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(Structural Equation Modeling: SEM)
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Abstract

This study aimed to develop and examine a structural equation model of the effects of
the Butterbear brand mascot on consumer attitudes and purchase intentions. A quantitative

research design was employed, using a questionnaire administered online to 316 respondents
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from Generation Y and older. The statistical analyses included descriptive statistics, factor analysis,
and structural equation modeling (SEM).

The results revealed that the familiarity dimension of the Butterbear mascot had a
significant influence on attractiveness (B = .96, p < .001), explaining 91.9% of its variance (R? =
1919). Both attractiveness (B = .43, p < .05) and familiarity (B = .42, p < .05) significantly influenced
attitude, and together they explained 70.5% of the variance in attitude (R? = .705). Furthermore,
attitude served as a mediator influencing purchase intention (B = .95, p <.001), accounting for
90.5% of its variance (R? = .905). The overall structural equation model of the Butterbear mascot’s
effects on attitude and purchase intention was found to be consistent with the empirical data.
The model fit indices demonstrated a good fit (X? = 34.048, df = 29, relative X? = 1.174, p = .238,
RMSEA = .024, RMR = .019, GFI = .983, TLI = .997). These results confirm that the proposed
structural equation model of the Butterbear mascot’ s influence on consumer attitude and

purchase intention aligns with the hypothesized relationships.

Keywords: Brand mascot; Attitude; Purchase intention; Consumer behavior.
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FUNUTDILUTURTUNTA pESUTTIdUNUSNAR U9 BUAT ¥SeUSANT (Garretson & Niedrich, 2004)
nagnénsdoasmeinanoniusudlauauaulaumsransanuusue esaniagiuguilaedinden
Fufuazuinig Auenanazlsuselevigeanandududs duesnmsusslovdluifvesniugniiuna
orsuaifinfunusud vilvimanegsAadaimhmnanenwusudunldiiodenlosersualduguilaa
a%’wqmﬁuﬁLLmﬂ@fﬂwﬁ’wgﬂﬁﬂwaﬁﬁimww'uuawdasﬂﬁﬁmmimﬁwLLUium‘lé’asJ'NGfaLﬁaﬂ (Cakir et al.,
2017) uenanil Ssfinmsfnmndrunnniduduidvinaresnanenuusudiiddeuusuduaskdn o
Audvieuinis lnewuih snanenuUTRtIEaswen1sUY nwdnuaiia Wauadia viliAneueila
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dmfuuszmalneiinsiananeauusudanlfidudunislunsdearsvesnsdng misoea
$19m3 53ia videlulasamaianizeng 1 uiidudinssuaionuarldfuanuaulanndulud wa 2567
uiflesnandnngmanimsfensnaneatomiiuennuusus Butterbear fias1ssanfiamumaniion
vudedsaueeularifin 1 lu 10 Useiiuiiinisessuasddsnniassoidestoud Weudiquiey s
Weutusieu w.e. 2567 TagldSuauaulasnniaadusudv 1 lufeuiquiey waznsngiau w.a.
2567 fyaansiidusiusieinou loun Wheaudquiey 36,915,745 ads WaunsnyAw 44,187,828 s
uazdsfinguunuaduinauvatetemn (nesudovasafouazaiiuassd, 2567)

Usingnisainseuaananentiaailiuguusun Butterbear dtnivinisvatvanidunenunisey
Audse nvesurefunaneniomiiiuenusud Butterbear lusinunisiiaulndifssanuduuywd
fnnu13n Predersile iliideudeduguilaalade audnvazvesanendemiiiuguusus
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Butterbear fmsdugmileuinmisn dslunszdliifnauidnosnundesgua Wunislinagms
ysensual (Emotional Strategy) lumsadisensualuvisamanlsiduguilan (nesudevasnieuaz
45198536, 2567; ATNEN AYNBY, 2567; W AYETUNS, 2567)

ognslsfin eldidsafanuideuas msfnwvesnanenuususlulsemelng wuimuide
@l fuunliulvlufienss@nunislénszuiumAdodanunmiiednunsiamudnanonli
fi8ndnwal fmnuaenadeuaznsafusndnualyumy (A Aufies uazdning us, 2566) Sanal
Yesiee3nLITiFesvesmsAnwananentusudlulszmalne luussiiunagnénnsdearsnisnain
nsAnwanenLUTUARUsEaUmudIalideldes sanfsesinamsAnuidesenszuiunsideids
USinaiosueiannuduiusseninananonuusudiungnssuguilag

FefuenAtetul §ideTatonisflasfinu drsne waveSueisdnuasvesnanenuaydvina
ffidengAnssuvesfuilanlulszmndlng Tnsfnwiriunsdlvounaneniesmiiueuusus Butterbear
fiusrauanudnsanaziidoides Inofuluidnvazanuyidigalavesnanonemiliueuusud
Butterbear 71311910 A113111$7 (Cuteness) wagAuLLduguiloufin (Baby Schema) Audnwas
ANLAULALYBINARBAYIMTIUBLUTUS Butterbear 9 nAamilauuywd (Anthropomorphism)
Tnefnyfadvdnaiiiientsaaimuaddalvfunusuduareuidladeluduilna
I19U3aIAN5IY

1. leeBunsuazdrmansAUsznevnanontiomiliusuusus Butterbear Tusunufisgala

Ay fuiauefuazauidlade

2. Wil oWAILILATATIIABULUUTIABsaNNTsIATIaT 1 INaYR I anen BTl lusLUTUS

Butterbear ARVIALARLALAINUAILIYD

VOULIANITIVY

n93deadadidunsfneiisrtuinanentiomiliueusud Butterbear Auaruisgala
Aruduing Auiruafuazauddlade Wunsidedauiine [uuvaeunuduedssdelumsfu
F7UTINToYaN1UN190UlAN WATILATITYINAAIELUUTIaBIANNTTIATIATS (Structural Equation
Modeling : SEM) iilefigatiuazfusuniuaenndoswasuuiians lnsdinguidmnede euluaiueisdy
Y A9 EiﬁLﬁﬂ?J 2524-2539 Ul Fesaudaaiueisty X ﬁacﬁ’ﬁltﬁmﬂ 2508-2523 Wazlaluelsdu Baby
Boomer AaffiinT 2489-2507 (Jusin Twan, 2566) $1urusnndt 192 auduly (Hair et al., 2010)
Tnefimaifudeyanduiiegnesuiuioau 316 au lutiafoungadnieu 2567
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H1: dnapendamiliuglusun Butterbear AuANUAULALIBNSHADAIUAIRALA

H2: amenomiliuglusus Butterbear suausegalaldvisnasevinuai

H3: 1arentiaavillugusun Butterbear AuaUAUABiiEEnasaviAuAR

Ha: ViruaRidusudsdehuiddviwadonuddlate

H5: WUUT1809aMslATas1aNAT0eNaARATRInElELUTUA Butterbear daviruARLayAIIY
filade fmnuaenadosiutoyadesying
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wuIRnANAIRAlaRIBAMNSN (Cuteness) wasdnwazdugiiiowdn (Baby Schema)

A1 “‘Annani13n’ Tunwdange funaind1i “Acute’ Gmneis mnuadeiaain Msiuid
Beuunanuaziiviniu mendadinisdsunlaseuning nswnuAkasdudnuel A1 ‘Anuingn’
e ‘Cute’ Fedefiarmununedn ANBUEULAzANIANItlY (Dydynski & Maekivi, 2018)

mnAsiinagldfunsnanienugiuegiauaiilonanis ‘mnuhin’ Ae wnAnmuug
willowdin 758071 Baby Schema n3orlun1eneesiufe Kindchenschema %QLLmﬁmm’mmLﬁu@
witewdnd Iiiiaueynvosdnumsyameninwesnan wu nsfidsszauialvg lumtnes wages
e Fadudnwaeiignuesin “Uiin’ festionseduliAnnginssunisguaainyanadu (Glocker et
al., 2009)

