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Abstract

The purpose of this research was 1) To compare of analyzed by confirmatory factor analysis in
holistic model and domain-specific model on mental health scale, 2) to compare of method effects
between holistic model and domain-specific model of mental health scale derived from social
desirability responses analyzed by controlling for the effects of an unmeasured latent methods factor
(CEUL) techniques, and 3) to compare of method effects between holistic model and domain-specific
model of mental health scale derived from social desirability responses analyzed by controlling for the
effects of a directly measured latent methods factor (CEML) techniques. 4) to compare of examination
method effects of mental health scale derived from social desirability responses analyzed by CEUL
techniques and CEML techniques. The sample consisted of 1,100 high school students under the basic
education commission, Bangkok. The research instrument was a mental health scale. Data were
analyzed by confirmatory factor analysis. The research results were as follows: (1) the confirmatory
factor analyzed domain-specific model more inventory were fit to the empirical data than holistic
model; (X2= 1123.95, df = 84, GFI = 0.88, CFI = 0.90, AGFI =0.83, SMSEA = 0.11). (2) Analyzed results
was holistic model of mental health scale derived from social desirability responses more suitable than
domain-specific model by CEUL techniques; (XZ = 766.88, df = 76, GFI = 0.91, CFl = 0.94, AGFI =0.87,
SMSEA = 0.091) . (3) Analyzed results was domain-specific model of mental health scale derived from
social desirability responses more suitable than holistic model by CEML techniques;
(Xz = 1454.92, df = 106, GFl = 0.87, CFl = 0.89, AGFI =0.81, SMSEA = 0.11) (4) The best techniques in
examination effects of measurement method of mental health scale derived from social desirability

responses: CEUL technique.
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p9AUIENOY e i AnuAIAlAdeY | Andeu | duUszAvd
NGHERIG IR Weddey neNTed
UATFIU (SB) (t) (R")
(B)

99AUTTNOUATUANINIALA GEN_MS 0.79 0.14 10.83 0.62
GERL_MS 0.43 0.11 11.51 0.19

PER_MS 0.20 0.06 4.02 0.04

99AUTTNOUAUANTTONNTDIIATD INT_MC 0.72 <> <> 0.52
EXP_MC 0.63 0.02 16.14 0.40

CON_MC 0.64 0.04 16.53 0.41

IND_MC 0.12 0.03 3.52 0.01

BIAUSTNBUMUAMNINYBIINLT KIND_MQ 0.66 <> <> 0.44
SELF_MQ 0.58 0.01 14.75 0.34

FAITH_MQ 0.72 0.01 16.99 0.52

CRE_MQ 0.52 0.01 14.23 0.27

asdusznouiuladeativayuy SOCAIL_FS 0.63 S <> 0.40
FAM_FS 0.61 0.06 15.24 0.37

PHY FS 0.51 0.03 13.37 0.26

HEAL _FS 0.38 0.06 10.26 0.14
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Chi-Square=49,10, df=44, P-value=0,27617, RMSEA=

sUUszNaUN 2 TUnani1s3As1eieeAusenouLTeaud usuRuans s uuingunInas

3. mMslesiieilSsuidisumaiafiunzanlunisnsasaunisiindvswavasisnisin
(method effect) YaILUUINFUAINIA
3.1 NMTAATIENDIAUTENDUBEUTUVBILUUTAFUAINTR LUUBIATIULAZLUULRNIZATY
WU MTAATIEVRIAUTENDUINEUTUTDIUUUTAZUAMANLUURNNEAUTAINdDAARBINANNFUAY
Foyardeuszdndunnniuvuesdsn Tasfiansanaindt la-aums  (x2) uazAn RMSEA flanas
wazAdvdl GFI CFI NNFI uag AGFI iifindu dsiudsasuléd Tuman1sinsesiosdusenouidedudu

LAAILARINITY 4

M99 4 AR VAR UlIAANTIATIEIAUTENBULTIBUS UYL UUTAZUA AN UUBIATIY
WATLUULRNIZATUY

model % dof y’/df GFl CFl NNFI  AGF  SRMR  RMSEA
CFA WUUDIATI 140668 90 1563 085 088 086 081 0081 012
CFA wuUIamE sy 112395 84 1338 088 090 087 085 0076 0.1

3.2 Tinswvianadenads drudeauuinnsgiu uaraduUssansanduiusuuudiiosdu
yosfuUslulunanisindvinaiiinainisin (method effect) Munauainnisnoumuaamia
Ussnunvesdenu nansiasginuinmduussdvdavduiusiuuiiofduseninesdusznaures
LUUTRFUAINTALAZDIAUITENOUVBINITNBUAILANTIUTI TN VRS ALTiAuduT S uaE1S
ffudfymsadaisziu 0.01 MnesUszneULAzaIRUIENBLYRINNIABUANANLTIUTITAUIEY
dnufirnuduiudivesdusznoud 3 veswuuingunmdninniign fe saduszneusuamnmInla
Faflauduiusvintu 495 eghelifeddyneadifisedu 0.01 wanaldfmnsadi 5
A9 5 Anadeiarads dudsauunnis uasaduussAnsavduiusuuuie furesiuusly
Tuimansindvsnaiiina1n3sin (method effect) MunasnarnnsneunuARaTITaUITDS
GAGHY
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fauus MS MC MQ FS SD, SD,

