:\

PMP9

. Grocucfc Research Conference

v A (Y o 4 (Y
Padeniinanemsseniuvesfuilaaihrmevesndasuminlnanieniulszmu

Factors Affecting to Acceptance of Target Consumer of Corn Ready to Eat Products
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ABSTRACT
This study aimed to analyze factors which are affecting to consumer preferences of a corn ready —to-eat
products by using the Choice base Conjoint Analysis and Traditional Conjoint Analysis study factors. These factors
are format, size, color, packaging and nutritional information. The 4 x 2 Full Factorial Design was used and carried
out. Results obtained from the two methods showed that a factor of nutrition information was strongly considered by

target consumers more than other factors.

o_ o o

a Ie) Y @ 9 a
RELERITH paanuanv 1 Inandeusulseniu ﬂﬁﬂ@iﬁiﬁll’é)\iaﬂiiﬂﬂ

Key Words: Corn ready-to-eat products, Acceptance of target consumer

*1infAny uangasImenmansuniaaia a1w13vuna lu lagnise1ms aszima lu lag umIngrdevenuuny

U I'd a = a @ '
= dyjemansorse mndvuna lulagmsenns amema Tulad wiInendoveuuny

476



:1

. Grocucfc Research Conference

VNN
AMTANHIONTNAVRIANHULAIIY VDI
Ussi s ilaeauyeuvesdus Inn d1e35n3
a o s ' .. . S
UAT12109A1)52NDVIIN (Conjoint  Analysis) 11U
9
mAtiAMIIATIEHAIHa1ed DU IUYeIHA
a 4 Y <
Y2413 AAIIzHANUI159u Taedoyaszgnu
57U5ININAMITEOUDININEIN VAN AUaU e
a o 22 o @ wa
yoanannuRuug dimsuldlunismiguauia
Tagsau (Waw,  2548) wazauisaiunldiive
a o a o Y4 . .
ﬂizmummmﬂmwaauwm (relative importance)
VDIANHULA1N mmmmﬂm«ﬁﬁi@iamﬁmma
wamﬂmmmmQuﬂﬂmﬂumﬂuﬂﬂmmiww
HAADUAUBIUDIALS INAADTINARDY  (treatment)
[ ' Ed
9 1AUATAY LAY VOINAAT UM IR M a1
NANNTIUHAUVOIT 8R4 (factor combinations)
AINITNITIMRNUNITNAaBIveILANDIT oA
(fractional factorial design) %’agaﬁﬁﬁmﬁ%@ﬂ%’iu
=2 Y Qddyd a < Y a A
M3ANIAI8ITUAD ANNAAHUYRIALS InnNliae
A10819 Fev1v0glugluunvesninzuuuszay
AUFOU (liking score) (Naes et al, 2001)
o Iz a ¢ a o o
JagUzaen lun1sNnsIsnaanamn
o 2 < oy o A
Wanndu Taenalulidaguszasdacil (Raz2008,
cited in Saportal996)
atemssuivanuatsd i unansuain
UONHAULINNIZA?
d [ 9 1 [ %
anemsiuiuaazszaulagssyanyuey

Y a

@WIzAId MRS Tan
A v ¥ ° = Y
-ieMssuiuazmsiuIulomangniiag
[ a o 4
Ifnunaasual

' ]
@

Sienssuidnvazvoandnduain
migan dnsunguius Inamiewsni Grsar,
2011)

Utility I UAIHATINYeIRZHUNANNSO
fumnuuusiassa Utdliy suoeldandaun
nandiasnanived Conjoint analysis SRFURELIRTTIAN]

9
Auanmsa ldaad

477

PMP9-2

ux) =

Taoh UX) = o350U52TominGe Utilities 9
Profile HAAN NN
a 1 j = e330dszlominguslanliny
AU (j,j=1.2,.k vesuanvazl (1,1=
1,2...m)
kI = UIUILAVVOIRUANYUE i
m = UIURUANHUTYINAAS U
X ij = 1 $1952AU j ¥0u I guanyuzlsing
ogluluna
Y ~ A A )
=0 ouilunsalduUeNMHLINUY
. . I VA
Relative importance Wumnuaag
anudAyvesudazaudnyu Amulnldanide
dmsvuaazilade

