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Abstract

The objectives of this research were to study 1) the influence of human resource

development and competitive advantage on business success of small and medium
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enterprises (SMEs) in Thailand. 2) the competitive advantage as the mediator between
human resource development and business success of small and medium enterprises
(SMEs) in Thailand. 3) to examine the consistency of the relationship model developed
with an empirical data. The sample were 165 firms chosen by stratified random sampling.
A questionnaire was used as the instrument. Statistics were frequency, percentages,
mean, standard deviation, skewness, kurtosis, correlation coefficient, and path analysis
were used to find out causal relationship with structural equation models (SEM).

The results showed that the measurement model was valid and well fitted to

the empirical data with Xz/df: 1.258, p-value=0.104, GFI=0.944, CFI=0.987, NFI=0.942,
IFI=0.988, AGFI=0.912, RMSEA= 0. 04. In addition, the findings revealed that human
resource development and competitive advantage have a positive effected on business
success. On the other hand, Human resource development has a positive effected on
competitive advantage. The results also shown that the competitive advantage had
a mediating effect on the relationship between human resource development and
business success of small and medium enterprises (SMEs) in Thailand.

Keywords: Human Resource Development, Competitive Advantage, Business Success
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Medium Enterprise Promotion, 2022) 91nuwualiuni1sdnsuluniagsissuinnaisiasy
vagontisiud Filiusznaunisgsiariananuazuiageululsemelngldanud Ay
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Falaifin193de1duszdndlulssmalneiins@nuinisiauimingnsuyudiidse
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uuaAMAEafUNsWRILINIWeINsuYES (Human Resource Development)

Sanamthong (2019) tana1afia n1simuInine1nsuywd (Human Resource
Development) %38 HRD luafngni3endn n1slnausukagn1swaiul (Training and
Development) sioufitndginislatininuaulawaz@nwifawuiniedisfnnaz s U
n1suIyaainsluesdnistaglianuiiuia Aanssuvesnisiauiyaainsluesdnis fe
NTEUIUNTTVRIN IR NN Ty WS fausiududuin nsiammineinsuyudidldgn
thurldlumstamndneninyaainslussdnisadausnlag Leonard Nadler Tud a.a. 1970
lpfienupnuninewsnlidn mavmumsneinsuyed Wunsimunisniswazdadssaunisal
nsi3euivesynainsiiionsuiulsaudsundauagiauneulidBadu (Fukitan, 2016)
wazlud a.e. 1971 ¥nivn15de Goulet alvianumingdn msfmumineinsuyudidy
sz TIlvyarausIqimsnegansionindiddlu 3 Snwas fe (1) AseuaTesd
Fudusensisedin (2) mnufdndfeinuegauiiads uas (3) i fednAaiursanudy
uywd dexl a.a. 1976 tniuinsde Craig lolianuvmngindufanssudaudiulunsiaun
Anun MBIy EnanAdn (Weinberger, 1998)