MS 1

MC 512%* 1

MQ .346** .607** 1

FS .282%* .459%* .603%* 1

SD;, .289%* 437 .495%* .354%* 1

SD, 231** .351%* .378** 271%* .656** 1

M 36.864 39.002 38.602 32.690 82.642 79.305

SD 5.0890 5.4965 5.7821 5.5616 13.2777 13.5795
Bartlett's Test of Sphericity = 5809.75 df = 136 p =0.00

Kaiser-Meyer Olkin measure of sampling adequacy (KMO) = 0.867

3.3 9INMIATIABUIVENATIANIINNTTA (method effect ) waanuuinguamaniiduna
UIINNITNBUANUAIIUTIUIITAUIVDIHIAN LUUBIATINRAERUULANIEa U Lasldmalln CEUL
WU NM5RTIERUBYENATIANINNTIA (method effect) aauuuinguamdn Aidunamnains
MOUAIUAIUTIUTITOUVRIHsANRUURIATIN Ingldinata CEUL  fimnuasnndesiudeyaids
Usedndannniuuuanizdn Tnefinnsanaind la-auad () wazen RMSEA flanas waeadyil
CFIGFI NNFI uag AGFI fiifiniu faiudsaguldin mmsnsndeudvinaiiinainnisinveauuuin
FUNIMINNITIATIERUUBIATINLaeldnATiA CEUL  ANT1In5iAsIeiuuuanienu wanalan
M3 6

M1919 6 A1RTNARUIAANTTIATIENBNENETLANAIN1TTR (method effect ) vashuUTnaUnINIn
MurauannInoUnILAURIUTITaUITEIEIRL KUUBIATINLAZLUULANIZA1Y agldinailn
CEUL

model XZ df xz/df GFl CFl NNFI AGFI SRMR RMSEA
wiatla CEULLUUBIATIY 766.88 76 10.09 0.91 0.94 0.92 0.87 0.051 0.091
wiatla CEULLUU@MIZAU 870.56 76 11.45 0.90 0.92 0.89 0.85 0.068 0.098

3.4 9INNINTIABUBYENATIANIINNTTA (method effect ) vosuuuinguamdn Musa
11IINNTTABUANANNTIUIITOUIVRIFIAY LUUBIATINLAZUULRNIEA1Y Tagldinalin CEML
WUl MIrTaaeUdvENaTiiAnaINn1Ia (method effect) vosiuuingunmdn Midunainainnis
naumUANeUIITaUIvesdANLUURNIEa U tagldinalla CEML daduaenndasiutayaids
Usgdndannnituuuesdsau Tasfiansananed la-auand () uazan RMSEA fianas uagandvil GFI
CFI NNFI wog AGFI fifindu deifudsagulédn namsaaeudvinaiiinainnisiavesuuuin
guanIanisiesgsikuuanigaulagldmada CEML Andin193iessibuuaddsin wanalan
MIN 7

A9 7 adrineaeulinansiiasgidninaiiinainisin (method effect ) vosuvuinguninin
AdunananmIreUmLeATtUTTILYeIdIAL LuvBsTILkazLUURMEAL Tagldinadla CEML

model X2 df x2/df GFI CFl NNFI AGFI SRMR RMSEA
wiatla CEML WUU89ATI 1919.09 106 18.10 0.83 0.86 0.82 0.75 0.13 0.125
wiatla CEMLLUUNIZAU 1454.92 106 13.73 0.87 0.89 0.86 0.81 0.074 0.11
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3.5 91NN15M53980UBNENATIANIINNTIA (method effect ) vasuuuingunIndn Mluna
1191AN1SHBUANNANUNIUTITOUNVDIFIANLUUBIATINRALLUURN LAY tagldmalla CEUL
wazivata CEML laofiansanainataiinla-auaisduins (Relative Chi-square: Chi-square/df)

v

Adail GFI CFI NNFI AGFI Wwag RMSEA annwanisiasizsiasuliinmadafimngaulunisasiadey
vBnaiiAnaInIBnsin (method effect) voauuuinguamdn Mdunauiainnsmeunmnmdia
Usisourvesdeny Ae nadln CEUL ilodlaseiiluuesdsan waginaia CEML 1iloTiasgsiuuy
Al wandlananisne 8
A9 8 ArdiinaaoulinanITATEiBnsnaiiAnain1sin (method effect ) vaanuuinguaman
fidunaniannsneuauANNRIUIITAUITeEIAN WUUBIATILLAZLUUIANzL Tneldinaia

CEUL way CEML

model y’ df v’ /df GFI CFI NNFI  AGFI SRMR  RMSEA
wATA CEUL WUUaATI 76688 76 10.09 0.91 094 092 087 0051 0091
wATlA CEUL Wuummesu 87056 76 11.45 090 092  0.89 085 0068  0.098
wATA CEML WUUBIATIY 1919.09 106  18.10 083 086 082 075 0013  0.125
wATlA CEML wuuRmesy 1454.92 106  13.73 087 089 0.86 081 0074 0.11
aAUT1gNa

