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I Abstract

This mixed-methods research aimed to investigate 1) perceived learning achievements, 2) training effectiveness, 3) participants’
attitudes, and 4) congruence between training subject areas and participant roles within the Information Literacy Training Program
at the Faculty of Science, Mahidol University, conducted through an online learning format. The sample consisted of 700 satisfaction
survey responses collected during the fiscal years 2023-2025, with a response rate of 24.60%. Quantitative data were analyzed
using frequency, percentage, mean, standard deviation, paired t-test, one-way analysis of variance (One-way ANOVA), and Tukey
HSD post hoc comparison, while qualitative data were analyzed using content analysis. The research findings revealed that
1) participants’ perceived post-training knowledge was at a high level (M = 4.39, SD = 0.61), which was significantly higher than their
low-level pre-training knowledge (M = 2.09, SD = 1.00), with statistical significance at the .001 level. The student group and Academic
Databases and Journal Selection subject areas showed the highest mean scores, whereas the staff group and Data Visualization and
Generative Al subject areas showed the lowest mean scores. 2) Overall training effectiveness regarding the instructors’ capabilities
and the practical benefits for work performance was rated at the highest level (mean exceeding 4.50). Perceived benefits for
work performance differed significantly depending on the alignment between the content and the role context of the target
groups. 3) The majority of the 137 responses (74.45%) expressed positive attitudes, finding the activities interesting and wishing
to participate in future sessions, while 25.55% suggested an extended training duration, supporting documents, in-depth content,
and basic knowledge provision. 4) The comparative analysis revealed two patterns of alignment between subject areas and
participant roles, leading to recommendations for curriculum development categorized into three levels (Basic, Intermediate,
and Advanced) based on Bloom’s Taxonomy.
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(Sraumsdrimeus 343 aly) nslderugnudeya Cell Press and Nature 2
nsldeugudeyaussanunsy PubMed 2
nsldugudeyaussauNTi Scopus 3
nslfugudeyausIaNYNTL Web of Science 1
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Table 1
(continued)

neailam vdasusuiieadas A (afo)
mﬂ%&mgm%ga ScienceDirect, Springer uag Wiley 2
MATANSEUAUNAIIUITINITAY Google Scholar 2
Data Visualization (18 ﬂ%ﬂ) @374 Data Visualization 78 Looker Studio 4
(Fruaumsdisimeusy 608 ade) aanunsfinaunmsendsdesiadiiie Freepik 1
afsnudiauouaziflesiy Canva 1
a519ukuds 3 3@ A2 Icograms 3
a59laniaiion Metaverse ¢e Spatial.io 1
A579855A9UNTANA2Y Photoshop 3
ponwuUlUamesuITese Canva 4
ponuuuliuledaiudisae Canva 1
Generative Al (23 ﬂ%y'\‘i) Generative Al Series: Top Gen-Al Tools 3
(Suunsdimeusy 976 A nsUssendly Generative Al iy ChatGPT 2
n3Useandly Generative Al 68 DeepSeek 1
nsUszanald Generative Al 68 Gemini 2
nsUsvendly Generative Al sive MS Copilot 2
MsUszgndld Generative Al lilensidounarasusenu 1
miﬂizqﬂsﬂ%’ Generative Al: Research Assistant by Consensus 1
ﬂ’ﬁUizﬁgﬂGﬂ%’ Generative Al: Research Assistant A28 SciSpace 3
ﬂﬁiUizEJﬂGﬂ%' Generative Al: Search Engine Y Perplexity 1
n13Uszandly Generative Al: Text to Image #ie Adobe Firefly 2
n3Uszandld Generative Al: Text to Presentation by Tome 1
ﬂ’liﬂisqmﬂsﬁ Generative Al: Text to Text @28 Claude 1
miUizq%ﬁW Generative Al: Text to Video by Pictory 1
miﬂizqmﬂ%’ Generative Al: Writing A28 Grammarly 1
astiifown Aasesitoya uagyin Podcast #18 NotebookLM 1
Journal Selection (13 %) nsUsEiuAnAMIIANTIINGIUTeYA JCR 3
(Fruaunsds sy 316 AS) nsUszidiununmnsansangIudeya SIR 4
nsaUAAzUTHIUNTANTIEAUYRINg UTeYa ThaiJO uay TCI 1
wINeNMsenansiiiensifianisng Journal Finder 5
Plagiarism Detection (8 ﬂ%jﬂ) nmsnageuuartesiunisAnasnineinudeaae Turnitin 5
(Emnunisdhsanousy 148 ada) Thesis Plagiarism Detection with Turnitin (English) 3

6 of 18



B K. Ngamsawangrungrot and C. Tatip

Table 1
(continued)

&
NRNLUDNN
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v = A % e )
IUVBUIUNINYAVBDN A48 (AF9)

Project and Document Management (7 a%) 11519 MS Word dmdudleusisnuuasineniing 5
(FrunumsinTanousy 246 %) Janssuenaisesulailsig Canva Docs 1
dnszidouteya Win Productivity ¢ Notion 1
Reference Management (9 0 N139ANTUTIUIYNTUAIE EndNote 4
(FruumsiinTanousy 209 %) N133AN1SUTTUIUNTUAIEY EndNote for Mac 2
Reference Management with EndNote (English) 3

2. SIUTYadeyan1snauLuUUssiluauitnela
lasan1sinauswasuaiievinvenisiatsauma lugia
YsuUTeann w.a. 2566-2568 1NLUUUTELEUAIUAIND 1
poulatl LimeSurvey lasmeloudayaluguuuulng Excel
(xXlsx) WilewRedsziliudoyanounsinszs

