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Abstract

This research aims to: (1) investigate the level of factors within the Theory of
Planned Behavior (TPB) framework, (2) examine the level of behavioral intention, (3)
examine the level of acceptance of agile organizational change, and (4) study the
influence of agile organizational culture on the acceptance of change through
behavioral intention, by applying the Theory of Planned Behavior (TPB) framework in
conjunction with agile organizational culture factors. The sample group consisted of
260 operational to managerial level employees from three state enterprises. Data
were collected using questionnaires and analyzed with descriptive statistics and
Partial Least Squares Structural Equation Modeling (PLS-SEM). The research results
revealed that the sample group had a high level of agreement regarding the factors
based on the Theory of Planned Behavior (TPB), specifically in the areas of attitude
toward behavior and perceived behavioral control. In contrast, subjective norms were
rated at a moderate level. The participants also reported a high level of Behavioral
Intention and Acceptance of Change to Agile Organization. The results of the structural
equation modeling analysis revealed that attitude toward behavior, perceived
behavioral control, and Agility Organization Culture had a significant positive influence
on behavioral intention. Conversely, subjective norms had a negative influence.
Furthermore, behavioral intention served as a significant mediating variable for the
acceptance of organizational change, explaining 54.2% of the variance in the
dependent variable. The findings highlight that promoting an organizational culture
that emphasizes flexibility, teamwork, continuous learning, and the integration of
technology into work, along with developing positive attitudes and employee
confidence, are crucial factors for enhancing an organization's ability to adapt to agility

sustainably.

Keywords: Agility Organization, Theory of Planned Behavior, Agile Organizational

Culture, Acceptance of Change
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Anevsuuuunuvmvnimaden flmduisaummedsuddlunsasunnulugssuuaisa
aEJI’NL(ﬁﬁJEULLUU {emsanusziuierfunisiudsuutaiesans Chiangaree (2022) 5314";"1
arwannsoluniseanunealiuuuesukarnsiiauslunsruiunmaasunlamuduiade

panNamalaensmeanIsuansunsiasuLUawesntnau Tuvaiziaeanu Mohr and Kuhl (2021) A

[
a

InadvayuLAnlnunsAneIInudl N135UIANLEANNTAIUNTAIVANNGANTIULALT ALARLYS

Aa a

uineamelulagidninasesdwmenisandulasousudyyiuseivgluninnunsnssueosuild
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azvoulniiudsunumadgresdadensdinine iinenssuiunisiuasunlas 1NNSANYILLAR

[y [

NOBT UATMINUNIUITIUNTILAINGT ﬁaﬁﬂﬂa‘jmiﬁmumawaﬁﬂumﬁ b il
suyRgudl 1 (H1): Firuefnenninssudinanonusslalunisnssyinginsau
suyRgudl 2 (H2): msnaeemunguetdsdinanannudilalunisnssvimgingsy
dunRgIudl 3 (H3): nsugauanansolunisauungAnssuinananiudalalunisnsgsh

NEANTIY
a ]

duAgIUN 4 (H4): Taussiuasansuuuaaamiinananunlalunsnssinnganssy

&9

AuNATIUN 5 (H5): musalalumsnseyimgRnssulinanemsgensunsiUasuwlaseansidiay

a9

AADIR

/ AL - \ Theory of planned behavior: TPB
NAUARRNDNERNTIN

(Attitude Toward

ﬂ’]iﬂﬁ@ﬂ@l’]&lﬂﬁqﬂ@’]ﬂaﬂ

(Subject Norm)

ANUAILIN DY nseausUNISIUasuLUAY
nsfugANEmITD nswimgAnss | DIANINUAIUAADI
TunsmunungAnssu ¥
IUNE) = (Behavioral (Acceptance of Change to
(Perceived Behavioral Control) Agile Organization)

K / Intention)

ARIUTTIUDIANTLUUAABIR

(Agility Organization Culture)

o fenubameguazUsuiila

o wuruduguenans

o nvhauduiiu

o naFouguazian
0819mBLiles

o nslumalulad

AN 2 NTDULUIANNITITY
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F5AUUN15I98 (Research Methodology)

ns3veastidunsineuuy s vranadlanamils (Cross — sectional Study) 193335auuu
n1561539 (Survey Research) cimmisaumu%azgaimHI%LLuuaauawmﬁwawuﬂawaﬂm (Closed-end
Questions) .3 asilelunisifurusiuveya wasdnninsenreyalaonislysadeuidods

