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I Abstract

This study aims to investigate exploratory and confirmatory factors of news organization brand credibility indicator
model in Thailand. This is the second phase of research project on developing a model to measure the credibility of a news
organization's brand. The study conducted two surveys; data of the first survey were collected from 300 communication
science scholars and news professionals by using a questionnaire with 32 questions (I0C = 0.8-1.00 and O = 0.89). developed
from Phase 1. In the second survey, data collection was conducted with a 32 question questionnaire (I0C = 0.8-1.00 and
a = 0.97) based on the results of the 1™ survey. The samples were different group of 300 communication science scholars and
news professionals from the first survey. The second data set was analyzed by confirmatory factor analysis (CFA). The results
revealed that there were 32 indicators for the credibility of news organization brands for the news industry in Thailand, divided
into three components. They were news content attributes (12 indicators), media or organization attributes (13 indicators),
and news personnel attributes (7 indicators). The indicator model from this research was consistent with empirical data
considering by X° = 940.89, df = 362, X°/df = 2.59, p = 0.00, RMSEA = 0.07, SRMR = 0.05, NFI = 0.97, CFl = 0.98.

Keywords: credibility indicator model, news organization brand, news content attributes, media or organization attributes,
news personnel attributes
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Table 1

(continued)

¥
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3.3) Timely)
7 VYaleetal A3 ase Usswmu 399 A Anuddedievesdn (News credibility) 3 aaduszneu loun
(2015) 478 Au/ 1) AuaNnAa (Balance: 1.1) Balanced 1.2) Report the whole
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Figure 1
Conceptual Framework
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Foransznause 2 dw leun Feyavhluvestmeu
WuvdeuaIy 9w 4 4o wazdiud 2 Huderianu
AearusidiannumudeusuUsilaunainnisise
svordl 1 51Uy 61 faTalneldunnsinnuy Likert scale
10 sgfuumuAINnTign fio 10 Youiign Ao 1 udauhluli
ANSIRaRAITIUIY 5 v pndeuAInsIdaiom
vhmsuuuitemaunusuusivesivsannd T
Fadomaufinnuluanumnediorsunselndifveiu
ausasrvanuldvdedemaiudifian 10C<0.5 van
nEntuFahdemonuluneasddfunduiieiedii
snwazlnalAesiy 91U 50 AU WAVININIIATIVEDU
Aol vnisdademaiufidaisiuiaiwun
Yot 0.20 en widederauiiaiun 32 Yefanu
(Fm) Tnesia 32 G2 ¥adlen 10C Wiy 0.80-1.00 wax

Table 2

fienAnuidesiu (Reliability) mumdulszavsuoanives
ATaUUIA (Cronbach’s alpha coefficient) LAy 0.89
2. wuvdevaw dmiunsiseiBsdsiansad 2 e
MsiATIiesRUsEnaudadudy (CFA) Wuwuuasunia
Fuduransinwanmisededsendadt 1 Ussneude
Foraw 2 dw ldud Feyavnluvesireunuuasuniy
ISy 4 To wavdwd 2 Hudomanuieafusis
mudededisiuau 32 9o Usznaudie i iaduded
1171 13 Fo FudrvFeidennd 12 4o uazduyeains
971281 7 U9 TnelgumnsIawuu Likert scale 10 sgAU dmsu
nan1sNAdauAIAIdefuveaIesiioatnnisiiu
sudeyannguiietng ilemsiinszsiesAUszney
FeBudu S1uau 50 A wu Smanudesii (Reliability)
muAduUszavseanivesnsewuin (Cronbach’s alpha
coefficient) winfiu 0.97 Ingsegnsiuvaouaulugiuues
FPanutndedo uandly Table 2

