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Abstract

The main purpose of this research was to examine the organizational commitment to factors affecting
the view of accountants in Thailand. The samples were collected from 400 accountants in Thai accounting
firms selected by using a multi-stage random sampling method. Data were analyzed with descriptive statistics
and Structural Equation Modeling (SEM). The results found that the model was consistent with the empirical
data. The relationship is as follows: 1) Fairness of evaluation procedures was directly influenced on fairness
of outcome, 2) Fairness of evaluation procedures was directly influenced on trust in superior, 3) Fairness
of evaluation procedures was directly influenced on organization commitment 4) Fairness of outcome was
directly influenced on trust in superior, 5) Fairness of outcome was directly influenced on job satisfaction

6) Trust in superior was directly influenced on Job satisfaction and 7) Job satisfaction was directly influenced

on organization commitment. All effects were significant at p<0.10.
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mMawasuLUamsiumsiiios iasugRauasdny dena
Twiinamilussdnsiimsuuasunundeiidudassuas
néivgsindulaAsuuvasaniuivinay Taeddads
anvgulunsyiien Jeidssuesesdng an1udivinay
Wlousiey o waskauselovifaslédu wu
AmauLnY aafnis uazaudueg Fedu nsusms
Famminennsuyed Jsdiunumdrdnlunstuinden
psAnslugatlagdu sukuatuaiieauaiuisn
lun1sudetunazainuegsenliivesans (iang, Liu,
McKay, Lee, & Mitchell, 2012; Rusu & Avasilcai,
2014) MnvpNafina1snazsieuliiuin eadnsasdl
FBsedlsfiazinvnisaseguemiinanlussdnsls
1UNUTEN IINNTNUNITTANTINUI Snwas
anudusiudvesniinauidnessdns daalvmidnay
WinAdusnaulnitusesddnsuardniinueaniu
druvilsvasesdng shlswinmumatuiianudoanis
vhaufuesdnslfeniuuiian wasfnaumenguiay
yuwlunsufufauedrauiuanuaiisaliiuesdins
swftaAnnseeusuuazdeiuludminevesesdng
(Meksuk & Pasunon, 2017) uanaIni ATuENuse
psAnsHunu Ay luduaTu i IR IluuIeIeIAng
Wulumudmneiingd Fsenananldin annusnii
sossAnsilussduszneuiiinudfyseninuegson
uazAITiUsEANSANTDIRIAnT Fadu AN

Y9IDIANTIIEINAFDUITANTAINNITVINUVDINT NI
(Al-Ahmadi, 2008)
nsUszidunanisUfiRaudeliiinaiy
Jusssududuneuiidfyuazsndusdrdedmiu
nsuTsdamsnineinsuyudidosannuadnsile
91nN5UsTII Iz dINanaNaUselovUuIntneu W
Armouwny 51978 drundanienauseleviinieg i
ninauazlasu Horngren, Datar, Foster, Rajan, and
Ittner (2009) fkurARIINITUsELEUNANISUS TR
Afiuszansamindudeadisstauazamouunuiy
ssAUszneundniiddnlunisgdlalunsufiRanuves
WINIIU d0AAARIAU Kaplan and Atkinson (1998)
wud nsUsediumansufoRnuniusEansnmuay
nsudmseseuwnuiinuddey endyainisine
Amauunuuarunun1sinslulfa [Wudegela sauis
duesesdielunisivunfianisuazusagalaiididy
dmsulunisuufau 91115398999 Hartman
(2000) WU sTUUNMTIALAzUTEIIUNANTSU TR
goamiinaudiududefiddy nsideldveneveumn
nsifelaeiduiiunuimvesaudusssuvesesdns
TuvsunvesszuunisiananisujUiRanuiuunaleis
1 Balanced Scorecard 521814 Burney, Henle, and
Widener (2009), Hartmann and Slapnicar (2009),
Lau and Sholihin (2005), tag Lau and Mose (2008)
uaﬂmﬂ‘ﬁ Hartmann and Slapnicar (2009) wag Lau
and Sholihin (2005) lafa1sauaziianuliiigda
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FuvsAunanaiidrfgylunseunuifnniside 91nnis
NUNILTIUNITINEWlimsuIn n1ssudanudusssu
maa%y’umaumiﬂizLﬁumamiﬂﬁﬁamu fAnuduiug
Bavanfunginssunisiduamndniidvesesdnis Tne
finuyniusossdnisifududuysiunsnnans
(Kumari & Afroz, 2013) uaﬂmﬂ‘ﬁ Ahmad, Ahmad,
and Shah (2010) wu31 anuLdusssulunmsuszidiunag
nsufURnuansadaatlindnauliannuyniusie
peAnsuaTAsHarUTEAVE N WYRI0IANT Teapnadoeiy
Kaleem, Jabeen, and Twana (2013), Kumari and Afroz

