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Abstract

Previous research has highlighted task significance, defined as the perception
that one’s work is meaningful and positively impacts others, as an important factor
influencing volunteer behavior. However, outcomes among rescue volunteers remain
inconsistent, some display high energy and commitment, while others experience
exhaustion and burnout. This study, based on Self-Determination Theory, examines how
task significance shapes volunteer motivation and subsequently affects prosocial
behavior and burnout. The study focused on two forms of prosocial motivation, namely
pleasure-based and pressure-based prosocial motivation. Data were collected from 476
rescue volunteers across 69 charitable oreanizations in 14 provinces of Southern
Thailand. Structural equation modeling (SEM) was applied to test the mediating role of
motivation. The results reveal that task significance functions as both a positive and
negative driving force. Pleasure-based prosocial motivation enhances prosocial behavior
and reduces work fatigue, while pressure-based prosocial motivation, although it also
promotes prosocial behavior, is positively associated with job burnout. These findings
underscore the dual nature of task significance, highlighting its role as a “double-edged
sword” that can simultaneously empower and strain rescue volunteers. The study offers
theoretical and practical implications for volunteer organizations to cultivate intrinsic

motivation while minimizing external pressures that contribute to burnout.

Keywords: Task significance, Pleasure-based prosocial motivation, Pressure-based

prosocial motivation, Prosocial behavior, Job burnout
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NBRNIINMUAAULEY (Self-Determination Theory: SDT)
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wnltudealsafumnuaionarvauuas anud sanousnanunumenaasins (Meijeren et

al,, 2024) Inganigluaniunisaifidoundannnisalasiiaulanazanuliuyuausgig

Human Resource and Organization Development Journal Vol. 18 No. 2/2026

63



svEnavemsFuianuddvasnutengAnIsuIneauarAmiesd1veseanalinsiely 14 Jwmiananald:

64  unumiuUsAuna1swawsigelaineta

v
(% =2

ABLDY Aty UNINUFIUVOUMARALTI Ui waenang1uBeUsEdndaenany ¢uideiitaaue

AULRAFIWI

auuAgIud 4: usegeladnenaiinanusenaduntguenveseatadasn iy
fAuFUTUSITUINAUNgANIUIReET (4.1) kasliAuduiusiauiniuaiuiuilosan

Tun1svinau (4.2)

ideRansananuduiudananlunwsn amsassuigldinussgdladnenandy
waflounalnidednineriviiniidenleanisiufennudidyvesnudiiunadnws fu
naAnssukaravnzlun1sinureseaalasgie aeldnseunuiAnaudnvazy
(Job characteristics model) Ms3uianudfauesnuiieitunudnvazddyiinseduanie
MaFInegfuInuaztsagdlalunisvinau (Hackman & Oldham, 1976; Humphrey et al., 2007)
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52108U3579% (Research Methodology)

n?juﬁfaaﬁheLLaz%'uﬂaun'mﬁm'miawﬂaga (Sample and Data Collection)
UATEATIHIARIUNITTUTIITHTIINIIN AMYNITIUNITITETTIUNTITE TN LYY
UM INYIFYAIVAIUATUNT 1avTl PSU-HREC-2024-058-1-3 laail Tngussasdiiodnying
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Y v aAv v a

pranatasd Ao deianielduaisddoluiud 14 Ssmtaniald doyagnifiusiusanain
ananadnsluyadddde 125 wis Tu 14 JamianeldvesUsemelve ngldsvazialunisiiu
Toyauaan 3 Weu {Idulduanuuuasuaiudiuau 750 adu Wudenaainsainyads
nM3nAa 75 Wia (ldsuvisaz 10 au) Tagd1adanasi Sample-to-item Ratio 7 20:1
(Memon et al., 2020) iflas9 nuuuaeuauUszNURIE 20 90 Fedpsnangusiegietus

Ya o o

400 Au iielilduuniegsiivngan el fidedmuatimnesnsnismeundui 60%
FananuuvAUNMuTIISAY 750 aty nsdnidennguiiesndliiinsduuuumansdunou
(Multi-stage sampling) LﬁaiﬁlﬁﬂdmﬁaasmﬁﬁmmwaWﬂmmaﬁy’ﬂué’mﬁuﬁLLazUizmmm
93An3 lnedensanudululidjifuazasviounnuduiunuvesdszansidmunela
oghamnzay sunounsn Iidaidonyaliifevianun 125 wisluiiud 14 Swmdaneld el
AsoURqEituinsgimanoganerns mnduluduneuiiaes Tédaidenyalstfudenann
nguviaua Tnefinnsanananuaseuaquaiiuil dnduresusiasdmin uazanuazainly
maiddie adldweneuaisaunasrieanudusumuresnguiiedieiudosi faduns
Fidurunieau anvhelutuseuiian nglinisusraunuresissauanuluyadsise
Iididunsfuainseraasinsieyanaanusazyaisildsunisdadon Tnsfaidenain
ngmsiuLaziuUf TR sAvainvans iloazsiouianuLANANaYe SUNUIM A1519E)