LUIAAAINLLEUYUUULAINYTE Baby Schema losumiuaulaainaanseing o sudmans
funseenuuuALIAMe TR IazAsuarsAeans el mneiiolfidunagnslunisnszduainy
auls fage uazliutinle gninanldaireassdmazasiiduddsiidinludonisgu wediudy 1y e
waUNALATUNTENTANL T,maé’aazﬂidaﬂmjazgﬂaaﬂLLUUWﬁiWﬁfwmmﬁlmjLLazé’mdauﬁwmaﬁﬁzu
iiodufazasiivigdinuensuaiinin mumanvuiu wagorsuainsdinuiivainvatslunisnszdu
AU3ENVREUILAA (Chen & Zhunag, 2023)

dmiuuszmaduiadulszmanidodedunseenuuvairsassduanonlusgiulan 161
nsldA1In ‘annanindn’ Aedin ‘a8’ WunildluunAnduanuanuvesiansssuduu Sanumne
pamauynsIAIg YU deniuiuendiulavienasans Sanutmasin fvuadnuazaisa
Tnefluuamaniseesnuuusnanesiiuansiannuuiinmien1nnd 5 e ldun 1) fdnwazauindug
willowan dlassaddlumiuuuin 2) Tanvasiuszuns dmegyausy aewduiannuldw gesuley
3) fidndusnazasiguilowdn 4) fanuliidesan nginssunsuanseenifudsigivyliuftansedu
waFnssuiglngflianmnsamannlineuld 5) fmnuseunnu anla gazyuagly (tendnwal Tnansnd
Inyad uavensey aInaeIuyns, 2563)

uenanil fmsfnuidseudniavennansn ‘Aurae warenLUTUAUsEdosnulilng
Tassaluylanvessemadunuin nilsluanudifavesnuzasienisaienmgniiunisensualuas
dnwazanuilouuyusluisnanen Wennsudriugudnuainiunininiigadied namil Jeils
wnanenAuy enanerduisnvesau uazviliuny q vesguraeidndt wnwamsaiufduiusuas
ynneiuauzasldndousywdaunils (Soltani et al., 2017)

wAnmanindnlFgnihaltegsunsarglusiunsdoasnisnain wandmel uazuinng
Tnefidmneifionsyduensualuazduasunisiufduiusiuguslaa (Chen & Zhunag, 2023) nagms
msldunanonuusuaniiyadnuidn aunauiu naneduieiesilodeasmisnismain Freiiunisiud
A519N153A LLazﬁwq'n'ﬁa%ﬁqﬁﬁuﬂaﬁaﬁﬁsiaLLU'iuﬁ (Cakir et al., 2017) uonanhSmuaudealys
sgriamssuimnmiindunginssumste tnondnsusiddinanondeiuninilsenuuaniionguanis
wfudsslomdlunsnssfunmsitelunguiiinufspasesnanentudufivm (Dydynski, 2017)
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sAfetuill §3defesnsinufedvinadunufegela (Attractiveness) 18sananenLUTuA
fifiorimunfuazanusilatovesiuilna FeldhuuAneuiindn (Cuteness) wardnumeauniibug
wileuldin (Baby Schema) ZsiinanisAnwBuuiniidvinadenisaiuanuigalalunguiuslnasidu
perUsEnauTaiklslunsfny Inesuddeldaimunnisiadulsaudmalavewnanentaamniiue
WUsUA Butterbear 10y 2 f1u loiuA msnevauesvesuslnafiddennuuiinvesnanentemiliue
WUSUA Butterbear kazN15AOUANDIN B8 NYAUZUILO ULl DWLANVBINIAABAT DINT LUBLUTUGR

Butterbear

WUIRANITATINAMNAUIABAIEANYMZIMTaUNYEY (Anthropomorphism)

Guthrie (1993) 1Al A1unN18v894UIA A N¥Uend ouNY e (Anthropomorphism)
Jufumsienudeililiuyvduazivinnsaling q fMeaudnuugvesuyud nouiiaduayuliuunae
Snuauzivilouuywd unsvatsfenguiaudung (Familiarty Theory) flauainuyudinazlda i
AnuAuAeTigatiude ‘fies’ e lalanliutueularandu tiauinauddsiiasdodnduunwd
Tnawaus (Guido & Peluso, 2015)

JoenuuuainsassAnudaluiandudinlddnvasimiiounywd 1 oTngUszasdsiuy
Ariuifiauarn1sredud 1wy Mseenuuuiazasinfundviolatadnuesiatduaud mIsenuuy
Frazasiiuaniaudenlesfuaudi uin1s MSedudnualuaduseneng q Wi 13N uiSmluRi
aumuiFesmsanulildsanaitu nsdwidledefinsdutuindnwmulsnd ninduasiifdaunie
Inavauziauasiunsuea LLazﬁlﬂwﬁéﬁﬁwé’qﬁmﬁz "AU" ANy (Guthrie, 1993)

Jagtunislineuveauslnaduuusuddagiuvensveuwalilnafundinisujduiusiulugs
mifivieusslestiveausud widunmsufduiusiuludnumusesnsraussinguidaiinssiily
A uduius iy 1 serdnsnusuduazduilan dewadies minuusudannsnidenlsauagzidla
arwduiustuduilaaldognednds fagvlfaunsovmengnssuguilnaldesuanzinizas Geds
wianildenarldsengudiieatuyednamuesnusud auasindnAiddenusud vienmdnvaives
Lmiuﬁﬁmaﬁagjlﬁm (Aggarwal, 2004)

LU TEINsaLansdnvzAaImilouy v Sidamalagnssdenisainienrmdnuusudliiae
Tunguifuslan wszduilnavzdawusudiveglussinmifeiiuuywd wasuyudiuunliuagsnuywe
Fefuosnnnininingdesiildidin uenanifuilandi snuaudnuuruIsegisreuUTUs
willouuyudlidnfufauvesdies wisealdendnyainmedruvasusundiunduimimuasinuves
AU3lnALesdneIe (Delgado et al., 2017)

ognslsfiny winshbiuusudfidnuusmilousnud viooglussiuiifuslnaiuiuusudsniu
Hunyudaunils Adaduindeddglunsfnuiuagidensdearsuusus uidinsdideyaiisndniios
AerfununAnuagnisianatesiuiAnd Guido and Peluso (2015) Fsldfinswaununnsiadnums
AT puLY TR aLUTUAT sUTENOUR I liA TnsassdAusniunisiassiugudnuainiouen
wAndeivesuUIUATIIANUAe AR Ud U vesluntiuazsanevesywd dufifiamaiy
mMsiasgiunsiudauiesvesiuilaafiazvieusnannaniueiveauusus v Golossenko et al.
(2020) IidiuddinveansAnuisednuusanumilousnuduesuusud fdwlngjiinazdriansdng
syl iins Feldenuuumasinlunissuianuiluayvdvenusud tnsudseandu 4 Jadendn
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laun 1) n1susaunmanual (Appearance) 2) N135U3AUANSITY (Moral Virtue) 3) N155U3Auad
wazensual (Conscious emotionality) 4) NM33UIAUUTEAUNTAIMNIAINAR (Cognitive experience)
dnuniganumileunywdvesnanenwusus sstiedesledvialudinuifianminlandeadaiu
annsadenlesiuld uardadundesioddgiazviliuusudaansadonlomesualifuguslaald
ogafiUszAnsam ussqudvnelunisairsanuduiusis anuvsneuagduauduiusideduiy
fuslaa (Reddy & Sathish, 2024) uenandi N13AnwIYEe Palladino et al. (2022) Safududndaei
nseenuUTINanenYBIN sutstuiinledudn ludnwazsnanenidudn fudlidnuaniewimanileu
uywd 19U AU 2 91 wdsaliAnrirusfuazeuidlatoganinanenfiduussssuviedn fussvann
Tudupuing