3. {fAdethdeyaiildanyateyanisneunuudsuidy
AnufianelaiinsgiiaviinaustoyalieUTunuuLaz i
AN $38M1574 (Table) uHuNINAY (Pie chart) uag
ustugdlusis (Bar chart) ilenanuunliiuasSouiisudoya

nsdAszidaya

1. Anwryatayanisneuuuulseiiuanufianela
Wiguiflguanuineutasndiniseusalunmsiu naeniu
JAUANINAINTOUTH FMUNMUTIUUTZL J0 AN
uaznauion Tagl¥nsuanuasnad Souay Anade (M)
Adudeauunasgiu (S0) snesdmUszanua (Likert
scale) AVIAEDU Paired t-test Lagn1TLATIZAANNLUTUTIU
WUUNN9LAYY (One-way ANOVA) W3DHRTIR@UAINLIINAY
Y0IAUUTUTIANE Levene’s test lunsdifinanisiisgh
AMULUTUTIRLARITu Ay N19aif ﬁ%%’m}v@hﬁumﬁ
L‘iJiEJ‘ULVlEJUSWEJﬂ (Post hoc test) #2835 Tukey HSD L‘W’e]i”‘U
duoanguiidanadounnisiuegielifodfey nfousieny
VUIAVDINANTENUAE Eta-squared (77) AuLNUcvDg
Cohen (1988) firwunlsien 7 < 0.06 WWuawiadn (Small
effect), 0.06-0.14 Wuruinuunats (Medium effect),
wag > 0.14 WWuualng) (Large effect)

2. AATeilszanduavedlasinis laun AuEINIse
299387105 wazlselevidonisuiuiRau uunaiy
Yavuszana aomunw waznguion Taglénisuaniag

aud foway Aads snnTELUTEINen Adudsauu
UINTFIU HAZNITIATIENAIULUTUTIURUUNIUAED
wioumsSsuifisunegene Tukey HSD Tunsaimuliodty
YNIARA NFPUTBNLVIAVBIANTENUE Eta-squared (n°)

3. Uszifiuaudaifiuiazdeiausuuslaldns
Ao (Content analysis) M348 Krippendorff
(2019) Taganiiun1seutoyang9azidenuazInvuIAvy
deduasziuszifiudfyresanudaiiudun way
TorauauuzuazameUassa nduthiauenantsieses
fhemInanuasmLiiLarSosavreusaz Ui

4. 1AT18RUTEULTEUANADAARBITENTIINGY
demuazanunmuesiiaueusy ngldnisiiaszsids
\W3guiigyu (Comparative analysis) lngfiansanainaaug
ndinNseusHkarUseleviian sUURUTLUNINNGY
evmuazaniunin iessygUuuuauaenadorindenls
mmvﬂumamammaﬂmmmam ATIWABINTIITEUGDY
feamousuusaznguiuogidls Fawanisinsieidiui
%mlﬂimﬂugmlumimuaLmeawmumaﬂquwu
Tuunszaukasdunngudmnesely

B 1an15249% (Results)

1. masuinaduqusnisBeuivastismausulasenis
Hnausaauadeinyenisiasaumna

ngadeyanisnauluulsziiiuanuianels

lAsensineusETuasainwen1siansaumalugia
Yauusgann w.a. 2566-2568 917U 700 YA F1UITATILUN
anunmvesseusiiu 3 nqu ldun dnfnw) 919158
WAZYAAINT v inendeufinauazensan iy
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Figure 2

General Information of Satisfaction Survey Respondents

Tayarilvvesnounuulseidiunuianely
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134, 19.14%

272, 38.86%

294, 42.00% = UaNs

m UndAnw

m 919158

71 Figure 2 BUANUAANUNNERBULUUUSEIY
ANufanela wudn nguyAaINg 19IUIUNIINOULUY
Usziliunndian 294 ase Anlufosas 42.00 503891 Ao

Table 2

nautin@ne meunuulszdiu 272 33 Andusevas 38.86
WazNgNeINTe neukuulsTiiu 134 A Andudeway
19.14

Comparison of Mean Knowledge Between Pretest and Posttest

MSWSEUTUANRAYAIININOULAL NIAINITOUTY

A3 n M
ANUINBUNNTBUTY 700 2.09
AIUVINTOUTY 700 4.39

SD wlama t P
1.00 DRE] 62.13 <.001
0.61 110

310 Table 2 WWaliguaARieAUInouLAZ A
NIRUIHLANANAURYNTEdAYITEAU 001 (t = 62.13,
p < .001) WU AlafgAUSiouN1TEUTIWNAY 2.09

(SD = 1.00) agluszdutey UavaUINaINITOUTUWNY
4.39 (SD = 0.61) aglusysiuunn lngsyiuaNuInaINIToUsy
gendnneunseusy
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Figure 3
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Comparison of Mean Knowledge Between Pretest and Posttest by Fiscal Year
NISWSEUTTEUANRAEMIININOUUAL NAIN1TOUTY TIMUNMINTIUYTE8 0

441

427

]

1 -

Tauussunu 2566

Tsvalseanm 2567

444

B Auineunseusy

B AUIVRINTOUTH

Yavssunm 2568

91 Figure 3 Weiflsudadsmnuiieutasvas
M5UTHTIUUTELN 2566—-2568 WU mLa?ﬂlammidau
NNSOUTUIINAU 1.78, 1.91 wag 2.41 anuad1diu agluseautioy
wagiluu Tty vaefidiodoanuindniseusumiii