M9y wagUszaumsaivesananainsnigluusiazyails

iesilodmunsidy (Research Instrument)

osanuuuingnadistuduniudngy Foinmauvadunwinedsisms
Back translation lngladiAsmaina (Likert scales) auuwIniewas (Brislin, 1970) Wielwiule
femnugniosvesmumeng wagldtimsldsuuuuvennanduiuandafuiioananudes
1N 8ARYRIITNNTINTIN (Common method bias: CMB) (Jordan & Troth, 2020) 518a¢188n
vousdnailetnilfail

M3UFAIIMA AV (Task significance) TaRI8TaA1013 4 TDINLUUTATDS
Morgeson and Humphrey (2006) TnaUsudasalinuzauiuuTunveteaaiag Ao
Fora 1wy “ouiduinlugurenanddvinansenudeddusesde” [unandwdidnana

5 52U (1 = Wiudaeae §a 5 = Wiudeedd) ussgaleeeraiiinvinkseduainn el
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(Pleasure-based prosocial motivation) iae AAwgﬂaﬁmméﬁﬁlﬁ@@7mwmm"’umm7yuan
(Pressure-based prosocial motivation) 1aA1879A10 MY p8UIZANAE 4 T 21NINUVDS
Gebauer et al. (2008) Wunsianadsnaina 5 sviu (1 = ldwiuseegede 81 5 = wiuge
08989) WgAnsIuFNe1a7 (Prosocial Behavior) iaf1darau 3 4831n4 184 De Dreu
and Nauta (2009) THunsandidsaana 7 sedu (1 = ldiiudeeged 81 7 = udae
98148 9) AN 98d7191717597797U (Job Burnout) Sasaetar1a1u 5 48 anuuuin
Maslach burnout inventory 484 Maslach and Jackson (1981) lunasid@iudiasnawna 5
sedu (1 = ldiudeegnads 8 5 = Wudeegnabs)
mﬁmaf\]aammmwmmLﬂ%@ﬂﬁ@%ﬁwisﬂau@’hamsmwaaummLﬁ?iaamu%u‘ﬁam
auidesiy uarsnasiuun tngludiuves mufissasaduilom (Content validity) 16
NIRTIRAUAIGIANNAAARBITENINTRA NN UINgUS¥AtAr0IN1TIn (Index of item-
objective congruence: I0C) mn{{ﬁm%waﬁ’mm 5 9171 nan15UsEIIUNUIIAIR AL
aonndoseglutissening 0.75-1.00 deeglunasinseusuldmudeiausves Rovinelli and
Hambleton (1976) fiszyiAdaiiamuaonadesmsialsitdesnit 0,50 wleliieindoran
faud ssnsad ol emlusyaud @1usunisnsiaaeu AauE esty (Reliability) 104
wuvaeuny Ieldmdulszavdueanivesaseutn (Cronbach’s alpha coefficient: Q) Tun1s
Uszifiumnuasiinieluveaaiesiie namsinneinuimniuusiainndediugenii 0.70
waninaisdoifefimnunsiilunisiafiundede ludruresnisnsivasy s1u1asiuun
(Discrimination Power) wuildfidemanuladifian item-total Correlation #1131 0.20
FadulumunusinansindadiauuaiunsadunanuAaiuros neuldogned
UsyAvsnm dedu desdio deildlunsdnuluafsifedamninedlussduiiuiwela vy

AUANUNEINTI AIULTDIUBALBIUIRILUN

Funaun15ATIZY (Analysis Process)

Aol dunsinngidoyalussduyana (enanaiinadte) Seufoaniinfinelu
yalls)Aausazuvie Ingldnsiinsenlassaraauns (Structural equation modeling: SEM)
ilensraseusudiudlisenvnpunseunAnuasaaeuauAguiitivualy (SEM) Wy
wadadfildiusziduanuduiusseninstuusvated vadudsi dunelduazdiuususds
yenanil saseldiuiumsieszidunis (Path analysis) iitenaadouLdunnuduius
WA TENINILUIAIUNTBULLIAA LA8lanIzN159TI9deudNTNanIense (Direct effect)
Lardninanieseu (Indirect effect) voaiaulsdaszaafaulsnun ufLUTAUNAN

(Mediating variables) titavinauinlanalnnisiianaideanve lugadnuiniuy nsimsey

o o
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AndunisaiggenAnls Mplus version 8.2 (Muthén & Muthén, 1998-2012) Taan1nun
#aLden TYPE = COMPLEX $ufu35useanmuen Robust maximum likelihood (MLR) Liia
Usumeuamaedeusnasgulinzauiudnvasdeyauuudnngy (Clustered data)

Fuusn MITedimnsIdeuAanduTuSsywInsfauys (Bivariate correlations)
wazlaIn19M53980U ALATILarA1Id e ureedIwUs H1uLUUT 180301530
(Measurement model) Tneld n1s7iAs1giatA Usenoul®a8uegu (Confirmatory factor
analysis: CFA) Audenaasswadluna (Model fit) Ussiliuainaad laun Anlaauaisduing
(Chi-square: X2), Ariinszauanuaanndoausauiisu (Comparative fit index: CF), A%il
TAAUADAARDINANNAUTIENNNS NIRvTVININeI-Aad (Tucker—lewis index: TLI) ey A
FINVBIANRALAINAAIALAE BUAIE 109 B9N15UTZIN QAT (Root mean square error of
approximation: RMSEA) Taginausiniseousuae X2/df < 3, A1 CFl wag TLI > 0.90 wagan
RMSEA < 0.08 nMgnadaInduduninuannandedusdluudnasinsinng Jandunsiagasy
Auduiusidslasaasns (Structural relationships) AsauuAg LA gL seninedauyUsuss
wenanidmsiadeu BvswavesfauusAunans (Mediating effects) laun ussqdladnerand
Fuirdounnnelu usagsladnoraniiduirdeuanusinadunieuon TngUszuiuand viswa
N1999Y (Indirect effects) neluluina

nan13An® (Findings)

