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MATedeUTnailinguszasdiiieAnuanuduiusseninsaainninasessuy TCAS
waznsliinme (Value) sentsdenlududsufidsasiongnssunsiidiusiuluduZou (Behavioral
engagement) LLaﬁmsm{maﬁ’aﬁ'a'mam'awqﬁﬂﬁuﬂﬁﬁﬁ'au'ﬁaﬂwﬁguﬁau lngifiudoyanie
LUUADUNILAINNGUFI887 S1uan 155 Au Berindsdnwduliseufinu 6 Tnisfnw 2567 i
dinnusiiuiinsfnwidseAnuinysysal Jnneidoyademduussdrdanduiusuuniiofdy
LaZIATIENNTANRENYAN NANITITENUIN MAnninadeszuy TCAS danuduiusidsauniy
nsddausanluduieudiunginsy (r = -499, p < .001) vugfinmAainnaiuaulsglon
(Utility value) sionsieulutudsuiiruduiudideunntunmsidnsaludusousungfinssu ¢ =
352, p < .001) drudunuauaune1eun1guen (Outside effort cost) azAUVUATUNITERLEY

a1

Maaennian (Loss of valued alternatives cost) on1siseuludussuiianudunusidsauiunisd
drudnludwSoua1ungfinssu (r = -.164, p < .001 Lag r = -.205, p < .05 AIUAIAY) 21NN
AAT1EvNTARDRENY AN WU AILUTBasTaINIaswAwuensidusinlutussusiu

ngRnssulasesay 39 (R? = 0.390) lneiliiisanindnniviaseszuu TCAS (B = -0.5197, p < .001)
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uazAnuANMIiuanUslen (Utility value) domsiFeuludueou (8 = 03767, p < .001) iy

A vaa N

Uaderhupegaiiedfy nsdnwddsdudiunilafivandiiiuinagnsediidiuieitonasln

muddgiumuIaninavesinisauninessuy TCAS warnsduasuliinSsuiunuainas

Uszlovuvesnsseulutuitou Jazdimalaenssionginssunisiaiuslutusouvesingouls
Adnfny: AMIAnnAna, nslinuen, nslldusinludussusunginssy

Abstract

This quantitative research studied how anxiety towards the Thai University Central
Admission System (TCAS) and perceived value of classroom learning affects behavioral
engagement of twelfth-grade student TCAS participants. Data was collected by questionnaire
from a sample of 155 twelfth grade TCAS participants enrolled at Phetchabun Secondary
Educational Service Area Office schools during the 2024 academic year. Data was analyzed by
Pearson's correlation coefficient and multiple regression. Results were that TCAS-related
anxiety was negatively correlated with behavioral engagement (r = -.499, p <.001). Utility
value towards classroom learning was positively correlated with behavioral engagement (r =
352, p <.001). Outside effort cost (r = -.164, p < .001) and loss of valued alternatives cost (r
= -.205, p < .05) were negatively correlated with behavioral engagement. Multiple regression
analysis revealed that independent variables explained 39% of variance in behavioral
engagement (R? = 0.390), with only TCAS-related anxiety (8 = -0.5197, p < .001) and utility
value (B = 0.3767, p < .001) serving as significant predictors. These findings suggest that
instructors and relevant stakeholders should prioritize addressing student anxiety about TCAS
and encourage recognition of the benefits of classroom learning, which directly impact

classroom behavioral engagement.
Keywords: Anxiety, Value, Behavioral engagement

unin
syuun1sAatdennatsyanatd1@nuiluaantugaudner wie TCAS tluulourgves
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Tuseugaudnu TneifnguszasdiiielidniFouldegluiesioururutuisondnudi 6 e
ianonalunsasinsuasivaniugaudnuannsadaidentinGouiivnzauiundngnsls (@aunaud
UszauednisuiwisUssmelne, 2566) wuseondu 4 seu loun 1) Portfolio fiansanuiluazay 2)
Quota usutinideuluiuiiuasiinuaifians 3) Admission iun1siTnsanaAzuuudeUd LA
Hundn uag 4) Direct Admission JutinFeusslifinfnuselasanntugau@nwimusnusies

