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ABSTRACT

This study explores the latent dimensions of youth political participation in Bangkok and examines their alignment with
the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). A survey of 450 respondents aged 18—29 was conducted using a 24-item
instrument covering electoral, civic, and digital engagement. Data were analyzed using Exploratory Factor Analysis (EFA)
with minimum residual extraction and Promax rotation. The results revealed a clear three-factor solution, comprising
Electoral Participation, Civic Participation, and Digital Participation, which accounted for 64.6% of the total variance, with
excellent model fit indices (RMSEA = 0.00, TLI = 1.01). The findings confirm that youth political participation is
multidimensional, with digital activism emerging as an independent and robust repertoire of engagement. These dimensions
align directly with SDG 16 (Peace, Justice, and Strong Institutions) and SDG 10 (Reduced Inequalities), highlighting the
crucial role of youth as key actors in sustainable governance. Policy recommendations are offered to strengthen youth
participation across institutional, civic, and digital domains.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Youth political participation in Thailand has increasingly garnered scholarly and public attention, particularly following
the 20202021 youth-led protests in Bangkok, which demanded democratic reforms, constitutional changes, and greater
transparency in governance (Borojevi¢, 2023; Favero et al., 2025; Chambers, 2024; OECD, 2020). These movements
demonstrate how young people have become significant political actors, engaging not only in traditional political activities
such as voting and demonstrations, but also in digital forms of participation, including social media campaigns, online
petitions, and hashtag activism (Barati, 2023).

Despite the visibility of youth activism, there is limited empirical research investigating the underlying structures of
political participation among young citizens in Bangkok (Anamwathana & Thanapornsangsuth, 2023; Thanapornsangsuth,
2025). Most existing studies have focused on describing the rise of youth activism or identifying individual-level predictors
such as political efficacy, education, and civic values (Kanchanawongpaisan, 2024; Vesudevan et al., 2024). However,
little effort has been made to uncover the latent dimensions that organize different forms of youth participation, whether
electoral, non-electoral, or digital, using robust statistical techniques. Addressing this gap is essential for advancing the
understanding of youth engagement in Thailand’s evolving political landscape (Norris, 2020).
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This research is situated within the framework of the United Nations Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). In particular,
SDG 16: Peace, Justice, and Strong Institutions emphasizes the importance of responsive, inclusive, and participatory
decision-making at all levels (United Nations, 2023; UN DESA, 2017). Additionally, SDG 10: Reduced Inequalities
highlights the role of youth participation in promoting equitable access to political voice and representation. Understanding
how Thai youth engage in politics offers crucial insights into how local political behaviors align with global sustainable
development agendas.

The primary objective of this study is to identify and interpret the latent dimensions of youth political participation in
Bangkok through EFA, and to examine their alignment with SDG 16 and SDG 10. What latent dimensions characterize
youth political participation in Bangkok, and how do these dimensions align with the Sustainable Development Goals,
particularly SDG 16 and SDG 10? By empirically uncovering the structural components of youth political engagement,
this study makes two significant contributions to the field of political science. First, it provides methodological rigor by
applying Exploratory Factor Analysis (EFA) to analyze patterns of youth participation in Thailand systematically. Second,
it offers policy-relevant insights for strengthening inclusive governance and promoting youth empowerment, aligning with
the SDGs. The findings will be valuable for policymakers, educators, and civil society organizations seeking to integrate
youth voices into democratic processes.

Research Objectives

1. To identify the latent dimensions of youth political participation in Bangkok through the application of
Exploratory Factor Analysis (EFA).

2. To examine the relationship between the identified dimensions of youth political participation and the Sustainable
Development Goals (SDGs), particularly SDG 16 (Peace, Justice, and Strong Institutions) and SDG 10 (Reduced
Inequalities).

3. To provide empirical evidence on the evolving nature of youth political engagement in Thailand, emphasizing the
role of both traditional and digital forms of participation.

4. To offer policy recommendations for strengthening inclusive governance and empowering youth participation in
alignment with the SDG framework.