W358411 (Descriptive Method) Usgnaufiunisinsienadadisoyunulunisasunanisiing

UsEuINIUasNguA e

[
a A

Usgrnsilarlunsidonded e “ninau” snuuisnusglamiavssanassyuing
SRTEIVERHITTR Uszaauﬁaamﬂﬂﬂwﬁauqﬁmﬂ nslaiuasans LLazmiUszméauqﬁmﬂ 324
$1u9u 260 Au Taeng uialoduas N1sdAEonng ui10819l135N15ALLUUIAZAS (Purposive
sampling) Tnermunndninamlunisdaden fo 1) iugufvRnulumnsauiziamiaussam
ars1sagUlng 2) Sdgudlve anwnsoeu Wa uasdeuntwlnele uar 3) fszaunsaihauly
psAnslaueenat 6 Wou lusiama wazuansauBusenluninansiun1siss fvuasuinnga
Fhognenundninanues Hair et al. (2010) fauslulyvuasesnady 10 wvesdnwnuwsifines

Tulimaaun1slasaasne (SEM) eannlunadfednsnidines 26 w1siimes uInnauiieen s

[y

Juniu 260 freee Beegluranimangay (200-400 e Welrran1sinsenianuuiede
wazlldnunansmageunNaiaLiie e

LASBIUBN LT IUN5IY

WWI09llaluN153I8ASIUAD huUdaUAIY (Questionnaire) FINIVEVININITNAILITUIINLUIAR

Y

VOB NAINNITNUMINITINNTTUNEINNTBURUIAAYBINIGITY UseNaumle 4 atuAe aiud 1

YOYANUFIU LU LA 018 TEAUNTANY MUY uaze1gn1svineu Wurermaiuvatedaly
2 q Y oA ! ‘:4' = ° a ! 1Y) . s ! =

donnaulileseiien @il 2 89 4 iurouuuuyszfumi 5 5eAu (Linkert “scales) lagaauil 2
TaTademungAnTTuaLLHLLaElATIATI9IANT WU 17 90 AsoUAau 4 U3t laun vinuafine

Wi‘]ﬁﬂ‘ﬁ’iﬁ\l mmaaammqmmqﬁa ﬂ'lﬁ%JUEﬂ??ﬂﬁ?ﬂ?ﬁﬂiﬂﬂ’liﬂi%ﬁ’lwqaﬂ'ﬁ'ﬁll LAETRIUSTIUDIANT

a o

WUUARBIFT @ufl 3 TaAuaslalunisnssingAngsy 91U 4 U9 wazaiudl 4 Inn1seausunis

v
av o

WagULUaI9ANSTITIAUAGRIRT 91U 5 U9 RIFERAUIVOAININTUIINWNIAANG B TLAa1NNT3

Y

1%

[

NMUMILITIUNTTULABINNTATIAABUAMAMYDIVRA UL TUATE
N13NTIIHDUAMNINVDUATDD
1. NMINTIVEDUANUATUTAUL DM (Content validity) veswuuasun1y yITeladniunisesns

Lﬂ‘Uiz‘U‘UiﬂﬁJﬁﬂLLUUﬁ@UOﬁJI‘ViQﬂL% EJ’JGUW@‘UQ’]U'JU 3 MUNINTUIANNADAAADITENINVDAINIUAY
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[y

ngUszasnnive Tudwilaruasnmass (Index of Item Objective Congruence: 10C) 1ula3aails

o e muanannisiuaziuy 1 WeverAiaugennasiiuinguszan navuuu 0 Weluwwla uay

[y

Tyaziun -1 Lﬁ'a%aﬁﬂmuiﬁaamgaaﬁ’ui'mqﬂizmﬁ ;ﬁ pAzuLLIEIIIMAT 10C Tngrernuis
Adaun 0.5 1ulufonlyla nanslinsizumuiivemaiunnueiian 10C 1Ay 0.5 Fauansdaninm
aamﬂgmﬁ’ui’mqﬂszmﬁﬂﬂﬁé’ﬁammmﬁﬂﬂlﬁumiLﬁusz]uaagam'alﬂlﬁy (Suriyawong et al,, 2010)