52UV TCAS laasnamnudnninawntniseu 91nn15@nwIues Suranaowarat et al. (2021)
wutinieudiegluszuu TCAS fmmuidanfnalosnnsutsiusazmsiwionsn mnudnndnai
Lﬁmﬁ'ﬁumadﬂNam'amsﬁdaua’aﬂu%m%ué’quﬁﬂﬁm (Behavioral engagement) ikanadAa
yafulunmsviAanssuvesinidould (Skinner & Belmont, 1993) 91nANsAnwI84 Li et al. (2022)
wuh BeniFeudimsdnninags nsfidusulududeufazdias

uenanAIIARnfnaLd Suldeduduiionsdmarensidnsnluiudou mnnguinny

AIANTINaEN15LYiA A1 (Expectancy-value Theory) 489 Eccles et al. (1983) laa§uie11n1s

v
Y 1

AndulauazngAnsIuazTuegiunuAInnie (Expectancy) wagnishinman (Value) Nilsenanssy

[ '
Y =

W 9 Fandlslunistinauadanuduiusidauindunsidusnlutuseu fe aua1a1nn1siu
@mﬂiﬂ%ﬁ (Utility value) (Sasidharan & Kareem, 2023)

ag13lsAny TuvaeidniSsuidunssufaaud U Ine ds winw1e1a Andnisiseulu
Fussulnfludede §9 Flake et al. (2015) laiauswndnneafusuyuvsedsiidonde (Cost) 9
N v Y] a & v v . |
NeteIiunswsnasy Usen1swinae aunuauauneg1eIunIeuan (Outside effort cost) sia

a Y a & a ao o b & a v ° a A 2 a

nssseulutussu WudandnSoudesaas 9nadunan n1shdesinludaduuennilaannnissey
iy Tugiswlevaeuduminedeiniseusdesldiiaiuazaunerewluivdaneguentusey
Uni Usensiiaesie auyuaunsgydeniudeniian (Loss of valued altematives cost) fonis
Seuludwseu Wudandniseudesaasiionisid s ouluduSou (Flake et al, 2015) Tagvuzi
TS HUASIUADULNUVNINIaY TNS8U1aNadINn1sRfsussulutusew Flvninwwdelania
Tunswseusianisasy fedsnasranisiaiusinlutuwseula aanns@nwives Court et al. (2021)
wuinAuuvisedInidedy (Cost) anuduiusidsauiun1siidiusiumungingsy

ANSANBNAYINUNANTLNUVDINITIASIUAIFDULT1UMIAINE1a 8 TusEUU TCAS Taganiy

%

Uszinuanuidnniag (Anxiety) n1stinaen (Value) sunuvisedsiisiends (Cost) elifins@nwias

(% 1%
= 1

dndanansgnuvesdadumanisenisidiusulutuisey el dides]sdnwiauduiug

JENINANMIANAIIR (Anxiety) faseuU TCAS Uaznislina (Value) donisiseulutuieu Ndawa

[
o Y =

! a a ] S o v a 1Y) a | =
WB‘WQ@ﬂsiﬂﬂqiuﬁj‘Ui’Jlﬂu%‘ULsEJUGU@\T‘UﬂLﬁEJ‘LﬁgﬂU‘U UFIUANYIUN 6 NVIFIUTEUU TCAS @9
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nsAneluasetiazdrelidnlanansenuainssuu TCAS waztlavandananonisiaiusiuluduseu

1 LY

vaarnseulutinadfyrainseseuiiingseauanufng

Y

MUsZAIATIINITINY

=

1. ieAnwmuduiussenineanadaninanessuy TCAS uazn1siinual (Value) sonis

= o a a ' a a ' S o . v
Seulutwiou Ndwanenginssunisiidiusmludwieu (Behavioral engagement) Ua3tint3eu
SEAUTUISEUANYIUN 6 MU15IUSEUU TCAS