An Example of a Questionnaire in the Credibility Indicator Section

F29E 19U UUADUN I U IUVDIFITINAIINY T 00D

Tsnfiansanauansuzvatasfnsiondavuduyn luwiazde (@d1wiu 32 Uo) MinareanuiivetovesesAnstouiasy
durrluseaule Wevinufiansauaillildieseaang v/ aslursanuaniiuyeainu

o] 1

finafanULYaHaVBIBIANTAUYND

1 lasuenulindannuuasiniuasgiuans (Can be trusted)

(F9819ANAUAUEB/D9ANST)

2 dlemamldldgnusdafindeyaliiiuase (Colorless)
(FagnemauauLliani)

3 fiuszaunsallusuniuang (Experienced)
(FregeAInUAUYARINT)

nsiiusausaudoya
TYwuvapua UL UUNSEANYLaTLUUBaUlatiUy

Y '

nausegsmunlaseyliluisnsduiiesne lnemsd1san

I A < v | v oA

ATIN 1 1AUToyaYITENINTUT 1-31 NOUAIAN 2565 Way

ASeR 2 Wudayarissenineiudl 1-31 nsngnau 2565
nsAszvidaya
Wegidelauuuinanuindetien nauAUINIUATY

wd? lansIaeuAUaNysalATUIILYaLULIRAIY
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melusunsuddagy Ineldadifinmsinsziesduseneu
18981579 (Exploratory factor analysis) @13Un1333%
Fedsandeit 1 warldadfnsinsiesiuseneuis
gufiu (Confirmatory factor analysis) @1SUNITIVULT
drsanded 2
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Bl 1an13338 (Results)
nansIdeausantslailu 2 du ldun wa
N153ATITYDIAUTENB U TIINATHANITIATIEN
osfUsznaudsdudiu fesuandondeluil
1. amseTgesdusznaudidisnesiite
mnudeievesndudesdnsimlugnavngsuin
yosUszmelng Hudedl

1.1 Yoyavihlureangusiiedns wuin annga
f9ene 300 Au druluaidumanedgs (53.00%) so3a311
Dunene (46.33%) tosiigaremamadon (0.67%)
MaueglulwansunnumuasiazUsuama (85.33%)
warludiugiinia(14.67%) fiordmduerarsd/dnivnig
sudmearnansuniian (50.00%) sosamnidudemnay
sulnsiiad (19.00%) waztosfigaidusuingyuvy
(0.33%) Tndrulvgyfengau 31 Vaulu (26.33%) sesaan
flongeu 2630 U (25.33%) uazdiesiianiiengsu 1-5 T
(5.67%)

1.2 msnsnaeuteyailosiudeunisiiase
03iUszneuiled s nansrmsaeudawiu wut deya
nnnguiegediananifiulumutennandesiunes
A9IATITiReAlsENay (Munro, 2001, Stevens, 1996,
Tabachnick & Fidell, 2001 as cited in Pinyo, 2018)

Table 3
Factor Loading of the Indicator in Component 1 News Content Attributes
AnminesAUsynavvesd inluesAussneuil 1 aadnwalzs e

Narumon Singhaprasert, Pairote Wilainuch, and Mana Trirayapiwat Il

ToeRasanan 1) Arduussansanduiusseningiouds
W 32 fat iy fifnagsyning 0.30-0.83 dAuduiiug
agnafitfuddaneadiisesu .05 uarlimnuduiusidauan
nneiadia 2) Aaddlawes-luwes-leadu (KMO)
AU 0.96 (1nwi>0.50) 3) AIEDRYTOIVITLENA
(Bartlett’s test of sphericity) Wui1 An@ddla-auaas
Ay 8891.21 wasdiuddeynneadnd .05