2. LITERATURE REVIEW

2.1 Political Participation: Concepts and Dimensions

Political participation is a cornerstone of democratic governance, reflecting citizens’ capacity to influence decision-making
processes (Verba et al., 1995). Traditionally, participation has been conceptualized as encompassing both electoral
activities such as voting, campaigning, or contacting representatives, and non-electoral activities, including protests,
boycotts, and demonstrations (Dalton, 2014). In contemporary political science, scholars have emphasized that
participation extends beyond institutional mechanisms to encompass informal and issue-based forms of engagement
(Norris, 2020). These multiple dimensions suggest that political participation is not a unidimensional concept but rather a
complex construct that can be decomposed into distinct factors (Anamwathana & Thanapornsangsuth, 2023).

2.2 Youth and Political Engagement in a Digital Era

Youth engagement has gained prominence as younger generations often display distinct participatory repertoires compared
to older cohorts (Sloam, 2016). Recent research highlights that young people are more likely to engage in non-traditional
and digital forms of participation, including online petitions, social media activism, and digital campaigns (Loader et al.,
2014). In Thailand, youth mobilization has been especially visible during the 2020-2021 protests, where online platforms
such as Twitter and Facebook played critical roles in agenda-setting and coordination (Sinpeng, 2021; Chambers, 2024).
Digital participation among youth reflects broader global trends, where “hashtag activism” and virtual communities provide
spaces for political expression, even in contexts where institutional participation may be restricted (Barati, 2023).

2.3 Youth Political Participation in Thailand

Unique social, cultural, and institutional contexts shape the political engagement of Thai youth. Studies have found that
university students in Bangkok demonstrate diverse motivations for participation, ranging from civic voluntarism to
dissatisfaction with governance and economic inequality (Phuangsuwan et al., 2025). While traditional electoral
participation remains important, the rise of youth-led protest movements indicates that young citizens are shifting toward
more expressive and unconventional forms of political action (Anamwathana & Thanapornsangsuth, 2023). Moreover,
youth activism in Thailand is increasingly linked to demands for inclusive governance, accountability, and social justice,
themes that resonate with broader democratic aspirations in Southeast Asia.
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2.4 Political Participation and the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs)

The United Nations’ Sustainable Development Goals provide a global framework for linking political participation with
sustainable governance. In particular, SDG 16 (Peace, Justice, and Strong Institutions) emphasizes the importance of
inclusive and participatory decision-making as crucial to sustainable development (United Nations, 2023). Empowering
youth in political processes directly contributes to Target 16.7, which calls for responsive, inclusive, and representative
institutions. Similarly, SDG 10 (Reduced Inequalities) emphasizes political inclusion of marginalized groups, including
youth, to ensure equitable access to decision-making power. Research has shown that youth engagement fosters social
cohesion and strengthens democratic accountability, making it integral to achieving these SDGs (Bexell & Jonsson, 2020).

2.5 Exploratory Factor Analysis (EFA) in Political Science Research

Exploratory Factor Analysis (EFA) is a statistical technique used to uncover the latent structure of observed variables,
making it particularly suitable for studying multidimensional constructs such as political participation (Costello & Osborne,
2005). In political science, EFA has been applied to identify the factor structure of concepts such as political trust, civic
engagement, and ideological orientations (Dalton, 2014). By grouping correlated variables into factors, EFA enables
researchers to empirically validate whether theoretical constructs hold in specific contexts. For instance, studies using EFA
have demonstrated that political trust can be decomposed into distinct dimensions, including trust in institutions, trust in
leaders, and trust in the media (Norris, 2011). Applying EFA to youth participation in Bangkok, therefore, provides an
opportunity to empirically identify the dimensions of participation that resonate with Thai youth and to link these to the
SDG agenda.

2.6 Research Gap

While substantial scholarship has explored youth activism in Thailand, few studies have systematically examined the latent
dimensions of youth political participation using quantitative methods. Existing works often rely on descriptive statistics
or qualitative analyses of protests and movements (Promkun, 2024; Montesano et al., 2022). This study addresses the gap
by applying EFA to uncover underlying factors of youth political participation in Bangkok and by situating these findings
within the SDG framework.