(2013), wag Warokka, Gallato, and Moorthy (2012)
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AaLANA1INALSSY 1990 Wudunn Wnidesiu
mMsUgduims sulfanuaulafestunansenuda
waFnssuvemmgAsssuluesdng dsiinsdnilae Lau
and Lim (2002), Lau and Tan (2006), Libby (1999),
Lindquist (1995), Magner, Welker, and Campbell
(1995), whag Wentzel (2002) woanil Folger and
Konovsky (1989), Greenberg and Folger (1987),
wag Tang and Sarsfield-Baldwin (1996) HuuaAnn
mmLﬁuﬁﬁmmsagjuuﬁugmﬁuawé’ﬂmwaq
amnuanenn Ingnausylovifiyanaaylisumaiy
dndrufunisiidiusiuvedusiazunna (Adams, 1965;
Lindquist, 1995) INNISANYIVDY Swiercz, Bryan,
Fagle, Bizzotto, and Renn (2012) wWu731 HASWST
Jusssulumsussidiunanisujifaudemalimdnau
Wamulinsdalugdefutye Wesanidlendnu
fustsmansusziiuidusssufeziAinnisnovausssio
syuvlszliulasuaninginssuluanuisnelasanun
wonantl nadndmdusssudaiuunltuvilingne
fauadfialunisinulaedmalimiaaufioels
Tusw (Lind & Tyler, 1988) wonang aulingda
Tufedutymdudunguanandrdglunisadis
anuindesinlavesdlavefny Tnyviuavdnalviin
ngAnssudsuInlunsuuRnusasiinauiianela
Tuau (Aladwan, Bhanugopan, & Fish, 2013; Locke &
Latham, 1991) na1al3in idiaugniusessdns
arfinginsuiiaenadesiuaiiudesnisvesesAns
Tunmnsefudugitlifirnuyniulussdnsaziingingsy
flilaenndeafunNufoIn1TveIeIfng Wy n15vIn
mnusalalunsina dwavilidatdymaneluosding
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(Sahni, 2017) @amnAaasnu Aladwan, Bhanugopan,
and Fish (2013) wuh Jaymsines fidntungluesdng
fawmanananalidilalunmsufoanihfivesinau
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5qmﬂ%’§LLazLaﬂ%u samaianislduaromails Tag
ansiiidnvan duifivana Wy vismdidn nie

(% v

! o w o ) v a ¥ o v A
NNRUAIUIINA INTURDIUNVNUYT (accountant)

q

Vi
Q
SuRaveulunsinindy? ieuanananisiniuy
wazmsBsuuasgrugnisiuvesiians saiarasli
AusmsaninsaihdeyamemsRululilumsnaus uag
dnaulalunisdndunu dafu hindfadunineins

o w

yArandunumadny wasddmdidglunistuniou

o
4
v A &

gafalilszaumnudnia nuidetilunisnsivdeu
mmLﬂuﬁsimmaa%umauﬂWiﬂisLﬁumamiﬂﬁﬁ’amu
(fairness of evaluation procedures) YaaRvinUny
Tudiinanudydadinansenusonnugnitusiesdns
dlomndtiaudadludsemelne Wumhsnuenyy
onadlifiszuunsmavszifiunanisuoRnuidaey
sadtafuinnsludiinaudydennenavinaiud
anudlauarlallglieuddrfutunounsdsyidiung
MeUFTRTIINzanTing dwalildiBnsussdy
wansUfoRudlivangan sauianaladidiunld
TunsUseiiunanisufiRauenalifianuiedesiu
it FedsmalinAndymeanufianaslunisusadu
HaN1TURURU Wy wannaeitun1suseiiuenava
AudugusssudailiAnmnulsidamulumsusyii
n1sWaulsunIaNTInlunIsUsEEiY MswWieuiiey
Han1sUURnuiuyarawnulmuneniauinsgu
ffmuald FadlgmidenditenadnaliiAnuadns
flaidusssulunsUszifiunansufiaau tldg
anulifisnalalunanisussidiv vinanulingdalu
JUsduTyn wazfidrdgyiigade lafiaaiuyniy
fonsAng Feonafinginssudsauded w1amudsla
Tun19719% 9199 AuAINLasUSNINIUANAY
Aueanuliosas wazn1saneen JemgAnssNdna
iniAntdgmnielussanisiavdinanaUse@nsnw
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mqwammmuamﬂ (equity theory) ¥89 Adams
(1965) 85U YARAILLAIUADINITAIULEABAA
msdanuuazazinnsanaugluiunanouumudilasy
Fodu mMsTaienuaneasiintuinntesiiede
fu awnso¥aannisiuianudenadosssnin Jade
U1 (input) VBIWENY WU AISTIIURTEN SzAU
Winwe Uszaunisal 819la Aunetety addyan
AUNAANS (output) UTONAMDULNU LU UL
Asideudunds waznausslewdfidusedddls wu
Mseend uarnsendesuwe gy fu dewinau
SustsanuaneniaseniInetadedudn (input) way
wadws (output) Tumsuftien Sauuliuiiazide
w3939l0 UaslinAUKNUADIANS

ADWENUWUCDOVANS

mmqﬂﬁwiaaqﬁm (organization commitment)
wneds pnuduiusiifuemiinauiiisessdns tne
fwLLamaaﬂﬁqwqaﬂsimjumuaz&y’ﬂw‘hmmﬁa
03Ans Weshuwaznanilaluesdng voufurdeuuas
Winuneveesdns 23¥ndnivasdedndroninns
\Fvaazifiondng Tnsdnunzarmdusiusuesyanai
ARRIAnNT dwaliyaainsiinnusnaukniukay
5am’1mmaqLﬂumumwmammi ama‘lwma’mi
mmuummmmaamsmmuﬂuamﬂﬂmnummaﬂ
u,aummmmwsnmuLLammﬂumsﬂgummamqLmJ
ANUEINITOIANUBIANT SINNUANNITERNSULALLTD
uu"lun’]’mmmmamﬂi (Meksuk & Pasunon, 2017)
wonani /-\Ladwan Bhanugopan, and Fish (2013)
ﬂanfm mmuﬂ'gmmﬂwumaamma qumﬂisu
fiaonndeafuAINLFBINISYDI09ANS AaTiuAIUNY

f0IanIdsau1salidudiviiutenisildgusu
Auianalalueny suisanusainulengfingsy
TumsihanuanseRuaALynTy