YO part-worth utilities

o A o 1 [ Y
(ﬂmaﬂymz) NHYUAQSAIISYNHITAIYNATINUD

a o

Y Y
WeenngUnuuuaInuaIeg 100

v
v

TUADUNITIAIIZHITNIT NI 12
Jd 1
aandsznausIn
1) Designing stimuli msaammuaamzé’u
A o oA a Y o A o 299
INOAARDNUUINMNAA VOAHUAVDINAAN DN 13
Yy [ a [ s Y a Y
Idnudnvuzvowwanduingus Inadoan1suin

Y
A

fga n1seenuuudInsequilagl¥nislseyu
AUNUINGY NITAITIINGANTIY NAUAALALNIT
gousUVRIHLS InAuInga
. K= 9
2) Data Collection Lﬂummam’mmam
Tasnsaevniwgus amdhvure 3n1shiien
o YA
hunldne
<
-Rating  scale  (Hunsldazuuu
= Y a
ANuvauANNNINe lavedus Inna
. I o v =
- Ranking scale 1HUNSa1AUAMNNT
Y a
nolavesdus Ina
3) Analysis, evaluation and decision making:

a 4 aa J
fﬂ5’JLﬂinﬁ"’ﬁJ@HﬁﬂNﬁﬂﬁTﬂﬂWTﬂ"l Utility uas



:1

. Grocucfc Research Conference

9
Relative importance 9INUUILIIMIAFUNAUALIN
9

msdnaulaluduse 11
[ d aw
agUszaanveanisIvg

A a 4 o Aa 1 [

[N AATIZHUIVINUHNAADNITIOUST LV

Y a a o () k4 o
HUT Inavesnaadund 1 Inanioususenu

ad av
I5N13I0Y
a0 A g
ﬂ"li’)i]ilu!’ﬂl‘lﬂ'li ﬂH'Iﬂ'ﬂllﬂﬂLﬂu‘U'ﬂﬂ

9

1
U

9 9 o &2 Aas o Aa av
T Inandousulseniu FWITMIANAUMITIVG

v F
AMUTUADUAIL

1. muualsemnsuaznguaieds
2. mmuathsehlglumsdne
v A oA A =
3. aduasesdlenldlumsdnm
<] 9
4. MaNVIITINToY

a L4
5. ﬂ"li'JLﬂi"lgﬂafllﬂllvﬁ

a o o o A=
MINN 1 Llﬁﬂ\‘lﬁi}%ﬂllazizﬂﬂﬂﬁ]ﬁ]ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁ"l

a 9 A A a @ 14
Aus Iaadlvmuneniiae gﬂllﬂﬂﬂlﬂﬂwﬁﬁﬂﬂ!“ﬂ

tode szautfode
1. Y119 - 500 NFY
- 1,000 NSW
= =
2. @ - 1387
A
- 11109
< a o 4
3. MFULUIIY - UOURUNAAN A
(=] a o 4
- e limunaan i
4. myruaue - fideyanain Tnauims
a9
- lifidoyanain
InsuIms

478

PMP9-3

1. dszminsuazngudiedna

o

Usznsuazngudlesadlgdnulam
MIFUAIDENNVUI1Z99(Purposive Sampling) 70
Y a A o 1 o A [ 1Y J
AU3 Inanodeogluvadunoiion saniaveuunu
d‘ L= d' 1 1 E!'
wesnnmanilszansieglunguiinainvais

= ' A a o Y 1 J
PIBNNINNINVADUY tazliszause ldeglumnmai
Y
1 [ o o @ ] 14
HANANNY TagiNsAIyNUEaAIaIng1INITAnIN

Yy a

A a J ] y ] I a
o IWAYS Inadsaliuatesanivuaediailudese

g

v
1 [ =

ABNY FIINTIUAIDINANAZAINHI O GUDES

Iﬂﬂﬁuaiy’(Convenient Sampling or Accidental
Sampling) 911U 200 A2081

2. msmrivatadenlFlumsanmn

Javeareq luldnmsdne Ae guvums

< a [ ' [~ a o J

U535y (WouAuraanud, vosluiundadus)
YUAVTIY(500 N5V, 1,000 NTU) AMBULUTTY (Ve
, MasNUarNITU AU DYARTUAAINI
Tagums@doyanainlayuinsg, lulideoyanain
Tasu1m3) TagdaruIeNITNAADULU4 x 2 Full