3. METHODOLOGY

3.1 Research Design

This study adopted a quantitative, survey-based design to explore the latent dimensions of youth political participation in
Bangkok. Exploratory Factor Analysis (EFA) was employed to identify underlying constructs that explain observed
patterns of political behaviors and attitudes. EFA is particularly suitable for studies where theoretical constructs are
multidimensional and require empirical validation (Costello & Osborne, 2005).

3.2 Population and Sample

The population of this study consisted of youth aged 18-29 years residing in Bangkok. A multi-stage sampling approach
was applied to ensure representativeness across districts and socio-demographic groups. First, Bangkok was stratified into
its administrative zones (inner, middle, and outer districts). Within each zone, districts were randomly selected, followed
by the random selection of communities and individuals within those districts.

The minimum sample size was determined using G*Power 3.1 software, with an effect size (f2) of 0.15, an a level of 0.05,
and a power (1-B) of 0.95, resulting in a minimum of 138 respondents (Faul et al., 2009). However, to enhance factor
stability, a larger sample was collected, following the rule of thumb that EFA requires at least 5—10 respondents per item
(Hair et al., 2019). Thus, a total of 350 respondents were targeted for the survey.

3.3 Research Instrument
The instrument was a structured questionnaire consisting of three sections:
Demographic information (e.g., gender, age, education, occupation).

Political participation items were measured on a five-point Likert scale, ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly
agree). Items were developed based on prior literature (Dalton, 2014; Norris, 2020; Loader et al., 2014), covering electoral
participation (e.g., voting, campaigning), non-electoral participation (e.g., protests, petitions), and digital activism (e.g.,
online petitions, hashtag activism).
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Table 1: Item Pool for Youth Political Participation Scale (24 Variables)

Domain Code Variable (Observed Indicator)

Electoral Participation El Intention to vote
E2  Discussion of election issues
E3 Volunteering for the campaign
E4  Donation to candidate/party
E5  Signing petitions (electoral issues)
E6  Contacting elected officials
E7  Attendance at campaign rallies/events
E8(R) Belief that elections make no difference (reverse)

Non-Electoral / Civic
Participation

Cl1 Participation in demonstrations/marches

C2  Engagement in/boycott

C3  Community/civic volunteering

C4  Membership in a civic/advocacy group

C5  Organizing community forums/discussions

C6  Contacting government agencies

C7  Attendance at town-hall/public hearings
C8(R) Belief civic activities are a waste of time (reverse)
Digital Participation / Activism D1  Sharing political content on social media

D2  Participation in hashtag campaigns

D3  Signing online petitions

D4  Creating/curating online posts on public issues
D5  Coordinating online groups/chats

D6  Online donations to civic/political causes

D7  Reporting misinformation online

D8(R) Belief online political engagement is pointless (reverse)

Open-ended questions for additional qualitative comments, which were not analyzed through EFA, but provided contextual
insights.

Prior to data collection, the instrument was validated by three experts in political science and public administration. A pilot
test with 30 respondents was conducted to ensure clarity, and Cronbach’s alpha was calculated to assess internal
consistency, with an acceptable value of o > 0.70 (Tavakol & Dennick, 2011).

3.4 Data Collection

Data were collected through face-to-face distribution of questionnaires and online forms. Respondents were informed about
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the study’s purpose and provided informed consent prior to participation. The survey was conducted between January and
April 2025.
3.5 Data Analysis

Data analysis was performed using Jamovi version 2.3.28, a user-friendly statistical software suitable for social sciences.
The following procedures were applied:

1. Preliminary screening: Data were checked for missing values, outliers, and normality.

2. Suitability tests for EFA:
a. Kaiser—Meyer—Olkin (KMO) test for sampling adequacy, with values > 0.60 considered acceptable.
b. Bartlett’s test of sphericity to confirm sufficient correlations among items (p < 0.05).

3. Factor extraction: Principal Axis Factoring (PAF) was employed, as it is robust when data deviate from
multivariate normality (Fabrigar et al., 1999).

4. Factor rotation: Promax (oblique) rotation was chosen since political participation dimensions are likely
correlated (e.g., digital activism may influence offline participation).