Table 3

4.27, 4.41 uag 4.44 auawu agluszivannuaziinuiliy
WU Im853ﬁummiﬁﬁé’amiaumqqrmfiaumiamﬂu
yneulszanm

Comparison of Posttest Mean Knowledge by Participant Role

MFUTYUTIIUANREIAIINFNEINITOUTY FTIUNGINTITUNIN

d0UNN n M SD
nauin@nY 272 4.50 0.56
naue19138 134 4.41 0.58
NANYAAINT 294 4.28 0.65

wlawna F p n’
unian 9.59 <001 03
an
an

'
v o W S W

fedAgsadianszau .001

971 Table 3 nan15LATIEEENR One-way ANOVA
WU @RTUNINVBIFTINDUTUAHAADTEAUAININAINT
ammmn@hﬁuaﬂwqﬁﬁaéﬁmwaﬁﬁﬁisé’u 001 (F=9.59,
p < .001, I = .03) Fadndurweanansenulussiuidn 1l
NAFBUATILLANANTIEARIE Tukey HSD Wudn ngusin@ne
(M = 4.50, SD = 0.56) H5¢AUANUINGINITOUTHAINTIINGY
UAAINT (M = 4.28, SD = 0.65) ae/ il Agynneadia (p < .001)

dunsleuiisusenintngudnAnwiunguennnsd uas
FEMINNGU1913EAUNFNUAAINIIINUAULANA1DE 19T
HedrAgyneadia Wi Wofinsananninasinisuana wui
nauiinAnuniiaudsnseusueglussiuinniian vaued
nNeuen9138 (M = 4.41, SD = 0.58) uagnguynans (M = 4.28,
SD = 0.65) aglusgdiuinn

9 of 18



B K. Ngamsawangrungrot and C. Tatip

Table 4

Comparison of Posttest Mean Knowledge by Subject Area
7775!,‘1]58‘1]4WEJUF]’)LQE?EJF)?’]&/SW@\W’)S@US&/ ﬁ]’)étiJr’)ﬁ??llf)ﬂi/éiJE]‘V]’]

nfcjw,ﬁam n M
Academic Databases 71 4.56
Data Visualization 147 4.33
Generative Al 257 4.33
Journal Selection 70 4.56
Plagiarism Detection 49 4.39
Project and Document Management 61 4.36
Reference Management a5 4.44
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SD ulana F p n
053  wnflgn 262 02 02
0.66 an

0.61 an

0.53 mn‘ﬁqm

0.64 an

0.61 1N

0.59 an

970 Table 4 Wan1sIATITRAILETRA One-way
ANOVA wut nauiievndwmareszduauindinisousy
u,mﬂm'1qﬁ’ua&mﬁﬁfaﬁﬁfymdaaaﬁisﬁu 05 (F = 2.62,
p =.02, 1 = .02) pealsfinny mummamsmuﬁag’lwwﬁmﬁa
U381 aruuandrsseninenguienenaiidons o
Suh LﬁamaaummLLMﬂGiN'ﬁ&Jﬁﬁw Tukey HSD lainug
msl,ﬂi'a‘uwlEJ‘UIWLmeaﬂuamwwmﬂmmaam
athslsfiny WeiasananAnade wui ﬂamuammu
NS WU ﬂqu Academic Databases (M = 4.56, SD = 0.53)

Figure 4

wazngu Journal Selection (M = 4.56, SD = 0.53) Huualily
vosspiuAmndImseusuganinguiondnumalulad
adelv loun ngu Data Visualization (M = 4.33, SD = 0.66)
uazna Generative Al (M = 4.33, SD = 0.61)

2. UseanSuavaslasenisinausuiasuainevinee
N133a13EUMA

HansUsEIuUsEAnSHalAsINIsHne TS AT

Vinvensiansaune wisnsinszidu 2 du ldun A
A1150U83INeINT wazUsslevusanisujuRu

Overall Effectiveness of the Information Literacy Training Program
AmTUsEanSravedlasinsineusuasuaiainyensiansauna

B Jauuszunn 2566

475 4.69 4.68 4.70

425
o d a
ANARATUATINAILNT OV IINGINT

B UsuUszunn 2567

(Aadaiu 4.50)

B Jauuszunn 2568
4.73 4.73
4.66

' ol € o nas
ALadsduUszlavidantsufiRau

910 Figure 4 dlaiflsuusyaninalasinisiineusu
wSuawinyeMIFasaumanUsuUsEIm WUl Aadey
FIUANNANNNTVRINYINTWINAY 4.69, 4.68 way 4.70
sy fulihmssuasysudistlulanen uasaiods

aulselerisonisUuRnuwingu 4.66, 4.73 way 4.73
auddu Suunldufistunasnssd Taowuin Uszaniua
#a 2 fw fenedeninndt 4.50 dnogluszduanniige
nnteuuseann
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Table 5
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Comparison of Mean Instructor Competence by Participant Role
MYSGUTISUAURAEAIIAIINTINITOVONTNEINT TIUNGINTITUAIN

GRRITH n M )
naun@Anwm 272 4.74 0.44
Nau019158 134 4.74 0.46
NENUAAINT 294 4.63 0.51

wlana F p n
mm‘ﬁqm 4.61 01 01
mm?iqm
Wnfian

q

970 Table 5 Wan15IlATITRAILEDR One-way
ANOVA WU @01UN YR30 UTHAmARD TEAUAILAR
WILAUANENNNTIYEINeNSLANAaiueg il d Ay
neadATisERu 01 (F = 4.61, p = .01, 7 = .01) Fadmdu
vnananszvuluszduidn Wenaaoumuuansnasegie
Tukey HSD wuin nguindinwn (M = 4.74, SD = 0.44) dszhu
AUAATIUADAINAINITATOIINYINTGNIINGUUAAINT