FAdeldszeznanfudoya 3 Weu lnsanunsnifuuvuasuauiiauysaluaziiam
nzildduau 476 ga aneanadasluyadsdie 69 wis Aadudnsinismeundudesas
63 vesmoUBYARE Lavienay 92 vosalsfldsumsdaiden Wefinrsandnuwazmluves
nauiegs wud eraadasdluaiduneves (Govaz 69.12) wasiimsfnuiszAuUSyan
03 (Fovay 82.56) Aadsengvesnavde 2580 T (SD = 7.72) lasflorgmsiduaundnly
odnslade 4.17 T (SD = 3.30) uenanil enanadpsiiszeranadglunsvhaumeldimh
iulagiu 3.28 U (SD = 3.90)

N13M32FBUAIANUTUNUTTENIN9e096UUT (Bivariate Correlations)
lun1s@nuil J37elaTiaserinuduiusseninedauusurenie aAdudsyans
YA A o . .. = a 1Y) o w &
anduwusuuLeSdu (Pearson correlation coefficients) Wit e U szidusauaudunus
Ten719a AU Tnglan1en13nieaeudnn AT Ld unsave i uys

U s ! U

(Multicollinearity) 49198 HasBAUY NABIVBINITIATIEN MINAIANUTURUT T8I 196

'
I3 =

wUsBaszdlAngaiu 0.90 agiieindutynn (Hair et al, 2009) Han153LASI¥A (A15199 1)
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wudanduiussEnIiLUsdassusazaliA1agsEndne .01 A .48 Feeglunaivivensuld

wazldnelmAntymnnesmidudunsiwesians Ay Mulsnimuedsdaumnzauiaz

Wluneaeu anuaenndovadlimaaunisiassasiuteyalieUssdng sely

A13719% 1 Aade duletuunnsgu kasaAduUssansanduiusseninaduys

Mean SD 1 2 3 4 5
1. Task significance 4.03 67 (78)
2. Pleasure-based prosocial 4.49 60 437 (92
3. Pressure-based prosocial 3.57 84 427 257 (90)
4. Prosocial Behavior 6.02 99 347 48" 347 (90)
5. Job burnout 2.35 93 -18"  -36" 01 -237 (91)

NUIYNG. n = 476; * p < .05; ** p < .01; Alurduderduusyans sannvesasouuia (Cronbach's Alpha
Coefficient); Task Significance = A21d1ATYYD491U; Pleasure-based Prosocial = L5¢3¢laineaniiiinainussdu
a1nn18ly; Pressure-based Prosocial = LL‘NgﬂﬁmmmﬁLﬁmﬁﬂl,l,’iﬂﬂmﬁumﬂmauaﬂ; Prosocial Behavior =

WRNTINTN1E; Job Burnout = Armmilasdnlunisvineu,

Tuman1s3in (Measurement Model)

nsvadeulinan1sindalseneude 4 fauus auauudsndinelfidestu nanis
Anneinui lumaEudulisonadestudoyaidsussdndluseduiiwela (X2 = 878.998,
df = 160, p < .001; CFI = .84; TLI = .81; RMSEA = .09; laaait 1) Inednedardufinisusuud
(Modification indices) 3nntUsunsy Mplus §33ladiiunisusulaea lngeygnliriain
AaRLAADY (Error terms) yosiauusnfiog nelutiadeifieadunasiidesdvianinumang
ad1epdafufiauduiusiu (Brown, 2006) nansinsgsilaaaiusuuiudmuii Tumad
Anuaenadesfudoyalisuszdndlussdufivensuls (X2 = 534.161, df = 143, p < .001;
CFl = .91; TLI = .88; RMSEA = .07; luiadl 2) uagilannumnzauinirlunas swiuegiad
Toddoymneada (AX2 = 344.83, Adf = 17, p < .001) evnssausuys “ws93eladnenan
ARnnussiunnely’ uay “usidadnoraiiinanusanaduainnieuen” Wsety
Huiadeider nuitlueaiinnuldasnndesfudeyadassdndifinduagefidoddy
(AX? = 1,695.64, Adf = 21, p < .001; Tumad 3) Wiy Wesiuduys “NeAnTIU
Inenan” war “Puwilesdrainnishe” Gulladeiien namslnseidinluaaiinny
Ligenadesiutoyaiielszdnyegnatniau (A2 = 1,133.97, Adf = 21, p < 001: Tapad 4)
anvhe doswit Teiavueliludafoiieatu wuilueadindniinuaenndesiutoyaids

[

Uiz%ﬂﬂ&?ﬂﬁqm (AX? = 2,897.28, Adf = 27, p < .001; Tpad 5) Sty Jaasulad Taad 2
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Julueandenumungauiigatunisesuiedeyatunsail uwidna TL = 0.885 asninnasi

o '

