N15IANISAMUSIATAMUKNITUADBIAN T INE
sonailiussdnsuianisizeuivesasdnsid
HAaNIAHUIUAILLIANTTUNITAN BTN
ganalsausuluuszmealneg

g

auiln BeITenagius 1Beun1 astPzyIuy way ensty 9150w

unAnga

muATeilitngUisasd ieneasuanuduiussening nsdanisanuduas
ANUENWLABBIANNT TdsnarensdniswiansSeuiuasnansaidunusuuinnsslu
peAnsgIATlaILIY uasAnuwdvdnadifinduseninatads Welwldteyaideuszdng
uteyalaglduuvaeunuddliunduimslssususeau 4 uaz 5 anlulsemelng $1uau
327 Wit Tiwmellan1s3lAs el uudnaesdunIsiAsase (Structural Equation Model--SEM)
WlefigariauduiudiBeanive (Causal Relationship) szminsfaudsdass fe nsdnnis
ANUSLAZANURNTUADBIANTT UALAILUTANY FIB BIANITUMINSITEUSLaENANTTANTLY
Fuutnnsa Tnedvivsdanuaonades Ao uuusiasumsin (Measurement Model)
LazluuInaedlaseaing (Structural Model) Buduituvudraesiinuaenndesiudeya
BaUsednd Han13Any) WUl LUUTIE0INITINNITAIINIRATAUNN UM BRIANTTHHA

sean1silusiAnsuinisseuidadivaudiuuinnssudauaenndesiudoyaids
- /

* dindvn1sdants uninendeidednual
tawit 222 dwalney3 sunevivman SmiaunsAisssusy 80160
da: asomnuk@wu.ac.th

= diindvn1sdan1s uninendeidednual
tawit 222 dwalney3 sunevivman SmiaunsAisssusy 80160
8wa: nyeamdao@wu.ac.th

= diindvn1sIan1s Uninendeidednual
taait 222 dwalney3 sunevivman SmiaunsAisssusy 80160

8wa: nyeamdao@wu.ac.th
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Usedne (x/df = 1.98, GFI = 1.98, AGFI = 0.95, NFI = 0.93, IFI = 0.94, CFl = 0.94, RMR =
0.045, RMSEA = 0.04) 4ana1AtU §90U3N {‘Jﬁ]{fﬂms%’mmsmmimzmm;dﬂﬁwiaaqﬁmi
ﬁ@m%wamqmwiamsﬁ]uaaﬁmmmmiﬁaui LAENISANTUINUANULIANTTU
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E=.- The Knowledge Management and Employee
E Engagement On The Organization Learning of
E the Organization’s Performance in Innovation
%the Empirical Study of Hotel Business in Thailand

Somnuk Aujirapongpan® Yeamdao Narangajavana** and Yuttachai Hareebin***

Abstract

The primary objective of this research is to test the relationship between
knowledge management and employee engagements on learning organization and
innovation performance. The goal of this study is to obtain empirical data and to
study the effects of factors. The researcher focused on the organizational hotel
businesses, a sector of the service economy. A questionnaire was sent to the
managers of the 328 responses hotel businesses in Thailand. The Structural
Equation Model (SEM) was used to determine causal relationships between the
independent and dependent variables. Based on statistical analysis, the derived
indices were confirmatory of relationships between the measurement model and
the structural model. According to the findings, the study result indicated that
the model fitted the empirical data (Xz/df: 1.98, GFI = 1.98, AGFI = 0.95, NFI = 0.93,
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4 ™
IFI = 0.94, CFI = 0.94, RMR = 0.045, RMSEA = 0.04). It also revealed the knowledge

management and employee engagements have direct effect on the learning
organization. They also have statistically significant direct and indirect effect on the

Innovation performance.

Keywords: Knowledge Management, Employee Engagement, Organization Learning

and Innovation Performance
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N (Introduction)

anmensiUetunagsnaludagdu ynesdnmsislvanuddgyiuuinn sy Invaseeassa
2oNUTMUFULUUANA 91U WInNTIURARsM (Product Innovation) winNssunszUIUNTS (Process
Innovation) kauinnssuNaens (Strategic Innovation) (Manual, 2005) IAgHATNEIINNITAII
uinnssuthelesdmatiauanunsamsnsustuiif (Porter, 1991) fegaiEusiuvosminnTsian
AUAR (Idea) karAI1u3 (Knowledge) wanglutazaeuenasing dunssuiunsinaulouay
Msfununegsia (Rothwell, 1996) unAnFesinnssdananadudnnianagnsidunum
dfsonsUszyndliaonndosiunisaiisassAnasnuendnfusiuaruing Fofiuyann

| 1 a

wazasausdlaungna Tnegaiunisldninensisiegegrainusslovian iennudensly

Y

ANSALHUARNNS (Parker, 1978; Drucker, 2002)

ANNANSAVRINTATATIAUTANTTY mﬁamﬂm'a:u:ﬁaéuaa‘wﬁmmﬁﬁmmiuazaﬁﬁ@ymw
fif oy AnssunisadrenafeudideliiinnisBouanusraunisainaug funisiamun
aafnslilizuuuuluesdnisuiainisSeus (Learning Organization) (Higgins, 1995) Uadesanany
finnudAyetndsdmsuasdnisfidesnisiinanuduuinnssy ewinnszuiunsieues
asdmstudesdaunientinnudusduindousisiu (Hay Group, 2005) Budausinisdaanagns
nsandula MsIdeuazimuignszuiuniswde wnudazduianuansaiunsieuia
favdanaliaruannsandn (Core Competencies) Tumsduiusuvososdnageduludaeg
(North & Smallbone, 2000, Wang and Ahmed, 2004) ﬁQﬁgummi’w‘%amm‘%auiﬁﬁwma ﬂﬁju

o w

wazesdnsinTy Diflowmifumiuansaveesdnsegaieadaduduningfiddey
figmdnse

Senge (1990) na1131 Wledesnsimuiesdnisegssoiioniy n1sidussinisuma
nsBeufazvinliAnanuausavesesdnisuazyaansinszuiumsinewiiiussdvsnnuas
ussqinguszasdnmdivine Jsesdnissndudesendenisarenenuiouaniuasussdnimg
Uszaun1sal waevinwesiuiu seninaginluesing (Leader) AiumsBeuisiuiuvesauluednis
(Team Learning) a’haﬂﬁﬁamimgﬂLLUUﬂﬂiﬁNmLﬂu‘ﬁm (Team Working) @519n33UUNT
TunisiFeuiuaraiemnudilamisusufuanudsundas eduaduliiAnusseiniaves
13ARSIBH (nitiative) wazn13ad 9assALIANTsY (Creative Innovation) fau asfn1sTido @iy
Aaasundatesnerings Sefesinsimuiiendensuaniunsaiaaundisuuladesneiud