Tutagtussdnsiimnududounaziuasuuvaslumuaninuindeumnagsia lidazidy
Autafifismausniuniemaluladfifinsuiuusnvasunuasmanaiaa dananiau
dsmansenulffuilnafianudesnisidsuly dofu fuinsladoanisuaunion
Fuyaainsiiesesiunisivdsuudasiiintulasnisiinevsy lddrasdunisiineusy
AIUNITUTMTIANTNTAUWATA (Wadeecharoen et al., 2013) NSHAILMINEINTULWET
JuRanssuddnuesasdnsfiagsyilviniinsdislegiuszaunisaluaznisiGoudinueiiiothan
ﬁwmmmmmaﬂumiﬁ’lmuLLaza'aLa‘%ummﬁw’mﬁwamﬂmﬂﬂumﬁmi (Nadler, 1984)
Fsmsfnuaniddeiiiunwuin msfauminensuysddmadonanisufiRnureminau
Taense (Yusuf, 2019; Kurniawan et al., 2018; Kareem & Hussein, 2019) ﬁﬁlﬂﬁjﬂﬂi
Wasuulawemanisufsinuneluesdnsidlussozdunarszozenlunsiiaiy uas
WNnUseansnaluesdnis (Gilley & Eggland, 1989) wazaanadodniu Piphop et al. (2018) Wui
AIimInIneInsuyedliauduiusiLaznanssnulsuanduaudiiavesgsiaruinnans
LarauIngen usnanitiaenndesiu Shayegan et al. (2022); Otoo et al. (2019) WuU1"
NSHALINTNEINTUY B ANATIVINADNANITANTUDIANTT UazaenAaediyu Kareem and
Mijbas (2019); Kareem (2019) #u31 N15WRILININEINSUYWEANALTIVINFOUTEANTNAVDS
096n3 Fefuthundenistmuaauufgiunside fad
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wdadulifuosdnng aenndesiuauddoves Mehta (2011) finuin mnesAnisanusnaiig
ussgdlanazsjaiutosiamminensuyvduazyszdvsammaienlussdnisavannsaaing
AnulaUSeulunsuYetu wagannsAnw Poojitha and Rama Devi (2012) Wu31 NSWeNs
uyudilresdnsiinnulfiuieulunsudsdumniinsfagauazinviyaansivanzasly
nuiigndesnevinwzuaznisiineusuiivanzan deesdnisazuszavanudnialunisusg
Wvaneiinald wazaeandesiu Tarasansombut and Puranitee (2022) 1U31 ATSRAWA
ninensuywidmanenuliuoulunisudeiulugsia Fallademsfmumineinsuywd
Usgnoudie nasjinsiiouduesesdnis Innruannindenagns uaznisSoudvesyanaty
fuasiliAnaulfiudsunianisutadu Snvsdaannndosfiu Albrecht et al. (2015);
Hrout and Mohamed (2014) wud1 nsimuInineInsuysddmaianulausaunienis
wistu dunandliifuanudfguesnmsfauminensuyudfannsafiuauanansalunig
wistuvesesdnslé Kaduthunds mafuunausfgnunisite fil
H : nsimunninensuysdamaniauinsenulaiusunnanisuadu

wwrRaietuaUlAIUEUNNeNISWYaY (Competitive Advantage)

Barney (1991) ldnamds amnuldiudeunanisudetu fe nadnsiildainnisedndiunis
mmaqwéﬁmmma%’wamm (Value-creating Strategy) liiiniloninguisfiaainuliusau
LBan15uYedu (Competitive Advantage) Tagdudatuliaiusadiunisnisnagnsuuy
Fertuldlurananfensudemeinislfivioudnisudstunssbuldfde dogudadulsl
anunsnaenidyuLuunadnsualszlonivieane suidosnannisldnagniiesdnasle
fvuavioadisduun uenaind aruldiusunisnisudsduie nswauiuazniAum
ninensluesdnsiguislaifiviensnsginnsdaunsegiaiguisliannsanszyinldliiandu
aussaugndnviioldumuaninsaiifiiuvesesdng (Distinctive Competencies) #wznolviiin
Ifd3eumanisudedu deldiuieufainanasdudiuszauiisniusenudnse waznisoy
sonlusrore11v0909AnITiosnnssuldivieldarunsafis uiiouls (Nonthanatorn, 2010;
Sanguanwongwan, 2004; Robbins, 2005)

Sadalia et al. (2020) na1adie aulaiuevlunisudstuindunagnslunisadie
wamlsiiAnannstuflofuvesesdnsilelaunsaudaduldlunain Tnsnuldiudoums
msudsiuSsuaiioudsiiosdnsiiviioguas lnemsthausnuaifuaziilegniuiouiiioy
i aadrfiesdnisiausliiuinninguds (Kotler, 2005) Ssaanndosfiu Lee et al.
(2015) ndri1 ealdiusunenisudstutufuauannsavesesdnslunisaing fnw
wardlostusunamsnismarainiioguds anuldiuioumdritetuegiunrmainsaves
03AMS BauansldtogudnuazremIneInsudevinrilunndety viliesdnsaiunsa
wrvuzauslugnaivnssula uag Genesh and Mathan (2015) lana11dn anulaiuSey
nansutsduaziantsdnduauvesesdnsinnudenloatu lagdauldiutounis
nsuvstuiiofuniesdielunisatranagmévesesdns iothlugnanissiiunuvesesdns
weaNa1ni Pongwiritthorn and Utamaang (2011) lé@nwin1susnisaanuldiddounig
nsuisiuiiennudiialunmsdiiunuresgsinmanasuazanngenluinnamioves
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Uszinalngnuin anuldiuSsunenisudsduianuduiusuastansenuidauiniuanudisa
Tun15A NN ureegsia