1.3 HanN1TILATIENIAUTENRUITNETI2 91nN1T
afnesrUsznaulneisn1sIATIziesAUsEna UdNAYy
(Principal component analysis: PC) Wagnyulny
osfUsznauifieliiuysiidnunsiidanunniu laevyu
WNUUWUULNRIN (Orthogonal rotation) AagawITUUNG
(Varimax method) l¢osusznauvionun 3 seusznou
fiid¥asam 32 #3390 Thun 1) audnvardudensm
$1uau 12 §2d 90 2) Anudnwazude $1udu 13 e
3) pudnuMEAIUYAAINTY11 1u 7 @1t Saleinu
(Eigen values) Wifiu 17.87, 2.14 uaz 1.38 A1uUa6U
warau1saesureauulsUTIuTintule 66.83%
TnwosAusznaudl 1 oSuneld 26.10% ssdusznevdi 2
a3uneld 23.96% esrUsznoudi 3 eSueld 19.77%
IUazDUATRILARZDIAUTENOUMILAASIU Table 3-5

At
29AUTENDY
1 demdmlidldgnusaintonalfiiuais (Colorless) 0.78
2 flemdniieatednddagiuans (Relevance) 0.75
3 vidndeamslimilianm venwfidgernumnedandeanein vieoglutneusznuinan (Avoid abusing, 0.74
Hate speech)
a femdniliuansisonfiseypaanionsdnla 1 (Unbiased) 0.72
5 uenuezANuALiuvesdesenanteLfiaass (Separate facts) 0.71
6 iilomimnienugissailaglilonauddidetomnde (Fair) 0.70
7 issnmuanieomitdedsaunouinamiediaruguuss (Concern about obscene & violence) 0.69
8 YmiluszlevisierTuans (Useful) 0.68
9 fimsrsdaunasiinvesdieyalurnetiunsinin (Plagiarism) 0.61
10 lewlsiagamusnoudsny (Avoid blind faith) 0.61
11 Lﬁamﬁzjnaugszﬁmuﬁau 59UAU (Complete) 0.58
12 flevimgniesmudeiiasidlalinsduiivgiu (Accurate) 0.56
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Table 4
Factor Loading of the Indicator in Component 2 Media or Organization Attributes
AnhminesAUsEnauYesd T inluasdsenau] 2 Aaldnymssude

Anmtin
29AUTZNBY
1 yhathiidewnavufeanudednd (Honest) 0.77
2 dawlusdlalunisaniiueu (Transparency) 0.76
3 flanuiuiaveusewiiiuaydsay (Responsible) 0.70
a4 fnszurumevhemiihlilsvnifannm (Producing quality news) 0.68
5 Timnududasvunnesussandnis (Editorial freedom) 0.67
6 fanunamglunsdiaustnilagldinssnddvdna (Bold) 0.67
7 finseusdussiuvetesdns yadsdasulfiRmutormuntiesssiviiniiesdnsuazyaains 0.64
(Ethical standards)
8  eflsduseleviansisae (Public interest) 0.62
9 feudemyariiousinedng dom uazYAaINIYN (Expertise) 0.61
10 uanstsinnudunanslailnllénela (Neutral) 0.59
11 unludeRianainegranindiiasivangas (mmediately make amend for mistake) 0.59
12 Iasuanulindannunasiniwaguas (Can be trusted) 0.57
13 YitAwhillesinasssudemanlidsnuegsiuiuog1sduiay (Moral) 0.50
Table 5

Factor Loading of the Indicator in Component 3 News Personnel Attribute
f]71J77/71Jf78\7f7‘l]5§ff78UW@GW??I?@ZUQ\?F)U?&’H@‘UW 3 F]ﬁJZ?f)‘l#ﬁJ&'fﬁ)']‘lJUF)éWfﬁ‘Z/’)?