[ Y
Factorial Design (111591, 2545) &ailadeoiarilldnn

a

ARV IMTeyaINnIsd15 N AUAR
WOANTIN LAY ﬂﬂll@]ﬁ]\iﬂﬁ"’UENW'USIﬂﬂﬁdﬂlﬂ
waasasT I Tnandeusulsznmulumafiufisune
o JaMIAveuLAY

(consumer survey) MAZN13IIUTINUOYANITAITID
aanA nareassnAUR aarada tazuduau
TuSnaiinsduaiunslgniinina luwwa
rIAvoULNY

3. p3e3aMIFlumsfinmn

9 4
v A Ya v

Tunmsivensaiidivelamnualdiinig
a 4 o 1 3

nagouN1sIATIEHeIRUsenousINeamily 2
gﬂufuuﬁa 1. Choice Base Conjoint Analysis
.. . . - S v

2. Traditional Conjoint Analysis mgmazgmmu'lﬂ
AINUANITOONLUUAITANIN HATBNUY Y
HUVABUDINUANANNY TAsuUIUUEDUD 1N

ponidlu 2 a1 Ao



. Grocucfc Research Conference

9 '

daui 1oy doyadiuyanavesfaou

U

Y o

HUDARV0Y AM0WTIUIU 5 90 dnbzaaudly
HUVABNAD )

TIUN 2 1AEINY BUVARUDINIAYINY

nurnnuAasugluuuvesussysual dmfu
a o J 9 Y 12
wannuat1 Ina nieusullseniu

4. ﬂ1i!ﬁ‘lJ§’JTJ§’JN"illf’)Nﬂ

9
v A

ﬂluﬂﬁﬁﬂ‘lﬂlsﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂu N?‘Dﬂﬁ1ﬂ1§ﬂﬁ]ﬂ£m‘u

U

SSISTIS RRIRANEY] Llﬁzﬁ'lllﬂ’ﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂ?uqﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂi%}ﬁlﬂ
Y a A2
ZJ_“]J5Iﬂﬂ!‘W@Ll]ufﬂﬁﬁi3%ﬂ1E1LLﬁ$ﬂ31Mﬂiﬂﬂﬂ@M
naziih lasrnaeuauaesiu( Reliability) AWID
o a I
Cronbach(Cronbach et al, 1951) NMFAUUUNITNITLIAD

9 4
mmw%uamumumﬁ

U

o & A4
1. ‘V]'li]ﬂ‘l’ill'lEl"UﬂﬂuiUUWﬂu!Lﬂﬁ&’WH‘ﬂﬂﬁ]%

shnsdisan meimsdunalfuiTan

Y A o

2. Hiveazdmihihuuugeunw

o g 1 EY ' tﬂ’ a
ﬁllﬂ']‘klﬂ!ﬂijlll‘ﬂ1WN181ULM@$WHT‘I

3. dwuuaeuauuasya el

AnseHveyanNana

J
5. MyIATIzHveya
Y o
i

o <
ﬂ?ﬂ‘lﬁia\ii]Wﬂﬂ']ilﬂ‘]Ji’J'Ui’JiJ"lT’fJiJa Yo

U

o A a 'y ) o a
AUUUNITUAITIZVVDY A Taglvuao UM TAUN LY

o 2
ail
1. A529@eUANUNANYTH AINgnAely
MIADLLLVABUD N

2. U UA0UNINRITHE (Coding)  UdD
o 9 @
ey a"lﬂuumn”lumsmﬂ@ummai

a o a3
3. wnszvveyalasldlsunsudnsagal
9 a d aa o dy

Taglgnsansiciaannaniee aail

-mdeuay (Percentage)

- AMMSNUNLIN (Part-worth Utilities)

-AANUE IR FITURNT (relative

importance) (Izabel et al, 2013)

479

PMP9-4

a v a

wamsIvemazedliana

INTNAVDIFUUVMIVIIY VUIAMTUIITY
fnruzussy uar n1sUNAULTOYANIIRIY
Tnruimsaeniseaniuvesgus Inadmuie dae
axy a L4 g 1 1
BMIIAIIENBIAYTZNOUTIN WUN

ad a d 4 \ .