UaNNG MsANYITewes Vural et al. (2022) wuin awildd3sumanisugsiiundu
FauUsAunansruduRus s 1IN S sHBIRNIS LA HANSA LTI LBIRNTT WasN1SANEN T
999 Nixon et al. (2011) wu31 aulasounisnisuasduidusuusfunaisaudunus
seriaunelaauasnan1saniiueddnis uay Ploenhad et al. (2019) wuin aaladsey
mansudstudufuusiunarsanuduiusseninansiansialdgununazsanisaiy
09Fn13 Feu Yandanstivunausfgiunisite fil

H : anlbeil3aunisnisudsdudmanisuindenudnsavesgsia

He - puldnu3suntanisudsduidusanusfunansanuduiusse ninaniswaun
VineINsUYYIRazAUA5IV0ITINe

NIDULUIAALUNITINY
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Figure 1 Conceptual Framework
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flFsunsaanzifoudssanidyana andrdnnudaaiuiamisvuinnaisuaz vuinges
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nauiegelEluniside fie Juszneunisgsiavuiananaazsungedlulssimelng

q
a ]

Aduandndiniudaaiiiamisvuianasuazvuinden Tngaangidoulssanifyana
$runu 384 578 Tnellannsn Krede wag Morgan (Missduauidesiudesas 95 wazaraay
pareLAdeudenay 5) dvsunisinnsananuvanganvesnguiaogeililunsidended
anizgianlsvinnsiinnsaniwuiavesnguinegisiiaumnzaufunsiinszideya Tng
nsldiadesilon1aadd Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) anuzgAdeldisnsimunngs
fregremunguiiseudniau (Rule of Thump) udunisimunvuangusegisiiinanl i
agrunsnanewaglisunissausulunisinsient Taedduusny A 41U 10-20 Winveda
wUsdanald (Wiratchai, 1999) Tumsiteadaiifduusdaunaldsuu 12 fuds fafurun
fhegefifinrmngauLagiieedemsiiognaios (12 x 10 = 120) s (12 x 20 = 240)

n3dudogne FmaanmsmuasiuuresuAnguiiesnt s ey
ﬁ"umﬁmeﬁﬁi’fa;ﬂat,ﬂ%uﬁawmaaa Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) aananatefauly
wdriiu anugdidelddniunisl438n1sduuuuutsdug (Proportional Stratified Random
Sampling) Tnesfiun1seiil

1. TMUNFUTZNOUNTTINIVUIANA NUAL VAL BUANUUTHLAN AN TTY

2. AUANGUAI88195UTENOUNITTINIVUIANA LA YUY DUANYTELAY
NAMNTTU MUFRFIU

3. insdusiiegiemuve 2 nglyisnisiuaainda Table 1

Table 1 Number of Stratified Random Sampling

Industry Type Population Sample
Manufacturing Sector 28,082 (28,082/254,426) X 384 = 43
Service Sector 88,872 (88,872/254,426) X 384 =134
Retail and Wholesale Sector 137,472 (137,472/254,426) X 384 = 207

Total 254,426 384

Source: Department of Business Development (2021)

2. \Avasilan193de

wdosiiolumsisuadsiie uuuaounn auedidsldauaosdiowuuasuamain
nsRnwILLAn Naud wazassunssuiiAsatesldinnisduasgiiiledinuadony
FafiRmanaslassadsesiuusiifesnmsasfinu Tasuuvasuauiifauiuuiseenidy
5 dhu fall drwdl 1 deyavhluvesdounuvasuni Tdun e 91y @n1unIn sEFUNSANY
Uszaunisallunisandugsia wagiuvisnululagiu dWudemauvanelaliideniiies
AMmeuiien dwil 2 Toyahluresgsfisvuianaauazsungeslulsemedlne dun Usein
vesgsRafidnduniseg sraznalunisdndussia Suauyaainsluiagdu seldainnns
fufugsiaedsdediou uazyulunmsduiunu Wudemanmvanetaldendioaineuifien
dudl 3 sdumnuAMTuABIf UM ITRININE N TIYES AuzdAfliuTuUuasimunda e
INATOULUIAAYDY Gilley et al. (2002) UsenouAI8AININ 91UIU 4 AU Usznauaiy
FIUNSEINOUTH, AIUNSRAILNENTN, STUAITHAILINTNITY LaYFUNTNAIUBIANNT dudi 4
szAuAmARiuAnfUmLlMUSsUMaMsuRsty auzdideldusuusauasimundaiaan
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NFOULUIAAYDY Serirat (1999) UszNoUAI8AINIY 91UIU 4 AU UTENBUAIY ATUAITES I
AULANA, ATUHTIATUAUNY, ATUNTTADUALEIDENTINGT kAZATUNITHINAINRNITEIY
wavdudl 5 sefumuAniuAnfuAdIFavessIia AnzdidelsuiuUsasiandin
INNTOULUIANYDY Karatepe (2013); Lee et al. (2012) UsznoumigAInIy 97UU 4 AU
UsENaumen1unIsiiy Augnan AunseuIunsngly agaunsiseuswasnsiivle lag
wuvaeuaNdIuil 3 - 5 dnwazdesaudunuuinasdiuuszinnan 5 sERURINLLIN
auasn (Likert Scale)
3. mimwaauqmmwm%"mﬁa