Table 6

M = 4.63, SD = 0.51) agitedRgyn9add (o = .02)
Tuvauzfinai3sudisussninnguin@nwAungueianse
LAZIENINNFUD1TEAUNGUUAAINS LINUAILLANGIS
RAS L REHIRNERIE Wl Wefimsananinasinsulana
WU ffaneususis 3 aniunm SemnuRaiutoninuaanso
voinenseglusziuanniige

Comparison of Mean Instructor Competence by Subject Area
MSFYUTIEUANRELAIUAIINTINITOVOITNEINT TIUNAINNGULTENT

nﬁjm‘ﬁam n M
Academic Databases 71 4.70
Data Visualization 147 4.64
Generative Al 257 4.69
Journal Selection 70 a.79
Plagiarism Detection 49 4.71
Project and Document Management 61 4.66
Reference Management a5 4.71

SD wlawna [ p 1
049  anfign 084 54 01
0.50 mmﬁqm
0.48 mﬂ‘ﬁ?jm
045  aniign
046  aniign
048  aniign
046  niign

o o 9

Tinuanuwanageg1eidednfyneadfnseau .05

o

9710 Table 6 WaN15ILATIERAIBEDA One-way
ANOVA wuh ngaiifeyndsuasiesiuaufniudiuai
A10150U09INeInThLenANAUe 19T dE @Ay NI9EDn R
(F =084, p = .54, n° =.01) lngvuiaxansznuaglu
seduidn SeefuneanuuususiuvesaruuLldifisadnios
oendlsfion defiansananinasimsuuana wui §meusy

firnuAniuseanuainsnvesineinsegluszduanniign
Tuynnduiidevn lnenduilevniifieniadegsan Ao ndu Journal
Selection (M = 4.79, SD = 0.45) 7940331 i ngial Plagiarism
Detection (M = 4.71, SD = 0.46) LLasﬂﬁju Reference
Management (M = 4.71, SD = 0.46) ANua19U
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Table 7

Journal of Information and Learning (2026), 37(2), €288092 B

Comparison of Mean Benefits for Job Performance by Participant Role
MaUSEUTgUA RFsN YTl lnonIsUURIN FIMUNNILaD NN

ga1Un N n M SD
nautinfnw 272 4.81 0.42
Nq1919158 134 4.78 0.42
NAUYAAINT 294 4.60 0.57

wuana F p n
wniian 13.53 < 001 04
wniian
wniian

AledAgnisadanszau 001

91N Table 7 NaM AT RMEEHA One-way ANOVA
WU AQTUAITNVRITINUTHANARDTZAUAIIUAALTI
sulsgleidonisufuRnuuanasiuagdidediAgnig
adRTisERU 001 (F = 13.53, p < .001, 17" = .04) Fadmdu
yuianansznuluszduidn lenadeuanuuananaseg
e Tukey HSD wuidn ngutin@nw) (M = 4.81, SD = 0.42)
WazNaNe1a13e (M = 4.78, SD = 0.42) fiszaumnudniiu

Table 8

sulselevddonisuifaugeniinguurains (M = 4.60,
SD = 0.57) agsditipdAgn1eana (o < .001 way p = .002
Aua1nv) diunisilSeuiiguseninangudnAnuniu
ngue191358ldnuAURANAIte g1l dad Ay n19aif
vl ilefiarsananinasinisutana Wi fimevsy
W 3 dgnunmdiuh n1seusuiiuselevunanisu iR
oglusziuanniign

Comparison of Mean Benefits for Job Performance by Subject Area
msiSeuiguanaea U sElevinon)sujuaeIL Tmunmunguiilon

nq’mﬁam n M
Academic Databases 71 4.82
Data Visualization 147 4.65
Generative Al 257 4.67
Journal Selection 70 4.76
Plagiarism Detection 49 4.88
Project and Document Management 61 4.70
Reference Management 45 4.80

SD wuana F p 1
042  wnilgn 254 02 02
0.55 mmﬁqm
052  aniign
046  aniign
033  aniign
049  niign
0.46 mmﬁqm

97 Table 8 NaN1TIATIMLEDH One-way ANOVA
wuh nauilomdmasiessfuanuBaiiudulseleviie
nsUfTRNuLAnAaiuegaiitedfynsadifnsedu 05
(F = 2,50, p = .02, 1 = .02) eehdlsfny vuranansznui
oglussiudnusth anuuandsszrhenguiomonadive
maUfiRdin lennaeunNLIANNITIEEsE Tukey HSD
lﬂWU@;ﬂﬁmiﬁaULﬁﬂ“tﬂ,mﬁLLmﬂthﬁ’uaéwaﬁﬁaﬁﬁﬁgmqaaa
ogdlsfinu ofinnsanndnads wuth nduidemiu
3113 W N Plagiarism Detection (M = 4.88, SD = 0.33)
ﬂzjll Academic Databases (M = 4.82, SD = 0.42) LL@Sﬂﬁju Ref-
erence Management (M = 4.80, SD = 0.46) fiuualiialasu

nsusEdiudulslesidenisufiRaugeninguiden
suwnalulagadelva laun ngu Generative Al (M = 4.67,SD
= 0.52) uazngy Data Visualization (M = 4.65, SD = 0.55)
et leinsalunimsausannasiniswana wui g9
ausuiszauAuAnuiulstleminen1sUfuRnueglu
sedfusnftarlunnnguidon
3. LANARYBLEITINBUTUTATINTHNDUTULETUETI
VinweNs3ansaumA
HansUsTLRAARYeTINeUTHlATINSHNEUTY
wSuaiieineensiansauma ninduasizideya
ANuAAuLazdalaualu amnsaduunliily 2 nqu
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own AnuAnLiudsuIn wavtoiauenuziasJywauassa