[y

2. WeAnwdadeiidmasionginssunisidiusanlutuiseu (Behavioral engagement) 09

'
vV 1

YNLTIUTULSEUANYIUN 6 MU15ISEUU TCAS

YOULIANITIVY
1. YURANMUUTEIINT UAZNAUAIDENS

o
v = U LY =

UszunsNAanN®) A TN 8uUnnasfinesulssudneUn 6 Un1sanun 2567 danndiunanu

€ o

waNuANsANwiseufnwunysysal 913U 4,435 Ay

v =

1 Y ! A v A o :J’ o = ayal IS =3 v v o w

nqufieg1e Ao UniSsunmasdnutulisenfnudn 6 Un1sAinw 2567 daind1inaiwen
‘&J ‘ﬂl = U = 4 k4 1 al 1 £y 1 o
HunnsAnwdseufnwinysysaliazidniiussuy TCAS lnedvunangudiogns 91uau 155 Ay

2. YOULAAULLIDI

AuUsay Usenaume 4 dwds laua 1) anudnnieia (Anxiety) siasyuu TCAS, 2) A
9nnsiunmlszlerd (Utility value) sontsiseuluduSau, 3) dunuiiuaiunegigiuniguen
(Outside effort cost) sian1siseulutuisey, 4) Auyuriunsgydeniadeniian (Loss of valued
alternatives cost) siansiseulutuisen

fudseu Towa nsidrusanlutuissusiungfnssu (Behavioral engagement)

3. YOULUALAT : SzeziiaTtun1sfiutoya Ao Weunuaius 2568 Wuszeziian 1 heu

F/ANTUNSIY

1. 52foui®ade - lunsisuadeilfunsi9uiBaUsina (Quantitative research)

2. Funeunsive

MSIMUANGUAIRE : BAveINgumegtlannnsAwIuaslUsLnTy G*Power 3.1.9.7
Tneruun Number of Predictors = 4 | Effect size = 0.15 wazaauAaIaaaoy 0.05 fisziuaiy

Woilu 95% euuangueiiegatun 129 au Iduliiiungudieg1adniesas 20 saudu 155 au
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iedasiunisvamievessiegne natiudeyaainnquiiegenudlideya (Voluntary Sampling)
finauel Ao JudniSeuiinmdsd@nududisenfnudn 6 In1sfinw 2567 ludsindrinauaniiug
nsAnwslseudnyLnysysal 018 18 YTuly waviinsausyuu TCAS

'
Ya a v 1 Y a

ww3asflofldlun1side : fiTelduuuvaeuniuduaiowdiolun et dwihuidomgi
AaEALNIIANY S 3 viu Rarsanaufissnseadomuasmeaidiiniuaenndes
(100) Tnetnauineensuldae 0.66 TulU uazUsziliuaruidesiu (Reliability) vesuuvdsuanulasad
(1) wuvdeuauAIEAANRTIE (Anxiety) faszuy TCAS $1uau 10 98 Sandulsyans
danvesAsouuIY Wiy 0.844
(2) wuuaeuauAmAINMSuRnUsElevd (Utility value) sonsiSeuluduiFen
F1uau 10 Fo Terduusravsarivesnsouuny Wiy 0.868
(3) LUUABUAUAUYUAUANNEI8IMA8UBN (Outside effort cost) Aan1siseulu
FuFou $1uu 4 de feduszavisarhuesaseunty wihiu 0.945
(4) wuvasuanuFuNuFuUMsaYAsIUAoniiilan (Loss of valued alternatives
cost) romaiseulududou S1u 4 de feduszanssarhvesaseuuty Wiy 0.883
(5) LL‘U‘Uﬁa‘UmuﬂWiﬁﬁauiaﬂuﬁfuﬁwéfquﬁﬂiim (Behavioral engagement)
$1uau 5 4o Terduuszanssaresasouuy iy 0.910
3. nsiusausandeya : lWnsuanuuuasunuludslsauseu
4. mRAziteya : Wnsienevidudssavdanduiuduuuiiio sdumenuduiussening

MuUsuaznsiinseinisanaeenyaamdafeidmanenginssunmsidiusulutuseu

NAN1539Y
a ¢ o a &£ v v & S so J a 9 J a
1 mslisgidudssanianduiusuuuiiesdu nudn anudandvasessuy TCAS §