indildinanudiesiu agnuidvaneladefidmansenusenisidussdinsuiinisdeus
warnMsasnassauinnssuvetesins Wumg Wiidedesnisfinw 2 Yadeiieadesiunssuiunms
Fan1sfiuninensanuiilazanuniourseauduiusveuAaINTNneadAn1s J9e1adna
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saaulaTsunnswsluvetesdns tawn Jadudiun1sdnnisainug wardadesiiuaaiy
KNUsERIANITVRINENNY naMFeNesinIslalinsdnn1saug ssdnsuudenanulaiUSeu
TunsuwdatuannInesdnsau msgdnsfaeinnuisng g Msesdnsunldlninuselevd

a A ) ) Ao I3 ) a 1Y)
(Marquardt, 2002) uazdnAaANUNTLVBINTNUTLABRIANTT IsIEmInnEnauilaupniy
foeaAn1s ninugenianuianelalunuiasiumnisinuauilugnsinuniussansnm
wazUszansua (Yilmaz and Bokeoglu, 2008)

nsfnwABIfumLaInsavesesdnislumaidussdnisuinisSeuduasamaninse
Feudansaailuofniieiun ﬁmiﬁﬂmasuiﬁ’umﬂqiﬁamwmmﬁLﬁuﬁu’qqiﬁamﬂmimﬁm UINg
dvoan aniunisiiu wazdy 1 vnefimsinuilunsdvessselsusuiissmadsdroudates
4 9 fssialssusy Judugsiavimsfifianudfgdenmsimuinsvieadon uazdmanessuy
\Asughavesema TeaenndostulnuiauasssRauardsnuuianfatudl 10 wag 11 Al
fvuauumisnsUiulassadeanauinadielnduunds seldvdnvesdsemalunisiam
Famuaunsasuteiuvesgsiauins (nsumsvieailsn nsensaansvieaiivaasfim, 2554)
uiimaensyernaniiiiuingsialsussasduulinnelfifiugdusoidemnd withgtude
Usemdlngladnduannlussnnsnisailan ( World Trade Organization: WTO) Lagiin15iasan
Waein1ensfn (Free Trade Area: FTA) lnglanzegnadansidiaainisianauinisdeaziina
FefuldRondd wa 2553 Wuduly wasnadiganusiufiomaasvgiavesssrauendou
(Asian Economic Cooperation: AEC) n1elul w.A. 2558 F9iinavinlin1sutadunieni1snaie
lugshalsausiiugsdu anmsiinanauinlvguasiiquissielys (New Entry Competitor)
dsnansenulaonsmanisiidunuvesssilsusilulsemalngegmanidedald faainanm
dgymidangnn emrsiinisfnwianuduiusiisifuuuifnesdnisussnisiousidease
anuduuinnssuvesesdniniiotfunuimddunisiivdssaninmeananisdniunusie
N3rUINMIIANITANNSIarNITaTIANNENTUioaIAnsansulswwsuluUsemelne

%

ngUseaeAn13IE (Objectives)

1. WemusUkuuAnuduiuslasahaaduveswuudtaesladviu nsdanisniug
AVIENTUADRIANTT N3 lussAnIsuinIstens wasnansallivnuiuuinnssuvedlsusuly
Uszinelng

2. wefnwdnsnaveslademunisinnisanuiiarenunniusessinisiunsluesdnis
WiIN13Eeu3 Ndwmadionisiinnanisalivnuiuuinnssuluesinisvedlswusululssmelne

o o
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NITNUNIUITIUNTTU (Literature Review)

a '

NTIATIEilugme viieaumUatevsefiuusnaininasdansnasonanisaiiuey
AULIANTIU AINNTNUMIUITIUNTIUUTENDUMIEY Aall

¥

Hadendniidunnuaninsavesesdnng fe 83AN1IUMINTSITEUS (Learning Organization)
TaeifussAnsifinsidindnniuansaldedwioes ileliussquiringuszasduaznoliiiin
HadNSvee09An15eg1anaTe Fudurdesdefivnsliesdnisiinuaiunsauaziifeliiuseu
Tun1suedu (Senge, 1990) uaﬂmﬂﬁLLﬁ’aé’Q:ﬁmmﬁwﬁ@lmﬂ%ﬂuﬂaqmémaqaqﬁmi (Learning
Approach to Strategy) Lﬁamsﬁmmuiammmzﬁﬁmmaqwﬁﬁmmzau Famstvuadsnan
%Lﬂudawﬁwaﬂmil,‘%aui’é’w napnaududunalnsveenisusmsnisaniuauluesfnis
ﬁ@fa\‘lﬁmﬁﬂ%LLGidaEg:maamLﬂm (Pedler, Burguyne and Boydell, 1988; Kaiser, 2000) G Senge
(1990) ltawenan 5 Usgnisgnisilussdnsuiinsdens Ao 1) anuseuduvianu (Personal
Mastery) 2) gUuuun1sAn (Mental Models) 3) N15AABISEUY (Systematic Thinking) 4) N33
Aevimisan (Shared Vision) waw5) nsSeuisiuiuiuiiu (Team Learning) 9nn1snuviu
2530558 WUBn1 nsBeudvesesdnsfunszuiummdniiawilfiAanisdanisuinnssy
(Management Innovation) dadumsBeuiiassiuyanauarszduasinig Fuduiladeiiugiu
YBIDIANITUINNSTY (Higgins, 1995; Tidd et al., 2001; Herkema, 2003; Hay Group, 2005) d7u
Hadevosmamssiunusuuianssuty nuissatuiinmsiamseiadovemanssniuny
fruutnnssy Tngasfiansanann 2 dudieduiie n1sindieuinnssuveslsausuiifinanis
ANAUIIUAIUNISIEIUAD RTINANDULNUININAUNSNGSI (Return On Assets) HARBULNILAIN
n13asnu (ROI) ANansalunsunls (Profitability Ratio) (Berger, 1997; Enz, Canina, &
Walsh, 2001) wazwansssiuveusuuianssufililinistudie 1) el (Newness) 2) Uszlems]
RoLsEgna (Economic Benefits) 3) nsldaufnasnaassa (Creativity Ideal) (Rogers, 1995;
Smits, 2002; DTI, 2004; Utterback, 2004; Schilling, 2008)