nmmf]usssuzlo\)zfuaoumsUszlﬁumamsUﬁGﬁmu

Arrudusssuvesdunounisuseifiuna
n5UURU (fairess of evaluation procedures)
VN8R9 NTEUIUNTUTHEUAIVRINTNY AUNAIY
uavAudnwusduY Aiseaninmneldmnsgu
Aty ieliAnaiugisssueieibe Tnsaa
JusssuvostuneunisUssdunanisufofau éun
nsduadunsUssiduiifusssy nsudenalseidiu
dieUFuuzamsvinu mafisanfuiuieu A vie
namauwnuiidusssy dadu msiduneumsdssidusa
Mdusssuaniduiaiesiolunisaduayuliin
AnuveUsTTIvdenadniLiussauneluosdng uay
Preannganssuliiauszasinelusinns wu n1svn
assdlalunisvheu seenudesiuluesing ifudunns
fusternudussauludupounisussdudadudeive
dnaiunnulindalussdnsuasddeduliymn uenaind
AINEATITUYRINTEUIUNTUTEIHUNANSUN TR
FauduiusingAnssunisnevausmominausesyuy
nsUsEluNan1sUfURU (Swiercz et al., 2012)
fiail Sholihin and Pike (2013) famudn msfidausa
vonnaulunisiivuadinuislunisugomanu
denasionisiuifennugdsssunsonadnéidusssy
Tunsusziiunansuioicu luvued Selvarajan
and Cloninger (2012) Wu11 Fumoun1sUsziliuna
nsufUROuivanuats agdaelvinanisuseiduiie
Armgndasuazgfssn uenand mnudusssuves
FuneunisUsziiudeiiuuildudeninulianeda
TugUedudayyn Iag Rousseau, Sitkin, Burt, and
Camerer (1998) lalvifianuvesniulinslaindy
anmn1adnine1iiinnnisseniu AuAIAnd
TUBIUINVRINUINTENGANTIUTEWINIUAAD N3
2305 Fudussduszneuiididydeniiudnsauay
Arudefuresesdng Fedumounisuseifiung
mMeUftRnuiaudusssasianinasonnulinda
vsonnudesiilugdsdutiy uaznsuimmdusssy
vestuneuntsUszidiunanisufiRnuiinnuduius
Bevandunginssunaduamndniifvesesdinis lae
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frnugnitusieesdnsdusuysfiunsnnans (Kumari,
2014) 91AAn®1UY Panggabean (2001) wWuin
ANuianelavan1sUssliunanmsujuRnuiinudify
Tumsidenloansiuimnudusssuvesnisuszifiuna
n1sUfURNULAEANUKNTUABEIANT 2INNTTNUNIY
asunsadsdniundauniguii-3 fil

duufgiuil 1 A fusssuvasdunay
n1sUsEliunan U URMUBNSnawsuINfanaans
Mdusssu

dunAguil 2 A fusssuvasdunay
n1sUsziliunan1su)uReuiidninasuanca
aulinsaluddedutyw

suufgiuil 3 adnufusssuvesdunay
n1sUseiiiunan1sujuneruiansnaldsuinee
AURNWUADDIANT

wadnsTidusssu (faimess of outcome) MaNeas
wadndflFnnszuIunsUssidiunantsUFURauid
Uszandamanelduimsgiutientu Sadaualsidgn
Uszidiugansienuienels uasiivimuadiialunisyiay
Tnoradnsiidusssu Toun mslisstaniornouunu
deiFsuifisuanamiugumglunsviau msliseda
wioArnouLnuLiiolUTeusisuainaatuaTen
Tunsvhau nstisstansermmeunnuiiowSeuiioy
1ANSHNAUANLEIlUATTYINIY 31NN1TNUNIY
155n55unudn wadnsidusssulunisussidiuna
n1suiRanudmalimfannulinddalugadudyw
Lﬁanmmﬁa%’uiﬁmamiﬂizLﬁuﬁtﬂuﬁﬁm winauy
A2 AAN1TRD VAL TEUUUTEIULABUANING ANTIY
Anuanelananun (Swiercz et al., 2012) @onpaseiu
Dirks and Ferrin (2002) wuin nsiininaulesunadng
fdusssuariinginssunisnevanesludauindeena
aglustvaaniseensuliviiowaslindaluddedudaye
yenand nadnsdidusssuduunlduvinldndnau
faundialunisihaudmalininanufisnelaluau
(Awang & Ahmad, 2010; Lind & Tyler, 1988) @anndes
fU Yang and Chang (2008) wu31 wiendnaulasu
NadNSTLHussIURLALANAS W naUstloviina
Tugvesmmeuumuidusatu uaslidusitu avdea
TiiAaarruianelalunisvineu 3nn1snunay
sansaudsdniundauufgud 4 uay 5 fail
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AuuRAgIu 4 wadwsilusssuididnswadeuan
sanulinelaludiedudiyun
a o v sa & aa a a
AUNAFIUN 5 nadwsNUusTIndBnswalgeuIn
saauNInalalugu

A2I50101RTugUvAUUYH

AulbinslalugUsduday (trust in superior)
e AnuAIanisluldsuinveglatedutyyn
flsoftadudyriieriunginssuiiuansoen dya
Futan3Andula Marshall (2000) wag Robbin (2001)
ety anallindls Sadufiivesanusauiiosuilauas
fduddniivinlfesdnsuszauniudiiauazegson
(Shaw, 1997) uenand aulinsladeafunayiu
Feanunsodanaliesdnsinadniidszansain
(Reynolds, 1997) @enndesiu Lieberman (1981)
Fand1191 aruliisladunisueununessudie
Audesiuseinsfusuazihlug msvhauduiiuuas
Auansiad wat Foglddsdudymifnmiulinga
Tugfliafudayn donunldufiasuanamgingsu 1nd
Tnefiaudulalunisilamedewingg nsliiess
nsliaiusanile finnudednd Feasnndasfiu
(Dirks & Ferrin, 2002) fatiuy Anulinddalugdadudayn
Judunguadrdgylunisadisanusiuiiesinlaves
AetsfududsazdmaliAangdnssudsuinlunns
UfuRnuaziinauisnelaluinu (Locke & Latham,
1991) MNMTNUMUITIUNTIUT AT INgesuRgu
7l 6 il