0.90 LANToY WANIUWITBIIUIULINTI89IUIN AR UNBRBslIAE (Model fit) Nile
TLI 5811374 0.85-0.89 §adiodnweusuls mndvlininuneddus wu CFl uag RMSEA aglu
wnuad lagianzlunsalinlunaianududauganievuinadlsgrsdvuialg (Bentler &

[
[T =2

Bonett, 1980) fatiu Fsanunsaazulan lunansideluadsiifiauasnadastutoya
Beuszdnslussiviisensuld wazannsmhluldlunsiinnesiausigiudeaivase lls
DUIUUUNZ AN

Wi 9R31980UAINA S T3 (Convergent validity) Yoaus azfanUsuis H3Tuld
n319@0UAIY T noIAUsEnoU (Factor loadings) Uosusaya Ui (Hulland, 1999;
Tenenhaus et al., 2005) Han1TATzviasUliluns1eil 2 wuhAdinesdUszneuviamn
qmdmm%sﬁzwﬁﬁ 50 Tnefleneglugig 50 fa .91 Fauanslifiuinduusudausiaziianins
asuedndruanunUsusiuresdaved idlussiuiivmela Aranudetudesiuszneu
(Composite reliability: CR) wasiauusussdiinagszning .79 81 .92 gandunasidusi 60
(Bagozzi & Vi, 1988) vaurdianaundesiunielu (Cronbach’s alpha) 983811919 .78 119 .92
avvauiesziuanuaenndesnelufivensuld (Nunnally, 1978)

dosnemafedlideuafifuieiinisussdunuies (Self-reported data) §iTe3s
Tanmaaeulym aaRaINIoN1TInTIN (Common method bias) 1neldis Harman’s single-

factor test (Podsakoff et al., 2003) Han153nsennuIndadenlnggnesulsanuuususiu

'
o

19%0ay 43.79 FIPINTUNUT 50% wazaonnasdiunanis CFA ABILIwWUUINaaItade

Wwedligenndasiutaya Aty a1u1saazuladn CMB ldduwildunazdwmansenusieany

[
a 1 o w

WB9R 59993911098 UagslitedAgy

A1999 2 AnadfRinAunauNGuYDIluea CFA kar BIRUNBUTNEUGURIEATIULLINTFIY

papUsENaU Anmtn e M

s a =
29AUTENaY LAY bUBNLUU

ANUEIAYVONIU (AVE = .55 CR = .79; O = .78)

1. nuidwiiinasdedinvesiBuseian 0.71 422 0784
2. ywiidwidianuddunndleSouiisuiuasiug Tuiinvesiy 0.88 3.97 0.806
3, uiidwhiiansenuedeBeUsy e 0.50 3.86 1.003
4. ewiivhdssasesnndegau 0.63 4.09  0.875

LLN@&IQ%W@WﬁWﬁLﬁﬂﬁ]']ﬂLLix‘i“i‘J’UﬁnﬂﬂWEJlu (AVE = .75; CR= .92, O = .92)

1. myvewmiegauilviduiinnuguiing 088 451 0650
2. Fuidniinnuguase Nlddvaazaueaiiodou 083 443  0.69%
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29AUs2NU AN i i

pepUsENaU wae  Weauu

3. vdaniduldiemienau duinagidndiaue 0.88 453 0.637
4. mslagrewmdegiimasdiunn ilviduidnduing 0.89 4.51 0.676

LLiagﬂﬁmmmViLﬁmmmmmmﬁumﬂmauaﬂ (AVE = .69; CR = .90; O = .90)

1. Jugdnd1 du Sududer L?’iaaazmmauﬁaﬁguagjlﬂma 0.81 3.50 0.910
2. duidndn fude ‘sz’ ﬁﬁuaxé’mwmamﬂﬂﬂadﬁﬁu 0.89 3.55 0.940
3, Jufie dufle ‘wiil ﬁﬁuﬁauﬁsaawul,auﬁaﬁﬁu 0.83 3.69 0.962
4. dugdnin sudy ‘msewindl fdussdemensutiomderiu 0.79

AaBALIA" 3.57 1.057

WOANTIUIN®NEN (AVE =.75; CR = .90; O = .90)

1. dwvjanyhauiteyszansunaeniim 0.84 6.00 1.108
2. fulliweagianihinsduenanadaside 0.88 608  1.005
3. ugenvimnehaiiodiemderdu 0.91 598 1156

AATesa UMY (AVE = 0.68; CR = 0.91; O = .91)

1. §uFdnsioriter uands 9nmshay 0.74 2.49 1.087
2. SuFnvmauss WeAugniuhau 080 262 1076
3. dufdnnilendn Wledesiuneuiditennndyiunsvinudniu 084 245  1.048
a. fusdnidemiefunuvesdu 088 214 1111
5. dufAninduidsasunaweanuiudsivh 086 205  1.095

nUIgmg. AVE = ArauuUsuTIuai efigneSuneg (Average variance extracted); CR = AAAE 03T UTI

(Composite reliability); O =. AduUsyansuearinseuua (Cronbach’s alpha)

NSNAFBUFNNAFIU (Hypotheses Testing)