Tuduidutadeatuayusadunmsiesgishunssuumsiiieaiuninensauiiay
witnavluesdnis tufe N159AN13A133 (Knowledge Management) wagnsas1anduyniuse
99AN13 (Employee Engagement) S‘z’fmqwﬁﬁmmﬁmmimmﬁﬁ?u auiln idedsynadiug (2553)
nandndu nszvaunsitidnvadunaiafiieiumsinnisdeya arsauma awd Aanssu
naonIuUsEAUNSal ALe Al uazawAnaisEsIAveIyAansiusdns s adunug
uazauAn bmiluanwazoIuinn T IneosdusenaunuLuIANYed Marquardt (2002) fial) N1s
Wanam1A143 (Knowledge Acquisition) 2) n15@3194A3133 (Knowledge Creation) 3) msl¥ainus
(Knowledge Utilization) 4) mﬁmﬁummif (Knowledge Storage) 31AN1TNUNIUITIUATTY
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wudni1 nsdanisanufidudrunieiidifyresnisdussdnsuiinsGons esanidu
AsEUIUNSTLRE TR warduNuS Y (Huber, 1991; Gavin, 1993; Hoe, 2007) Snvradiadununma
viklunsaseuinnssulaedunslieudidguesnisidifemnuigmsimuuinnssy (Guan,
2003; Francis and Bessant, 2005)

daumnuyniuventnauaeednisiy uanugniundaeidvune ardeuves
BIANTT Uazunummtvivenues welvussamuneuas inguseasduatatdnis (Greenberg
and Baron, 2000; Malley & Chamot, 1990) lngvauinnvesruianvasninauasidudiumildly
AuUYBIRIANTNUsYaUANESa (Being part of a wining organization) N1SAANNEUNUSTR
Tun13911971 (Having positive working relationship) nsl@sunisangaanasiiiunnien (Recognition
Lo Ada I 1Al L. . = Y] X 1%
and appreciation) M3iEInANuTuegiduna (Living a balance life) Bsladeinanilosanisansnse
HanAulininnuinauynRusieasdnis (Buchanan, 1974; Porter et al., 1974; Steers, 1977)
INNITNUNIUITIUNTIN WU AUKNRUTERIIanEnuivesAn1sazn1sindnaulasy
nsqua nsatuayunisiAulavesniinatu (Career Profession) denasianinuaunsnidfgy
Tunsiluesdniswiinisseuduasanulauieulunisudedu (Ulich, 1993; Jones and Hendry,
1994) waznudnin nsasausseiniAvesnsyhaundanuduliasronu msienugulunisine
PN 1% o Ao @ v oA DN o I3 2 P v & 1%
waziidawndedlunisiauind Wuladeidwmaliiinanugniuiessdnis annsdadunisaing
wsspdlanaduayulininnuinnufeasisassauazuinnssy (Higgins, 1995; Sherwood, 2001)

A o v v 2 W = I3 Yo W a
1TIUNTIUNUEUDV AU TOFTUTUA L UILWIARYIBIAYTEN DU Town fuUsdasey
Ao NM5IANITANT ANURNTUYRINTNLARDIANTT Wagdulsnu Ao aANITWIINTsEeRS

LaZHANSALIUNUAULIANTTUVDIBIANTS

FUNAFIUNN3IY (Research Hypothesis)

auuAgiuil 1 msdansaraiianudiusideandenadussdnisuisnisFeus

auufgiuil 2 msdnnisenuiianuduiusiBsuinderanisidunuiuuianssves
B3ANTS

auuAgIuil 3 augniusiessdmstim LTS Bsundon nlussinisuienisFeus

auuRgiuil 4 anugnitusiessAmstimudiusIBsuindonansiuiuausnuuianssy
YDIDIANTT

aundgiud 5 msidussdmsuienisFousiianudusiudiBavandenanisiiuay

AU IANTTUVDIBIANTS

o o
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25n13AnW1 (Methodology)
UsenIuazngualagig

Uszrnsiltlumsfnede Tsaususzdu 4 uag 5 a1 Tutsemelng S81mau 1,380 wis
(5ausszdu 4 am 1,301 wiskaglsaususzdu 5 an 79 wie) dadlsusuildsuanasgiunis
993U 4 Uy 5 An nMsvieadivauisUszmalng (mvm) Y 2557 Tnglinisdusnegnauuy
12%" (Quota Sampling) @svilléingusesnavisausuau 372 uvis (ssususesu 4 A1 306 wike
uazlsausuTEAU 5 A 66 UY) 2INGAINNIAIIAYES Yamane (1973) Aszfuanuidesiu 95%

wsasdisldlunisinusivsiudeya

msasraeiesie nsdlfauvuiduialaglduingdan 5 seiu asnusives Likert Scale
dmsunmsiisuifisusedesnndumsmsiulideyavesnsuianngsiansdn nsensrended
TagvihnsiteuiAeaiud 2556 uag 2557 e talvidumasdn 5 seRumunaminislrazuu
WUl warn1InTRaBUATIASIBNET (Content Validity) Tneyssnand 3 viu S1urudosan
waau 72 do uazanudofield (Reliability) Fsmadeuiundusegnediuan 102 Tsusu (31.19%
veanguiaeg19) leanduuszanivesnimideriuteanives Cronbach (1990) (Cronbach’s
alpha coefficient) wasuutasUnUTRTUR 159 1 TneAduussansvosnnuidertusing
fivousuinluiidigandt 0.700 drumaiamsiinsegsidoyalfimaianisinseiuuuiiass
aunslaseaine (Structural Equation Model-SEM) Lilefigaiiauufigiuniside

nsiusuTINtaya

msfiununudeyaegssninseuiugsuiafousune w.e. 2557 lnednduuudouany
melusudldludaiuimslstusy wazuuuaeuntueeulalmeannunedidnnseiind (e-Mail)
Imalé’LLwaaummﬁﬁmmamyia}uaﬂiqLLﬁmzeﬁ’U 4wz 5 o Tulssndalnefineunduiistuny
326 wia (Soraz 87.63) lnsngusegdulvalulsausussdu 4 and $auu 270 wiv (Foeas
82.6) LazlsaususEAU 5 AMATIUIUL 57 uits ((esay 17.4) LagnasnlasuluuaaunIuAsua Iy
Afedddidunsingiagunamudunounisidesely

nsaAszidaya

Ya v [

Fidealiunsmenisldlusunsuneuituneslunisiiaseideya Al

1. Aasgideyailoungdfuan un YR UL UUABUANIND S Ui N YL YDINGY
mogdlagldatiaganssam laun n1suanuasanud Sevas
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nsfnudalszdndgsnalswsululszmelve