sunAgiuil 6 aa1uliaelaluddefudnen

a a

fidnSwaauinsandunawalaluau

ASWEvWalRluvIu

Auisnelalueiu (job satisfaction) wunwdis
Aufandsuandesiudivin leun anudfisnelase
dnwazarudivih aniudivinaw ousinuuaz
USuauenu Wusu Taesaudfisnelaluauduwaliy
TunrudiusiBauindennaynitudiossdns wu e
ninawinauianauianelavzdinaliniinauy
fiaugulunisviieu nszdiesesulissinatosn way

a
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ANURNUSTURANT donARadiu Locke and Latham
(1991) wuidn Aanuianalaluaudinasieninuyniiu
soesAns Tnegdisianufimelalunisiaulusyfugs
wLdugisinugvlunsvhaudemsafutwsugilid
avufiswela uenanil Velickovic et al. (2014) wuin
mnufimelalunudaszneuse anuaamdslugii
wazAuianelaluny d8nEnan1emseanurni

nsaunusaalumMsdvg

AMulusssuvae
v
JunounsUsIIEiu

AT 1 NTBULUIARNITIVY

s:108UD537Y
Usgrnnsildlunside e grindydnufoa
Tudinautydidunsidousonsuimussfianisdn
nagnsrwIdnd Sauiadu 4,107 wis 9ngTuteya
ooulavivosnsuianngsfiansd u Juil 25 nsngiau
W.A. 2565 (Department of Business Development,
d.) Tnedrinanudadlisnwasidumirsnuenauy
TiusnisuazliAUInemiesnudyd ade1ns uaz
nsaansilouliiyana Suvidyduasininaunistu
Tnedgvin Uy dudiuiinvevlunisinindyduas
Wivtenansnalydligniesasudiuniuuinggiu
Ml elvigliteyaaunsaiiaavmedydluld
UTMTIANTINUHUIIUNGIAR

anulinglalu
gusduliyn

v ¢d &
HaaWsNUUSTTU

AOBIANT @OARABINU Tsai and Huang (2008), Valaei
and Rezaei (2016), Yang and Chang (2008), wag Yiicel
(2012) Featfuayuanuigiuiiin anufianeleluay
danariaANurniulueIAng 21NNTNUMIITIUNTIY
deuFaiungdauufgnd 7 fedl

auuAgudl 7 aruiawslelusuiidnsnwaide
UIMNADAURNNUADDIANT

=
anuianwala
Tuau

AUYNWUAD
29ANS

naushegeillunside fe frindn@nuitRnu
Tudrdnaudd nismvusvuiangudiegilagly
dndu f9e1e 20 AY mamLLUimmfﬂlm 1 fus (Hair,
Black, Babin & Anderson, 2014) dmsunsnwiaded
ffudsdunald damau 17 fwds vwnngusiiegns
fumnzan $1uau 340 au uaztiierdunsifiugia
Tun1snaaey (power of test) §3duldifinvuin
naudegindu S1uau 400 s18 Tegldisnsquuuy
vaneTumeu (multi-stage sampling) Inen1siieudnaiu
naudaegsINTIATeITEng fal difnauliyd
frung Tousonsuiauigsfiansd nsensrandied
§ruausedy 4,107 518 Usznausae dinaudydnly
U 3,937 unia wavdrnaudylamnin 9wy
170 wiv anguteyaseularivesnsuiinmungsfanis
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M Fudl 25 nIngIAN WA 2565 Wagvinaiiieu
galnsened ilelldvuinvosnduusazuszian
o] dhauda @iy S1usu 383 wi Usvneudae
AAwilo 911U 52 AU AR TUDNIRENTD 91U
177 AU n1ANAN 91U 90 AW MAle 91U 42 AU
KWAEAIARZIUDDN F1UIU 18 AU LATAIARSTUAN
W 4 Ay dwdrinnudnlauain 1 17 wie
Usgnausmeniawmile 99U 2 AU ARz TuRaNLaen
Wit 911U 5 AW N1ANAN WU 6 AU A1ALE T
2 AU NIANZIUDDN IIUIU 1 AU BAZNIARIUAN TIUIU
1 AU sweaNn 400 Wig lngLdonnauiIeg1amIy
AUAEAIN (convenience sampling) kagyinNISLAY
Foyanngriiydludinaudydinussme
\3aeilafildlun1s3de Ao wuuasunuiiimunan
NNULIAR Nauf waznuAdeiiAeades wazaramne
gaadulsifinisusuln saudensiamnuianneise
Tuedin Tnsuvvasuauuusoonidu 4 nou mouLN
Jufauierfudeyamlivesineunvuasuany
poudl 2 1udanuAsfuiadefidmasenunniy
AoeIAnsvelyinUnd Usznoume anulusssuves
%umaumiﬂizLﬁumamsﬂﬁﬁamu wadnddussay
Aanulinsdalugddedudny wazganuianelaluau
poudl 3 1udanuAsifuanugnitusessdnsues
finlingT meudt 4 1 Bumslyideiausuuy lneneudl 2 uas
3 TuvuUseiiudunuuinasdulssanaua 5 seau
Y938LAN (5 points likert’s scale) 1383a10UAIN 1 S2AU
mnuAauTieeTian s 5 sefumNLAMTuINNTiga
n1snsavdaulAIesfio Tasfinisnsivaeu
AumsaBaiion (content validity) 99nin3vn1suas
Aoy 3 v Tnsmadudanuaenndos
YaademnuiuingUseasd (Index of Item Objective
Congruence: 10C) 19A101UHAIAYTAIUFDAAGDS
9% 0.67-1.00 FafiAannndn 0.50 (Pitiphat, 2022)
felén wuudeuauflanunsaduiion ndawniy
Insnaaeuaudeiuvesnuvasunty tagt
wuuasunwlunaaesfulszainsilaildingudaogis
$1u3u 30 578 ethundiesigimaAtaudesiy
Nan1sANY MU AduUsEAnSueanivenseuua
(cronbach’s alpha cefficient) a1udusssuves
FumeuntsUsvdiu fawiiu 0.860 nadnsdusssy
fawnndu 0.825 anulinddalugdedudyyn de
Wiy 0.949 Anuianelalusu daindu 0.949 waz

