdeny
uazeganelddetafuvesngmneaiunuie
(Regulation)
nsfnedanusaiiaseviluina
aunslassass (Structural Equation Model:
SEM) Fanadlauiionse (Validity) Wie
duasuuazadvayunisuneiaudAlu
A1UYNNBIN1TINIIINEA A wuwelalY
W ldaunagnsnisnainiuanaInnssy
g1usuiveslseinalng laglanizsauus
Uszndandsan vide 5lanns (EcoCAR) Lile
iingondadminguasulselovtognann
TumstuiedeussuuiasugRavesuszia

YoLauDIUY

NM15AN®I LA 1UYULBINITIAI
AR AT LUULHS AsANYILRILANT AU
nAndusisziandug sardnuddounn
sindludeusiazsny elunsiiausdoya
funndseenly wazasvihnsitedaangdn
(in Depth Interview) v3eldn saunuingy
(Focus Group) #ia3usldn13InINwEN TN
wuuuHsEnudenandlewaneingg ensud
fimuad usagdla fizdanasonisiadulade
dudniug satavenaiiaglifedudii
Tudenanstiug flaunala waitlduasls
fusslemiognantiawe savensussdiu
gonv1eHandu iedunsianalseneunis
inddesoly
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