MMRaNTnTiarasUianite itetiauelssiunmsefneiiadla il

1. HaNITIATIET0IAUTENB UL NS UV MUU TR VA INIALUUBIATINLAZLUURNIEAY
WUIINITAATIENBIAUTENOURITUTULU VRN IEAUVBUUTRAUANIRTAaRAAS DI NAUN ALY
foyadsuszdnsinnniinisiesssiuuvasdnulnefiansanandeiivdarunauniuedinnatudeya
BaUsedng uiiletnanisiesgsiosdusenauideBudunuuiansduveanuuinguaining,
Wisuisuiunmsiessiesduszneudsdusudufuiaomesuuingunmin wui fudauaonaded
voslunaraedlnawintu uden la-aumd () ssmdase (df Wby Fsinnsananele-auans
duWn5 (Relative Chi-square: Chi-square/df) Uans1aiu WUINNTIASIEReIAUsENoUITEuSusUAU
flansfidniinit uenaniianauduiudsenitsesdusznovannisinssiosdusenouidedudy
frnuduiusiugsauenaazidussduszneufeniu feaenadosiu Fedulaeanisingunniafiuanga
fio MITEosdUsznoudsdudususiuians

2. MINTIEOUBVENATIANIINITIA (method  effect) vpauuuinguandnilunasnain
nswaumuANitUTIsauesdALlagldinala CEML WUURNIZAUAINTANTIAADUBNENGIINTTIN
léfniuuuesdsin Fsaenndostiu (Bagozzi & Heatherton, 1994) na1131 nadiaildlunisaiuaunis
inANELB89YRYISI(common method  bias) wudwmelia CEUL wagimalla  CEML anunsaly
AIVANNISANAIINANDBT0IT T bamTouiu TagaiuisaUssunuatssauauaLdsslunisinuag
muaudeianainiiiinannisinlddudiideresie 1) muauundsdeyaiilfiAamwdndeavesisin
Wigaunaausied  2) laulaujduiusseninedduasauanuny uimalln CEML @1315auseannaIning
AnalpdABuvINsIaldfnd1 annsadafusudsiilfiAsanuearnedeuldlnenss wagnslunsin
AMunUsUsIuTIusdlvldinata CEML  iwsizagsilvluimanisindvilinssduniiunaunay
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find1 uaz Tomas M. et al (2013) fild@Anwmaveisnsiafduiiusiudomndsavluandnvoy
LATANIITNITAUAMAIRIAIAULUUDIATILLAZLUULANIZAIY WUTINITIATIZRRUUIRNIZAULLLAS
1ANUADAARBINAUNGUNINNTINITIATILUUUBIATIU

3. MIAATIEMBVENATIANINGT IR (method effect) mamwi’wqmmw%mﬁLﬂumamna}’]ﬂﬂﬁ
poumLANTIUSISIUYeIE AL LIRS Tneldinafla CEUL wuiwnadeiifinnumnzasiunis
nvapudvinaiiinanmsauniian it eraidlesunanudaresduseneugesveauuuinguninds
fanudusitustugs auilivnesduszneufunilonesddsznauiienty feduiuiliuaaiinig
aenmdosnaunduiudeyadessdndinnninisiiesgiuuuiamedu neldnada CEUL fadudandn
IFasléineda CEUL  wuvesdmnlunsnsaaaunmsindvinaiiininnisin (method effect)
fufulsifinnuduiussenineesdusznougs uazasldmsléinala  CEML wuulaniezdulunis
ATIEDUNIANBVEWATIANIINNTTA (method effect) FushuUsitauduiussznintedusenausm

RIGIRIIE
Jaduanuzlunmsinlulduselovi
1. LUUIAN19IRINgIUBNINATANYIAIIUATUTILATIAS LA IAITATIVEBUBNTNANINN1TIA
(method effect) mu@lﬂé’aaLﬁaﬂhE@ué'l’ummmqL%aimqa%ﬁwamwi’mﬁ?u
2. msldmafin CEUL  wuvesdsanlunisnsisgeunisiindninaiitineinnisia (method
effect) AufLUsATauduiusszninaesdusznougs wazasldmsldmada CEML
wuuezaulunisnsaaeunisiindninaiiina1nn1sin (method effect) Auwys
Piflauduiussyminsesdusznaus
Forauanuzlunsiseadenely
1. AI5RTI9AUBTENaTIANIINITTaMewaTladu W wafla multiple method factor Lile
DumadeniildlunsinsziavsnaiitinenisTnlusuan
2. 1flesannnisisuadainsiaaeusninaiiiinenizsaidunaniannnisnounILAL
Usisaunvesday veillunisiseadedelunlisnsiaaeusninaiinaindanisingae
AudnunrAUTIFeY 19U JUuLTediny Svsnavesteranmeay man 1Wusy
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