Figure 5
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Participants’ Attitudes Toward the Information Literacy Training Program
L99ARYDNEI 1O UTUADIATINITANOUTINATUAS 1N YEN T30 SaUNA

35, 25.55%

m AnuAadiudauan

m dowanaunzuazymauasia

102, 74.45%

970 Figure 5 WU n1suanspuAniuLay
YOLEUBLUY TINTIMUA 137 A5 wUBTU AUAANILTUIN

Table 9
Participants’ Positive Comments by Role
AVMAAIUTIVINTINGTIIOUTH TIUNGIUF TN

Fuu 102 a5e AnluSovay 74.45 wazdalausluzlay
Jaymauassa Sruau 35 a5 Anluiosas 25.55

ANNAMTALEUIN Unfnwn 219138 YAINg
i ouas
Aanssuthaulauassdosnsdnsaulundsely 10 22.73 18 40.91 16 36.36
dovmiduusylond Tasueudlnl 20 51.28 9 23.08 10 25.64
ensaenennusled Wilade 2 18.18 5 45.46 4 36.36
sUBUUAINTSINTEEAIN 2 25.00 5 62.50 1 12.50
Rt 34 33.33 37 36.28 31 30.39

911 Table 9 WoR91501ANUAAGIUTIUINTMUN
AINANIUAIN WUT HameusuusaznguliaudAnly
Uszihudiwansneiu Inenguiindnwrfidndiunisnani
o & < Y va ™ =i a & v

Wevniluusglewd lasuanusding” asiige Andusesay

51.28 YaueNingue1313gnaifie “sunuufanssudiis

q
a a

9 < b4 1 1 1 =2
avnin” aeiign AnluSesay 62.50 dunguyaaInsnandds
“Iennsenenenanuilan” wag “Aanssuiiaula” luseau
Indifesiu Anduiosas 36.36
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Table 10

Journal of Information and Learning (2026), 37(2), €288092 B

Participants” Suggestions and Operational Challenges by Role
TolauauLz LAy T IgUATIARINGT N VTN TIUNAINGDIUNIN

datauauug/Ugyniauassa

JaduLuy (26 ASI)

LoMuasue1858eEIaIN15aUTH

AND

YAAINT

fopaz A21uD  dewar AW Sowas

16.67 3 25.00 7 58.33

Jamdoyauazionansuszneuifisids 25.00 2 25.00 4 50.00
Faousuilodednunniu 0.00 3 50.00 3 50.00

HamgUassa (9 a)

sgiudeauinardnensussenesuiuly 50.00 1 25.00 1 25.00
PAMsYANuEiug LA me U 33.33 0 0.00 2 66.67
Hapduwmesidn annwdes uazmunsonveaadosie 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.00
591 22.86 10 28.57 17 48.57

910 Table 10 lofinnsandaiausuuzuazdym
guassATILUNALENIUNII WU nauyAansLunguii
forauanuzuarenuilayminniian (17 aft Andufesay
48.57) geningue191sd (10 pds Sovay 28.57) IGEHGE
tindiny (8 Ay $opay 22.86) oty Taenduyaaing
fdndumaaue “Mndomuarvenssrernainiseusy”
gefign Andudosas 58.33 nawenansdlidndrunisiaus
“Sravsuiovmidedinuniu’ gefign Andufesaz 50.00
waznguinfnwddadiunisiaue “damdeyauazionans
Usgnoufidn” gefign Anidufesay 25.00 vaziingy
UARINTANAIUNITINENU “mmmigmmiﬁugm” qaﬁqm
Andudovay 66.67 nguilnAnwisenu “szauidsuiuas
Famznmsusssresuiuly” gefign Anlusosas 50.00

Table 11

dnlygmiudumesidn aunmdes wazAuniouves
wn3esile nuludndulndifesiussninanguiindnuinas
nqueansd Anludosaz 50.00

4. aruisanadessziunguiiovuasaniunwea
ERHGITEH

KanTiesiiUiBueussrhanguiiom 7 ngu ldun
Academic Databases, Data Visualization, Generative Al,
Journal Selection, Plagiarism Detection, Project and
Document Management, Reference Management fu
A0MUNNVBINTINOUTY 3 ngu laun Undnwr 819136
LazyAAINg 1gfianTanNTEAUAIUNINAINITOUTLLSY
Usglegusiansuianu

Comparison of Posttest Mean Knowledge and Benefits for Job Performance by Subject Area and Participant Role
f)’/ﬂ‘ifiﬂ‘ljlWEJ‘UF]’/LQ@EJF)7‘ZJF)7’/il’i‘l/i@\m’lia‘l/’iiléés"?&’ﬁ]’/‘l.!‘diuZH?)’UW@?’)’]?UQUWWU ’ﬂ’/élUﬂﬁ?’)llf?f‘?i/éi!@%’]éé&“fﬁﬂ’]ﬂﬁ’lw

neuilam AUINAINTTOUTH Uszlevidan1sufufanu

dnAne 219138 YARINT unAnwn 913158 yAAINg

Academic Databases 4.60 4.59 4.50 4.83 4.94 471
(n = 30) (n=17) (n = 24) (n = 30) (n=17) (n = 24)