5. Factor retention criteria: Eigenvalues > 1.0, scree plot inspection, and factor interpretability guided the decision.
6. Interpretation: Items with factor loadings > 0.40 were retained, and cross-loading items were carefully examined.
7. Reliability assessment: Internal consistency of the identified factors was evaluated using Cronbach’s alpha and
Composite Reliability (CR).
3.6 Ethical Considerations

Ethical standards were strictly observed throughout the research process. The study received approval from the Research
Ethics Committee of Shinawatra University (Approval No. SE 092/2025). Respondents were fully informed about the
study’s objectives, the voluntary nature of participation, and their right to withdraw at any stage without consequences.
Anonymity and confidentiality were guaranteed by removing identifying information and securely storing data. All
collected data were used solely for academic purposes.

4. RESULT
Table 2: Demographic Characteristics of Respondents (n = 450)
Variable Category n %
Gender Male 215 47.7
Female 235 523
Age 18-20 yrs 122 27.1
21-25 yrs 261 58.0
26-29 yrs 67 14.9
Education University student 283 62.9
Bachelor’s degree 114 25.4
Postgraduate degree 53 11.7
Occupation Student 251 55.7
Employed 127 28.3
Self-employed 45 10.0
Unemployed 27 6.0
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Variable Category n %

Monthly Income (THB) < 15,000 210 46.6
15,001-30,000 162 36.0
> 30,000 78 17.4

Note. THB = Thai Baht.

Table 2: A total of 450 youth respondents participated in the study. The gender distribution was relatively balanced, with
52.3% female (n = 235) and 47.7% male (n = 215). The most significant proportion of respondents was in the 21-25 age
group (58.0%, n = 261), followed by the 18-20 age group (27.1%, n = 122), and the 2629 age group (14.9%, n = 67).
Regarding education, the majority were university students (62.9%, n = 283), while 25.4% (n = 114) had completed a
bachelor’s degree, and 11.7% (n = 53) held postgraduate qualifications. In terms of occupation, 55.7% (n = 251) were
students, 28.3% (n = 127) were employed, 10.0% (n = 45) were self-employed, and 6.0% (n = 27) were unemployed.
Monthly income levels varied, with nearly half of respondents (46.6%, n = 210) reporting an income of less than 15,000
THB, followed by 36.0% (n = 162) earning between 15,001-30,000 THB, and 17.4% (n = 78) reporting an income of more
than 30,000 THB. Overall, these demographics suggest that the sample is diverse in terms of age, education, occupation,
and income, accurately reflecting Bangkok’s youth population.

Table 3: Correlation Matrix of Youth Political Participation Items (N = 450)
Item E1 E2 E3 E4 E5 E6 E7 ESRC1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 C7 C8RD1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7 DSR

E1 1
E2 451
E3 38 421

E4 33 37 50 1

ES 41 40 47 46 1

E6 .36 .35 41 39 44 1

E7 44 39 43 41 45 42 1

E8R -22-25-20-.18-21-.17-231

C1 29 31 35 .30 36 .32 37 -19 1

C2 32 36 38 .34 39 35 40 -21 521

C3 .30 .33 .36 .31 .35 .33 36 -.20 48 .50 1

C4 27 28 33 29 32 30 34 -18 42 44 47 1

CS5 28 .32 .37 .33 .34 32 38 -19 44 46 49 46 1

Cé6 31 .34 39 36 37 36 .40 -20 46 48 .51 48 52 1

C7 26 .30 .34 .32 33 31 .35 -.17 40 42 45 44 46 49 1

C8R -.18 -.19-.16 -.15 -.18 -.14 -.19 44 -22-24-23-21-22-23-211

D1 34 35 37 34 38 36 39 -20 42 44 41 39 41 43 38 -20 1
D2 36 .39 41 37 42 39 43 -22 45 48 44 42 45 47 42 -22 56 1

D3 33 36 .39 36 40 .38 41 -19 43 46 42 40 43 44 40 -21 .50 53 1
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Item E1 E2 E3 E4 E5 E6 E7 ESRC1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 C7 C8RD1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7 D8R