¥ w6 Aa v =] ] S o £ a 1 3

ANuANRUSITsauiunsiduTnludussusungAngsy (r = -.499, p < .001) AMAIAINATTAY
AuUsElevdnanisseulutussulinnuduiusidauindunisidisulutusounungingsy (r =
352, p < .001) fumumuANENEIguNguandensssulutuissulinuduiusigaauiunisildu
SlutuSsunungAnssu (r = -.164, p < .001) wazAuusUNsgadenuienfidiasetuseul

U o & a Y] a ] S v a o =
F’TJ']@JﬁllWUﬁLGU\Ta‘UﬂUﬂ"lﬁJa']‘UTﬁﬂuﬁﬁuLiﬂu@qu‘wqmﬂiim (r= -.205, p < .05) A4A1519N 1
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A15197 1 BEAIAUFUNUSTENINFUTNANN

73 1 s = lh‘ o 7]
Auds AduUsEANSanFUNUS (r)

AX uv OSC LAC

(AX) ANMUINNNAIEA (Anxiety) #oTeUU TCAS -

(UV) AaA1aInnIsiuAaUsElew 043 -

(Utility value) son1siseuluguseu

(0SQ) AunuAUANUNEI81UAUBN (Outside 4357 157 -

effort cost) fonsisauluTUSyUY

(LAC) frumusunisgeyidoniadondislen (Loss of | 423 0.0 679%x -

valued alternatives cost) fian1sseulutuS e

(BE) nsfidusaulutuissumungfingsy S499*Rx | 35X | 164*** | D05¥

(Behavioral engagement)

MBI, *p < .05, **p < .01, **p < .001

(%
1Y

2. NaMTIATIEINITanaeENvaM WUl MmuUsBaszaunsaniuiuiwensildusinlugy

1Y

FeudunginssuldSesas 39 (R? = 0.390, F = 23.9, p < .001) lngdudsnisvinasgsiioddny

loun Audnndvasiesyuu TCAS (B = -0.5197, p < .001) uazAnAIINNTSIELANUsElavdRonTS
Seulutuseu (R = 0.3767, p < .001) diusuyumuanungieunieuen (R = -0.0137, p = 0.881)
wagduvusunsaidemaieniidatdeoniseulutuieou (R = 0.0236, p = 0.793) Lufidnswna

'
Y 1Y [y a

pgslivdAty AIRNNTN 2

M31 2 MTBATIEINsanneenvaMieviuneUadendwmasensidiundlutuseuiunginssy

Uae B SE B t p

Intercept 4.46987 | 0.4825 - 9.265 | <.001

AAIRNTaIa (Anxiety) doszuu TCAS | -0.58317 | 0.0810 | -0.5197 | -7.198 | < .001

AuAINMSuAnUIElavl (Utility 0.43508 | 0.0754 | 03767 | 5767 | <.001

value) sonisiseulutus ey
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Uy B SE B t p

AUNUATUAIILUNENEIUNEUDN -0.00999 | 0.0665 | -0.0137 | -0.150 | 0.881
(Outside effort cost) an1si3euluu

a
b38U

Fuvusnunsgydsynadeniiden (Loss | 001844 | 00701 | 0.0236 | 0.263 | 0.793
of valued alternatives cost) #9135