At
29AUsZNBU
1 fuszaunisalluauaiugni (Experienced) 0.87
2 lasunstlnduunduegied (Well-trained) 0.77
3 finuian seusiludeyaiiiendesiuin (nformed) 0.75
4 {Wedudldsuniseensu (Reputation) 0.72
5 dnauedeyagudn wizdn (Depth) 0.70
6 lunseensveshafuanasnnisitnldfunmssdyihlumeunsnelasesdnsinssfuununei/ 0.62

dinanimnausywma (Universal)

7 fusgnimynilyadnam (Character) 0.53

2. NANTTILATIENRIAUTEND UL UTUVBILUY 2.1 Yayanilureenguiiegns nngusileg
° Y oA A a v 13 1 ° ! = a
T1a0an15TnANYeiovensIduA1aeAnsyly 1300 Auwud ddlvedumenda (57.33%) sosadn
guaMNITNINvRUsEINAlNg MM TITeRdT19RTN 2 Ae Ay (42.33%) Ueedian fie inavnaiden (0.33%)
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emegluwansavmumuasuazUSLma (79.00%) oy
Tuduglinia (21.00%) fie@wduensd/Aindviniseu
Twamansunndign (50.00%) sesasundudemasusinu
Tnsvimd (21.00%) uagtiosiaaduguingyuvu (0.33%)
Tnedlongau 26-30 U (27.67%) esaunie 31 Tuly
(21.00%) uaztiosiigailotgnu 1-5 U (6.00%)

2.2 nansnsvaeUteyalowureIMTIATILY
p9AUsENEUB T Ut nan1snsI9EeULT e edl WU Joya
Mnnguitegediauanifiulumutennandasiunes
MTIATIERIAUIENOU (Tirakanunt, 2014, p. 148) Tay
f91s0191n 1) ArduuszavanduiudssninasauUsin
32 i atiu Siandudsyavanduiusetsewing 0.30-0.85
fianuduiusensitudfmeadavisysiu .05 uaziinny
friusBeninyngiidin 2) madilawes-luees-loadu
(KMO) Havindiu 0.91 (1heusi= 0.50) 3) @D AueIuIsyiani
wut enadila-auensidlunsvageudirifu 9167.83
wariifedduneadnfisysu .05

2.3 NANTIATIZNDIAUTENDURIBUTUTDILUY
1899117IN WANTANYINUIN ANERRIAAINNENNAY

Table 6

Narumon Singhaprasert, Pairote Wilainuch, and Mana Trirayapiwat Il

sgrhawuuinaesiuteyaiieusedny lnedlen X° = 940.89,
df = 362, p = 0.00, A1 RMSEA = 0.07, A1 SRMR = 0.05,
NFI = 0.97, wag CFl = 0.98 wandliniiuii wuusiassiining
naunduiuteyaleUsedng enduAniivedfynisaiia
wiA Xdf<3 Feeensulain wuudassdinnunaundu
fludeyaldealsednyd (Hair et al, 2010) awnsnuLaue
TusUves Table 6 SloRsumanisnmsaeuaimiin
asAUsTneuildanminszinsuuLivvosiivdivie
funUsdanala Wudﬂmﬂfwwﬁﬂaﬂﬁﬂszﬂamamﬂé’hLL‘Ui
Funaldfidod fyn1eadnfisedu .05 wandldifiudn
nadudsdanalffufvsdvosiusudesdius
duneléidy g ansnsotiausluzuves Table 7 uazdior
NsATIRdeUATIITIEwmIITsEenndas SN
adesfuesduseneu (Composite reliability: CR) hag
mmﬁmmiﬂi%uﬁgﬂaﬁ'ﬂlﬁ (Average variance extracted:
AVE) WU AU sueasA1 CR>0.7 wag AVE > 0.5 hansdn
Fudsuransiienndesiuiie ez
aun13lATeasne fanandlu Table 8

Comparison of the Consistency of the Brand Credibility Measurement Model of News Organizations

in Thailand with Empirical Data
KA TS YU g UA I IUFDNAADNYBNUUUTIABN T IAA N NTOH Y099 T1aUA199AN Y1 IWUssinalne
AudoyaideUsziny