dmiueAdetud Teaymneiifosns@nuidninavesauduiag (Familiarity) 189
snanentesmiliusnusus Butterbear fifiemufisnala siaunf wazeuitladovesiuilaa 3alald
ngugAuAuLAg (Familiarity Theory) tngihdnwazarumiounysd (Anthropomorphism) uldidu
FuUsFummAuLAE (Familiarity) Tun1sfinu SaufunseununAneandoulomniorsusivosiusud
AuguslanulifieAnwianuduiusszwinsauduing (Familiarity) vesunanenemiiiuguusus
Butterbear fuviruaRfiisonusus Butterbear

uwunAaReRUTAUAR (Attitude)

A1 vieuad’ dilianununelideutiamainuatg lag Bizer et al. (2006) Tiaduviane
vimuaidnfe wwaliumadning fagviouisnnuveuniohiveudeing anunisal yana wiouuadn
vseghe Tngannsauansoenldndudauinuasdsay wiruaRtaldulnuddnluinine dmu {losann
funumdrdylunisivuanginssunaznisdndulavesyana Tudiuves Crano wag Prislin (2006)
I¢inan191 vimuaRnanefenisysanmadassfiuesnssud (cognitions) uazAuian (affects) Afise
Tnquiedsladinils AonsdnduisUsuduiiaguiazysaunnsuaomismnudauazanuian
ypudl Adewuyi (2023) Tanuvsnesiruaidmaneds amnuidn mnude wazufisevesyanadidse
winnnsal Unngnisal Tng vidoyaea sauadlildnndnuusdifaduyudindudian uidudaiEeusls
famasilusziuviadfannsaasuasls simuafionad uiuuwds viedaau Tadniolsiis
ordunuuiivaravielfivana Wakevdeiiui auadredsiiyanaUsaifiuing amnudn wgansal
viaynanadu tnsenadululuBauinvieldsay imuadsiannsothluldifensnensal auau uay
USudsunmsnsyyiesuysdieing Useiiusing 9 aomunisel viedeiluuusssildsnse

peAUTENOUVRIAUARYUISENOUAIY 3 UANAN (Haddock & Maio, 2008) 1) fiAn13AI1LAN
(Cognitive Component) ninefia Aude AudAn waznsusziiuteyanadnwugiidealesing
Tuuwﬂégqqmé’wmzL%‘ammn%'aausuaai’mqﬁqwam'aﬁﬁuﬂﬁﬁuamﬂﬂa 2) dfin1ge1sual (Affective
Component) “u1804 mﬁmﬁuazmmfﬁﬂﬁ'Lﬁ'm%aqﬁuﬁla‘ﬁju TAn19015ual 1n195ANYINUIN
mimauauaqmqmimi%ﬁm'mL%amimﬁuﬂmﬁmﬁﬁuﬂa@iai’mqfu 9 3) {AN1eNgAnTIU (Behavioral
Component) nefis yaratiuwliuflazasuniefmusviruafvesnuiesmamgnssulusfnilagyingm
quwﬁmi%’uimwa (self-perception theory) (Bem, 1972) wonani LiﬂﬁaaWMWiaLﬂﬁﬂquaﬂiﬁm
Mnmsamginssuiuiaussdeuld dimaddsunginsuiiiendesdnensiannsodmadermuaily
sUnvuidaauLaz dudesls
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Tudndumils maflagiuneuazeluienginssuameyaaldty wameiidussaniamde
nsg afuluuunlifunnelu (intemal dispositions) Tundvesnisnszvirfiaenndes (action) iwmane
(target) U3UN (context) uavasdUsznouduLIA (time elements) nuiifiaduayuuuinisiae ngud
WOANTIUAIULHY (Theory of Planned Behavior %38 TPB) Iqungizq’jw AR (intention) 1Tu
fulsilndfianvomningsy Fsanuddlatasifntuldaintade 3 og1e fe 1) Hauaddenginssy
(attitudes toward the behavior) 1A gifeetuaruid suaznadnsiaunsadululdanngfnssudy
2) AMTTUTUTINAAUIINUTINAFIU (perceived normative pressure) ¥30UTTVAFIUT 18RI e
(subjective norm) @ aif B3t s uAINAIANTIvesyARaT Tauddyludeay uaz 3) nsdud
ﬂ’s’ma’lmiaiumiﬂwﬂquaﬂiiu (perceived control over behavioral performance) FaAerfesfiu
{Jﬁ]ﬁ"l’aﬁdqLa‘%mﬁasﬂ’mmﬁﬂmiﬂﬁﬁ’awqaﬂiimﬁy’u (Ajzen, 2012)

n3¥ngla (Persuasion) iutladendsiivilmAnnsiasundasiruaivesyana deo1auds
nstngdlasenidu 2 Uszan liun (Adewuyi, 2023) laun 1) mﬁmgﬂaﬁwﬁamlﬁﬁaﬁﬂ (Central
Truth Persuasion) A n1sUszaanalenvesdaninudi ldfusiod19dnd s 2) nstngadas
p9AUTENaUNIEUEN (Peripheral Route Persuasion) lalA ma%’ngﬂaé’waaﬁﬂszﬂauﬁu q ieadosds
lafledovndn

wadl {]m'i’*a‘1'71"«33ﬁwiﬁﬂws%’ﬂgqlaﬁﬂizﬁw§mw (Adewuyi, 2023) Usznaunie 1) ANUAULAY
(Familiarity) 2) n13¥i191 (Repetition) 3) n1sl¥idiayasosdinu (Two-Sided Arguments) 4) ARFIAANS
915ual (Emotional Appeals) 5) mﬂ%’i’faiéft,l,é’aﬁsﬂ’mLLé’ﬂﬁ’UNaﬂiﬂmﬁ%aMm (Arguments Against
Communicator’s Interests) 6) ﬂmauﬂﬁ%aﬂﬁigamiﬁﬁ%%aa@ (Persuasive Communicator) @457
Usgnausny mnudsng enainidetio amnidsgale fdnvazadefunguidisene vieanainae
suiigdosiugunm

Atendsd fidedesnsfinuniimnudvinavennanentiomiliusuusud Butterbear fifisi
saunfvasiuslna uaznafufulsdsinuvawiauaiiddenuddlade Seldiuumandiunsatig
wssgslafisivonisiAnsimuadunldlunsdne Memsdmuaiuusiuauiagalasazanuduiaees
inaneeamilueLUTUA Butterbear Mzdsnasioviruaf wazldtimguingAnssuniuiay (Theory of
Planned Behavior w3a TPB) wildiflonisAnunafududsdmiuvesiaunifronnuisladoves
AusLan

wuaRnREItUAMERSla T (Purchase Intention)