1. 35mM353A312#09A1352n0UIIN Choice

Base Conjoint Analysis

1.1 Yoyaia lvesngusedis

doyan llvesngualedisnlslumsnn

9
[

AIIU

e

Y o =2 = 4
1&un et 01y sEAUMIANE 01FW 31014

1 A = Y o dy @ ]
aoaeu annsaagiwamsanulaniingualedig
' ' g A v Ve
dulvgilumangeiosas 61 919V0INGUAIDYI
drulvgegluriasgning 2135 1 Swnuinnige

a & v A o v o ' =
ﬂﬂ!ﬂuiﬂﬂﬁg 61 Lllﬁ)in!,mﬂﬂquﬁﬁﬂﬂwmum‘vw W

' o oA v K A o = a
NUNNRNUNLTYIU / UNANHYI mm’mumﬂfjﬂﬂmﬂu

fooaz 57 AU AT TTAUNMTANYIVDINGUAIDES

~

i = 1 13 3 a G
WUIN NﬂWﬁﬁﬂH?ﬂQiuﬁzﬂ'ﬂizﬂﬂﬂiiy’ﬂJuW]i un

a

g yanaillufevaz 43 dausie’ldnedouvengu
areg19d 1y ezed 1ur3 5,000 — 10,000 VN 1
o ~ a 3 v A '
unnngenailuiesas 38 1HeIN1INNGY
@ ] ' [~ = =1 I 1 ]
aregadn lvailuiniGen /dinanyuiuaiulng
= o Y 2 A v W 1
Jan e ldaemeuluszaudinan

1.2 MUNUIM (part-worth utilities) uag

o Y A v v d
ANUTNWFITNNNS (relative importance) VDI
[ o ¢ a [ ¢ Y 4
anymz‘mﬁv‘gnmmwaﬂnmmmﬂwv]wsau
¥ Al v A 31’
iuﬂizmummmwauuazmmaau%mamm

13lnn

e

AMMSUUNUIN (part-worth  utilities) VDI
YUIANITUTTY(size) (Utility=0.412)@ (color)
(Utility=0.351) N1YUL VT T (packaging)
(Utility=1.654) nagn1sidusdoyanianiu
Tayuims (Nutrition label) (Utility=1.886)UBIUTTY

o 2 o a 4
ﬂm“ﬂﬁlﬂﬂ?1ll"]fﬂﬂllﬁgﬁﬂTi@]ﬂZ‘Tuﬂlﬂ‘%'ﬂ 1NNIT



:\

. Grocucfc Research Conference

A5 1z¥iaeT115unsuN19aDA FactoMineR  (Hideo
et al, 2008) lumwI R (R language) (R Development
Core Team, 2007) WU MIUUAUDUTTYN MR

9 ' g,
doyanain InruInNs UA1 part-worth utilities 1N

U

: . <
Naa smmmﬁa m%u:mmﬁﬁmnaummu

a

HAANMAT YUIANITUTTY LAY AVOINMFUTUTTY

ANAIAL

=

ﬁ\iﬁlﬂu’dllfﬂi FTAUANNTOUUDILUIAA

e

a [ ' Yo A
Hans I Iaaatl

AUAMVOWUIAA = 2.982 - 0.412(size) —
0.351(color) — 1.654(packaging) — 1.886(Nutrition
label)