See Ce
5
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AuENTURBBdANS Aviiiy 0.956 GaliAmnnnin
0.70 (Cortina, 1993) a3ulad1 wuvasuaIuiisedu
Asdesiuegluinaein

n1s3asigndeya taeldadmganssaun
(descriptive statistics) tialdasunstoyaiiugiues
nguiograuazfudsildlunisiine Usznoude
adfsosay (percent) ALads (mean) Andeaiuy
11%5§1U (Standard Deviation: S.D.) WagafiAisouiy
(inferential statistics) lagldluinaaunis@slaseadng
(Structural Equation Modeling: SEM) 3meﬁﬁi’faaﬂa
TngUszuIaAINITTnesaInlunan83sN1TUTENN
Areea1udululigean (Maximum Likelihood
Estimation: MLE) wa23susziiiuluinanisin
(measurement model) Man15UsEEUAIIUATS
(construct validity) wavaarudesiuvesluwng
NTUTEUAMNATUTIIIMUN (discriminant validity)
LAEIATITRDNTNARAILIDNITIATIEAEUNIY (path

analysis)

wan1sd3e

Foyavluvesgnounuusauaiyu wuin frev
wuuapuaa el dunwemds S1uau 336 Au (Aady
Sovay 84.00) 01g 25-3¢ U d1uau 194 au (Aedy
Faway 48.50) WNSANUT Y MIvTeIEUMN 91U
322 au (AntduSosar 80.50) fusvaumsailunsviigd
5-15 U 9wy 247 au (Aadufosas 61.75) dsela
\desaiien 15,000-25,000 UM 3113w 245 Ay (Rau
$oway 61.25) drulngvirauludinaudydnill
d1uu 383 au (Aaluesay 95.75) uazeglunia
nzTuoenideanieiludiulug S1uau 182 au (Aadu
Sovay 45.50)

nsasavdeudeyailosdy wull dauus
AuIzaNesaduss U tuneun1 TS
nan15UfURMU madnsiidusssy aulinga
Tugdedudye anufianelaluay wazanugniy
fepdAns TAnaduogszning 4.03 fs 4.22 uawdlen
daudosiuunnigiuegsening 0.635 fa 0.672
A egszming -0.64 fis -1.38 Feagsewing -3
fla +3 Arannalela agsening 0.39 89 3.67 FeagsEning
-8 i +8 Fafioladn TeyainisuanuadnuuUnd (Kline,
2011) TasLBonfaned 1



M15199 1 A19NEn gegn Anade ALdeauuannsgu A1nU wagA1Aule

fwUs Adgn | gean Auedy | Andoaun | A | Arannales
1INTFIU

aruifusssuvostumeu 2.00 5.00 4.20 0.635 -0.95 1.90
nsuseiiu (FEP)

nadwnsidusssu (FO) 2.00 5.00 4.03 0.672 -0.64 0.39
Anubinsdalugdefudayw 1.00 5.00 4.22 0.719 -1.38 3.67
(TS)

Aufisnalaluau (S) 1.00 5.00 4.12 0.727 -1.04 2.30
ANURNTUSBRIANS (OC) 1.00 5.00 4.20 0.750 -1.21 2.64

Tuean159n wan1susziiulimanisin wuan
5ﬂwﬁﬂaqﬁﬂixﬂaummgm (Standardized Factor
Loadings: SFL) wasnduusiiafaus 0.50 Juld
(Hair et al,, 2014) nefidudfynadffisedvu 0.01 &
AadsvosnuuUsUTIufignadald (An Average
Variance Exacted: AVE) $¥1314 0.779-0.897 Fasnnn i
Nt vualy fe 0.50 (Fornell & Larcker, 1981)

M99 2 FDATINTTURILATNTUTTEUlLAANTT I

wena1nd AALLiBsveafaLUsLRa (Construct
Reliability: CR) §iAnszi4 0.913-0.971 Fwnnninnesst
firnuuald Ao 0.70 (Hair et al, 2014) uandn Faus
wingilulunanisiafianuyndedogs uazanse
Tlumanegeuanuduiusidalassasalauegei
Fapn5199i 2

FUTUR S fuusdanala Mean S.D. SFL t
anudusssuvesiuney  (FEP1) msduasunisussidiuiiiu 4.22 0.686 0.87  21.41%
n1sUTELLY (FEP) 5591
CR =0.915 (FEP2) msuﬁmaﬂw@mﬁaﬂ%’uﬂqq 4.19 0.714 0.83 18.37**
AVE = 0.783 N1INU

(FEP3) nsfinsanmsduduien 4.15 0.695 0.95 24.55%*
Andne ioranauwnuTidusssy
adnSTLdusssy (FO) (FO1) mMsliseiansen1naulny 4.04 0.766 0.88 -
CR = 0.923 SowFeuidiuananuspnug
AVE = 0.801 Tunsiieu
(FO2) mMsliseian3nAInauly 3.96 0.817 0.87  22.64%
dlewFeuifisuainanuaden
Tunsiieu
(FO3) mslussiansennaulny 4.06 0.742 094  21.81%
dlewFeuifisuannisilniunuies
Tunsiieu
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A15199 2 EDATaNS TN NISUSEIILlIManTSIn (sia)

FatkUsely fnUsdunala Mean S.D. SFL t
anulindalugdsdu (TS1) nslvAUSnwegedase 4.27 0.759 0.92 -
Ugyan (TS) Tunsvineu
CR = 0.963 (TS2) NsudadayapenensuiIY 4.25 0.762 098  37.66*
AVE = 0.897 waraselunssun