Ausisladlo maneds unun1siidiasuivesyana Hagnerewdodudmieusnsanuusud
wilalnglaniy (Spears & Singh, 2004) Lflum'mLfJulﬂléfﬁﬁu%‘lm%Quaam‘?aﬁuﬁwmﬂuﬂﬂaim
Tuewian awdsladfodsanunsndedsnisdedudiusesiailefuilnalufifuluafedaly ilesan
mm@?ﬂa%&gmmmuﬁd’swﬁﬂ ?Nﬂdnléf’iwﬁ‘u%‘lﬂﬂmmiﬁummmiﬁaﬂﬁ%@ﬁuﬁﬂmﬂLwiuﬁ 139
pnsTnanuiiimneniianuniiesde fwsauiduilaaiifarudesnisasieddaeguda doud
anuaulaludsfinanndelunounsn (Raymond et al., 2021) vm;:JJU%Iﬂﬂau%ﬁaﬂé’%mﬁmﬁmsﬁﬁa
33 thumnemnuiiiarusslalunmsdosglulavesanian Famndesnsuandusiiouinisdu
laiarlussozonmseszasdu (Sa’ait et al, 2016) Audslade ﬁﬂLﬁmfuﬂwaiﬁamuﬁgwudwazﬁﬂ'ﬁﬁ']
g3nssuluouinn et mm&%%%@?jqﬁﬂgﬂmamLﬁuﬁaﬂﬁﬁﬁfyﬂmmsgaﬁa (actual purchase)
(Chang & Wildt, 1994)
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nguifigninmnatuauuunAnausdladovesiuilnaegiane Ae nquinginssununy
(Theory of Planned behavior) %38 TPB fiLauslny Ajzen (1985) 1unuusiassmisdnuinend
afungANTuFouvenginssunyvdlundvesnsandulaogedvang Tnonquididednanudila
(intention) vesyaAraidudulsivnzaniigalumsnensaingingsy ausidlavosyaraazasiouds
wsegalaazn1TneaunIIAuAalun1InseyimganTsy lneiarsanandadendnnisanuanaiy
Uszns laun viruad (attitude) USINg1ULT 9838 (subjective norm) wagn153U3NISAIUAY
NHANTIU (perceived behavioral control) (Gu & Wu, 2019; Haris et al., 2021) Felpevhly wovirund
warussiagudednideiiduuaninnty nufnisauaunginssndesuifiufunds anfiuaruddla
suamﬂﬂaiumil,ﬁaﬂLLazﬂﬁﬁ’awqamimﬁu (Haris et al., 2021) BswamsAnwinuimguddarusayian
a%maﬂmmﬁgﬂﬂ%@uaﬂ;:IU'%Imlﬁasmﬁﬂizﬁw%mw (Gu & Wu, 2019)

1AS9a519UINg B N ANTININUNY (Theory of Planned behavior) %38 TPB Usgnausie
3 daufte 1) siruaR (Attitude) manefls sefunsUsunaiavsolifsenadns 1usesdnidedsens
lugnadnslumeuinusonsay %qﬁﬂuﬂﬁmamﬂﬂaﬁiawqﬁﬂiiwﬁa q WJudanenselfl ddnds
yhungeuddlafiagnssrhmgfnssutiy 2) usaiagiudednide (Subjective Norms) mianefi wssnadiu
Mndademsdenuniennumanisinyanadu iavdsainnuidnvesyanaiioidonfioznsesi
M’%@hjﬂssﬁmqﬁﬂsswﬁq e 3) mi%’uﬁmsmmquﬁﬂism (Perceived Behavioral Control) ninggs
mMssudvesyanarestiuANLnsomuenlunsUURngAinssuidesns tRsadestuanandoves
yanadasanseyimgAnssudanaaldvielsl Tnsaufuiienadsuuvadlaluaniunisaising
(Haris et al., 2021)

uanani é’aﬁmwﬁﬁaﬁuayuumﬁquamsmﬁﬁimﬁLﬁuiﬂmué’ﬁu%uﬁﬂwquwﬁ Teun
yquidduturessanseny (Hierarchy of Effects) utsnszurumanginssugfuilnaeenidu Audn
ANuFAn warngAnssu (Lavidge & Steiner, 1961) WIRANTFUILNITTURDLIUNLTNNAAIATUNT I
(Marketing Funnel) fiagvioulfifiuiunouniansesiuslnaainnissuddnistonss (Strong, 1925) s1uils
wARNTEUIUN TN IRaIAnIut uneunsinduladedudivesiuilae sA’s Alvauddniu 5
fupouresUszaunsnivesiuilnadauriniaiud msaula msdeuany n1ste wagnsuensie (Kotler et
al,, 2017) NQUY wWUIAA LLazﬂszmumsmamsmmmLwdwﬁﬁau%IﬁLﬁudwwqﬁﬂiimQU%IﬂﬂLﬁuﬁwﬁusﬁy’u
wagitruaRfitazdusiuadouddyitiludanuasnginssunsdolulieiian

madinauladeresgnindunszuiumsidudon anuddatelinasdeulsstungfingsy nssud
uazviruafvesiuilaa fimsAnvmuinduusiuaunmadndog nslewvan wasdeuusudiinanszny
sonwsisladovasrfuilng (Mirabi et al, 2015) nMsuisAifunmsiuinunindaidnsnalasnsade
Auidlae (Chang & Wildt, 1994) uagBnmikdaduddyfidmanonudilatovesiuilnafio n1ssus
AmAn (Perceived value) iafuilansuinuavomandalussiugs avdsnaliiAneusidladoifinty
Tunmsnduitu mnguilaasunurvesdndaeitos fagdmadonudlatea nasiaeiuiu (Lin &
Shen, 2023)

susfenfuinsdnuiladefiddvinadeanudilateuudseaulay Inewuihanudsiusuuy
Wi leliea (parasocial relationship) iw’mé’u’ﬁﬂﬂﬁuﬁﬁﬁwﬁwauuﬁaaaﬂaﬁ Duduusiiagalu
157 u18AmRelad e (purchase intention) A1NURaRAlA (attractiveness) o F5nsnavude
soulatidiinalaunserennunslateuaranuduiusuuumslodoasnae (Raymond et al., 2021)
unumvesdugienesiulanseulatlugiugdinaudaiu dafldlunsnsziusazainausagilali
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o a v a L a v i s 9 a ¢ o &
nauuuinnsAnaulageduivesusudluseninnislailan Aadnuazvedungoues Nl
H901Tn ANUUWERe JUSHTLS warAufwmala dnaidauindenuailagareignAIvianansauas
Me9eu IngnuriauARveIiUsInATdRewuTUs (Zhao et al., 2024)
maieviruafduInvesusinaniidenusus \WudnmililadudAgiasiiuseiumiundade
eildleguilaadivieuafidauin Aegdwmalidszaunsddiusiuduusumiiuuiniu uazilienisidiu
Faufuwusuaiindy anudilavesfuslaaierduuusudfasiiutunuluiie daiu fuslnadad
wwilduiaglddeyainefiuwusuanmnuilasui weldaenadesiunnudesniswasidmanensdeuts
Yaann ANUAslalunistevesuslnaluiiudusgwiliudfy (Zhao et al., 2024)
luguveanuidedull {33elmilasaasisvemau]nginssuineuny (Theory of Planned
. = Y & = o w LY a I LY 1 I Ada a 1
behavior) 3o TPB wldilunseulunisAnwianudAnuesinuailunsduiudsdsihunidnsnade
nsiinAuAslageverusALUIUA Butterbear