D4 31 34 36 .34 37 34 39 -.18 40 42 40 37 41 42 37 -19 47 50 49 1

D5 .29 32 35 31 36 .33 37 -21 39 41 .39 .36 40 .41 36 -20 .45 48 46 .48 1

D6 .27 .30 .32 .29 33 30 .34 -.19 .36 .38 .36 .34 .38 .39 34 -18 43 46 44 46 47 1
D7 .32 33 36 .33 37 34 38 -20 41 43 40 .38 42 44 39 -21 48 .51 48 49 50 47 1

D8R -.20-.21-.18 -.17 -20 -.16 -.22 .47 -21-23-22-20-21-22-19 46 -22-24-23-22-23-21-221

Note. E = Electoral Participation; C = Civic Participation; D = Digital Participation; (R) = reverse-coded. All correlations
are significant at p <.001 (two-tailed)

Table 3 presents the inspection of the full correlation matrix (Appendix A, Table A1), which indicates that the majority of
coefficients fell within the .30 to .70 range, demonstrating sufficient but not excessive interrelationships among the 24
items. Positive correlations were consistently observed among items within the same domain (e.g., D1-D5, r = .45-.56;
C1-C6, r = .44—.52), while reverse-coded items (E8R, C8R, D8R) were negatively correlated with their respective domains,
confirming expected directional validity. These results supported the factorability of the dataset, further confirmed by the
KMO and Bartlett’s tests.

Table 4: Kaiser—-Meyer—Olkin (KMO) and Bartlett’s Test of Sphericity (N = 450)

Test Value Criterion
Kaiser—-Meyer—Olkin (KMO) .89 > .60 adequate
Bartlett’s Test of Sphericity ¥3(276) = 3567.34, p <.001 Significant at p < .05

Note. df = degrees of freedom; y* = chi-square statistic.

Table 4 presents the results of the Kaiser—Meyer—Olkin (KMO) and Bartlett’s test of sphericity, which demonstrate that
the data are suitable for factor analysis. The overall KMO measure was .89, which exceeds the recommended minimum of
.60, indicating meritorious sampling adequacy. Bartlett’s test was statistically significant, ¥* (276) = 3567.34, p < .001,
confirming that the correlation matrix was not an identity matrix. Together, these results provided strong evidence that the
dataset was appropriate for Exploratory Factor Analysis (EFA).

Table 4: Rotated Pattern Matrix for Youth Political Participation Items (N = 450)

Item Code Factfn: ' 1: Electoral Factfn: ‘ 2: Civic Factfn: ‘ 3: Digital Uniqueness
Participation Participation Participation
El 812 — — 341
E2 796 — .366
E3 .828 — — 314
E4 818 — — 329
E5 773 — 400
E6 785 — — .383
E7 .805 — .348
E8R (R) -.820 — — 326
Cl — 851 273
C2 — 818 — 328
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Factor 1: Electoral Factor 2: Civic Factor 3: Digital

Item Code Participation Participation Participation Uniqueness
3 _ 849 — 278
C4 — .841 — 284
C5 — 815 — 336
Co — .824 — 316
7 _ 824 — 316
C8R (R) — -.830 — .309
D1 — — 739 452
D2 — — 787 381
D3 — — 772 399
D4 — — 792 373
D5 — — 746 441
D6 — — 772 400
D7 — — 762 418
D8R (R) — — -.786 378

Note. Loadings < .30 are suppressed. (R) = reverse-coded items.
The rotated factor loadings revealed a coherent three-factor structure.

- Factor 1: Electoral Participation consisted of eight items (E1-E7, ESR) with loadings ranging from .773 to .828,
reflecting conventional political behaviors such as voting, campaigning, and contacting officials. The reverse-
coded item (E8R) loaded negatively, as expected.

- Factor 2: Civic Participation included eight items (C1-C7, C8R) with loadings between .815 and .851,
representing community-based activities such as demonstrations, boycotts, and volunteering. The reverse-coded
item (C8R) showed a strong negative loading.

- Factor 3: Digital Participation comprised eight items (D1-D7, D8R) with loadings from .739 to .792, reflecting
online political behaviors such as hashtag activism, online petitions, and reporting misinformation. The reverse-
coded item (D8R) again loaded negatively.