dmsumsifondsd augdideliidomandliftmuiauseidersy druau
3 vy tensedeuanUTissmsadudenmuiadriaudenadesdorauiuitmneves
N1539% (Index of Item Objective Congruence: I0C) Faflendaust 0.725 - 0.920 Iﬂ‘aﬁﬂlﬁgﬂﬂ’jﬂ
nasiisoniulé@e 0.50 (Rovinelli & Hambleton, 1977) W& ndu Amed3deléi
wuvaeuaulunaaedld (Try-out) Aungunagey As JUTENOUNITFINIVUIANAIILAY
yungenlulszmalng 1 30 919 nUszrnsilildngudedauay Idinisnsiaaey
AT IR TS (Validity) wazALLLTede (Reliability) Taguuseanidun1snsiadauniny
Jieanss 2 38 Tun (1) aufiesmsadssiuun (Discriminant Validity) #2833 Heterotrait -
Monotrait Ratio of Correlations (HTMT Ratio) Femasianlaiiu 0.90 (Henseler et al., 2015)
FanudnfiAsaus 0.705 - 0.823 uanadis Table 2 (2) mﬂmﬁmmu%w}% (Convergent
Validity) TneRarsananawlsusiuadedadales (Average Variance Extracted: AVE) Fams
fiA13nnndn 0.50 (Hair et al,, 2010) wagvinmsnageuaudosiu 2 33 1oun (1) Armnudesi
yosduUszansusaninsouda (Cronbach’s Alpha Coefficient) Wu31 wiazduUsiAdaus
0.814 — 0.878 FaflAwnninnamifinuafe 0.7 (Cronbach, 1990) way (2) AT esiu
WWeUsenau (Composite Reliability: CR) FavzdesdiAuinnin 0.60 (Fornell & Larker, 1981)
§4 Table 3

Table 2 The Results of the Discriminant validity test (Heterotrait -Monotrait Ratio of Correlations)

Competitive
Human Resource Business
Variable Advantage
Development Success
Human Resource Development 0.730
Competitive Advantage 0.760 .823
Business Success 0.705 .815 132

g&’E NIANTATYFANAATUALUINTFING W INeFevinBes UN 16 adud 2
f,ﬂ'} Economics and Business Administration Journal, Thaksin University

ECBA



Table 3 The results of Convergent Validity, Factor Loading, Cronbach’s Alpha Coefficient, Composite

Reliability, and Average Variance Extracted

Variable Variable Obs.erve Fact.or Cronbach’s CR AVE
Variable Loading Alpha
Human Resource Development HRD 0.872 0.874  0.633
(HRD)
HRD1 0.777
HRD2 0.800
HRD3 0.815
HRD4 0.791
Competitive Advantage (COP) CoP 0.878 0.879  0.646
COP1 0.807
COP2 0.828
COP3 0.811
COP4 0.768
Business Success (BUS) BUS 0.814 0.853  0.595