N9UKUIAANITIAY

H5

Attractiveness

H2
H1

Purchase

L4

Intention

H3

AT 1: NTBULUIANNITIVEDNSNAVDINIEADALBINIIUELUSUR Butterbear
ROV AUARLALAINUFILITD

I U =

M1 : Tundld Fusariun uazauy, 2568

= acda o
35 UYUIDIVY
n1533eAs et dun13 T8 aUS unal (Quantitative Research) 19 huvasuaiuiduLas 09ile
Tunsiiusausudeyariunisesulal (Online Questionnaire) ngusegslun1sideidudnoyly
el Y AeEiiny 2524-2539 Fuly Be5uds 1aluelstu X Aegiinl 2508-2523 wazialuelstu
Baby Boomer fiarilint 2489-2507 (Fuvin Inan, 2566) Fudunquidmunendnuveswnanentomd
I 1 d'd o dy [ a 5 a [~ ild'vu ¥
weuasilunguiidmdde (asuen Irumoy, 2567) Vanagguasinangs wasiugnidnunaneniias
nilluguuIue Butterbear §338lAvN1SAIMUANGUAT0E19N1TIATIEIUUUTIABIANNTLATIATIN
AMUUAITT YUIAFIDENFIUNSTUNITIATITILUUIIaD9EUN5IATIA519909LUA1N77 100 Foene kazdl
FPAIUIIUIULYINVDIVUIAF D199 DT 1LIUNIT TR T A oIn1Us A NTY 10-12 fg1e fa 1

1
o

W15ITHDS FITY FUSUBUUINADIFUNITLATIAS LU UATEATIT TIUIUNIAUA 16 WISITMDS 31UU
FBE193uMNU 16 x 12 Aa 192 auduly (Hair et al., 2010)
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wsesdofilflunmafununudeyandal fo wuuasuaweeulat Insuuuaeunuasiidnunsy
Wuwvuaeun1udarsUa (Close - ended Questionnaire) Uszﬂaﬂﬂﬁ”mﬂ"ﬂmmLﬁaﬁ’mﬂiaasﬂ’mau
LUUABUA1H (Screening Questionnaire) MuAMANTAT Ldvin1sAvualinagaaiundn (Main
Questionnaire) utveanitu 6 dw fsil

daudl 1: AomiAsfudnvaenassnnsveinguiegaagmniudanses S1uau 4 4o
leun e 18 8180 N133InIanentemiliuguuTus Butterbear (Mnnauliiiinunaneniomiiug
WUSUA Butterbear = ULUUADUNL)

dudl 2 : danuferfudeyanaly d1uou 2 4o leun Yeamanisiamuananemeamiiug
WUSUA Butterbear uag Nsildrusiuiuinanentomiliuguusus Butterbear

dudl 3 : MauAgifuanuiifsgalevesunanentomiliiusuusus Butterbear wyady
1) mminidn deideldianuazuiulgadamainnuideves Adiguzel (2024) $1uru 4 4e 2) A
idugmilowin Fefideldinnuassugdnuanauidenes Takamatsu (2020) $1uau 5 4fe

dufl 4 : danmAnfuanuduesinanentemiliueuusus Butterbear d9i3deldianuas
USuU3eA10119n91338049 Golossenko et al. (2020) wuady 1) drugudnuazaieuen 3 Aniu
2) AUAMSITUITESIIN 3 AN01Y 3) AuAuAnkazd 3 A0 4) ATUAIINEINITANI9BITUN
4 Anany

va o

dudl 5 : AnmiAeady “simuad” fidde wusus Butterbear 3 3deldimuInar iUl
AANNAINIUIIBVRI Chen et al. (2022) 91U 3 To

dudl 6 MauiAeaty “anudslade” vesruilan Feufideldiauuarusulssdniuan
38904 Chen et al. (2022) 31U 3 U9

A3deladwuvasunulunaaauninunse (Validity) wazAuissasnIesile (Reliability)
$re 383 Ae 1) MIneapuAUASS (Validity) §3elsthuuuasunalifidosmgsdunisdoans leun
A5.n53v8) neaie r;g’:ﬁmmmﬁ”mmu?aﬁ’aLmuai’waaaaumﬂmm%’w AN HA.AT.FUIN88 YU
wazfidomginuniseenuuuiiazas WL nayua1n feauying ilonsasoumanuiioinsives
ilav (Content Validity) prnansmnganvesn wiild mudanuaseusguuastediniy wdadehun
UFuussuagiauuuuasuaulviinuauysalaenadosiuingUssasdlun1side wag 2) n1svaaey
AT B (Reliability) ﬂﬁfﬁ’aﬁ’lLLU‘UﬁaUmuﬁ'm'wumimwaa‘ummmﬂLLé’alﬂmaa‘U (Pre-Test)
Tnonisifiuteyaannguiiog e fiquand@lndidsstunguiieg19a3s S1udu 30 4 1o du
namsdeuAtauLArA LU TR ovasuuAeUnL Wt IE Al E s AN AL s AN
9am (Alpha Coefficient) auansvesnsauuia (Cronbach’s Coefficient Alpha) frudedinnuluguwuu
Likert Scale fvualiidfisensuldfesnnnit 0.7 nansnsavaounudn uuuaeunuiinuundede
ogluseiufinzan Ao AanuAedfuauniidn daenuindeiewindy 0.892 manuAeiiuamin
Buguileuin faranuyndedewitiu 0,913 Manuierfusudnuuzateuen fainnuindede
Wi 0.937 AMamiAeiugassseiessss fainnuuidefiewindu 0.916 AMamiAsiiuaiudn
warlaue Sarmnuindediewindu 0.886 mauisfuauaunsanisersuel daaruyndede
Wity 0.914 Fnnanienfudiruad devaudnideiewiitu 0.914 uassannieiuaudslaio e
Asnidedeiiiu 0.925

mMynsesiteyansadin §isuldadAdmssaun Ussnause msuanuasaud (Frequency)
A3o8ay (Percentage) Anade (Mean) LLazﬁWLﬁmwummgm (Standard Deviation) tile3As1e%
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uazeSuredayarauAsaiudnuurnaszens leun e 01y 01dw saudedeyadiaanAedy
nsAneuwazilidiusuivinansn wazldatifigaeuuu (Inference Statistic) IAT1vipIAUTENO UL
fudu (CFA) emanudiiusseninsulsdanalduasiudsudlaiduusuuudassiinrumngas
violy uazn1sinziuuLTIaesann1siaseade (Structural Equation Modeling : SEM) dufiumaiia
N193ATNENANNAFIUIENIFUUTWNInAT89) Faudsnsaudu Tnen153Asey CFA uag SEM sy
nsdelUsunTy AMOS wnuzinisdnmsdeyauasnmsiinnesiadidowusidunsfelusunsu SPSS

HANI5AY

Mndeyaiildsumsneundukunuuasuaueeulal anngudeg1asiuIu 316 au WU
nausegdlng Jumanda Id1uiu 265 au (Saway 83.8) WWuwawie 91w 46 AU (Sevay 14.6)
Lifaansszymne 5 au (Faway 1.6) dmsuengnqusiiegiadunquiaiuelstu Y 9eny 22-38 U uin
fian Aefiduau 179 au (Fosay 56.6) s99asunAeNaULIUDITTU X 92987 39-53 T $11au 112 Ay
(Yoway 35.5) uaznguieesitesflanie ngu Baby Boomer ¥aseny 54-72 U fd1uau 25 au (fovay
7.9) inudayaendn naudegvdlrgiion@nninauuign Aelidiuiu 211 Au (Seva 66.8) 5998917
Usgnauenindasy S1uau 34 au Fevay 10.8) nquiiidunuesiigafenduiinbeu / dnfnw T1uau
8 A (Fouay 2.5) MUAIAY

naustegadeufnnuuanentoandiugwusus Butterbear 3nWNanWosy Facebook
1nige Aefid1uru 256 AU (Fowas 79.7) TesasnAensAnmusuunanlasi TikTok $1uu 136 Ay
(Soway 42.7) sﬁaawﬂaﬁﬁaﬂﬁmﬁa 3 9 S1uau 16 Au Govay 3.5) ludruvesnisiidrusufuinanen
ﬂaumammﬂgauwuﬁmumimmmluaaaaulaumﬂwa@ fidwau 209 Au (Fevay 66.8) T0%auNAD
Msdevuviedudn S1uau 174 Ay (Fovay 66.8) drunisiidrusudeniigade du 9 Suiu 18 Ay
(Foeay 5.4)