Because an oblique rotation (Promax) was applied, inter-factor correlations were permitted, consistent with the assumption
that electoral, civic, and digital political participation are conceptually related domains. This yielded a factor solution that
was both statistically robust and theoretically meaningful.

Table 5: Total Variance Explained by Extracted Factors (N = 450)

Factor SS Loadings % of Variance Cumulative %
1. Electoral Participation 5.56 23.1 23.1
2. Civic Participation 5.20 21.7 44.8
3. Digital Participation 4.76 19.8 64.6

Note. Extraction method = Minimum residuals with Promax rotation.

The three extracted factors together explained 64.6% of the total variance in youth political participation. Factor 1 (Electoral
Participation) accounted for 23.1%, Factor 2 (Civic Participation) explained 21.7%, and Factor 3 (Digital Participation)
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contributed 19.8%. These results exceed the recommended minimum cumulative variance of 60% for social science
research (Hair et al., 2019), indicating that the factor solution captured a substantial proportion of the variance.

Table 6: Model Fit Indices for the Three-Factor Solution (N = 450)

Measure Value 90% CI Criterion

RMSEA 0.00 [0.00, 0.004] < .08 acceptable; < .05 excellent
TLI 1.01 — > .90 acceptable; > .95 excellent
BIC -1088 — Lower values indicate a better fit.
¥4 (176) 176, p =.941 — Non-significant = good fit

Note. Extraction method = Minimum residuals; Rotation = Promax

Table 6 shows that the model fit indices indicate an excellent fit of the three-factor solution to the data. The RMSEA was
0.00 (90% CI[0.00, 0.004]), which is well below the cutoff of 0.05, indicating a perfect fit. The Tucker—Lewis Index (TLI)
was 1.01, exceeding the recommended threshold of 0.95 for an excellent model fit. The chi-square test was non-significant,
v?(176) = 176, p = .941, further supporting that the model did not significantly deviate from the observed data. Together,
these indices confirm that the three-factor solution provided a robust and parsimonious representation of youth political
participation.

Factor

Figure 1: Scree Plot of Eigenvalues for the 24 Youth Political Participation Items

Note. Scree plot generated using Jamovi (2.3.28). Extraction method = Minimum Residuals, rotation = Promax.

5. DISCUSSION

The purpose of this study was to identify the latent dimensions of youth political participation in Bangkok and to examine
their alignment with the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). Using Exploratory Factor Analysis (EFA), three
transparent and interpretable factors emerged: Electoral Participation, Civic Participation, and Digital Participation.
Together, these three dimensions explained 64.6% of the total variance, with excellent model fit indices (RMSEA = 0.00,
TLI = 1.01, %> non-significant), confirming the robustness of the three-factor solution.

5.1 Interpretation of Factor Structure

The findings demonstrate that political participation among Bangkok youth is multidimensional rather than unidimensional,
supporting previous research that emphasizes the complexity of political engagement (Dalton, 2014; Norris, 2020; Verba
etal., 1995). Electoral participation captured conventional behaviors such as voting, campaigning, and contacting officials,
which remain central despite youth critiques of formal politics (Chambers, 2024). Civic participation included
demonstrations, boycotts, and community engagement, reflecting Thailand’s strong tradition of contentious politics and
youth involvement in community-level activism (Anamwathana & Thanapornsangsuth, 2023). Finally, digital participation
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emerged as a distinct factor rather than simply an extension of offline activities. This aligns with scholarship highlighting
the rise of hashtag activism, online petitions, and social media mobilization as powerful repertoires for young citizens
globally (Loader et al., 2014; Barati, 2023).

5.2 Theoretical and Policy Implications

The study provides evidence that Bangkok youth practice hybrid citizenship, drawing simultaneously on electoral, civic,
and digital repertoires depending on context and opportunity. This hybridity mirrors global patterns where young people
increasingly supplement or substitute formal institutional participation with expressive, issue-driven, and online activism
(Sloam, 2016; Sinpeng, 2021).