2. MaveAuANITiBsasamauilyinfiuls gifeduuuasuamiiunmmsauan
EJL%EJ’JGUWQ LLazﬁmiLLfﬁmSau;aEJLLgﬂﬂmaaﬂ%ﬁ’uﬂfjmﬁaasjmi”mu 30 AU LLE:’J‘IJ’]{JJE]N”@M’FJL%’M/;
mmﬁf@ﬁu@?’wmé’uﬂizﬁm%‘ Cronbach's Alpha s?fqmamﬁmiwﬁwuiwLLuuaaummﬁﬁmuﬁTuﬁm
duuszanslaesaumitu 0,901 Taennduusiaannn 0.7 Sudununiiseusuln asveufanay
Forfuvesuuuasuauifisane (Cronbach, 1970)

nsiiusausutaya

pidsladuiiunifureyaUsugfinnuuuuasuauainnguiiesesiuan 260 au lnsnaulds
nszvaunsfvteya ladaviuilsdevooygnostadunansisuimmuisnuigiamiadidu
naui e LLUUa’eJ‘lJm?,JQﬂLLQﬂﬁjWSIi;ijLLﬁQﬂaﬁﬂiﬁgﬂLLﬁi%ﬁUUﬁﬁamiﬁ]uﬁﬁzﬁjw;ﬁﬁmiﬁﬁﬂmﬁmﬁja
pssanasisnualalueuisds ndminsunuuuaeuaaiaiy gidelannadeunuauyn
YDIOYA LU ATWYNADITBINTINDUAMANLAEMTIATIEayaTienauamely LilewnIouma
W';amaq%aagaﬁm%’umﬁLﬂiwﬁmﬂaﬁmu%umauﬁaiﬂ

nsAATIEtaya

mﬁmiwmaaﬂmmuﬁu 2 @UNAN A9l

¢ v [ v '
&

1. afifdanssaun (Descriptive Statistics) ‘3miwmmgawug’mmEJmmm?{ soUaz ALAAY
waauDeuuunTgIY
2. @0feeuNu (Inferential Statistics) TneAinsenauduiussensfud seeaanduius
veufisdy warnagevauufgiuateluaaaunislasase (SEM) Wy PLS-SEM u1uldsunsa
SmartPLS 4.0 nszuaumslesgvuuadu 2 duneu laun
2.1 weasugmn LA asliamensUszdiunaiies (Composite Reliability) mmmu%qq'm”w
(Convergent Validity) hagaA11ua 598 9971un (Discriminant Validity) 914 WIn19989 Fornell and
Larcker (1981)
22 weapuALFITUS ST IUTIARA 8N TIATIEATNG (Path Analysis) wa