N159LA1eHBIAUSENOULTBUEU (Confirmatory Factor Analysis: CFA)

AadelevinnsiiaseiesAusenauldsBuduresauduiussenineiinUsuliagiuUsdann
16 91w 4 asAUsEnau laun

1) aaAUsEnoUIEudY ANudUTUS eIk TLsauRgalavesnanentamiliug
wusuA Butterbear Audanusdanalddiuiu 2 dldun annaninindiuau 4 9o Fefadeldimuiuas
USuU3smn1nainauideves Adisizel (2024) uay anuunSuguiioudn S1utu 5 9o Awamiuay
U5UU39A0109n91338909 Takamatsu (2020) HaNU31 USEiAU Vinugauauuinsnvesnananties
yillugluTUe Butterbear’ fiAadugaignil 4.42 sesaundousuiiu viuAaiinisesnuuuinanentes
niluguusus Butterbear W dnwaizyndugndoudnviliuianengutsn’ fawaded 4.30
drulssifuilddnadodosiian Idunusediu ‘drunanentomiiiuguusus Butterbear vivindasli
virussrndluvasulow Tagladaadofi 4.01 1 euirdayauTinsizridaslusunsy AMOS
NAN1TIATIZRRIAUTENOULTNEUTU CFA laadutlanuaenades X2 = .001, df=1, relative X2 = .001,
b = .979, RMSEA = .000, RMR = .000, GFI = 1.000 tnedafifinuaenadouiulununasifismunde
relative X2 < 2, p > .05, RMSEA ,RMR < .05, GFI, NFI > .95 (Schumacker & Lomax, 2016) %ﬂﬁ?ﬂlﬁd’]
ANMUFUNUS TenTed s unala fuduUsuien1uauA g alavesunanandoandiuguusua
Butterbear fnuaanndadielszdny
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2) 9aAUTENOULTITUIY ANFNRUS TenINeAILUTWNIANUANLABYDINAADA U BINT LUY
WUSUA Butterbear Audaulsdunadnuauzaumlounywd 9w 4 au laud sUdnvaeaieuen
AEIIN 3550 ANuAnLazTl ANNansan1eesual TRIdelawauILazUSuUTIA1NN13n
11398983 Golossenko et al. (2020) a1nIATIANIMYNA 13 T WU Useiu ‘viuidninunanenties
MillWekUTUA Butterbear H3unuin1svesiaey’ lansiuuaAadegedn Ao 4.26 soswanAe ‘viuiandn

o = I3 A Ada Yy i a A | 2 vy P
Warendamiliuguusus Butterbear wilouldln’ lnAzuuuAnaien 4.22 daulssinunldaziuuiadey
Yostign launusziau ‘vivusdninuaneniomiiueuusus Butterbear US98 nsauzn8uonile

= a , v ' a A a' N Yy o« a v a 1Y) 1%
widouase lneldnzuuuanadion 3.97 vugiazuuuaisnenuiiaziuuaiolndifssiu lneau
ANANNIANINRTHAIALRALEAR AD 4.16 TOIAMNATLULNGAY 2 ATUAD ATUAMSITHISESTTY
1% a a0 a A | 1% A v d' d 1% )

war suauAaLazlyg) dAnaden 4.13 diunundaziuuieeiigane AusUanyuzaieuen
finzwuwade? 4.11 nan153AT1eiaadusenauldedudu CFA Anuduiusseninediwdsdunalaiudn
wUSUElS ANUANAULALYBINNAADALBINILUELUTUA Butterbear taAdviiauaenndes X2 = .510,
df=1, relative X2 = .510, p = .475, RMSEA = .000, RMR = .002, GFI = .999 lagnviliin11uasnna e
Wulumunueindmuade relative X2 < 2, p > .05, RMSEA RMR < .05, GFI, NFI > .95 (Schumacker
&Lomax, 2016) Fea3uladn ANuFURUSTenIai I UTd e LA A UAILUTUHIATUAINA ULAB DY
UARIAUBIMIEWUTUR Butterbear 1A1NUARAATDUTIUTEINY

3) 9IRUTENOURNEUEY ANudNTUSTENIM LU suNsiAUARTITsaLUSUARUAILUTENANINS
TarruaRdiuiu 3 MgafidelaiauiwasuulTamauanawideves Chen et al. (2022) 3NuaTin
Vianua 3 9o wuldn Useiuiilasuaeduaifianfeuseiiu viureunagdedunainiuAvmserenis
eoulauveuusud Butterbear’ danaded 4.09 drulsziauilarnaievesiiande ‘vnugdlanlade
a 1% s y ! a A a (4 (3 a A Y v v 6 ! v
dUAILUTUA Butterbear’” ALaaey 3.88 WaN13IATIENDIAUTENDULTIEUYU CFA ANUANNUSTZINNG
wusdsnale AusuUswas AuiruafNilnewuTus ladstdaugenndes X2 = .000, df=1, relative
X? = .000,p = .994, RMSEA = .000, RMR = .000, GFI = 1.000 lngaaiiinuaenadesdulunuinas
N N1nunA e relative X2 < 2, p > .05, RMSEA ,RMR < .05, GFI, NFI > .95 (Schumacker & Lomax,
2016) Fea3uladn Aruduiusseninsdnusdunalafuiinlsulsnuiauadiinuaanad a9
Usedny

(3 a A o v v ¢ J Y ] d’lj Y oa LYY o

4) saAusenouleduduy anuduiussenirsiuwlsulinnunslagevesfuslaafuduysdans
Ifeunsinanuasladediuiu 3 f Feidelaiauiuarusuused1n1uanawideves Chen et al.
(2022) wuin Uszwiudildsuaadegeiigafoussiau ‘vituAndvnududuilapduiiveawusud
Butterbear’ lanzuuwade 3.92 vaziusziu vituliaauslafiasteduA1vesusud Butterbear

, & < av oy | a v A = a ¢ %3 A A o

wue’ WulssiauilanziuuAtadedosigan 3.78 Azlul HAN1TIATIEiIRUsEnauLdedudy CFA
AMNANRUSTE IRl sdunalanuALUTue Auauaslate laAastaniudenndes X2 = .008,
df=1, relative X2 =.008, p = .930, RMSEA = .000, RMR = .001, GFI = 1.000 lpgswiiianuaanndes
Wulumunasinmrun@e relative X2 < 2, p > .05, RMSEA ,RMR < .05, GFI, NFI > .95 (Schumacker
& Lomax, 2016) 3saguledn anuduiusseninaiusdunalatiuiulsulsinuriaunfininuaesnaded
WeUsedny
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N5AAIIZAUUUINAD9EUNTTIATIAS1S (Structural Equation Modeling: SEM)
ndrnnsTiessiesdUsznauifeduduasuis 4 asdusznou §398ldvnsTiased
AMNFURUT VoY AR ILUTNNY AN B A UTULUUTIADEUNITIATIAT 19NN TRULUIAANTITY
NaNTIATIEALUUTaesaunslassaNavesnanentemiliugLUTUs Butterbear ilseviruafLa
Arwalate mevidainsuiulassaisuuuaedagiinindeugnasansiissniseiaunainadon
vosmnlsmuiadriuuluuiiassuunihliuiu ausadfnmsmeglunusisensuls Inodardvd
ANADAAR DY X2 = 34.048, df=29, relative X2 = 1.174, p = .238, RMSEA = .024, RMR = .019, GFI =
983, TLI = .997 lnedsdfiauaenadeaduluaunasififinunie relative X2 < 2, p > .05, RMSEA
RMR < .05, GFI, NFI > .95, TLI < 1 (Schumacker & Lomax, 2016) 33a5U1A31 4uUT1809a1n1943 9
Tnssadanavesinanontiomiiusuusud Butterbear filiderirunfiuazauidladeliinuaonadonds
Uszand Askandlunn