(TS3) msusmsnuduiivensu 4.26 0.776 0.94 32.02%*
Aufisnalalua 0S)  US1) anudianelasenulutagduy 4.06 0.794 0.89 -
CR=00913 (U52) mnaritawelasoanuiiviauly 4.20 0.736 086  29.72%
AVE = 0.779 Taqu
(JS3) USunausuiisuieweuiiemy 4.04 0.857 0.89  26.83*
WTRERH
AVIUENTUADRANT (OC)  (OC1) Anududelunisdniuanures 417 0.825 0.91 -
CR=0971 99ANT
AVE = 0.868 (0C2) Msdandewdifinnuadendety  4.15 0.782 0.93  32.46%
(0C3) Msguatenlaldronsnns 4.27 0.776 093  32.79*
(OC4) uuuaamsﬁwmuﬁﬁ&iaaaﬁm a.16 0.818 095  35.01*
(0C5) ManseduAsialudmiinau 4.15 0.854 094  34.30%

NBWRA: ** P < 0.01

AL 9ATBTITIHUN HANIIATIVEOU
AnfissnsadesuunlaefiansanUiouiisusening
AN AVE vosiauUsurniian fusnduussansanduius
AN89dD93EUINWILUIWAS (Hair et al, 2014) waan
nsAnwmUI fauusudais 5 18uA anudusssuves
%gumaumiﬂizLﬁuwamiﬂﬁﬁ’amu (FEP) nadwnsiiu

A1519% 3 ANULTIBIRTITeTLUNYalIAanITin

5333 (FO) anulinslalugdedudayn (TS) anuitanela
lusu (JS) wazauynusassdAns (OC) fldA1 AVE
Tuudazunalunuinues TarganitArdudseand
andusiusigsaesseninefaudsurs sielunundanay
WLILU Wanel fuUsdunalalulumanisin danumnse
Feduunegluinasia finsned 3

5 AdulseAnSanduiusindeaes
FILUTURS
FEP FO TS JS OoC

FEP 0.783
FO 0.471 0.801
TS 0.555 0.484 0.897
JS 0.421 0.564 0.663 0.779
OC 0.546 0.605 0.704 0.764 0.868

VUBLIAG: ANFUATVUIALLUINLES e A1 AVE FEP Ao aanudusssuvesdunaunisussiiu
FO fio waawsilusssu TS fie anulinddaludlsdudyen Js fe anufimmelalunu

OC flg ANUENTUDBIANT
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TunaLBalaseasne (structural model) wan1s
nzaunsddassadislusunsuduiagudmsu
NTITENNAIAUAIEAT WU Tunallnuaennd o
fudoyadelszdny fAnsanlaan Alaauadsduning
(Relative Chi-Square or Normed Chi-Square: */df)
TRy 3.639 @onndesiunaugives Diamantopoulos
and Siguaw (2000) fifmual i1 Aasdiensewing 2-5 dil
Tasziuaunaunau (Goodness of Fit Index: GFI)
fAUviu 0.92 d@onndednuLnuYives Schumacker
and Lomax (2010) filidaiaueuuyin Aduiiasian
Faust 0.90 FulU AsnvesAndsididewendunde
lusUAzuuuNInIzIU (Standardized Root Mean
Square Residual: SRMR) AU 0.026 @annassiu
\naueives Schumacker and Lomax (2010) fiauesn
A1RINA1IAITHAINDEAI1 0.05 A1TINAIAIADIUDY
aruaaandeulnsUszane (Root Mean Square Error
of Approximation: RMSEA) fif1L11Aiu 0.081 @anndad
AULNUN VDI MacCallum, Browne, and Sugawara
(1996) fvauedn msdiA1enndt 0.10 warsudinseiu
ANADNAA D UTEUIBY (Comparative Fit Index:

M19197 4 YUIABNTNALINTFIUVRILUAALTILATIAT

CFI) fawvindiu 0.99 aeapassiunagives Kline (2011)
Faueuuzmimnzaunsiadus 0.95 uld

1NNITIATILAVUINDNTNANINTFINVRILUAS
Falaseadie wudn 1) anudusssuvestune
n1sUsliunansuURenu (FEP) d8nswaniansesie
wadmsidusssu (FO) mnulindaludiiafudaymn (T5)
wazAUENTURD8IANS (OC) lngllvuindnsna 0.77
0.51 Wag 0.13 muaau dovisnanmssenneaulingda
lugdedutayn (TS) wazaiuynuraesddns (OC)
Tnedvurndvswa 0.26 wag 0.65 MUARU 2) NAANS
Mdusssu (FO) fBnsnaniemssdoniunliingda
lugUadudye (TS) uazanuianelalusu (S) lay
Hyumdnswa 0.33 wag 0.44 AUaIRU UBNTNA
nedeusenuianelaluaiy (JS) uazanunniuse
29An3 (0C) lnedluundydna 0.19 waz 0.53 Mua1RU
3) aalindlalugUsAudau (TS) daviznaninswie
Anuisnelalusu US) Inedvundndna 0.56 Idnswa
MedauseAURNUsBasAns (OC) lngdluuindvana
0.53 wag 4) Anuisnwslaluau (JS) endnaninsime
ANTTUsiaadns (OC) Inedivunmadyizna 0.85 sz
Yoy 0.01 Fapn5199 4 waznnd 2

5 . FuysEme
FLUSHA R® | Wavesdvina
FEP FO TS JS
wadnsTLdusTIu (FO) 0.60 DE 0.77* - - -
IE - - - -
TE 0.77** - - -
AulindlaludUsdudaye (TS) | 0.63 DE 0.51%* 0.33%* - -
IE 0.26** - - -
TE 0.77%* 0.33%* - -
Aanuianelalusu (JS) 0.86 DE - 0.44** 0.56** -
IE 0.77** 0.19** - -
TE 0.77% 0.63** 0.56** -
ANHRNUSIBRIANST (OC) 0.91 DE 0.13** - - 0.85%*
IE 0.65** 0.53** 0.47** -
TE 0.78** 0.53** 0.47** 0.85**
X’ = 283.82, df = 78, ¥*/df = 3.639, GFl = 0.92, SRMR = 0.026, RMSEA = 0.081, CFl = 0.99
NUBWA: DE = BnSnan1emse IE = 8nSwanieden TE = anSwasiw * p < 0.01 *p < 0.05
Ui 42 avuii 2
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lunadsanmgUadeniidnsnaneninuyniu

o w

soosAnslununesvesfiUyTlulsenealne T
swasBendsd 1) mudussauvesiunounisuszdiu
wan15UFURU (FEP) f8nBwaniensssonadnsi
Jusssu (FO) anulindaludadut (TS) uas
ANUKNTUFADDIANT (OC) atfuayuauufgiu H1