N3EUIUNS Bootstrapping Lﬁaﬁuﬁuauyagmﬁﬁﬂa (Hair et al., 2013; Formnell & Larcker, 1981)
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NanN15798 (Research Result)
mﬁ%’m%’aﬁLﬁmw'ﬁama;ﬂamﬂﬂquéf';amaai’mu 260 AU IAENUIINANAIBYNITRAIULNA
Weunfign Anidusesay 51.2 dongesluyiaszning 31-40 T Andusesaz 34.6 dinsfnwiszdu
Usayeyn3 Anwdusesay 60.8 Lﬂuwﬁmmsgﬁwaﬁami Aadusesaz 59.6 LLazﬁmqmumﬂmﬁ 15
I Andusesas 38.5 lngnanisiasudeanidy 3 a1y sadl
[ a < 1 [ d'dz d’ 1 1 [ d' -4 d'd
1. 52AUAMNAALIUABYARENANBIFIFINANTENUABNISEBNSUNISHABULUAYEIANSNH
AUARDNRY UsenaudieviAuARfangAnTsy N1sARaEn1uNgud198 n1sTuiauaansalunis
NSTINGANTTN TAUSTINDIANUUUAGDIAD LazAMUATlaluNISNSEImgANTsY
naudeeerRaURULdRUaNTlAuAnun e iruaRnangAnssuTuszAuun Tnefaudu
' a Y = a ¥ ! < o o . ! yo./
AnRAEWAY 3.77 WeaRansauduTen1U NUNUSHANAINNANTINULUY Agile agtagluimiun
~ a a = a ] ' ) a a o
AuLe daadenniige danuAnmiveslusyivunn lasliaademniiu 3.91
naufeeIRaULUUdUNLTANARIuABNISARBEALNgN B e luszAuUNaS
ToeAndunedsmniiu 3.38 Weafansatdusieaiu wumﬂizlﬁuﬁ’]mmQﬁmﬂuamﬂn%mmi
o . ! a a a [ a a a = a <@ K [y
MaukuY Agile aseiiudsyansainlunisviia danadeuniign danuAaiveyluszauun
Taedianiu 3.45
NANAIDENNADUKUUADUNINTAMLANALRDNITT VAN T lUNSAIUANNEANTTY
sgluszauann lneAnduanadamidu 3.47 WeRiarsandusieaiu wunvszsnuiauiulasn
Uszaunsalunisviauasyiglndmannis Agle luussynalylunisvinulaeensfivssdniam
! a a ~ a ] ' ) a o
ARdEINTgn danuAndiuegluseduiin Tnefiamidu 3.57
nauiIBe R URULdBUNLTANAnTuAe TR TIIeIAnsATiauAaesiiagluss Ay
17110 lpedAatduaad ewwmiiu 3.55 1Wana1saundusien1u nu11UsE uAIn1ueIAnIin1sun
walwlaguluiiedfinUszdnsamlunisvineu danedeuniian danufamueylussduuin laed
ANRAUNAY 3.67
naudeeIRaUkULdsUaNiiauAnmiun e R slalunIsnseingRnssueylussiu
a ! dl ! > dl a i ! d o = i dl
170 TagAnduaad onidu 3.63 Wana1sutdus1gn1u wu1UselauAIIul AN DU A
Usudeuisnisianulnaennassiuwuinig Agile finadsunian Iaufaviueglussduuin
TneAaduaadsmiiy 3.67
o a < ' o P ' aa ' o
2. STAUAMNAALTIUADNISEANSUNISHALULUARIANSNEAIUARDIAA
NaNAIBY 1R ULUUADUNNTANANTUABNTEBNTUNSIUABURUaIRIANsTId AN
ravegluszaunn lneAnduaedamidu 3.89 Wefiasantduseniu nudsunumaiuie
' a ! N a a ° s a = ~ ~ a ] '
MMsUAguLUaRETIBinUTEaNSAmn1sinuYesesans danaisuniign danudamiueyly

seeruann Inednduaadsmiiu 3.92
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3. HAN1TIATIZANONATBUANNAZIY
NANTSILATIEVLNONTIVADUAINUMUN AUV UUTIADIAUNITIATIATI NUITWUUINEDS
AUNITIATIATIN AN UL AU LN NN A UAR I

1%

1. amanfiesresihudd Tneforsanananimiindads (Factor Loading) Swnfusidiangs
71 0.50 @oAAABIAUYBLALBYBY Peterson (2000) waz Bagozzi & Yi (2012) axnoudaszavsam
Tunsinsuusiels

2. AU B9voaaLUsuis ASI9EEUA8AT Cronbach’s Alpha (CA) wag Composite
Reliability (CR) Wuiﬂnﬂﬁmwiﬁﬁ’lqm’h 0.80 MIUNUNVDS Nunnally and Bernstein (1994) uan3
Seruaonmaasngluvedlung

3. mmmu%qgjﬁw f91500191nA7 AVE Gayndaudsiianunnnii 0.50 (Fornell & Larcker,
1981) Flwdtunfusuliaansassuneaundsusiuesiusdaiiunsesas 50

4. punsedssiuun Tnenisdeuiisunsinfideswes AVE fua1nudurusszmi1aen
WUTWHY HAUIINGIATTINTIADIDS AVE wnaziauusgenaiatmuduiusunuiands (Formell &

Larcker, 1981) @gnauAuTnaulunISLUNWEEANEN BUETENINAILUT

A15199 1 mam'swmaauamﬁgm

ALUs9Es UssLNNvasdnsna AUIAN WNANTS

Behavioral Intention Acceptance of Change | N9#aU

(BN to Agile Organization
(ACAO)
Attitude Toward N9AT 0.396 TGN
Behavior (t-value= 5.093***)
(ATB) RNGRY 0.292

(t-value= 4.963%**)