NnNAaMIIAsIziTiuansly AmUsenaud 1 uazans1edl 3 wud mssuianuddny
gasruliidsnasenginssudnenauasarumiesdlunisviueesdideddny (b = 0.047,
SE = 0.071, p > 0.50) way (b = -0.035, SE = 0.212, p > 0.86) HAN1TILATIEY A NG 12 ]l
atfuayuanAgIui 1.1 uay 1.2 samsideiliatuayuaundsiu 1.1 uay 1.2 e19azviouli
Wiumssutemnudidueannu (Task significance) Litssegraifeenaliifivaneiozdena
TIngassengAnssuineramienimmilesdlunisvhanusesenaainsdieluuiunine
Snvts mnuasTufvuaniuntsaiidsdiuuazLRnaf e IRl NNt IevEeE Ussauivn
ogwsaliles 199 “msfuiamavessn” WilduusiulaensadungAnssumieainy
wilosd iszusstunelufindeidssraadasmaiionamnain “anuidnduniini’

(Moral obligation) %30 “usanARuM&IAN” WINNIsITuAIalATIgALAR

o o
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AN 1. NaNTIATIZAlIAAENNTIATIAST (Latent Structural Equation Modeling Results)

B 2 A

uragdladmanan

0.452%%*

Aifiaanusaduan woANsINAREIAN

0.585%+2 el

-0.416%%*

.
nsfusta
ANHAATY 999U

0.211%*

wragdlaamanan

4 b Aruwiloed
VHIRINUFNAALIMN

0.170%* Tunsinanu

N7EEn

ey, \dudiu vianeds SdudAnnneadia, dudsy wunets Bifideddynieada, * Sdeddgeadiansedu 0.05,

o

= {idudAgnsaianszau 0.01, ** ddudAgyveadanszau 0.001

o

uana1nil wamsinesiifiudumui msfuinnuddaueanny fauduiusids
vaneg1efitsdAyietu ussgiladnoraiiiininussduain (b = 0.585, SE = 0.064,
b < 0.001) uaz usegeladnerandiiinanusnaiuainaieuen (b = 0.473, SE = 0.093,
p < 0.001) HamMTATERRInan N saTuaANNRs LT 2.1 way 2.2 Tedunuil mendnils
unuwddgrosnsiuianudidgrosndlunmsduaiuusgdainenaiduds usegela
melu uay uwsegdlameuen uenaind wanmslenzinudt wsgdadnoaiinainusedy
annelu danuduiusideuinegidedfyiungAnssudnenan (b = 0.452, SE = 0.063,
p < 0.001) wazdanuduiusideaufuanumiesdilunisiieu (b = -0.416, SE = 0.104,
p < 0.001) Wan1TATIEHRIna 1l mMsatuayuanufgIud 3.1 woe 3.2 Tediussgda
anelulsiifiausidaaunadniidenin wu winssudneranlunstiemderddu uifaunsa

AaRNAANSLIIEY WU Anuwlesdnlunsinausuihludanenualiladnae
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A5199 3. LARIANFUUSEANSLEUNIIVBILULAAANNSITLATIES 19U kUSLEY (Path

Coefficients for The Latent Structural Equation Model)

@uneANduNuS 6 SE t p-value
TEUINAWUININT

AuUAgIWn 1

1.1 Task = Prosocial 0.047 0.071 0.661 0.509
1.2 Task = Bumout -0.035 0.212 -0.167 0.868

AR 2

2.1 Task = Pleasure 0.585%** 0.064 9.168 0.000
2.2 Task = Pressure 0.473%** 0.093 5.111 0.000
avufgudl 3

3.1 Pleasure = Prosocial 0.452%** 0.063 7.204 0.000
3.2 Pleasure = Burnout -0.416%** 0.104 -3.995 0.000

auuAgIui 4

4.1 Pressure =2 Prosocial 0.211%* 0.066 3.196 0.001
4.2 Pressure = Bumout 0.170** 0.062 2.758 0.006
R® (Pleasure) 34
R® (Pressure) 22
R® (Prosocial Behavior) 33
R* (Burnout) A7

MIENG. n = 476; * p < .05; ¥ p < .01; ** p < .001; Task = AIUAATYVLIY; Pleasure = U3398laTn01AMIAN
nusaduanely; Pressure = usa9eladnenaiiinanusanaduNaeuen; Prosocial = NeANIIHINBIEAN;

Burnout = ANMWLeEaT NSV

Tumnssfudy usegaladmenaniiiinainussnaduainnieuen nuhilnuduiug
L%qmﬂaEJ'Nﬁﬁaa‘iﬁmﬁqﬁquﬁﬂiiﬁmmm (b= 0211, SE = 0.066, p < 0.01) wazATRIVTEEEN
Tumsviau (b = 0.170, SE = 0.062, p < 0.01) HamFAATEsisana Il saTuayUaLLRg L7
4.1 waz 4.2 Wneazviouliiiiudiussgslanisuen awisawasuadiangfinssu Inenaise
Fauld unsnszduliyananevaueionumanTikazteynunsdan ogalsfinm
wssrdndusananfumientusunuiiudset Wosnnussnadiumsneuausaninuaamiad
serflesenatilugamneaion mnuiniiondmaensunl wageuidesiigaudenininame
vuslsfluszezen Tngagl uwudiassiiiiausausaesuiemnuudsusiuls fevas 34 veq
ussgdladnmanitiinainusstuainanelu fevas 22 veaussgdladnorariitinanusinasu
MNNLUendevar 33 YeangAnsiuInenan uaziesas 17 vasnnizvualilunisviay
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HANITIATIZVAILUIAUNGIS (Mediation Model)