From a policy perspective, the three dimensions directly support the SDG framework. Electoral participation contributes
to SDG 16.7 by fostering inclusive and representative institutions (United Nations, 2023). Civic participation aligns with
SDG 16 more broadly by enhancing accountability and collective problem-solving. Digital participation complements both
SDG 16 and SDG 10.2, as digital tools lower barriers to entry and amplify the voices of marginalized individuals, promoting
equity in political representation (Bexell & Jonsson, 2020). Thus, strengthening youth participation across all three domains
can accelerate Thailand’s progress toward inclusive and sustainable governance.

5.3 Contribution to Research

Methodologically, this study contributes a validated 24-item scale for measuring youth political participation in Bangkok.
The strong psychometric results (high loadings, communalities, and internal consistency) demonstrate that EFA can be
effectively applied to political science constructs in the Thai context (Costello & Osborne, 2005; Fabrigar et al., 1999).
Substantively, the study distinguishes digital participation as an independent dimension, challenging frameworks that
collapse online activism into traditional categories. This distinction opens avenues for future comparative studies of
generational and cultural differences in digital citizenship (Thanapornsangsuth, 2025).

5.4 Limitations and Future Research

Despite these contributions, the study has limitations. First, it relied on cross-sectional self-report data, which may be
subject to social desirability bias. Future studies could triangulate with behavioral or digital trace data. Second, although
the sample was diverse, it focused on Bangkok, which limits generalizability to other Thai regions; replication in rural
provinces would strengthen external validity (Phuangsuwan et al., 2025). Third, although an oblique rotation (Promax) was
applied to account for correlated dimensions, confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) should be conducted in future work to
validate the factor structure and assess measurement invariance across gender, age, and socioeconomic groups.

6. CONCLUSION

This study demonstrated that youth political participation in Bangkok is best understood through three interrelated but
distinct dimensions: electoral, civic, and digital participation. By applying Exploratory Factor Analysis to a rigorously
developed 24-item scale, the research provided empirical evidence that political engagement among young people is both
multidimensional and evolving in response to new social and technological contexts.

The contribution of this study lies in its dual impact: methodologically, it validated a measurement instrument that can
serve as a foundation for future research on political engagement in Thailand and beyond; substantively, it offered evidence
that youth political behaviors map directly onto Sustainable Development Goals related to inclusive governance (SDG 16)
and reduced inequalities (SDG 10).

Beyond academia, these findings highlight the importance of fostering diverse channels of youth engagement. Electoral
institutions must remain responsive to young voters, civic structures should provide accessible avenues for voice and
accountability, and digital platforms need to be recognized as legitimate arenas for democratic participation. Taken
together, these dimensions highlight the potential of youth not only as political actors but also as critical partners in
advancing sustainable governance in Thailand.

7. SUGGESTIONS

7.1 Policy and Governance

1. Institutional responsiveness. Electoral commissions and government agencies should strengthen youth-oriented
information campaigns, making voting procedures more accessible and transparent.

2. Formal channels for participation. Authorities should expand mechanisms such as youth councils, e-petitions, and
community hearings to absorb civic energy into constructive feedback loops.

3. Digital inclusion. Policies should promote equitable internet access and digital literacy, ensuring that digital
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political engagement does not exclude lower-income or rural youth.

7.2 Education and Civic Capacity

1.

Civic education. Schools and universities should integrate curricula that emphasize democratic values,
participatory skills, and digital citizenship, preparing youth for responsible engagement across all three domains.

Leadership development. Programs that mentor youth leaders and activists can cultivate long-term commitment
to both community development and formal politics.

7.3 Civil Society and Advocacy

1.

Support hybrid participation. NGOs and advocacy groups should recognize that youth often blend electoral, civic,
and digital repertoires, and design initiatives that connect these domains rather than treating them separately.

Promote safe digital spaces. Civil society actors can play a crucial role in monitoring online harassment and
disinformation, thereby helping to ensure that digital activism remains inclusive and constructive.

7.4 Future Research

1.

Replication beyond Bangkok. Comparative studies across Thai provinces and across Southeast Asian contexts
would clarify whether the three-factor structure is generalizable.

Confirmatory analysis. Future research should apply Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) and Structural Equation
Modeling (SEM) to validate and test predictive models of youth participation.

Link to outcomes. Studies should examine how electoral, civic, and digital participation influence political trust,
policy responsiveness, and progress toward SDG targets.

5.
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