2. APTERLUUTIaIEUNISIATIESS (Structural Equation Modeling: SEM) atfiunis
AATNEVAFRUANNADAATOIVDIMUUTIRDIANENTUSIAT @B Ad IR AN T
Hudeyadalszandilannnisiiuteyannuuuasuniulaglilusunsu LISREL

3. ASIATITRAIFUUSEANSanduRNUS wUULieSdu (Pearson’s Product-Moment
Coefficient) @adun1simsigianuduiussenineearlsenavvatwmaztady Tagldluswnsy
SPSS lumsliasgsiludinvaamsunatoya

#35Unan15238 (Conclusions)

mstfuTusmdeyannlssususziu 4 uag 5 an ludszmalnefineundyu 326 wis
(5oway 87.63) lnenqusiagvdulngidulssusussiv 4 an druau 270 uwiks (Sowaz 82.6) uaz
159U5u5EAU 5 anafiduau 57 wis (Geway 17.4) dwsuanwazaududivewaynisiu
audnluaoTulswsululszndlng wui Tsssuiineusuvdeuaunduindwlvedinisums
NuegedasyAnluiovay 82.6 9njusuvresdnyuraulu1vewaznisluaudnly
gordulsusuionan 4 Ussan fie mMIusmseuegiedasy msuimsssuueiete nsusms
Tnefusdyan warn1sudmsauuuunsuled Falsausuiifinnsuimsnusuuwsulediisng
MsmeULUUaBUANNAULoeTign (Feuas 1.8) ludiuvesngulsausuiifsziuam Tdnndmves
Tsausy 4 A S 270 Tseusy wazlseusuana 5 anddiuau 57 lswwsy Andudesay 82.6
wag 17.4 muaau ludwszeznantadidunisvedlsausy dulvgiszeznanlaniiunisey
5ewiNe 10 D 15 U Aeduiesas 45.0vesmunilszesnanlasiiiunistosnit 10 U 16-20 U
WAazUINN7Y 20 U f97u0u 92, 61 war 27 auaisu lsawsuAnidusesar 28.1, 18.7 way 8.3
audy warludiuuazsuauninenlulsusy dadve wudn SSiusuminou 200 Auduld
fidrwau 138 Tsausy Andudesas 42.2 sesasndidruruninauiiegszving 51-100 Ay
waz 101-200 AW T51uau 102 wag 87 lsausu aua1su Anduieuas 31.2 Lag 26.6 AUEIAU

dmsusudsluisaztadenoavinnismeaiau@edy (Reliability) vesuuvasuay
lnglignsduusyansdanivesnaseuuna (Cronbach’s Alpha Coefficient) lnguanixa ¢iail

o o
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aadt 1: meudetieldlneduusyanssarvesaseuuin
Table 1: Cronbach’s Alpha Coefficient Reliability by Cronbach’s Alpha Coefficient

fiauds AMuUNEalavaaUsEnay (AduUszansuaani)
NMsIANITANLS 0.937
AURNUABIDIANTT 0.921
BIANITUMINTREUS 0.934
NaNSALIUNUAULTANT U 0.911

77; NanNTIVY
Source: research result

PMNETNN 1 wansAIANURenlauestadene 4 f JA158rIng 0.911-0.937 wangdIn
ANLTBRavaIiIUsEnaul LIRS InT e ala

N15NTUATIETUTUAULTNONTIVABUAUABAAN BIVBIUUUTIABY (Goodness of
Fit Measures) N13ANWININTINVBUUTIADITIANARAAR DI UTDYaLTIUTEINYAZUANS
Aasialull

A5197 2: AredANAdaUNITLANLARlTIATIZRANANRUS DRI
Table 2: Statistics of Distribution Tests to Analyze the Relationship of Variables

Auls GRQHI] GRUHIER Yayauanuasund
(Variables) (Skewness) (Kurtosis) (Normal Distribution)
ns¥an1sAINg 0.21 -0.27 4
ANUKNURDDIANTS -0.03 -0.21 4
BIANITUMINTREUS 0.48 0.10 4
anIR UL Inn Ty -0.14 -0.08 4

719/7: HANNTIVY

Source: research result

9NN 2 WU Faudseng o fie Msdaniseag AnugnusosIdng Bednsue
nsiEeus wagkan I LiunuuLIaNTTNdIwIY 4 @muds daaud (Skewness) agsgning
-0.14 f9 0.48 wagArailas (Kurtosis) agszwing -0.27 f 0.10 flesanerandlsiiiu 0.75
(Anduysal) wazuazAtaulaaliiiy 1.5 (Aduysal) Jedlanumuzaniioztildiase
Tunaaunislassadie (SEM) dsdu wanistinsiesiasdiannugndesuarudugiilesnindauys
fnsuanuasdayauuuuni
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AN5199 3: AULUIBLUUT1A09AUNITLATIAS
Table 3: The Index of Structural Equation Models

suilusdnmsdniuldues . AsdATlaRINN1SIATIZN
KUURMa09 (Model fit indicies) o naulsuluna nasusulana
X/df <2 3.33 1.98
GFI =0.90 0.70 0.95
AGFI =0.90 0.61 0.94
NFI =0.90 0.91 0.93
[FI =0.90 0.92 0.94
CFI =0.90 0.92 0.94
RMR <0.05 0.06 0.045
RMSEA <0.05 0.16 0.04