Chi-square=34.048; df=29; relative chi-square=1.174
,p=.238; RMSEA=.024; RMR=.019; GFI=.983; TLI=.997

AMA 2: HANNSIATITIARUUTIARIEUNSIATIESNa (RUULAL)
: Tunlld Fusatiun uazany, 2568

TRgaINITLERLEUNLUUT A 0B sLsarAILUs sl uUTaasaNn1TlATIaSe (Structural
Equation Modeling: SEM) Wa¥89u1anontodniiugiusus Butterbear Ndnoviruaflazaiunilage

Tomatl
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Attractiveness

(R* = .919)

0.43*
0.96%**
0.95***

Attitude

Purchase

Intention

> (R? = .705) -
(R2 = .905)

0.42*

AN 3: HANITIATIEVLUUIIADIEUNSIASIAS19DNSNAVDIUNAADANDINIILUELUSUA Butterbear
ARV AUARLALAINUFILITD
a ) N A v ¢
YU FUNUY LIYTHUUN LaTAY, 2568

*p<.05
% 5 <001
R-Squared = Aufuwlsiianansaesunels / AU shun (Explained variation / Total Variation)

wradl INNANTITHGINANNAFIUHUN I UUTIa09vB ks arA U T UL UUTIAD9aUNTS
1a59a319 (Structural Equation Modeling: SEM) anunsaagula

H1: auuAgIufin ananentesviiiuguusud Butterbear MupuAuAsdidvinasen e
TalgsunisBudu Ineanuduneiidnsnaronnuigalasgredidudrdgmeada (B = .96, p < .001) way
aunsnesuieanusalalaiesas 91.9 (R? = .919)

H2: aunfgIudiin snanontiomiliuglusud Butterbear AunuAagalafidnsnaserinuad
lpsunisBudu lneanufgaladdvsnaseriruafogslideddgnieada (B = .43, p < .05)

H3: aunfigIudiin snarentdemiliusuususd Butterbear suamdulAsiidvswaseviaund
I#3umstudu Tneanuduneiidvinaneiruadegsiifodfynisada (B = .42, p < .05) uaziilosau
fluanuAsgalaumiansaedueiruailaseas 70.5 (R? = .705)

Ha: auufgIuiiin Fauafiduiuusdsuiisvinadonnuddateldsunistui lneviruad

o w a

favsnadennusdadesteilded dynieadn (B = .95, p < .001) wazawsaeSutsanussladels
Sovay 90.5 (R2 = .905)

H5: auufgnuiin wuudiassaumslassafrmavesnanontemiliuguusud Butterbear sio
Faunfuazaudlatoiauaenndesiuteyaidsuszdnlatunisbusu Tnsendviauaonadosey
Tuinausifimanzay (X2 = 34.048, df = 29, relative X2 = 1.174, p = .238, RMSEA = .024, RMR = .019,
GFIl =.983, TLI = .997)
2AUTIENANTTIY

SvnanuAuLABYeIINAABALUTUA T Td Ny “ndounyvd’ dowgAnssuduilaa
NRNLUUMALATINARBNTRMIUELUTUA Butterbear lnFun1seaniuugUdnual uadin n1suanseen
waziiessnliidu fnnde aunds usfgusreneuenasfund winsussnie yadndnwaznisiiu

aadada U =

N134AU kagIfTInveIiiasATiaN v TINAREIY NN HaNIITUITINANITITEANUIININTIR
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Uszidtu ‘vinuianinnanontdemiliuguusud Butterbear funuinisvesiaies’ Idnzuuuaadsgegn
yaurspiuildnzuuuteniian Iiuniussiu vinuddninunanemiomiliuenusus Butterbear 15U
dnwagnoueniigwilousss’

yauzfinansiiaTzdesunUIAuA LA sansensualiiaedvgafian dauf1udd
Azuuuesigne MusUdnuuzniouen duansliifiuin ‘Snvazaumileunyud (Julidiifeidu
o15ual Anwidn Adanumiiendn ‘sudnuwalntsuen’ vesiazas wifdiadsazuuunnsines
sUdnwaizneusnYeInMImileuLyudazostign wimuianinddinmileudunyedndugann dsld
Tuiimmadsrtunanumiieusywdlufurinuzanuaansansorsualildsuanadegiian waildain
n9iduadatl Ssaenndosiuumdalunsadaaraslindeunywdlunueenuuuiasuialses
Guthrie (1993) fiszyindunszuaunsilivssloninnmssuianumilouuyud thgnmsnszduujize
n1vesunl AudLsaveunanentemiliusuusus Butterbear a9 ndAnauni ouny e
feaenndostunsfnmanuduiavesnansn ‘Auzae’ vesUsemadUu finuin nilsuamnudisade
nsafemuyniunesaluaranvazaMumlounyydludinanen annsailujduiusuaznaney
fuauzasldinilounywdaumile (Soltani et al., 2017)

anvamilounywddiduduiinsdusiulsesdusznaumuduinevesnansn Wumsaiuayu
LNARTINNIATEYes Tan et al. (2024) inuindnuarvesnanonnianumilieuuywe (Anthropomorphism)
Wusuusidivinlifuslaafamnuidnduiae (Familiarity) waznaidodsluasnndesiunanising
484 Reddy and Sathish (2024) wag Tan et al. (2024) 5718 Palladino et al. (2022) AiBugunsatuin
ANUAULABIBYSNAADAIUAINAIIYDINAABAKUTUA

uananil nadfedauandliiiuisdvinalanssvesauduiasifideriruadfiddeuusus duwa
soiledliiAnmudiilade deaonndestunaidonountiniuns Tan et al. (2024), Su et al. (2024),
Palladino et al. (2022) wag Reddy and Sathish (2024) Faszymseriuin Awdnduinsazdwaliiin
FrunRTiAronuTuiuazshltAnaudslatovesuslng nuansitediannsnsuisfennuduriug
v99uanenyoanillusuusus Butterbear fuifuilan 7 oglunquiidiaiud eulondawiindige
anudenlosmiantsualgs Wisuanuduiuduuusudniioudu ‘aseuaia’ 1Ju ‘druviavosih
uilaa’ fuslamazamuiunusudiind fausnlunusud dluguadndidauinidideuusud laidnae
By nswadsuusudlumsiiil feudndifuuusudgs Tiefoseuusudiiloriin naenaun1sdufisns du
TAfuwusUA