BUS1 0.900
BUS2 0.672
BUS3 0.728
BUS4 0.766

< 1
4. M3NUIIUTIYaYa

AugEITeiInIsiiusIusIndeyadienisuanwuuasuaiunidluswald

(Mail Survey) LagyinN1TAANINNINN LTIUIVRUUABUAILABUNGUNT I1UIUNIEY 187 578
l® aa ¢ o a @ Y = 1Y
wudluluvaeuauiiiauanysaiduig 165 918 Aaluievay 42.96 Faunnninfeway 20
lng Aaker et al. (2001) nd@13d1 BwsINsRBUNAUdImTUNsAIL UL UNIelUswaldNladsly
Y v 1o % v & o vy =t "y A

waaresliifininFesar 20 faNy dnsIN1IReUNdUTuay 42.96 FaunninTesar 20 feoiduy
neeusuld uwagldvinisneaeuamunmdeyainaideiliinnuadengnouwuuasuniy
(Non-response Bias) ANULUIAAYDY (Armstrong & Overton, 1977) %Mwmamaauammw
Toyaiiienaaaulgymeaiuaidsavesnevwuvasuniunaunasnad lnglunuidedlanis
wlsngugnovkuudeuaIuienuadu 2 nqufie nquiineuunnau (Early Respondents)
I1UU 83 TeviTeTevay 50 wavnguiineuluntends (Late Respondents) 313U 82 1850
Seway 50 MnTuSeuiisudeyadiuiugIuresenIng 2 nay Jaldteyavednsdns laun
uuyeaIns selaannnisafiugsiaededewon wasyulunisaniiua lngldada ttest
HANIVAHUNUI ToyasnuaziiugIuveesAnsluwuuasunumns 2 nauliunndieiuegied
Wodany fadudevsdnnsfnnillifidymanuandesiunisneumaiueg1didudiny
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5. famnaadasfudmiunmsiaseiluaasunisiaseaiis
anzgidelsiuvuasuauifinnuanysaifananluinnisnszaisvesdoyalile
prvaeuIeyailinnmsnussndulumutouluwasianumngandmiviluiasei
Tunaaunislassadns lnefissazdondsi msfanisnssanedoyavosuvudiansannns
Tnssaisdefionsandnuvaznisuanuasdeyainddnvasiduuuuldaund (Normal Curve)
violl Tnefiarsanaindrmnu (Skewness) AlsiAu +3 wagiaranales (Kurtosis) filsitiu
+10 (Kline, 2005) HansnsIvaeuioyavestuvasunmiiiinuauysais o 165 518 wui
amudiuazannulasegluinmeififvuauansin feyafinisuanuasuuvunddadulumy
fomnaadowuvesnisiienesilinnanunislasadne & Table 4
6. sanldlunmsimszideya
nsifeluadsiifinisiinsesidoyautseanifu 2 du fe 1) adfdanssuu
(Descriptive Statistics) 1¥d1miun1sitasizvideyadiuynnanazseauvotuiagiinys
Usznausie Msuanuasnud (Frequency) Adesay (Percentage) wazAladsiavadn
(Mean) d@audiediuuannsgiu (Standard Deviation) A1A213Ll (Skewness) wagaaulad
(Kurtosis) tagldlusunsudnsagulunisiiasigideya SPSS dmiunisussuianag
2) afifTeoyanu (nferential Statistics) 1 miumslinszsideyaiitennasudvisnaidsag
suaaé’hLLﬂsLﬁaﬂmsmmmmSmﬁwaLLazmimaa‘Uﬁaﬁﬁaﬁm%wamaaﬁaLLUié"uﬂma A8NT
nndaudnENanI198an (Indirect Effect) Tna@i Sobel Test (Soper, 2015) S3IN1INAGOU

o s

ANNADAARBILAZANNANNAUTUTRLAUTEINYMELUUTIARIENN1SIATIETa (Structural
s o

Equation Modeling) TngldlusunsuponiiinasaInsun1sitaszRlunadunislasaasanig
atn AMOS lgnayinsiansauALdnAaBILazANNALNAURY Table 5