. lainaunduriu nauNAuNU
: Toyaelszdny Vayadelseany

7 HanTIve
Source: research result
~ = P A a ¢ Y Y ova | aa
NHIT NN 3 LUuﬂ’]iGLSUW]ﬂ'Nﬂﬂ’l’i’JLﬂﬁ’]%ﬁﬁmﬂ’]ﬂﬁiﬂﬁi’]ﬂ (SEM) %Qiﬂﬂﬂ’]’iLLﬁﬂﬂﬂ?ﬁﬂ@
aAY v a ¢ 1 o ) & & ) a ° & A vy
‘Vliﬂ'i]’]ﬂﬂ’]i?Lﬂi’WMﬂEJULLaSWaQGUENﬂ’]’i‘UEUIJJLﬂa%ﬂuﬂ’]iﬂi‘uL‘LJ@EJULLUU?]’]E%ENNULW@IW%JE]‘é;lja

Y Y yva o v a U ¢ Vv ) a ° P & o ado o
dlanfuteyadalsedny Jalalinsusufsuwuudnaemiauiaisiainnmainveswuudigaes
lassasnalaelisnvaiden Aal

1. sviliddulavesuuudiass lawn A1 Chi-Square/Degrees of Freedom (x%/df) a1
WU 1.98 (LNeusin15eausUtasnin 2) wansitunsngauuUsUTINTI9e9UsErIns luianmng
INUNINFANUUUTUTINTIMVBIUTEIINTTIWIINNSUsTuAT aguladlueanisdnnisaing
WaEAIUKNTUADBIANTS ﬁfiqwam'amiLﬂuaqﬁmiLmesL'%sJuiLLamamif;ﬁ’wLﬁumué’muﬁfﬁmﬁm

v a

fianunaunfuiuteyadaszdnylagauysal

2. fudavenanunaundu (Fit Index) \Jusviifivsuonieninunauniuvesdoya
Beuszansaulanaiimmuata Wud fuiifienle (Goodness of Fit Index: GFI) wiifu 0.95 dil
wIenle (Adjust Goodness of Fit Index: AGFI ) Wiy 0.94 sstiieuanle (Normal Fit Index:
NFI) i1y 0.93 wagsvillotenle (Incremental Fit Index: IFI) windy 0.94 fafluandlunissi 3
BelAnagszwing 0 fe 1 usAniigendn 0.90 fedn lumadimnunaundurudeyadesedng Taodn
fdlnd 1 geazvsvonilumaiiamnaundududeyageing uasdviinsziunuasnndes

o o
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Wiguiigu (Comparative Fit Index: CFI) winfu 0.94 @ailAagsendng 0 fia 1 laedidwil CFl
g 1 wanadnlunansdnnisanuduasAugnuReeRng NdanadenisiduesAnsums

nsieudiarnanIsAlivnuiueinnssuinuaenndesiulayaleUseintiuiu

3. avilusuenanunaundureslinadiuuyIngauLUTUTIUTMUsUTEEng Ao Al
91519ULEEBLe (Root Mean Square Error of Approximation: RMSEA) &y 0.04 Tagen
) ' 1o ' U a = <, oA o vy % s =
Ainana msEAIRINIY 0.05 waldmsiiu 0.80 Fsaztduaineazeeusuld wazdeisouedaEde
(RMSEA) fiAi1iu 0 4anadnlainan1sdnnisninuiuaganuyniuneaddnis Ndeuasonis

JussdnisuiinisSeuiuagnanisaiunuiiuuinnssuianunauniueg1ausiase (Exact Fit)

4. fyiliinrndeduiivdennmautsuiisurunnvesn iU ey emaLUTUTIY
SWsEIeLUsTRsUsETInSAUNsUsSEIIUAT Ao A1915108915 (Root Mean Square Residual:
RMR) Sawhiiu 0.045 Ineiisilazldlsmilesuusdaunmimundusainasgiu (Standard Variables)
Tnefimnlndaudinnuansilunanisinnisauiasamugniusessinis fdmadensiduesdnig

wiINsEEusuAsansALdunusuinnssulianunaunduiuteyaleUsydnyg

M9 4: wamsdiesgidvnadsavneluliea
Table 4: The Results of Path Analysis within the Model

AuUsivg
fianusua R? Bvowa . . AMUEAWU BIANISUMS
nIIAMSANE o .
FD99ANTS n13eus
DE 0.33* 0.58*
BIANITUMIN TR U 043 IE - -
TE 0.33* 0.58*
DE 0.39* 0.68* 0.40*
NANIIALEUUAIULIRNTIN  0.78 IE 0.13* 0.23* -
TE 0.52* 0.91* 0.40%

* syauildfgyni9ana 0.05, DE = Direct Effect, IE = Indirect Effect, TE = Total Effect
7 nan153ve

Source: research result

ANudNRLSBIENM WU nsdanisAuslienuduiusmmsiienisiuesinisumia

v v o

vl Y] P ) a £ v . =~
nsiseuinseautudfey 0.05 Beliimdudsydnsidunis (Path Coefficient Aa DE = 0.85) 5389
HAMUFUTUS NP TUAEN19T 0N BNANTA LT U UAUUTANTTUNTUBIANITUNINITITBUS

'
a LY @ a

NszauiediAgy 0.05 FelvAnduUseanaidunna (Path Coefficient o DE = 0.39, IE=0.13,
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TE = 052 muddu) Bnitsmugnitusioesdnsdsdanudiiuinansaieosdnmauiinisdous
fiszdutloddny 0.05 dlvirdulsyansidunms (Path Coefficient #ie DE = 0.58) sauflediay
dnfusvnensaasmsdonsenansaiunusuuiansssussdnsuviamsGeus Aszdudddny
0.05 FslsirnduusyavBiduns (Path Coefficient fie DE = 0.68, IE = 0.23, TE = 0.91 audiu)
uazesAn WA BeudTanudiudmensenansiuiunuiuuinnssuiiss futididny 0.05
GalsanduysyAvsiduma (Path Coefficient Ao DE = 0.40) faifu ansnsouanssuaunislasaing

wazdvswavesUadosig o fsil

maduesnmswiimsSew = 0.33*n139an13ANS + 0.58*ANuRNWEBIANTS; R’ = 0.43
HAMIANTUNUMULIANTIL = 0.39*1153AN13AN3 + 0.68*ANUKNTUARBIANTT +