Data Visualization 4.62 4.08 4.24 4.81 4.50 4.59
(n=142) (n=12) (n=93) (n=142) (n=12) (n=93)

Generative Al 4.50 4.31 4.23 4.73 4.75 4.59
(n=70) (n=67) (n =120) (n=70) (n=67) (n =120)
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Table 11
(continued)
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neuilam AUINAINTTOUTH Uszlevilsanisufufanu
inAne 219138 YARINT unAnwn 919158 YAAINS
Journal Selection 4.52 4.63 4.50 4.83 4.78 4.65
(n =23) (n=27) (n = 20) (n = 23) (n=27) (n = 20)
Plagiarism Detection 4.39 - - 4.88 - -
(n =49) (n = 49)
Project and Document Management 4.38 4.40 4.34 4.83 5.00 4.56
(n =24) (n=05) (n=32) (n =24) (n=25) (n=32)
Reference Management 4.50 4.67 3.80 4.79 5.00 4.60
(n=34) (n=6) (n=5) (n = 34) (n=6) (n=5)

- vaneds Loy 1iosaniilenn Plagiarism Detection neusianiznguindne
n s IUYATeyaN1IMOULUUUTELIL = 700 A (I1WIU n < 10 MsAANNAREEMEANLTEinTe )

971 Table 11 NaN1FIATIZINUTULUUANNAOAATDY
sewinnguidemivaniunmeesdiimeuy 2 ULy
dail 1) itfemndiAninis Tunguenansd Tenadeuselewd
donsufiRaugean M = 4.94-5.00) ldun Reference
Management, Project and Document Management Wag
Academic Databases Tunguin@nw finnadeusslov
donsufiRaugean (M = 4.83-4.88) leiun Plagiarism
Detection, Academic Databases, Journal Selection,
Project and Document Management LLﬂﬂuﬂEjiJ‘Uqﬂﬁ”mi
fiAnadeUstlovisionsuffnugean W = 4.60-4.71)
Taun Academic Databases, Journal Selection Wag
Reference Management 2) tiomdnumaluladasfelns
AuA Data Visualization wag Generative Al ﬁmta?ﬁwﬁ”md'}
naudu Inenguiindnuusidiusnueuindsniseusiuas
UselevistensufjiRanugean (M = 4.50-4.62,M = 4.73-4.81)
399891 AD NFN19158 (M = 4.08-4.31, M = 4.50-4.75)
LaENguUANNIINTIgR (M = 4.23-4.24, M = 4.59)

AT AT uAILANANIYEIRLBInS
Fousluusaznguaniunm il 1) nquindnuiiiay
foamadeudniennns aseuaquidemdiuinins Téun
Academic Databases, Journal Selection, Plagiarism
Detection, Project and Document Management Wag
Reference Management wastiemamunaluladadelm
1A Data Visualization Wag Generative Al 2) Ngua1915¢)d]
audesmsiifermduinms lnedemiifeaaeusslond
RonsUuRugsan laun Academic Databases, Journal
Selection Wag Reference Management mmzﬁtﬁaméﬁu
walulaBasielv danadennuindanisousuiidoudism
lAuA Data Visualization (M = 4.08) uag Generative Al

M = 4.31) uag 3) ﬂejmqﬂmmﬁﬁ’na?{aﬂ”’ma’mi‘mé’aﬂﬁ
susunavUsglevisenisuuRauiininguduluiiou
nnguiion Tnsomeitdomdumeluladadelu 1dud
Data Visualization (M = 4.24, M = 4.59) llay Generative Al
M =4.23, M = 4.59)

B anils1ana (Discussion)

1. nans@nwinsiudnadunninisfoudvestiau
pusHlATINSHNeUTUER A InwENsTansauNa WUl
fimeusiinissudaedummivdinisousfistuoadie
AALYNSEnA (M = 4.39, SD = 0.61) dlassuiieuiunou
A5OUTH (M = 2.09, D = 1.00) Fsaonadesiuienmvesnss
ansaumAves UNESCO (2023) and ACRL (1989) #iszyin
Tnssnsdnuariiansnsdieiaunanuanmnsolunsdum
Useidly uavUssendlideyalaegaiiusednsam ludwu
anunw wuin nguiinAnwiilAedsnuiudanseusy
a5gn uaznaNyAAINsiiARABAIIMAINIToUTIATIgN
Tudhunguiiforn wut nganifemn Academic Databases uaz
Journal Selection fifiadsgean fadudovdnuizinig
Fadlifiuin aandesfunisiandnuesinAnuiuas
oraslunsGounisaeunayidelnenss vasfinguiiion
Generative Al uag Data Visualization Fauiifews
waluladadelnidaiadoidian dliifiuin invemand
fanudutounaslnisieriSeu vilvidesenfussoznauay
nsUitugusnndiinugnsiuduiuuday Ussdud
AOAARDINUTIENTUTDY Baytas and Ruediger (2025)‘1‘768@1
51t Generative Al lussdugaufnundegluszozEus
Adnudlngiieiissiuanuduasiumaluladfuansng
funnn edndudesendaiatlunsimuninwennsivini
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doygrusziug (Al literacy) wlolidnlafisdodiauas
nsruIunseuiduiouninadesdieduduialy @
aunsaesueisANlaTenguinsFeuianuszaunisal
(Experiential learning theory) ¥84 Kolb (2014) ﬁisz’]
anudsralunsiimeluladifinnududeuaziiniu
aamé'“aﬁummwamimﬁaﬂﬁﬁaﬁﬂLLa N15as Vo uUAn
EERIENEELE aum%qlumewammumummaus
Mﬂa’]’lL‘J,JEJLV]EJUﬂUVlﬂU”ﬂ’]SﬁUﬂULLUUmLﬁm uaﬂmﬂu
WofinsanaAnadsaudieuniseusy wuin Ususaiiutu
&imﬁaﬂunﬂﬂqwsxmm (1.78, 1.91 way 2.41 Muaeu)
winnldudinanenafialsanuatetade wu esduszneu
Eumﬂaumwamwaammammimma ¢Ufuanainafy
winationaagouliiiiuin fiwevsufinnuduiasiy
miamamiauwmmeummmwmwamLUaUuLLﬂaﬂ,U
Wi esanenluszeveiiiotudunualtusinaatewild
M dugulunsusuidemmsousudeld