H2 H3 2) nadwsimdusssy (FO) fdnSnan1ansesie

o

anulindalugddedudayyn (TS) uazaruianela

1)

a

Tus US) arfuayuauudgnu Ha uag H5 3) anulinga
lugdefudnyy (TS) d8nsnantansaiandiuiianela
Tuu (JS) atvayuauuignu H6 way 4) Anuianels
Tua () FavEnanimsssianunniusiossdng (OC)

AtuAYUALNATIY HT F9an5799 5

A15991 5 NaNISYAFRUALLAFIUNITITY

AULRFIUNNTITY WHUN19BNSNa YUIADNINAUINTFIU GVEN HAN1INAFDU
H1 FEP => FO 0.77* (+) gouFuANNAFIY
H2 FEP => TS 0.51** (+) goUTUANNATIY
H3 FEP = OC 0.13** (+) 8oL UANNAFIY
Hd FO=>TS 0.33** (+) gouFuANNAFIY
H5 FO => JS 0.44** (+) gouSUANNAFIY
H6 TS = JS 0.56** (+) gouuANNAFIY
H7 JS=>» 0C 0.85** (+) gouFuANNAFIY

o o aa

nuewma: ** ddgdfynisadnnsedu 0.01

<

FO (R?=0.60)

v adda a ]

i 2 Tadeavn Uadenidvsnasennugniiuseesdnsluyunesve ]
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JS (R?=0.86)

OC (R*=0.91)

** b < 0.01

o

Weydludszmalng



asUwanazonuswwa
nansAnwlnnadsaivauesiiadofiflaviwasie

AnuyniusieasAnshuytesesintnyTludszmalng

annsnasUNauaza T BNanLALLRg UM ]

1. andusssuresdunounisuseifiung
AsUfoRuTEnsnadsuindenadnsiiusssy
#0AARINUNWITEUDY Swiercz et al. (2012) Wudn
%umumsﬂizﬁumamsﬂﬁﬁamuﬁﬁmmqaﬁiim
anunsaazvieunginIsunevausssionIsusziuna
nsURTRIY wenanfinisiidandanlunissimun
wWvanglunisufiiauvesmidnaudmadonissus
femugRsssuvienadwsilussalunisuszifiuna
UjURau (Sholihin & Pike, 2013) Tz Selvarajan
and Cloninger (2012) wu1in Funeun1sUszifiuna
nMsUfURMuAnaInvaty Paelvinanisusidiuiie
AINUYNFBILALERATTIU

2. audusssuvesdunsunisusziiiuna
n1sUfURuiidninasuindeninulinngdalu
AdsAudnyYn @enadesiu Gilliland and Langdon
(1998) wuin leyamaldiuifsnnuianenia doui
nseeuiuuasfianelaludunounisuszifiung
MUGTRNY smtainaulindaludddudys
29t Rousseau et al. (1998) wu11 ANILTUsIIY
suaa%gumaumiﬂizLﬁuwamiﬂﬁﬂ’aqmﬁmmﬁuﬂ’ué
fuanalindalugedudys Tnegdedudyyid
%umaumiﬂizLﬁuwamiﬂﬁﬁ’awuﬁLfJuﬁiiszﬂ
wosindudisduiyuifiauundedouaslfsy
anudesiunazlindaanglddafudyn (Brockner
& Siegel, 1996) @anAaasiu Lewicki et al. (2005) Wu
’jw%”’umaumiﬂixLﬁumaﬂﬁiﬂg‘jﬁ’amuﬁﬁﬂmuLﬂuﬁiiu
fgvnadeaulindalugdadudym

3. %umaumiﬂizLﬁumamiﬂﬁﬂ’ﬁmuﬁaw%wa
Bavandennuynuressdns Lesainnisiud
anuiusssurestunounisussiiunanisu o
fauduiudideuindunginssunsiduaundnia
19383AN13 Inefinnuyniuseasdnisidududiiuys
funsnnans (Kumari, 2014) n1sAnw1ves Thompson
and Dalton (1972) wui1 duneunisussiiiuna
n1sufiRnuiinadeniuyniudesdnsuasniau
fvzgiimauiiennudiiavesesdns anAnwives
Panggabean (2001) wui1 Auianelavesn1suseiiiu

wan1suoAcuiianuddylunisidentosnisiud
autdusssnvesnisusuifiunanisufdfunay
AN UADDIANT

4. wadwsadusssufidninadvande
analinstalugedudae Wesanuadnéiildann
nszvIumsUsziiunanisufuRnuiiuseansam
Aeldunsgrufediu azdwnalvggnusviliuiand
audfianele wazdivrupdinalunisviay dwaldiin
aulinslalugdedulyy (Swiercz et al, 2012)
aenn&asu Dirks and Ferrin (2002) wuin nsiintnay
Isunadnsiidussruaziinginssunisnevauss
TuBsuindsorsegluguvesnssessuiivfiouayl e
TurdsAudayw