0.40*msiluesdnisurinisiseus; R® = 0.78

nsian1sseus

NANITALLLINY
AUUTANTTY

0.68*
Chi-square = 235.51, dt = 119, GFI = 0.95, RMSEA = 0.04

AN UABDIANS

* seautudIRyNeans 0.05

AN 1: nanTiATIEvidayaLUUINARANNSlATEIg
Figure 1: Data Analysis of Structural Equation Models
U7 HANITIVEY

Source: research result

A 1 wansnuuitasshlugnmsagunanisidoiilensuingUszasd fo ilensiaaou
sUnvuamdiuslassaaduduvosuvuitassuaziiieAnundvinavesiadus nnsdanis
AN ANuRNLRERddns nsilussAnisuiinisSeus wagnansinduanuiuuinnssuves
Tsausuluvsselng §aainn1sideidvdnaBsuindessdmsusianmsBoud wasnanisdiuay
AULIINTIU AaenauaInsaneulIndingUssasAnITeuavatuayuauufgIunITIde

o o
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AN5199 5: LN NDEANRAUNUTTEIIN96US

Table 5: Matrix Correlation between Variables

. M33AN15  AURNAY 29ANS NaN1SAIUIY
ﬂqLLUi v 1 [ [ G v v £
AU3 ARRIANTT  UWINT3EEUS AUUINNTTY
NMsIANITANLS 1.00
AHRNUABDIANTS 0.77 1.00
BIANITUMINTREUS 0.65 0.92 1.00
NANITARUNUA WU INNTTY 0.42 0.68 0.77 1.00

7197: HANNTIVY

Source: research result

Mnesedt 5 efinsanuminddussansanduiusseninsiauys wudn Faudsiis
ANNFUTUSAUAUBIANTLINTSSBUIEegRRRANUNNTURBIANS lAuduius wiiiu 0.92
sesaa1 1duA msdnnisanu witdu 0.65 wagfuusiianuduiudiufunanisduiuau
AULINNTINEIARNFRDIANTITLNINITEENS TAuduiug Wiy 0.77 sedawn laun Auyny
fo8AN1IvinAY 0.65

d3Unan1338uazn15eAUsena (Conclusions and Discussion)

mMsilasgisnuuuiiassaunislassairenuiigsialssusululssmalneiinanis
aufununuuinnssy tnglianudAyiuesanisurianisitens n153an1sanus wagn1saina
ATNRUAD0IAN1S TenmsmdenndasiunseuLIARuATaNNAsIY TalunaALTeanan
thaneduse 3 Ussiiu il

1. NFTUUMTIANITAINS FNISLANANENITNYDIAINEINITAVDIBIANTS

nanIdeiilenageunmdussEniensdanisanuiiunsidussdnisuisnaBous
yilwnsuin ssfalsaustlulsemelvefinssuiunsiddnvasdunainiiisrtfunisdanisdeya
asaune teaiadumnuiiazdaan nsTUIUNSHdNalaensIienILEINsavesesinisly
msfussdmsuianisBons denngsielsustlulsemelnefinieallo wada uaznsvuiuns
Tunsdanisdunsndanud Taoidulunissusn ade dasudou uandsuuazdszgndld
Aug sgAunsimssdnisgnisdussdnisuiainisBeuiiegemnulusieg nansidedrediu
atfuayuansRgIun 1 o sedulioddnmisada 0.05 fevuedviwaiiy 0.33 Jedenadoriy
Adeves yaetud fensng (2550) eedunein msdansanuiifeangnisidussdnig
whmsdsudtudesusznoude vesnagnsnisdanisarmd waenslineluladdlideyaldviud

Y 9
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(Real Time) wazufuns 391300 (2549) aedureiiaidugnin winiieuides (Benchmark)
funszuIumsiansanuia esdn1swiinsseuiziluasedislunisadowazuisiuesed

v & o & A4 A ada a a A o R ) ) 3 o ¢
ﬂ'ﬂqugl’ﬂuwaﬂ LLagLUULﬂiaﬂuamﬁJﬂigamﬁﬂq‘WLll@u’]ll'ﬂflﬁ'ﬂllﬂUﬂ']iﬁ]@ﬂ’ﬁﬁ]\‘iﬂﬂ'ﬂqﬂgﬂqﬁﬂuaﬂﬂﬂqﬁ

q

g3falsausuarsiinstuiinanuuazuszaunsaifid dguomidnnudiianuaiunsa
a9 (Talent) lngfinsimuanagnsnsdnnisanuslulsausiesdunsaduayulindnaudids
wetu warliusslondliie Sniatuayundnaulmiannsod lawesnnisious Tnsams
MsumsdnnisteyagnvedlsausunuuiietneiiausauaniUdsudoyagniiinnisivaden
yostoya (Information Flow) ileUsgleviinsnismanals esandumsinnislsausumansun
fheszuufen Fauanssnnlssusufifimsuinsnuuuudassitbiaansodhiadeuandeudeya
vosgnénld shlfiAnnaudlavesnadeuinginssunisdaduladevesgndriinainvany
wittstinisuImslssusuunvudaszduidalenialdninmunnauannsal niinwsuazi3ous
U‘i%ﬁUﬂ’]ﬁiﬁﬂ’]’iﬁN’]uﬂﬂ%umau waganansaUullasurasiuihendlunndumisou Jady
drunilsvasnisBoudifuiiy (Team Learning) shlshiAansifiuuaznszaianinag daduiladenis
fiddrydmiuesdnisiiienisiSeui (Gephart et al, 1996) AnwazyasnisiasusUuuuyes
A friunsiiduiusseninemnudily (Explicit Knowledge) fumnufianizs (Tacit
Knowledge) tHunsaienesliidladne Snisdsannsnfvauiiiuvesesdnisluzuuuy
sUn i usurs ey videaunns Wudu TneflzFendn nagnéfiniuaug (Classification by
Knowledge) (Haggie and Kingston, 2003)