Seoulutuseu

nuELag. R = 0.624, R? = 0.390, F = 23.9, p < .001

dyUuazanUsnenansivg

ANIANTIaRETE UL TCAS daudunusnisauiunisidiusuluduisuniungfinssy

1 ) a v . A a o oo a a o a | & o

danAaeIiuIuITeves Li et al. (2022) As Satniseuliauianivauin nsddiuswlutusey
sungAnssufaztosas TunsdivesinSeuluszuy TCAS aueldmeunuifanisnaaeuiiaunugs
(High-stakes testing) {unsaeunlnasieauantiniEeu (Natriello & Pallas, 1999) vilsiniseusdn
= z-:l' a o ) '3 A a v
f9AUFBIVINITARU kazwAnNeIfUUIINGN1TRIaTLUA (Washback effect) inannnisla
AnNdAglunaanslaannisaau (Alderson & Banerjee, 2001; Alderson & Wall, 1993; Hughes,
1993 as cited in Tran, 2023) Ftinseuluszuu TCAS arulvmudAgaonisaauilogsuiningiy
= ! a < a [ Y v A = 1 Ql' = LY ! =
finareowian Anduanuianinale dnissudasnnuaulaluinswseudiasuuinniinisd
dhuulutuiFeuund @anraediuIideved Dong (2020) vl UnSeuzilasuwlangfinssy
lunseuslumuguiuurasnsmaaeuskarasiasiilenvsenanssuiliingitesiunisasulaense

dnsuguarnmsiuaalstlevidenisiseulutuieuianuduiusmauindunisiidam
FlutuSHUAUNGANTIY donAda9iUUITEY Sasidharan & Kareem (2023) NU31AMAIAIN

=3 e v v A LY a1 ! S

nswuaUsEleritanudiusigauindunsiidusidlutusey

luaurasiunuAuANNg g eUBnAaNss sulutus suliaudiusnauiun sl
drusulutuFausiungAinssy @0nRa0dnUIUITeUee Conway & Abellera (2017) WU319n
v Ao A Ao & v o = = ) 1% a ] S v a
Uniseulidgedundndusesiuvenuiioainnisseu svdwmalinisidiusnlutussutasas Tuuiun

v S v o = ) o o g Yo o =

YRIUNFEUNLITINTEUU TCAS N15eTeNstaey Msvwiuasaunay onavihndnseulinaiiay
Auneenlissnedmsunsiduulutuiteulns

o v v v = = Ao = Y =~ v o & Y a

dmsuduueunsgydemadenndeenisiseulutussuiiauduiusnisauiunisd

drudnlutuissudungAnssu @onndesiuauIdeve Jiang & Zhang (2023) Fauansliliuiimin
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o a =~ Y = 0§ vy =~ o a aa ' ! | = Y
uniseuAndnsseulutussuilidesdslenialunisvidmiaua1uinndt wu nswseudigey
TCAS fagdmalinisiidusulutussuanas

31NNFAATIBRNITIRRRENNAN WU AawUsRausaviwensildusinludussuni

a v = a o i i < 6 =

noAnssulafan Ae Adnnieiadessuy TCAS wagAuA1aINNsWiuAuUsylevirenisiseuly
S o 1% Y] awv . P ! a Y] a a ! a ]
FUSHU @0nARBIfUNUITBVBY Li et al. (2022) Inudiamddaninainadausanisidiusiuly
M3t3eus war Gan & Peng (2024) inuinguAINsiuAuUslewud dnsnananisiiaiusiulu
N558U dIUMINAUYUMUAUNG 1IN UBNKAAUNUAUNSEden1adan A llfa v wa
peafitedAylulumationadululs aenndosiusuiseves Court et al. (2021) Anunluuiensdl
s 4 a Adw = = v o & ~ ] v a o P
Auvuusedsdeuduenvlidanuduiusiunislidiusiudunginssuvesinseu nsiluna

o a ! S 1% a Yy Y @ v a P a A
anunsavinemsiduslutuseununginssulasesas 39 uandiiuinddidadedu q 8nfiena

a 1

1dvSnasion1slduswlutuFaumunginssy

Hoiauauusiien1sidusialy
1. msdnwlagldiBnaiutoyadivainvans 1wu nmsdanamginssulaenss msduniual
2. msimsAnwnAeiunisidiusalutudouludusu wu n1sidiusaudueisuel
(Emotional engagement) n3an15dd3usaud1utaay (Cognitive engagement) v 01314114

nansenusanisilaustlutussuvesdnissululfnvainvaleunyu

LONEI581984

anAuiUszyeBsURWMsUsEImele. (2566). gliszuunsAndennarsyanaisninylu
ﬁmv"wgm/ﬁ’nm (Thai University Central Admission System: TCAS) Un15@ny) 2567
FM3UEALAT. https://www.mytcas.com/doc/student-overview/
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