AYUNAFDUANUNANNEU AERR IULUUTIAD9 nansiUIuLisy
la-auais (X9 laififeddgnieadd vie  X°=940.89, df = 362, p = 0.00 lalsinuLneuen
dndau X%/df LA 3.00 940.89/362 = 2.60 Ul
NFI 111131 0.90 0.97 AL
CFI 11nN31 0.90 0.98 NN
RMSEA flouna 0.08 0.07 UL
SRMR doanin 0.10 0.05 HuLNa9
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Table 7
Factor Loading, Standard Deviation, t-test and the Completely Standardized Solution of the News

Organization Brand Credibility Measurement Model in Thailand
AIMINEIAUsENOY AIAIIUARINAADUNINTTIY UzAITANT YoINT1TIATIEVBNAUTENDUMNEUEIYDILUUTIABY
myianuningedoveswnsiauaiesansylugaaIvnssuyIveUssmalne

T W I3
UmunaInusEnau
= v ¢ . o a £
ANUNTDTRYRINTIEUAIDIANTYN : AAa o, Andulszans
. . 1 p ANEDAT
lugnamnssuinvassznelng AaLAREY © WA
UINIZIU (SD) (SO
ANANWAYAULLDNIUTI (M) 0.30 0.02 10.22% 0.93
1. ilewmgniewnudamiaaielilinisduiiugiu (Accurate) (M1) 1.00 - - 0.56
2. demimiinnugisssulaglilomaunifiieitomndie (Fain (M2) 1.15 0.20 9.57* 0.70
3. ey anysalasuduseumu (Complete) (M3) 1.89 0.20 9.62* 0.70
4. Wemnliuanidsenfisiayanansoasdnsla 9 (Unbiased) (M4) 2.25 0.21 10.87% 0.86
5. wwnuezauAniuresdessnandeifianie (Separate facts from 222 0.21 10.75% 0.84

opinion) (M5)
6. ﬁmiﬁ’maaLm&inﬁm%aﬁagaﬂluﬂmasjwLﬂs'aﬂ%'m (Plagiarism) (M7) 2.07 0.19 10.65% 0.83

7. éisismmuasiiomiideisanineunans vidediausuuss (Concem 1.80 0.18 10.16* 0.76
about Obscene& violence) (M9)

8. wandssmsliditlignm vienwiiderumnedandeaven 1.55 0.15 10.06* 0.75
w3eeglut1eysen¥I1a (Avoid abusing, hate speech) (M11)

9. ilemlia¥rimusuneutdsns (Avoid blind faith) (M12) 2.52 0.27 9.30% 0.67
10. 9ilusgleviderSuas (Useful) (M14) 1.74 0.18 9.78* 0.70
1. lomamilaglildgnuiaiudeyalfiiuads (Colorless) (M16) 1.84 0.17 10.70* 0.84
12. lomdnafieatedlndBagfuas (Relevance) (M17) 1.97 0.18 10.86* 0.86
AudnwzYadde (OR) 0.44 0.04 11.83* 0.98
13. losupnulindannunasinuagg3uas (Can be trusted) (OR1) 1.00 - - 0.64
14. pilsdsUszloniansisae (Public interest) (OR2) 0.77 0.07 10.35% 0.68
15. yhwihiidesnasudieaudodns (Honest) (OR3) 0.79 0.07 10.64* 0.70
16. feudenmaaseuninesding iem WALUAAINTYT (Expertise) (OR4) 1.34 0.11 12.10% 0.73
17. %ﬂi@m%%iimmmﬁm sufsdasiuufiRnudeimunsiossaindn 0.89 0.08 10.94% 0.73
M1983AN A YUAAINT (Ethical standards) (OR5)
18. funawnelunisiiausdnalagliinssnddnswa (Bold) (OR6) 1.36 0.13 10.85% 0.60
19. UftAmhillaefinausssuBandnlidensegsuiusgiaduiigs (Moral) (OR11) 0.95 0.10 9.66* 0.67
20. fmnulusslalunisaniiueu (Transparency) (OR13) 1.04 0.09 10.95* 0.72
21. wanstsilaudunansliiinldéhela (Neutral) (OR14) 1.43 0.13 10.95* 0.72
22. Timnududaszunnosussansnis (Editorial freedom) (OR15) 1.55 0.15 10.12* 0.66
23, ﬁﬂizmumsv‘hﬂmﬁﬁﬂmﬁﬁamﬂnﬁ@mmw (Producing quality news) 1.00 0.09 11.01% 0.73