2. NamFIATIzRUTEansNalasinIsinoUsuERNES 19
ViNweN I TaumA nudn TunmsaTeuemLEITaTes
InennsuazulsglevisonsufiRauegluseiumnniign
(Auadeannn 4.50) raentedaulsyana WA, 2566-2568
Usziuiihanle fio wismeusueiinnudaiiuseniy
ansavesinensluynnguiemoglussiuinniianuas
Limuanuusnesegnafituddmneadn uiidlofinnsanly
Aulsglerisan1sUURNUNGUNUAINUANGA TN
Imamjwﬁamﬁm’imms 19U Plagiarism Detection (M = 4.88,
SD = 0.33), Academic Databases (M = 4.82, SD = 0.42) uwag
Reference Management (M = 4.80, SD = 0.46) la5un1s
Ussidulussiugeninguilomsumeluladasily Hud
Generative Al(M = 4.67, SD = 0.52) iLlay Data Visualization
(M = 4.65, SD = 0.55) wonani Fanui nautinfnyuay
g1ansdiiuwIliuUsuiiuguuselevilsanisu TReugendn
NAUYAAINT Wan1sIAsIzRaanataziaulmiug
Uszﬁw%mamaﬂmqmﬂﬂéjﬁuagjﬁummmmmﬁuaﬁmmﬂs
Wisadadeifen uidufedesiusefuamudenndossening
demnisevsufuuiunnshluldaueteesdiiueusy
wiazndu 1l wansUssdivlussdugafingn asoufls
audusalunisdaniseusuitaensufunseunisuseiiiu
Kirkpatrick Model waglhuui1aain1sussiiiunisanenan
n350u3 (LTEM) w99 Thalheimer (2024) Auamalyiiiiuin
Tasanshiliiesadanuiionelaluszauujisenevauss
(Reaction) usgjFeudaansnsan/asusiiunsBeouslgnis
d1enenfinwratdn1suURuase (Transfer) laagned
UszAvnm el eyanuldiidomdnAnmatianudonles
AUNIIAIIUNITEFIUNTADULAZNTIFELAATI TIN50
ihluseendldliviud luvnedidomiumeluladadelnl
o1adegluszozFuduvesnailuly wiedsllaenndos
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(3

1Y

UANHAUVDINIINOUTUUNNGNDETARY TaAuny
fanaIAeAATRITULWIAAYEY Sanches and Chan (2023)
fidliuin Wannsufineusudunisdansaumeaasd
UszAnsuagudeidengnosnuuuliaenndesiuaiiu
ABINTUATUTUNYRISEULAAZNEN LaLETEUaNITaNDs
diurnuidesleadiethlulssgndliluamdvnsvidolnin
vowuldeaduzussau

3. nansUsTHLAnARYeIRs e UTHlATINSHNBUTY
suaseinvensiansauna §33elaTasendeyaids
AMNNAINATIAATILUMETR 137 918013 WU £ m0UsH
dulngjasviouruAniuduinadidosas 74.45 neanz
aruAadiuh Anssuhadlawssosmadisaluadiely
wandonidutsslond wlldsuaudlml 9 vaeiig
ausuiosaz 25.55 Idelaualugin #Ban15IveeIaInIg
ousuintu ToyauasionansUsznouduiu domlusedy
BeBin wegnmsyaudiiugiu deiausuusinariiaenados
funseulnAAMIYasaUmAYEs ACRL (2016) floSurein
NIPUIUNTAT LAY AuvnansaumadunszuIunsisiady
Funou (Sequenhat process) maamuaaﬂﬂaaaﬂwqwg
wadanndoulesauiues Siemens (2005) 7
TugaRdvia ;UJLsaumLUumaﬂsniusJuL’JmLLaumamaauuaw
Wedeslsadetnedeyaiinszinnszagliiinanudile
el WofansananuRadiuduunmuaniua T wua
LANANSYBITUNUUANNARLUTIaz B uUTUNIaNIZ YD
uiazngy Taenguiindnuilianuddyfuidon iy
Uselow) (Fevaz 51.28) nquenanséitfuguuuuianssud
\nBaaEnIn (%'a&mz 62.50) vasriinguynansiiunguiis
Forausuuzanniign (Fovag 48.57) Imi’mamﬂivmumi
Gmﬂmiﬂmmiwumu (3eway 66.67) ma”mum%qmq
maammswu%miuﬂaumaauuauuamwmLam muu N
Tnssmsdedndudersiulasaiadom wu msdndem
Futiugruuazdugs sawfenisfiudndiunisind foals
wnu uwvnsiiaenedestuamiidbres MacCallum et al.
(2023) AfnwIBaAUTENBUYBIINYENTSINTiuTgya)
Useing uazdlidiui matanvinuemaneluladfidudey
wasifudedina arsfinsdnlassaiemateusifusdudu
Tedunnmayiuguiituasreusesengiiomidedn mug
luffuniseenuuuRanssuidalenmdligFeuldasieufdn
934 Jaaztwandesinameenuiuaziiiveusiilalunis
Tumelulagliogadivssansam