NANINAADUBYE NI eI AR veNIY Fauandunaed 4 Han1snsen
Wi awddreseuiianuduiugiusts nafnssudnenauaranuwmiesdlunisviay
r;humﬂgﬂﬁmmmﬁLﬁmnml,iw‘]’mrmﬂwiu IGH LLiﬁgﬂﬁmmmﬁLﬁmmmLﬁaﬂmﬁumﬂ
aeuen laglanzeg 1991 Anud1dyuesnud dninanisdeudsuined ndduddysde
wqaﬂiiaﬁmmammusﬁgﬁﬁmmmﬁLﬁmmmwﬁumﬂmﬂu (b = 0.48, SE = 0.10, 95% Cl
[0.29, 0.68]) LLﬁzﬁ%ﬂ%‘wamqé’am‘%qauﬁﬁﬁaﬁwé’zysiammmﬁaaé’ﬂumiﬁwmummmfgf[,ﬁ]
Fneraiiinainusenaduainnisuen (b = -0.29, SE = 0.07, 95% CI [-0.42, -0.15]) wa
fanaalimsatuayuanuigiui 5.1 uaz 5.2 luvazifeadu anudidyyesaudad
mmé’uﬁué@qmﬂ@EJNﬁﬁaﬁﬂé’zyﬁ’quaﬂiim%mmmshumagﬂﬁmmmﬁﬁmmmwmmﬁu
91nneuen (b = 0.18, SE = 0.07, 95% CI [0.04, 0.33)) hazdlAudunusIFauIntuaw
mﬁaaé’ﬂumsﬁwmchuuwgﬂﬁa%ﬁmmm‘ﬁLﬁmmmlﬁaﬂmﬁumﬂmauaﬂ (b = 0.09, SE = 0.04,
95% C1 [0.02, 0.17]) Hansasevilvinisatuayuaufgiuil 5.1 wag 5.2

a3 Tn I Lmgﬂ,ﬁﬁmmmﬁlﬁ@mmm%’umamsﬂu G LLsﬂgﬂﬁmmmﬁLﬁm
PNusInafuInaeuen vty G“]”;LLUif-ﬁ"uﬂmaLLuuauyiiﬁ (Full Mediation) %1319
MsTuIANd A YeU AU weinssuIne1an way auniesdlunsieureetaiasing

Yo ot

Ay Favaneanudl MIsuinauvemulinnuddgiaraualieegiuse liieameniaz

MAangAnssudeuinuiodaulalagnss mnuddesiunsyuiunsnieisegslanigly
Inlavetoranasinsneuazdwmasenginssuwazan1izansuallunsvhauase

AN5197 4. AFuUsEANSIEUNNG (Path Coefficients) ¥a9lutmaaunIsiAIa519

. o dvswaneveu 95% (Cls)
FHUNIAUFUNUS
Coefficient ~ SE t p value LLCI ULCI

aunfignuii 4
5.1. Task = Pleasure = 0.486***  0.10 4.768 0.000 0.286 0.685
Prosocial
5.2. Task = Pleasure = -0.291*%**  0.07 -4.238 0.000 -0.425 -0.156
Burnout
aunfgudl 5
6.1. Task = Pressure = 0.184**  0.07 2.484 0.013 0.039 0.328

Prosocial
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. .. dndnanaveu 95% (Cls)
LAUNINAITUEANNUS
Coefficient ~ SE t p value LLCI ULCl
6.2. Task - Pressure -> 0.096**  0.04 2.424 0.015 0.018 0.174
Burnout

YUIENR. n = 476; * p < .05; ** p < .01; *** p <.001; Task = AUEAYVDIIY; Pleasure = LLiﬂf}]ﬂﬁmmmﬁLﬁﬂ
nusstuainmely; Pressure = LLiagﬂﬁmmaﬁiLﬁmmml,saﬂmm“umﬂmauan; Prosocial = weAnssuInaa;
Burnout = anumiiesdlumsineu; O = Fasmnuiesiu (Confidence Interval); LLCI = 90Ua19983929A771)
Westu; ULC = veuuwwestisanudediy; fasaudesiu () ﬁlajﬂsamququa‘ AUNBANUIINAN IO DUUUUS]

Reuly; Slwdrdgnuadd; * = dunmmedeuniidedinty Assauaudiony 95%).

AnsafUsIENaLaTYaLEUBKUY (Discussion and Recommendation)

nsfnwiadsilysnsrnanuussgalainenan (Prosocial motivation) luu3unaes
oranasinsdie nelinmddgyfuumumiuandnafussrinsusegsladnenandiinanusedy
nnnelunazussgdlainoranfiiinanusinaduainaieuen sansidenuin mssuiia
ANnudAgvesay fdwtieaduaiiausigeladnoandiiAnanuseduainanely Failug
nAnssudneralunistiswdedduiiintulurasniierfuidisanauimiondnluns
viau ngrunszuviunsaisnnufisnelanelunas fuifemnuddyuesauiivih Grant,
2007) oedlsfinu arwddnyosnuidenaliussgdladinisadaussnaduiivgedu Soud
AgwnsEiuNgAnssinetan uifiuulvuiunnudssionainn e liliduiy ns
vihauiifinuededdu uuTsuaiiounsogyassinu dunils hreduaiunginssnineta
wazanAmuWmilandn urdnfuviienausanaduanaeueniilugaumiesduas