(OR18)
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Table 7

(continued)

whwiinasdusznay
anutndeiiovasndudiesdnsting : A : Frduuszans
lugmamnssudnvesusemalng AsALASay a AATgIU

UATFIU (SD) (SO

24. uilvdeiiananegesiniagvinnzay (Immediately make amend for 0.89 0.08 10.81% 0.72
mistake) (OR23)

25. fausuiinveusentiniiwardsey (Responsible) (OR28) 1.13 0.10 11.20* 0.74
AMSNYzIRNZAUYAINTYI (P) 0.57 0.55 11.34* 0.90
26. Tuszaumsniluauauan (Experienced) (P1) 1.00 - - 0.63
27. fenufanseusmiludeyafiisidoatuin (nformed) (P2) 1.06 0.07 14.12% 0.71
28. lasunsilindluniduegne (Well-trained) (P3) 1.15 0.10 11.81* 0.79
29. fusgmAYnilyadna1m (Character) (P13) 0.84 0.07 11.33% 0.66
30. fiderdesldFuniseeuiu (Reputation) (P14) 1.24 0.11 10.92% 0.71
31. dnauedoyaduan Wigdn (Depth) (P18) 0.99 0.09 11.64* 0.79
32. ¥¥unswensuetraduanna annmsfitnléunsdrdyilumens 112 1.10 11.18% 0.73

fiolmeaIAnsy1ITEAULIUNNR/d11nYRaUsEme (Universal) (P19)

Table 8

Composite Reliability (CR) and the Average Variance Extracted (AVE) of Latent Variable of the News
Organization Brand Credibility Measurement Model in Thailand

mnTeriudeesrussnay uavmAmLYsYsIuiignannldiasevesudsusdluuuusaesnisianauiiioede
Y099 5I5UA199AN 5Y 1 UL sEmA e

A1AUWRNLBNRIAUSENAY  ANAULUSUSIUgnafinldiade

AUUSURY
(CR) (AVE)
1. paunwazdudemam (W) 0.94 0.58
2. Audnwaizveade (OR) 0.92 0.50
3. AMANYUZIANIZAUYAAINTINT (P) 0.88 0.52
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Figure 2

News Organization Brand Credibility Measurement Model in Thailand from Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA)
wyYTIaRNITIRAINLNTeAeYeI TIGUAIBAN Y lulng 1NN T TIER AU sE N ULTNEUEY

:
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Chi-Square = 940.89, df = 362, p = 0.00000, RMSEA = 0.073