4. Han1TIATIETRUTEULEy nugdLuuAIy
aenndes 2 JUuuuTiasiiouisaudiniusseinanduidion
fuanunwesdrmousy dud ilovmdnAnmsfinotland
nauetsduaziindnunfundn uanidevdumalulad
arfelvaifinguiinAnwianansausuildfnitvugidadu
AT gTesndueItuazyAans Tadunuiaonades

D
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FunguinsBeusdmiuglngues Knowles (1984) fiszyin
A3oudlugjas Feudléfidleidiomannadostuuiunns
INULATUNUINTDINY INFULUUANLABAARBIRINGT?
ARAETveLaUBL UL UMM TRRIL AN gRsIneUssenald
LWIAR Bloom’s Taxonomy (Anderson & Krathwohl, 2001)
Tunseenuuumaideus 3 s Idun 1) wdngnaseauiiugiu
dmunguidemiAnmaiteyanusliudtindnussdusy
WATYARINT 2) NANGATIZAUNANS ei’m%’umjmfamé’m
Frnsiilensuausinsiavesenansduarind@nusysu
Sadinfnu uay 3) ndngnsseiudugs dwsudemiu
wielulafadelni Jemsesnuvunsussgndldlidumgy
1EAAVUTUNMUVBIAATAN LA N15UTULATIET
néngmslianadastussiuauiugiuasunumame
vosudazngutudl anfunuamedifyiidisandosing
yanraduasifisanudenlesszrindenfunisiily
Uszandldasslaegnalivssdnsnim

Podaunadmiunisinamsfinuludszendlduasnis
Welusvoesioly ufnmsfnwilazuansfianadeuanues
Tasinsiinousy wiidedann 3 Usens el Usenisusn
nsUsziiuldisuseiliunuies Jeyadeasviouseiunisius
a0 o snanindundn Jeeaasudenisaue
Feuszdng Wy uuunaaeuneu-dsFeu Usznisiiaes
Andsvessrdvinaigilufounnduds (nnin 4.50)
anawviau Ceiling effect fivilviauwUsusiush Ussnauiiu
nsgusegauuuaiaslafionad Self-selection bias 910
fiawelarulasans fadu msfiaamaasfinsanuinyes
HaNsENU (I = .01-.04) Usznauiiu Aadsuazsiuiues
nauFeg1s Usemsiiany msivualvndeyamsnouuuy
Usziiudumhelingei iesonadeatuninfiudeyauuy
laiszysnu SdedrinEesnnuieaiesiuvestoya (Data
dependency) lunsdifififsauousudiamdnansiato
nsuUana Paired t-test uag One-way ANOVA 391515041
meldtediind wimnesnuuusruulssdiufissyfyaea
Hpglsinsenutonnududui axannsathadftugs iy
LnaldadukuUNEY (Linear mixed-effects models: LMM)
slfifomuauvisnavesiayanaldauysaiftu aonndos
AUNINIFIU Kirkpatrick Model uag LTEM 984 Thalheimer
(2024) Mauslivenonanisinauluszezoniiloyss i
FTAUNGANTINLAZHARNS

B 3ilua (Conclusions)

ndendsiuandiiiuin Tassmstinousuaduadhg
ViNWeNI3aNTaUNAYIANEINGNAENS U INedeuiing
fidrudreimuiauivedsineusulaegralugusssy
Tngwuin ﬁéauamuﬁ‘szﬁummiﬁﬂﬁqmsa‘umLﬂ'wﬁuasm
HdvdAyneana weyUsziliulszansuaveslasinisiu
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AUANAINNTVBINEIN Sz Ut lerdon1sU TR
TuseduanniiganaentaeTeudssana we. 2566-2568
HanFInedLUSouiisuazioulimiuin Jszdndua
funsildufiRnuetedinnudenleslagnsaiuaiy
aonadesszninnioninisousuiuuIunveiaueusy
uaznEN FeatuayuIUIMIaNTIRIIIMANgAT 3 YU
(Basic, Intermediate az Advanced) @uLuIAA Bloom’s
Taxonomy (Anderson & Krathwohl, 2001) muvjﬁumi
oonuuuLEavamznguming dmsumsianlasenis
Tuewan loun nsimwmangashuguiuuduninisGeus
(Learning pathway) fiaenadasfunuifn Personalized
learning (Pelletier et al., 2024) Lﬁ@iﬁ@’ﬁ'amﬁamﬁuma
S AILIALLDIAAN LN LA A NFINS MIUSuLEo
Iiaenndesiuuiunvainguunainseg1nluusssy wu
nsUseendly Generative Al lumsilisuienansuag Data
Visualization Tun1siauesenu nMsiaussuudseidy
waluszazeninauna U TIndesedndfonuunageu
Aou-ndsSeusINAUNISUsTUAULLY MaanauNITUssens
I¥adfdugs wu lueadudunuunay fomuaudvinanes
Fyarauaiindfaudnlunsesuena luudvesnsais
nansznu lassnsilasvoulddiuunumddyvesmheny
atfuayAnnsluaandugaudnunfifdutisduaiuns
FeudnaonTinuaznisunsziurinug (Reskil/Upskill) Lite
wissuaunSoulvitind@ny 919156 wazypaINg ansnTaknf
Uiy uagldansauwmealdognalivsed@nsnm aaenaud
wihviudyausehvgedneliasesssuluyanivia
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