5 wadwsfidusssuidninaduande
ANUNInelaluy @onndeenu Awang and Ahmad
(2010) waz Lind and Tyler (1988) wWu31 Hadwsd
Dusssufivunlfuvildminaudiiaueaialunisyhe
dawaliiAnauiswelaluau ssduszneuiivinliiyana
Anauiisnela Usznausme sielansendn dnvus
it nMsdeusunts msteiutiye nsiifiasan
duusmueagismauieulilumsiny (Amold &
Feldman, 1986) @onAdedfiu Yang and Chang
(2008) wuin lentineulasunadnsMilusssumud
AT i naUselenifntulugves Ameuwy
1095y Nsdeusunus srdwmaliiAnannufianela
Tunsieu

6. aulInslalugdsduiyumddnsnadeuan
dornufiewelaluay esnanuaanisludauan
vosgldraduiynitiisedsdutymn aanwaingsy
fuansoan Ane Tiuden1sandula Marshall (2000)
uaw Robbin (2001) fetfu Arwilinda Sudufiuves
anusauietilanasidruddgfivhlvesdnsuszay
Audsauazegsen (Shaw, 1997) uenani
a1ulindladefunar fudiarunsodanaliosdns
finadwsAidiuszanSnan (Reynolds, 1997) denndasiiu
Lieberman (1981) and1331 amulindadunis
ueUMLNBIUMEANITesuszninsfusuazilug
nsveuluiiusazanuandad dody leglatadu
Uy ninanulindalugdadudys densivuiliy
fazuananginssu ndlalae Sanufalalunsdame
Bewinag nmslifesh nistieusiuile danudednd

U 42 aduf 2
nsnniAU-Sud1Al 2565 ‘ 53 ‘



Geaenndasitu (Dirks & Ferrin, 2002) ety malindla
Tuisdudyuiadunguaddglunisadsnnusiuile
saflsvesdlitafudymdasdsmamdriazdmalian
ngAnssuauInlunsUfURnuasiinauiianela
Tusu (Locke & Latham, 1991)

7. Aauiianalaluuldnsnaldeuinde
Anuyniusieesdns osanaufiewelaluay fe
AuEnduindenuiivh wu dewinnuAneuidn
Anuianelasgdmalindnauinnugulunisvinnu
nszfiesesulieginatsen uavesnyvuninaulviie
Uszansandsdanaliinainuyniusluesdng
d0nAa0aiuU Locke and Latham (1991) wu3n
AanufanalalunudiadianinuyniuiessAns oy
Fafanuianelalunisiaulusedugaas Jugad
ANwgulunITYina uanaInd Velickovic et al. (2014)
wuiranufiswelaluaudsusznousgauainuiy
Tufiln waganuianelalunuddnsnanimsssie
ANURNNURBDIANTT dBAARBINY Tsai and Huang
(2008), Valaei and Rezaei (2016), Yang and Chang
(2008), hag Yucel (2012)

dorauonu:AlaInwansd3e

1. nmamsAnemuih anudussavesiuney
nMsUseifiunansuiiRnuidviwadeuindenadnsi
Jusssu anulindaluddedudye wazanugniu
Tussdng uenaninadnsiidusssuiidvinadauan
soaulindalugiaduiyn waranufisnelaluay
Fathy Husmsvesdiinauddaisiianuddgiu
NFINLNULAZNITINTE VUM TUTEEUNANTU TR
TlaunzaufUdn Yy ULAZINATTIUTIVNEY
gsmuall safiondliisnsUssdunanisufofo
lnpdanadsavesunsednguszasavasaudunan
wu n1sUsslivnansufuRnulaefiansanainusunn
uiviiass gy naiiiaia wieuszansua
lunsuuReu viee193gldisUsviliunauifeu
LUU 360 89A1 (360-degree feedback) dlosanndu
AWUsLiunafinTounquouiIu MaInnateyuNed
wazidunislalonalidgnussiduliuseifiunuies
vilsdoyaildfiannuindede innadnsidusssy
TunsUssliunau iR
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2. Mnwamsfnymudn anulindaluddedy

Snywrildnsnaidauanaennuianelaluau fefy
HuSuistuditnaudydalsas1snazsnuiszau
anulindaniegluesdng lnewmunanuiauaiuse
otvahianafiodudlviginunia saiadalena
Tndnauddiusilunsdndula nslideyaynians
fifleuundede UsswgRinudunuuednedia s
aNSUAIUAANAIATBINULBIDE19NE MY LiDeaIn
analinslalugdedudgrndussduszneuiiddy
fidsuastorudnsavetesdng Tatadusnguiiddy
Tunvsadreanudnsaliiuginegedsdu azsioulw
windauszansnmlunisvihausiuiulussing

3. 9IANANISANYINUI AuNswelalusudl
ANTNALTIUINABAIULNTUADBIANT oty HUTMS
ludinnudgiasiianudifyiu niwensyana
auAmiluntifinisusaznaneuLnuiidusssy
G'qu?iameﬁ%éqwaiﬁwﬁfﬂmuﬁmmqmlumsﬁwmuuaz
éﬁu’ﬂaﬁﬁmuaéwqﬁﬂigﬁw‘ﬁmwﬁawa‘LﬁLﬁmmmgﬂﬁum
D9ANT

e

dorauanuumsmdigasodold
nsideadsienailinisdunudilinseunga
\esnnidunsfnuiamznguisesaziuufnnie
yuosluansTunfuandnedy iosningsadeu
FotaduluaeinInuandrsiy saviadunisinw
wnzatelulssinalnedaenassiivednianieinu
TausTINedAns vuusssullendseind A1fey
aude Failiuianuduainauagliamnso
namsTelUligeBatulsznanguiuls ey nuise
TuewanasinsiiususmanUssnnsngudu gy
Aaeudnydsuaygnuralsemalng viogaoudnyd
fuoynnlusneuszne nioareduwdndu wilovin
nswSsuiisuranisnyuasvenenan1sideluauan
iwﬁgmaiﬂﬁ%mﬁ%’aL%aﬂmmwvﬁmmammu
Tutumounisifiususiudeyaiiielinanisided
ATUATOUARH AN LArTALIINDYIL @
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