Bl anisana (Discussions)
1. paAUszNEUVBIRITTAAUL T T vRIns)
duanasAnsanludssmalneg
nsned Wunisadawuusiassnisinaay
Undedoveinsrdudiosdnstilulssmalneas
ATREDUANLAS ARSI BILUU a0 Findanse
TSnmnudndedon lansanudoyaidauszdnensolyl
Faan1sAnwmuin wuusiassnistanuddedioves
as1auAesRnsIluUsEmAlng Ussneudae 32 daaie
lu 3 eadUsznou éun audnvuzdiude 13 M
audnuazdudon 12 M7¥n uazaudnumeiiu
yaansIn 7 §a¥e wesdusuuuumsinanuindedie
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YansAuAesdnsvlulsimalneifauansaly
nyinldaennsesivdeyadaszdny
MANANIANYITANUI1 BaAUsENBUYBIAIY
ihidefiovesniduesdnsinlusemelng Uszneuse
Audnuziude audnvusduidon uazaudnune
Fuypansiiiu aenedestunLIAnTes Worthington
etal. (2015, pp. 203-205), Saleh (2016, p. 1351), Llamero
et al. (2019, pp. 130-132), Bachmann et al. (2021,
p. 5), and Justin and Fouad (2021, pp. 2222-2223)
Arnsfiszydn mmnihdetiovesdomnarusnutn (News
media credibility) a1sUsznounenITintunaluilf
leiun euin@etiovesdfdsans (e, fuszniain way
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mmmuawmsmuma) mmmﬁaﬁamaamﬁ N30T
waziilamsing q vasruLTeiievesdenioveanng Wy
wilsdefiun Ingnszateides nglvsviad Auled Wudu
s idediovetasdins (Organization) fiesain
mnufiuasfnsaovsademaiu sglsfinnu wiinivnms
Fanandrsduiamudiuin nstaanuundedeves
donaruiutnmsinseusutashdees om uax
yAansin uainudn nuddvdulnglulegiudnsdd
i e Sedeunthiidnivundad inay
defeveasde (Media credibility) Inswzadlufivnvie
oy uifiheuidedu 9 aessyi Wumsdne
authidediovesdefiniy Wy suved Tandoc et al. (2021)
fifnwinansenurestiUasu (Fake news) ifluasie
Aadetiovatesingy1 (News media credibility) Ineld
T SnTiuSuUaIninast Media credibility w0s McGrath and
Gaziano (1986) and Meyer (1988) Lneust Mass media news
credibility 989 Newhagen and Nass (1989) %ﬁd%ﬂmﬁ
Husrttaddsluiinaunwdennam 1w 1) gndoauiugy
(Accurate) 2) dbin4la (Can be trusted) 3) 1usssu (Fair)
4) Us1@31neai (Unbiased) 5) muﬁauauyjzﬁ (Telling
the whole story) uaz 6) awnsadediels (Believable)
521849 Seungahn and Yamamoto (2020) and Justin and
Fouad (2021) 1% Media credibility MnfAe 4 dn
Faztousnanidomdnuindy wutu 1eud 1) s
Weieldl (Believable) 2) 1usssu (Fain 3) gndeausiugh
(Accurate) wag 4) ﬂiuﬁuuauyjiiﬂ Comprehensive)
Faandliiuin msiaanuidetievesdeinatuiiugn
vieesinstaatiuiinisianuamesaiominannan
avvieuiinuidedovesiiesdnsdels Fawanisine
adsilRfidodunuiigonndeaduiu nd1afe ankans
AinseiosiUsyneudedudu wui faatanidethmin
osftsznausnniiu 5 Suduusnuomndatia (32 §13¥a)
asﬂuﬂmﬁﬂwmzﬁﬂuﬁmﬁmﬁam ¥ 1) iemeilid
aﬂmmamﬂamaamﬂwm&J’mam‘ummmﬁm (Unbiased)
2) LuE]W]SU’l’J(ﬂNLﬂEJ’J?J@Qﬂ‘UNiUﬂ’Ii (Relevance) 3) o
smi:uimgml,mmeamualw,ﬂuﬁm (Colorless) 4) M3uenNuey
auRniuvesdesenandeionss (Separate facts from
opinion) k& 5) szmﬁmié'ﬂﬁqLm&iqﬁmmaﬁayja (Plagiarism)
wenanil Sdenndesiiu Worthington et al. (2015,
pp. 203-205) fidnuwnArfuauideiovesesdns
(Organizational credibility) I@EJUESﬂE]Uﬁ’JEJﬁ’J%’T@ 14 6

aall 1) Wuesdnsiilideyaidunans 2) 1Wuesdnsfili

Joyaiauna 3) {ussinsiilideyaiilifiond 4) Jussdns
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