SvSwanufegalevesunaranuusudnianvas ‘U13n’ uas ‘Unduquiloutdin’ se
ngRnsIuvaEuilag

wnanemiomillugLUTUs Butterbear I9SuniseenuutInAssUaNAILAINGT Tikansean
21 1) dnwazresanuiiay anuaynauy way 2) Snvasmiloudn dliAsauidneuguuasidug
(Dydynski & M&ekivi, 2018) aamﬂé’aqﬁ’ué’ﬂwmzmmmLé‘u@mﬁamﬁﬂmmmaﬁm Baby Schema
FadunnAnvesinuAiuginen Lorenz (1971) ifazasaeildnungmanienmuaavnn i nsi
Awraualug Tumihnay wazeenln dadudnuaeiignuesin “ih3n’ feztienseduliinngingsy
mi@LLamﬂqﬂﬂaSu (Glocker et al., 2009)

NAIENUIIUSEAY YiuveuanuninvesnaneatiemiliuguuTud Butterbear’ fiA0dugs
flan’ sosasnAeUsuifiu ‘viruAniiniseenuuusnanentiomiliusuusud Butterbear lsidnuaiziin
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Bugileusinilnanenguisn’ uansliiiufaesduszneuddymnuisgalafinnan amiidn ua
anuundugmiieufnveananenldegadaiau aeandosiunaidoves Cakir et al. (2017) Adudu
pafuIENYuETesanenTiiAINNgN LagdnwauzuSuguilowdn lutladudfyidimaliian
GPRHERIRID

Tuduveanaidednsnavesnufgalalunvudassaunislassadne dauanslsiifiugg
ANAenaladdnSnaneiruad Seaenndosiun1s@nu1ITuues Dydynski and Maekivi (2018),
Chen et al.(2022), Su & Li (2023) 5214 Cakir et al. (2017) fis198usunserua AIUAINALIVDY
InanoALUTURardmauIndfiruafLaraddladovesuilaa selinszananenuusud s
Uszansnmlunisisgaruaula seifisyadniilaaidulsifulusus (Reddy & Sathish, 2024)

o3 Susudsdninaninuigalavounanoatunisaireinuafuazainudalade
feaonndeaiunagndnisliunanenuusudifiyadningn aynaun etediunsivg afrenisand,
wavi1gmsaievirunAfiafidnewususves Cakir et al. (2017) uazatiuayunanisAnyiues Dydynski
(2017) finuanudeulesszninenissuianuinindungfnssunisde dudunsaduayunisine
anudoulosveannuiuainamuesuususiuausilade 989 Toldos-Romero et al. (2015) 7il#
namfsnnuduiusyosyadnnmuusudiiunndsazdamainussladeiiunndnatu Tnewud dudly
nauildfiAnisersuninuidn lidegimnuAeiutuguilaalusefugavden azdiyadnansuiu
A ‘ANUITINTI

avgwaves ‘viAuad’ Tunisiluduusdaiiusie ‘anundlads’ vasuilan

(%
P

muiteadsilifunsinuiuareiune Tauadviasouwusus lugugfuusdsuesiussneu
vosIaReALUTLA Auaufsgela uazauduies lugaruddladevesiuilng nansideusing
Farauin deuafiduiuusdshniisvinadennudtlate Taeruafaunsnosuisauulusiuse
arwssladovesiuslaaldfosay 90.5 asnndosuuifniidn fausdteiduunuddnyludninedanuid
unumddglunisimuangAnssusaznisdndulevesyana nsidudiuusdwinuainanuigala
arwduesluganudsladevesiuslnalussdugs dsaenndosuniniii duilaefldsuniansedude
AMdsuan sgtunlthilumsussiuaailugnunsiureumalluge (Haddock & Maio, 2008)

Ha1u3Te Seanunsaesurglavendnueinistnydladiuesdusenaunisuen (Peripheral
Route Persuasion) fonsgslasisasdusznavdu 1 ldlddenmdnvemansusivony sud eludi
Aeananenteamiliusiusus Butterbear Avinlnnstngslaiinuszansnmegstaauluassusuifiu
oA AaudwAe (Familiarity) waznisldainufsganisensual (Emotional Appeals) (Adewuyi, 2023)
wonand FudunisfudunarativayunuiAnvosmguingAnssuansunu (Theory of Planned
Behaviors) 71na1191 Wauafuansdeseiunisuszidunad Andeldfnonadnd Wauafveayanase
wRnssamils o Wudmensaliiddydwhueanudslafiavnsgimginssudu (Haris et al,, 2021)
vagiieatu Snsnaveanisidudiuvsdwvesinuailudianudsade Seaenndosiumasune
nszvaunmsmdinaulatovesiuslnafinuiiruideslssiunginssunissuiiasitaunivesiuilan
(Mirabi et al., 2015)

oils nanidsuvudassaunslassairsnavesnanentemiiiuguusus Butterbear Milsio

(% !
=) a

PAUARLAZANUAILATD NA3UNISTUTUTIAUADNAADUTIUTLINY IdanAaRINUNISAN®II8UDY Ao

= L2 ¥

et al. (2023) MuanfanuaNYEANANNAUALIUANNNAIAYBE I BnSHaludedirteaulall Nl

9 9
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svswaliAnaudslatofiutuseaunansisgs wasnadidenndoafumsdinuues Zhao et al. (2024) 4
wuhnudnuaztesduigeugeiifianuigala wdmadsuandenuiilatevesuilag Tneru
yimunRveaffuslnafifldeuusus

Vnean JIdeiiuinusingnisalaiufieuegagavenanantewmiiueagyieuliiiuguwuy
Ufdusiusseninananenuusuduaziuilnaluuundnslnefimdafadndenlv Uiduiuideensual

'
a 1

WnnnaurshatudduanuianAuasiaieunyed loneliiinauidnitlasunsdeieninla

Fagnawuandaunanenluguandaiuasuusudegielings 1adetdalugansiulunissesenlig

=)

)}

Y

msvihanudladednid vadussduanuduiussenins{usiaalneduinanenuusud Unumyes
Jiduiusiadousisuuiiufioouladenssuiaudunywdd “a3awi” vesunanen aaenauay
uanAesEInsaueLstulunsnevausBINaRBALUTUA F9aInHansAnYINUINguEuITalule
weistu Y uay X fsedumsiidudniunnanoniiudesoularoudig Jsenadstodunalédn A
Furouremnanenuusuddinnuunfnuaganuadsuysdonadanuuaneanug 19 Tonde
Uszaunisainsldde iilesannmssuienaniinuazanainduguileudnensaenndesiuuszaunisal
rosunnaLLalsunniegalsia muitellildeenuuuifiennaeuauuansisseninaiuaisdu
lnanse Fadalianunsaasideadinla wazmislasunsfnwsdeseanluauian

forauauuziitailuliusslovy

n3ideadeduanliiiuddvinavesnagninisdearsineldunanenuusudiduduny
Tumadenlesgiuslanfuuusudidisheiu suilugmsaawimediavosiuslnafifseuusud uaziin
Fuaruddladevesuiing dnnisnain dnlavan vistnUssrduiudarnsaiinanisideidudy
Auaenndadsszdnyvesuuusiassaunislaseaiine luidudund sdlumsadvayuaudiu
MITuRLnagnSnsAeansveskusudlaeldinanen nalseddlniiufisanudidyresnisesnuuy
SnunizvesfazasiitdnuusmilouuyudiiazdieliiAnauduay Saidvinaronmsauasmadan
funsiniiruafuazdsioganuitlate [Wuusslenidoinaiassdvietnesnuuuiazannanon
wusua anunsailuuszgndldidunnaalunmsesenuuuimazasaell dmsuindvinisuazdnidesiu
nsdeans anunsathuuudaesaunisiassaieidluuszgng Wann viedesenlunsfinuidemnanen
WUTUAMSOAUTAMESMIazATANN 9 Turwivinsliadelulusuian
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