NANI3ANEN

nanIfeluasdl anediseinauonamsidoutseenidu 5 daudsil

dudl 1 Foyavhluveagmounuuaouniy $1uu 165 AU HansITonudn fnou
wuvaeunuadulngilumee s 123 518 Aalufesas 74.50 drlngfiongszning
31-40 U d1uau 73 518 Anlusewas 44.20 Faauniwausd 91uiu 124 518 Andudesay
75.20 fimsAnwnseauUSaens $1uau 102 51 Anluieear 61.82 waziliUszaunsainisiu
n13aiiugsna 5-10 U d1uau 76 518 Anludesas 46.06 wasdnyustadediuaidnsnui
Uszinvwesgstadsndunisegarlvadugsienmanisduanuazids S1uau 96 518 Amu
$owaz 58.18 drulngifiszaziiainisanidugsianinnit 5 U 91w 64 518 Anduiesas
38.78 uavilseldladesieiion 100,000 - 300,000 UM $1uu 60 518 Anilufesay 36.35

dufl 2 MmImsvaeudnwaziiluvesteya nan1s3denudn amswAdsnsia
n3nensuyed Wiy 3.99 egluszduinn uaznmsmaiadenailiuisumamsutsiuuas
ANANSIT09g5Aa WU 3.71 egluszAuuin IA1AuUegsening -0.13 9 -0.10 wag
Aemildsegszning 0,34 S 0.38 uansisteyaiinisua nuasuuuund esandrduysalves
AMULILAY 3 (Chou & Bentler, 1995) uagAraulaslaiiiu 10 (Kline, 2005) G
MsAsgREnanduiusveadianys wuin Ardudssansanduiusveadanusynaiian
uAnAsaINAudegsiifeddynieaidnisedu 0.01 TneArdulssansanduiusegsening
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0.39-0.57 @eaduuszansanduiusliiu 0.9 deinduanudusiusiulusysunveusule
(Kline, 2005) 619 Table 4

Table 4 Mean, Standard Deviation, Skewness, Kurtosis and Correlations Between Variables

Variables Human Resource Competitive Business
Development Advantage Success

Human Resource Development
Competitive Advantage 0.39"
Business Success 050" 057"
Mean 3.99 3.71 3.71
Standard Deviation 0.53 0.59 0.58
Skewness -0.13 -0.10 -0.12
Kurtosis 0.34 0.37 0.38

Note: **p < .01

d1ul 3 N1TIATIBNNITATIVABUAIIUABAARBIUALAIUNANNTULUUTIADIANNTT
1As9a$ne wud1 wuudnassaunisiaseaseliniuaennnekarAUnaunduiutayaLds
Usrdnweglunueiafiansaunanisageuaadala-auwnds dawiiu 62.91 lneilauiae
Uu (P) 1infiu 0.104 Nesm1Base (df) windu 50 A1 GFILCFINFILIF AGFI, RMR, RMSEA
wiriu 0.944, 0.987, 0.942, 0.988, 0.912, 0.018, 0.04 MU FailAngandnnaeinldiaisan
v 1 ‘g Y 1 1% = [ < 1 a . (%
nnteustliudianumanzangenndoinauniuiudueg19d (Hair et al,, 2010) A4
Table 5

Table 5 Results of Test the Goodness of Fit of the Casual Model

Consideration Results of test the

Fit Index and Level of Acceptance Criteria goodness of fit of

(Hair et al,, 2010)  the casual model

Chi-Square Statistics Not Signiicant X=6291, df=50,
p-value 0.104

Chi-Square /df <3.00 1.258
Goodness of Fit Index : GFl >0.90 0.944
Comparative Fit Index : CFl >0.90 0.987
Normed fit index : NFI >0.90 0.942
Incremental fit index; IF >0.90 0.988
Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index : AGFI >0.90 0912
Root Mean Square Residual : RMR <0.05 0.018
Root Mean Square of Error approximation : RMSEA <0.08 0.040

49U 4 N1TIATIEMAUNIIBNTNANIINTI BNSnan1adey wazdnsnasiy
HANFIFLNU ofia1sanBvsnanimsiwaznIoudidimanenudsaresgsiaruinng
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wazvunganluysesmalng wudn nmsimumineInsuysduazaulaiuseunIanisuladull
dnswanansudauinsdeaudiiavesgsivedelifeddamsadffsesu 0.01 lagdvun
SvEwawinu 0.322 uaz 0.478 AU uBnaNy AudSIvesgsalasUBNSNan1eden
BIUININNTARUINTNEINTUYBETVUINBNENANAY 0.217 MsimuImSneInsuyeduay
AlaUTsunenIsuTstuansaesulgaukUsUTINTeIRNd s avedgIivlasesas
47.20 uonaIntu NaRALINI NN TNy Bl EENan1ImsLTsuInseaLliUTeUNIs
nsutaduegaiddymeadnfisesu 0.01 Tnedvuedninawindu 0.453 n13
Wawmninensuywdaiuisassuiganuuysusiuvesanulailssunenmsuvatulisoas
20.50 913 Table 6