nsnualnle nan153TefInaIaenAdoIiuNgBn13iIMUAAULEY (Ryan & Deci, 2000) 71

Fliiuinusegalanigniundowsinnieuen wu AnuAanimisdiauvsenuszming 819

'
0

Tunauusapslainonaivesyanaluszeren Ay N15IANIANLAIAYU0IURE1TOUABY

= a

Jafianudndu ieadausegdlanielu (Intrinsic motivation) WiinTwegnsgean vaufeariu

% Y -

ﬂmmmNaﬂ'ﬁwumuaummmﬂmmumﬂmauaﬂmwdmammmaﬁm

a

Uszlewdlumangud) (Theoretical Implications)

nansitenfiddievssanudladeatuunumees arwdidyeanu deusegals
Inenanlunguenanadasise TaeFliuis Snunzassiuresaruddgmesiu feanansn
ilugisnadndifesuanuandsau Jued fusuuuuussgdlafignnsedu luduuan mssudie

ANudIAvetuYIstasuwsegdaludanisidanuavlunisyiemaed du Weuleadu

u

o o
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wqﬁmiu%mmaﬂuizﬁuqvﬁu wagdaimihilidutladeuntes (Protective factor) flanaana
Asdenaifnnmemualyl (Faletehan et al,, 2020) Fofunuiiaonadasiu nquimstnus
Auled fuunuimvensegalaainaieludonuauniale egslsfnny Tudnsunis
Awddyvessuannsansziunssdaludafunsinadu whisaditmginssudnetan
urinduduiusfussiunnuedsnuagnsvaslifigstu (L et al, 2022; Liao et al., 2022; Van
Den Broeck et al,, 2021) thlUganzéounds 191 mssudfsmnmmnevessudansdunds
Fuimdeulumsgiienu enanaeiduumasnaduiituneugunnemadslalunanfentu
fuspifuiiunaulade wiirAranduiusuuuaesdanys (Bivariate correlation)
iz‘m'NLLiﬂ@ﬂﬁﬁmmmﬁLﬁmmmmﬂmﬁumﬂmauaﬂ (Pressure-based motivation) fun13e
witosdlun1svienu Job burnout) arlisingeuduiiuseswiideddynieada (r = .01)

a '3

WAL 8Y11N153LA1ETANETA LU ALT AlASIAS 19 (Structural model) 1ng59U AU UNUS

v
= 1

Fanannduideddnyuneietanu evheadlausngnisaliliangsdedu Feldvi
MsTREBUTILANSENSIASIEsiannan (Regression analysis) SnundngIuves waMINA
19U (Suppression effect)

nafe usagdadnoraniltinanusinaduanasusnliiannsaviuneanumiles
Flunmsieldegdideddudeinsandieswulsiie uwindunanaludwvhuedsuan
Afioddny Weauauusigdladnerariiinainus sfunielu (Pleasure-based motivation)
yaadaly iosnussgdlasansguiuufimuuusunudndulusedunil (r = 27, p < 01)
naLdaauianzresusigslanuugnnafudsnnguiutady Weauuusususwideggn
muauld nandnidonilefio ussgslaiifnnnusstumelufivuwlii “nav” naidevesusagdls
AAnnusnafuneuenly shivhillefiarsanuendu wansenuiuavveussgdlanmeusnlsl
ey wtarumngudiefinsaniuiuusagdanmelussramngan nansdunuiitasves
Anulaly ngufnisimuanued (Self-Determination Theory; SDT) 984 Deci and Ryan
(2000) Ine @ lsituin ussgslauuudass (Autonomous motivation) wazussgslauuumun
(Controlled motivation) aynsasi1sseg sauiuluyaraieniuls wazn1svinaudila
SvdnafiuviasweusazysuanddudiosendumsiinsgifiauauanuuUsusiususeing

AU VAR AUNT AL

137
a v aa

Tawasy nans39eildliiud useptadnoranfiinnnussduannielu wasusegdla
a S a Y o v o o < 1 -
IeEniinNLsINARLAINANEUen Yivtumuusaunansiuuanysal (Full mediation)
JEninan1ssuianudIAyveu Aunginssudnetanazanumilasailunisvinauves

ananainsdiy nadndaananazvieuliiuin msfuiinnuresmulinuaniissegiuden dld
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\ianediszdsnalnensad angAnTsums ean1en1eo1sunivesenanadag win usdessu
nszvaumsmanssyslanelunoufiaziasudundslunisasiioufifads ussgdladnenandi
Aenusstumelufiunumddglunmsdeu “anumnsressy” Wnaedundadauin
thlugwaAnssudnorauazaugnifusenisiavesau lumnssiuthy Weusegsladanan
grudnsulagussnaduniouen 1wy ammenimedsesmiemudidusesfifnumiing
wadnsiAnd unduiduaund esduazariznualil na1alddn AnudRyesIIY
Wisuiadlou “sruaesen” mngniuiadeusieusagilannnniely devairmdausisnsiivle
WAEN1TIAIUTITIVIN WAMINYAHFNAIBUTINARUAIBUBN fonananeidunisenedslad
ilugnadnidiuau sidedisfldwddalumsosonuazveennudlaves nuing
AIRUARULDY (Self-determination theory) hay lutaaa nwazs1u (Job characteristics
model) Tnedlituisnrududouves “masuiauddaueany” Tugrueadefianus