mngshalssusuluusemalnednszuiun1sdnnsanuing oeAn15aLiiuAINENT)
Tun1suatumENIS@5 19855 AL TN SUNAA S AILAZUS NS HANTTITYANANIEATUAYUANNFRFIU
1 2 lngwudnisdanisauiidnsnaniensaderanisatduaumuuinnssy a seautydiey
P19@05 0.05 MIYVUINDNTNANIAY 0.39 TIFaAAABINUINUIIBYBI Francis way Bessant (2005)
anudn wuamamildunmsadauinnssufenisiianudifyvesnisinfeanuigniswamn
winNssu neITeaduildmudnit wud ssRUseneumMuUNIsasenNs wazniskdaiudn
afassAdanuduiusiuuniign nanfe nsruIuMIIaNIsANiNavilugnisadananuy
auuinnssulaty lswsudndudediasdnnuiiiisanedmiunseuiunisnisassassd
(Generative Process) NM3a319Au3IaRUAgIToaiU WSwanm n15nda ANNWEING uae
v T 1 ' & aa a a ) a
ANUlREENTIiATULAarYAAR TI9HlsasuNINSUSMTNURUUBasEAusaUSuAY
= ° P a & o ° a aa P I3 Yo a a
LUININZBNTEUIUNTIINULISY BnTedeanunsanmnuAnniin1sas1eassaunlgleviud Tae?
N5a319ANN3RBIEI1991N%3 (Knowledge Worker) kazuniseuniinannusgaunisalintnusiuniu
A a va ¢ ' a = v . =
vaenunufuRnulusifnis WaunanIsukantasumIIug (Knowledge Sharing) (auun
\DRITYNIUNUS, 2553) uay audln 1Bdsensdius, Wneskas Jaudug, d9as1 uniane uay

o o
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Useneu AU3RY (2554) lenanufisifslusgsmeswesnuaansalunsdanisanuivesiussney
mMsfisluinnssulian esdnsdesiinsfosdinnsdenlouazysannsdeiuuas fusewinsiiade
Auannsalunsinnsemn 6 1u fe wielulad Tassadha Yansssu mudeany madous
wazansaune Tasrunszuiunsinmannudie 4 nssuiuns fe nMsuasmeng n1sads
awd mstuanud wagmslimnmd Seagthlugmsiaunuianssluiifisng 4 vesifusznaunisle

2. AUYNNLABDIANTVBINWTINIIU TNANd1SavasgTNalTUsH

NAN1TITEIaVAdoUALAUTLS TENIIRNRNHUABRIAN STRINENIIUAUN1SY
BIANITHNISBUIaITadAelatansTgsRalssundanunausunineInsuywd lasane
ASRINTNUTANUR DITULAZ NS UAINEN HANUNYNEILDE1LANNNIZYINIY Lazilady
U5150U1981959NA17198 SN B@U TN NNV 9lsasu Y azdanalilseusuianunsaufazsuile
Y v A A = v oA | . .
fuannndeuliudsuwlas waganunsaiseusiiieauegsen (Survival Learning) taluswunan

HaNTITeU R uATUAYUANLATIUN 3 seautlsdAnnIeaia 0.05 AlevuInBnNSHaWINY
0.58

FeaenARDITULLNBATIINE1YY Bloom (1976) MildeTunefiavgunavesnisiufsunyas

Y9e11358u3 Ineninsiudsuwlasinunisufifins (Psychomotor Domain) 141 Wunsyuiu
= v a voe I a Y = o = 1% a va A DY)

nsBeuinyarainanauidnuazailen uaduhluBeuiuagluujiRineliiinvinueuas
AUTIUIYNINTUY FdonAaedny Ulrich (1993); Bennett wag O’Brien (1994) #na1211
ANFANTDIYAAE AIULTDRE1IMTINGT NseausudmneuazaAdeuvetesdnis Fudy
83AUTZNOUVBIANULNTUFBBIANT (Steers and Porter, 1983) Wudawasonisizeuivaemniinu
TupeAnng

Tulagdudiavyszuiain1sdnsinisataenaineiu (Turnover Rate) ¥8gs5Aalsausy
TudszmnelnedidniroutsgallewSouiieuiuanainnssudy (NTUN5IANIN, 2557) Aatiy
nsafrnuEnusisasAnIsdnsugsialswsudainnuddy Weswndnisaneenainaludng,
Mgaviandnaniluseiuuims uagseaulURmsnlivinuennihesing 4 Bnviadalsausuniinisuimsauy
wuudaszariimnuatuisalunisassuiwazsundnauiniainuaiuisaladasninlsawsy
A a a 2 | aa Y A o v a a )
AN15USMITIUBUULASBYeNTlANUlM L USsUTeIAUA1InTN LT szasTinnsWaun
o a v a o o Al X ° |
yraNsegailszuy wasiUnlomalifuladudumnisigeiu tngannsaluusedlulsasudiig q
Tua3e91y AIUUlSIINNTNITUSITULUUDATEWIBLTITNEU 9 AosliUadeiieideeiy
NsasNANIRNIUYBINTNULTWsITeARSRIINNTANeeN wazUseanSamvesssuunsvialy
T59u33 @4 Kim and Leong (2005) ld@nwnaannugnitusieasanisvesgsialsusiluusemanivald

Tagnudn AnugniureesAnisiauduiuslunisauivaunilaszgaisenainau Ay
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v [V I3 CR O ' = o = &
nsasueugniudessdnstuilunuantandnlusgrmidweminnululswsy Weswinduy
UadudnAnynvreihmliesdnisiivsednsua moemssnwibindnaumaiuasegiulsausuegi