as a d d 1
2 ’Jﬁﬂ1§]!ﬂ§1$ﬁﬂ\1ﬂﬂi$ﬂﬂ‘ﬂiﬁu Traditional
Conjoint Analysis

Y

2.1 Yoyanlilvesnguéiedia

9

Foyan lvesnguarediesnlslumsdnu

y X Y o = = Y
AIIU "lmm WA ©1g TEAUNITANYY DITN 5181‘1@1

1 A = Y o dy 1 @ [
Aoy annsnagUwamsanylasail nquaiedis
1 1 d a R '
dyuluaiilumeavgedosas 64 e1gveINguAIBg1a
drngegluriesening 21-35 1 Swunniga
a 3 9 P 1w ' =
Aauiosay 52 1WBTMUNNGUAIDINAINDIFN
1 1 v A v K A o A a
NUNNUINITEU / WAANY UTWIUNINNgARAA
Wufeoaz 54 szauMsANEIVEINGUAIBEIT WU
= =2 o o 2 ) A a 4
umsanu luszauszaulsyaas mnngaaaily
9] Y1 oA T ' ' '
Souaz 44 510 ldnoiApuvDINgUAIRE N IU N9y

9g1u924 5,000 — 10,000 VN U WIUWINTAFARAA

T
I

4 U @ 1 1 [
Wufesaz 46 iilownvinnguaiediediulugilu
wnisou dnAnyufudiulng Tehldiineldee
A o % 1
wouluszauainan
2.2 MUNVIN (part-worth utilities) 1@y
mméﬁ@@eﬁuﬁﬂﬁ (relative importance) Ud3

o ¢ A [ ¢ 9 4
nnymsuﬁic‘gnmmwnﬂnmmmniwmwmu

Uﬂizmuﬂ'ammwmmsmsﬁ'ﬂ?m%c%mm

N

a

131an

e

480

PMP9-5

vanquius Inadlemaiin Hierarchical

ClusterAnalysis (Elizabeth et al, 2006; Ankit et al,

2011) vnAmRzuuuANUE RS Tnadsziduld
[ ! k2 ! N 1 Ao v

aunsadanguld 3 nqu Teousaznquiisiiuios

A

Y o dy oA a I 9 I
azu3 Inaasiinguinl Aalluiosay 8 (n=8), Nqu
= a 3 v VoA a
72 Amdusosas 74 (n=74) UaENgUN 3 Aatlu
v 2 A a A '
50Uy 18 (n=18) %QLN@W%TSmWﬂQMQUSTﬂﬂﬁ’JH

@

R oA ' Y a 9 9 ¥
Tvgjuuaenqui 2 wun 4us Inaldanudidyny

a

A A

Tadeises maruauedoya Ao TnainTaruins
(Utility=1.350) uaz lufina1n Iayuims  (Utility=-
1.350)(Relative  Importance=50.543%) ¥1nN110990
dusy dautlifesesannie jluuumauzussyie
AVITONDURUNAAN N (Utility=1.031) t1az 13
AT DUBUTUHAA N U (Utility=-1.031)(Relative
Importance=37.052%) YUIAUTIIAD 500 Ny
(Utility=0.152) 1Az 1000 03y (Utility=-
0.152)(Relative  Importance=6.584%) LaEANITUL
V359 Ap Vo2 (Utility=0.096), Hazdinao
(Utility=-0.096)(Relative  Importance=5.820%) 11]u

adendus Inaldanudingdoohnge

U



:1

. Grocucfc Research Conference

M3199 2 1AAIAIMINUNVIN (Part-worth utilities)
o ¥ A o o J .
HAZANNAAYBITUHNT (relative
[ [ I'd
importance) VNANHUSUVITYNHUN
a [ <Y 9 @
wannany 1 Inans eusuilsznu

(attribute) ADAALLUUANNTOU (N = 100)

Cluster Cluster2(n=74)  Cluster3
1(n=8) (n=18)
v Y a
FovazueIfus 1nn 8% 74% 18%
tade/szauifade Part-worths
UUIA
- 500 0.491 0.152 -0.039
- 1000 N5Y -0.491 -0.152 0.039
anwinAnyduring 14.723%  6.584% 18.120%
(Relative importance)
-
o
- AN -0.067 0.096 0.040
- maed 0.067 -0.096 -0.040
anudRnEng 5.840%  5.820% 21.735%
(Relative importance)
m‘mz‘usﬁg
- ueutiu 2319 1.031 0357
wansua
- ety 2319 -1.031 -0.357
waafuan
awinAwyduring 72.372%  37.052% 29.730%
(Relative importance)
MIUVAUD
- faawndeya 0214 1350 0.417
Tasums
- ifiaan 0.214 -1.350 -0.417
Y
Yoya
TasuIms
anudfedning 7.065%  50.543% 30.415%