danalansluiasnassuazdeiuneu Tuegiuusidunisinlaiogilomas

Uszlavllumsufjud (Practical Implications)

nan133AsIesavyeuliudsnusudulunseenuuunisyineuetaalaseens
S0UABY LﬁaLﬁuvguﬁﬂamwmaumgﬂaL‘?Nmﬂmﬂmimm vauziienfufaanauloniaiiay
Lﬁmwaaﬂugmwwmmmmﬁaaﬁw whhanuenanazueurunineLasd e ludin
wamﬂnﬂmiﬁﬂgﬂﬁmmdwLﬂuﬁqﬁ “faedsaaun” Lmgﬂ%mﬂmaslus‘z‘fqﬂﬂ&ﬂmméa

o w (Y

wasuddyerandunateiduwssnaduiiilugaznualild nadnsdanainentdn

(% [

ANNdIAYYeINIsILUNeg1udaIuTENINL 9ladneauiaTedainanauadiasla

o

=

Aty fuusenafunedeauiiudsog meldussinguviennuidninfiniidesiomae
mnusesadanmwindeniiserenisnserhieanuaiaslauazaonadostunmanisly
Y99918781AT (Aknin & Whillans, 2021; Breen et al., 2024) Lmewwﬁﬁaﬁuayumagﬂa
nelufion13dninieasasioundu (Feedback loop) seninenanadasiudSuusele iy
MsdnenenmusUAuvi e aueFosTIALEISY FaaztaeliifuftRnuenanseuiin
fanadndiBsuanandeiionlévin wazulasusstuldouanms “vimsisdunthit” lugnns
“sivngle” luseduosdng nsaveuanuegstaau M3dnassanudang uilivanya
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Lisndu wazsnwianugniulaglivilieraraiasidnitnugnaseuirfetusmiind
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ddgyiviliauenanasegldegiadeiu wgﬂuﬁﬁsuaammgnﬂ’wiaaqﬁmuazmmqﬂumi
anueaieveseramalnsluszezen
namsieadeiannsaiilvldusslenidadevglunsitamuamauimsdans
mfmaﬁﬂifjﬁmmmiwmumﬂ%’guazaﬁaﬁﬁiuﬁuﬁ 1ALaNIZNIT0NLUVLINTNITNTE
ImamiﬁﬁﬂLﬁ%ﬂﬁtﬁmms%’uiﬁammﬁﬂﬁmawuuazLa%ma%fNLLiagﬂﬁJ%mmm Wiowfiuaan
HANULAZANNIENUALNIINNITVNUYRIDIEAL AT Faavdanananinudiduvesszuy

pranadasluseiuyuvukardinulag iy

[

Jaananazaruidalusuian (Limitation and Future Research)

wiimAdeiiazdsainesdenudlvl widiidediinfiaasionsan Ussnmausn msld
wuvasUniondunsUsziliumesenalugendld 1wy anwdeanismeuludnuasiidny
8o33U (Social desirability bias) Fse19vilfnsussiiiunnuddyesugaiuds 1uide
TuawARAITYININITIBNSUaINMA1Y (Triangulation) LW MIFLNANGFANTIU UAENSANY)
Fafanusyaren) Weuanui smsivesnadns (Jordan & Troth, 2020; Potipiroon, 2023)
Uszmsfiaes nquiiegsdrdnegianzeranasasidolunalivesdsenelng Fao1alyl
AsEUARUUIUMAY 7 siddudelaisvenglusioaainsfisidnuasanulay Tansssusis i
W sueailiiAsadesiunzgndu vieniseraluniagsia (Corporate volunteering)
dieifineunsouaguuazdneninlun1sUssgndld uenand msfiarsandadoideuiunid

a

VBNATIN LU AILAN TWUETINOIANT wazAuadAAlLTY (Grant & Berg, 2012) 53184
Anwiannnsvesusgilaluszarem lnsamnzluanmndondiiiusanadugssioiiies saude
msviiTedadisuiisuiuimusssu ienaaouaugndeataznsussyndlingui
Self-determination theory (SDT) &g Job characteristics model JCM) Tuusunnisenand
va1nvane Usznsians nansitasizsinuindn R? veadanysnuegsening 0.17-0.34 G
agviousunamsesuneilegluseiuunans mnearwiaditadedug AdvEnaeusigla
wazngAnssdnenan Adalldgnidunlline sddelusuanismsveenisaneilug
msiasadadeluseduasdns (Organizational-level factors) 19w A1t TWLEITNOIANT
dnwairanu uazusssIMavesiinau Wielidlanalndausuniidamaseussgdauaswingsy
Inenanlfosnsseuduuandussuuannd iy

anvine sAdeluenenmsseenanranIsdnwasilnsthdulsidanade
“nsTuiAnudAyvesu” LagfuUsAunansie ¢ w593ladnenan” Wldluniseanuuy

TUsunIuasLasy (Intervention program) #3en15338LTaMAa04e (Experimental research) Lo
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