Table 6 Direct Effect, Indirect Effect and Total Effect

Dependent Competitive Advantage Business Success
Independent
DE IE TE DE IE TE
Human Resource Development 0453" - 0453 03227 0217 0539
Competitive Advantage - - - 0.478" - 0.478"

Business Success - - - - - -
R’ 0.205 0.472
¥’=62.917, df=50, p-value 0.104
GFI = 0.944, CFI=0.987, NFI=0.942, IFI=0.988,
AGFI=0.912, RMSEA=0.04

Statistics

dfl 5 n1shiesgiiauUsduniefuUsAunans (Mediating Variable) e
FawUsiianufidndunisunsnseninediulsdasswazduusarudusiuusidunans
Anuduiusidsanunsenineinlsassuasiaud sanu eiliflefusudnuvazvesiiuls
sananInduiulsdeiunseld Tnealid Sobel Test (Soper, 2015) TunsnageuANLEURUS
yadulsiana Wevhnisnaaeudeadn Sobel Test mnAnada Sobel test mnditudday

AagyiN15AUIIMNAT The Variance Accounted For (VAF) HuABNISAUIMKNANIENUNII0 o1
AxB

AxB+C
lofiantdeendt 0.2 aguladn liifnfuusdeinuminel VAF 2A15eming 0.2 - 0.8 nandladnin

AU 1UUN9EIN (Partial Mediation)kagninATVAF TA101NN37 0.8 138N NAARILUS
dariuanysal (Full Mediation) (Hair, et al., 2014)

(Indirect Effects) Aonansenulagsiu (Total Effects) 3nans ynen VAF Aiduins

Lﬁ'aﬁmﬁm%’agamﬂ Figure 2 Lﬁalﬂumsmaauamﬁgmﬁ 4 Jun1svegeuaved
FruUsdnuneana Sobel Test (Soper, 2015) NAN1SNAGOUNUIIAEDH Sobel Test 1A
WU 4.25 (P - value = 0.00) uandlfifiudn Arfidualafidodifyiouuy 1 nay
WUU 2 9119 Hansuadausianan Budulain anulauSsumenmsudadudusiudsdanuuayil
ALty uenaniiilothaduusyansaildannnsussnaranAuamnansenunadou
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(Indirect Effects) sianansenulaesiy (Total Effects) #on1sANUAUINYBINansEnuNIe sy

L% o Gl A X B d‘ 2= 1 Y 4" 1 d‘ o v
Tupnuduiuslianesiy (VAF) 138310 AxBiC NANARALYINAU 0.35 @9A7 VAF Aenuwiadle

fidnunninsesas 20 asuauldiusaunisnsutsduiinisdiiiuneaudnsaveigsne
U19au (Partial Mediation) (Hair et al., 2014)

Competitive

Advantage

Human Resource C 0.361%

Business
Development

Success

Figure 2 The Competitive Advantage is the Mediator Between Human Resource Development and

Business Success

d5duaznisaiusena

N13ANYIMUUTIABIAMUFURUSITIARTINTHRILININEINTUYLE AUlaUTay
NINIRUTU wazAdSIvetgIAvrwInnatar ungexluUsTvalne nuluuuTiaes
aun1slassadanyanuRguiinugenndesiuteyaidauseding lnunan1snaaeuanuRgiu
wuindulumuauufgiuiidimunliie 4 auufigiu & Table 7 waranunsnedusienanisin
AUFUNAFIUNTINY il

Table 7 Summary of Hypothesis Testing Results

. Hypothesis Test
Hypothesis Test

Results
H:  Human resource development has a positive effect on business Accepted
success.
H,  Human resource development has a positive effect on competitive Accepted
advantage.
Hs  Competitive advantage has a positive effect on business success. Accepted
Hs  Competitive advantage is the mediator between human resource Accepted

development and business success.

1. nan1sfinwmudn nMsiauminensuyeddimaniauinseaudniavesgsialag

a1 v

fiAnduuszansiduniainiu 0.322 waziived1Agnisadfnszau 0.01 Wulumuanuigiu
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