(Relative importance)

aswansIdg
JUHUUHAENITUITYVRIMFULVIIY
a @ J9Y Y 12 Aa '
paafudd Inanieusulsemuniinadents
4
vousunaznisaadulode dromaiadnsizd

o U an
@QﬂﬂiZﬂﬂ‘]JﬁﬂJ(Conjoint Analysis) #1875 Choice

481

PMP9-6

base Conjoint  Analysis U9¢ Traditional Conjoint

Analysis WU 35 Choice base Conjoint  Analysis
Y a A Y o w1 o A
Pj“]JiiIﬂﬂW%15m11ﬂﬂ31hﬁ1ﬂﬂlﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂfJLiENﬂ']i

o

naueteyadiuguaInia Insuins yinninlaie
A o A
au aruifedssesasnie JUuUUMBULVITY, VA
= <3| o &9 a 9
V339 nazdamuzvsspiudedendus Inald
anudingyilosNgadiuit Traditional  Conjoint
Analysis 181mssanguiusTanld 3 nqu dulle
#vsanguius Taadiulng wua dus Iaald
anuddgnuleseises msduauedeyadiuguen
n1alasuinisuinnindasedudu druilade
599091170 JUHUVMBULUITY, VIIAUITIUasT

]
v A

Mruzuisy Huiseidus Tnaldanuddayios

{ 4 o a Iq v { '
Nga wesimafSomiion 2 35msildwan 18 14

UANANNY

GG ITE
N s ' d amqy
matalumsmiesdlsznensiumia 2 3514
arsgaunsaadulivesdus Tnadhvuie1d 1
9 9
uana1eiu auiulunisnadeunsisae ligive

anunsadenldislanla

1PNAN391909

WL 102ANA. 2548, MIAATIEH Conjoint 1
UITINITAAA. ﬁ‘%ﬂnuﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁ.s(l):
1513-7287.

TnTs0d 338973, 2545. MIMWNUMTAATIZH
mamuszennduda. madineenand
wazimaluladmseInis auzinbasans
ymImenaumes v, @eali. 275 nin.

AwSend yduiug uag aig§iusnsana. 2011.
msanyImsaaauludenyesniansvie
v Un¥AINIYI 19801818 nveuTEN
FINNBATNIQATNNTTN T1NA A1 1TATY

89 3N IAVOUNNU.KKU Res.J.(be)2011;

10(2):212-224.



AGRCzom

< Grocuuofc Research Conference

AnkitPatras and others. 2011. Application of
principal component and hierarchical cluster
analysis to classify fruits and vegetables
commonly consumed in Ireland based on in
vitro antioxidant activity. Journal of Food
Composition and Analysis 24 : 250-256.

Cronbach, L.J. 1951. Coefficient Alpha and the
Internal Structure of tests.Psychometrika,6 :
297-334.

Elizabeth Aparecida and others. 2006. The application
of hierarchical cluster analysis to the study of
the composition of foods. Food Chemistry 99 :
622-629.

Hideo Aizaki and Kazushi Nishimura. 2008. Design

and Analysis of Choice Experiments Using
R:ABriefIntroduction.Agricultural

Information Research 17(2). 86-94.

482

PMP9-7

Izabellucenagadiol and others.2013. Evaluation of
packing attributes of orange juice on consumer
intention to purchase by conjoint analysis and
consumer attitudes expectation.Journal of
sensory studies 28. 57-65.

Nase, T.,kubberod, E., and Sivertsen, H.2001.
Identifying and interpreting market segments
using conjoint analysis. Food Quality and
Preference,12. 133-143.

R Development Core Team. 2007. R: A language and
environment for statistical computing.
Vienna: R Foundation for Statistical
Computin.ISBN:3-900051-07-0

Raz and others. 2008. From sensory marketing to
sensory design, How to drive formulation
using consumers’ input. Food Quality and

Preference, 19(8).719-726.