= 1

UALUA

q

uenanil Anenidde damudndn ANUENTUFRBIANTTIAINFUNUSIFIUINAOHANTT
Fuiunufuninnssuvesesdnis” sanmidednanativayuaundgiui ¢ o seiuloddny
M9adiA 0.05 shevuindvEnawintu 0.68 Jedunausziu arugnitusioosinig WeRarsan
MnnasiAduUsEanssvinaresinUsfinainiesnndadvinauiniian vunsaudn
Usgavdnmuesmsaswanuliinnadnslug q funanenufnadsassdwavanunsariiliin
yaAufsotluiamiioldlunisuinisvealsausy waawdneuidanugniiuselsausy
%qL‘fJquaﬂ'ﬁimsmmﬁwaqwﬁmmﬁﬁmwjumiuﬁﬁama mastgn narlinunisvineu
90l59u53 @onAdesuLouTes Watts (2001); Burke (2004) fina1n71 msinsnauiianag
Qﬂﬂ’uﬁiaaaﬁmsﬁuwdqmam'aﬂ1iUﬁﬁaqmﬁﬁﬂiz3%%3wwmaamumimiqi’mqﬂﬁxmﬁm%
Hvanevesesdnis uenanifu Ssaenadosnuideues (Lee and Way, 2010) finuin unumaas
anufisnelavesniinaiululsusy AUsznoudey dunnden dnvaursn Fvthaw Aneuuny
wazAnuAIM fauduitusieusagalaliiAnmnuynitusielsausy Feauamnsaveslsausy
fiinnmstuindennilaswinanuduldannsoaeldifsduiufomiefissdvusviniy
Fouinananuseilesweinisarauaufisnelavesniinaulaedeaiiuaiuaiunsalunis
flazfsgamiinauifanuanusasgivesdnisiiliuuiign wagiaunduanugsiuyniuves
wiinauesfnIsLazANgNiuiesrnsluszuze namfe anusjaiugnitusionsdnisg
HaN1IALIUIIUTeIRIANTNgaYUiY (Porter et al, 1974; Steers, 1977) Femuitanelaluau
ma%ﬁmmLﬁmst’faaé’uﬁuéﬁ’quaﬂ'i'ﬁzumu‘i‘]uﬁm%mﬁﬁmmaqﬁmi%aLﬂquamwﬁﬁmsﬁu
uonenuiiflduneunnglussdnisruluiaiisandnsnisuinnuy msuyhauee
LLazﬁéwﬁigé’qdwasiamimaaﬂ (Turnover rate) ladneae (George & Jones, 1999) Fati
mnesanmsleanunsaadielininanuiiauidngniusesdnisuas sslidmilnianginssy
Bevniegdaaialvinsinunelussdnisussqummesiidesnisuazinundsenuldivio
Tu@en15udstu (The Gallup Organization, 2004; ISR, 2004; Hewitt Associates, 2003)

3. N138519855AUINNTIN AINITUNTTAUAINEINITNVINTFIUS

nan1sITeLienaaeuANNdIusTE I lussinsuiinsiteusdiunanisaiivenu
Fawtnnssurinbinsivilugsfalswsuludagduiniswaunbidsduuunisiduesdnisura
= AP % s DRy 9 N Y 1% =~ a
nsiseus dutumsadiesimsliiivinee My Msvdeusy midauUainiug msinganssy
navvieouesnunluanuilvi uaznisndsinaenaugnisaisassAnanumiuuinnssy wan133de
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fanadauayuaNuRgIu 5 o seauludiAgn1eada 0.05 MeUIRBNSHAWNAY 0.40 HaRINET?
AOAARRIAUIIUIFBYDY Senge (1990); Gephart Wag Marsick (1996); Higgins (1995); Gavin (1993)
Aav a o Naw o 6 . & \ ] &, ¢
HaN15398 enudnin Muwds n1sidevimisiu (Shared Vision) Wi danasion1silueednng
wiansieuiuag nansanfunudiuuinnssuainiian el n1siideviedson asduuse
HanaulinsuuRnuiessddminefiesinistinalivuiiuguveseniion Usvay uasanudesiv
(Armstrong, 2009) @eaennassiunuIselulsasuves Elltett (2009) 1na1371 AsNIdETIAY

2

Ao A = ° o v % A o o
e ﬂﬁ]ﬂ?ﬁllLﬂ’nﬂlﬂﬂLLagﬂ’]Wu@igﬁJgL’Jﬁ’]WﬂjﬂLf\]u ADIFATNAINULYBUULALFAINEN Iﬂﬂﬂizﬁ]u

TinnauesiniiuiennuUasuwlas Fsnnuetuiazasnsiasiluladefiasinliideimidy
navauatlmuigvedianis Awunssuiunisasderinusiuiuy deasuduaintunialy
@ SO = Y au W 1% I 9 = PPN =~ v o
Yoanueudunag Jusanusaaiidderimdld waviluusetuindeulifinnisSeusuagimm
Tngidein1sidsuudandivang wagddevindvesesdnisivg uivisasldiudrAnly
A = % Y] . ! ' Aa v o & v o &
N15deans Fedonnnediu Tidd uazaAny (2001) na1vin Msiddevimisin a1kl wagauaala
ﬁﬁ]z@jﬂﬂ&ju}mﬂﬁu (Shared Vision, Leadership and The Will to Innovate) Watinn1susuiasu

1

Wwng wagddevimivesesimsivil aegiaviunumdidglunisifoundas dauguims

Y

wIegindesasadeasuaraiemutaulunsiuinyssasduaznagnsindlviunineuy
TuaeAnis suiedeslinisnszaenazatvayulininau yaauddiusanlunisiivun
WerimlTngUszasd uaznagnsaiuuinnIsuYedaInn1s wasdmsuiiulndwasosasunfe
= PR v & A . = @ @ v ' I v
nsSeuiTmiuluiy (Team Learning) Faludnumzaain1saunsnaianmA17a90eAnIshi
sgwmilleninguAtvessiayana lugsialswsunsvhauduiiniinadeUszansnimnisvinaudy
pg19uAL RN INs LT IUAUIINNI AT NSUToInALUlal (Gray and Liguori, 2003)
AU NNFUNIAIULANANSUBIFN N INLARL AU LU FUNA NN DY AN YU IWAURUSEENS AN
1nBeu lnef Hay Group (2005) na1231 Msvihaududiu Tneanizwuudiuansauiy Jeie
Jugtuuumahauiuglunsimuanudaduinnssu@agdednisduasuliiingsunujos
Y -7 ] A o . = Y v &
uiukuulidunig (Informal) nMswagnissauileny (Collaboration) F9agAasiinnsIuLiu

AUAR (Capturing Idea) Wagavdimason1siinan1suURunTUsEEnSm

ognlsinnn lefinrsanarnamsinludaddninanismsauaznisdouiidnane
AU Inn IR s sEUUM SRR AUn NN suA L SasnNens
uywivnIRsAnIeiy annsnaduielih mafssuunsianseuidafidnsdafununueng
mnanelussdniawazneuenasdnislasiiniinauresesdnisasnsadfaunasnnuslalaede
fenudmaniasdauaruddylunisnssdulininnuineufnaivassduasnannasuy
Fuutanssn wanidoTieneipesvosnrudidyrominensuysdvesesdnisiy fawism

ssunefernudifgyauiui aunsentinauresesrnsudasneassadmne 9 auviliesdnis
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UszaunadiFa denisdanisinennsiyudlussdmsuiinisGeuiiinuddneseds Taof
wiineuvesssinisaedoslimuAnaisassdinnniminaulussdmaguuuudu q dafu eednng
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