Tnesu 0.396 0.292
(t-value= 5.093%**) (t-value= 4.963%%*)
Subjective Norm VNZRN -0.121 ]
(SN) (t-value= 2.203%) GITANY
RNGRY -0.089

(t-value= 2.151%)

Tagsau -0.121 -0.089
(t-value= 2.203%) (t-value= 2.151%)
N9AT 0.509 TGN
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fawUsDase UzNNv09B9NSNa fawusnu NAN13
Behavioral Intention | Acceptance of Change | N®#aU
(B to Agile Organization
(ACAO)
Perceived (t-value= 8.828***)
Behavioral Control N900u 0.375
(PBO) (t-value= 8.828***)
JEHERH 0.509 0.375
(t-value= 8.828***) (t-value= 8.828***)
Agility Organization NRT 0.146 avuayu
Culture (t-value= 3.072%)
(AQQ) RNGRY 0.108
(t-value= 2.927%)
JEHERH 0.146 0.108
(t-value= 3.072%) (t-value= 2.927%)
Behavioral N9AT 0.736 avuayu
Intention (tvalue= 21.719**%)
(BI) RNGRY
QR 0.736
(tvalue= 21.719**%)
R? 0.684 0.542

WUWUR: * p < 0.05; ** p < 0.01; ** p < 0.001 (two-tailed test)

ANAITIN 1 HANISHTIEDUNITUTTUIUAINIT IR LNDTAUUTLANT BNTNAVDIA USRS V1N

m3finwluwuuaeEunNslaseEse (structural model) lvanansanevausAgIuresnTidele il

Y a

a ‘NI b ¥ ' a ! ' gj o a
auuRgIui 1 Jaduauiiruafinenginssy (ATB) awwan1ansimenuaalalunisnssinnginssy

' '
< aad

B TuasuInimdnUszansdvswamiu 0.396 sensllludAyveatanszau 0.001

a dl o ! & a ! ! Qg.-ll o
AUNATIUN 2: ﬁ‘\]ﬁ]ﬁ]ﬂ?ﬂﬂ?'ﬁﬂaE]EJG]’]&JﬂE]{ZJE]']\‘i@Q (SN) AIHANIIATINBAINUA LAl UNITNTEIIN

ngAnssu (B) Tuiemsauiiandudseansavinamiiu -0.121 spelidudAgyveadansesu 0.05

auuAgIun 3: Jaden1un1ssuzanuaansalun1smIuANngAnssy (PBC) aaNan1ensenanIy

'
a

Aslalun1snszyimgAnssy (BN) Tuiianauindandulsz@nsdnswamidu 0.509 euedided1Agnig
afivszAu 0.001
auuAgIuN 4 Ja9nuinusITieInnTwuuAa e (AOQ) d9Nan19nsemandun dbalunisnsey

wepnssu B) lunansuinilmdnUsydvicdviowawniu 0.146 eentitiedAgyeadiniszsiu 0.05
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auuAgud 5: anuaslalunisnseingfnssy (BI) AWAVIATINENITEBNTUNSUABULYAS

o w

ammwumwmaaam (ACAO) IumﬁﬂWﬂU’JﬂmﬂqﬁM‘Ui”ﬂVI%QW WﬁL‘Vﬂﬂ’U 0.736 BEJ'N HydA ‘VI’NﬂQ

[y

fisesu 0.001

AT AT2 AT3 AT4

0.87 \0.83\ 0.84 | 0.88

086
SN Attitude 0.8q 05 %
88 085
SN 8
SN3 L Subjective °%
0.9 ‘D,
SN 0 Behavioral Intention
12
! (0g 2 2
<8) R? = 0.684 3
0.915 Perceived s
P 00) %
0910 Behavioral Control 0.509 (0.0 )
PBC )
0.920 0O G (Acceptance of Change to
Agility Organization 0N
PBC 1% /o3 g Agile Organization)
Culture R?2—- N k4D
PBC

AOC AOC2 || AOC3 AOC AOC5 ACAO1 | ACAO ACAO3 ACAO | ACAOS

ANA 2 LEASNANSVIAFBULUUIADIENNSLATIATS

VINEWR: ATULELULEUVRREUsEEVS B uaven P-values

aAuUs1ena (Discuss the results)
ANNNANISANY NI ITIFINAINANDNISEOUSTUNITLUR B ULUAIBIANTNLAINUARDIAINUIN
a a v dl yQJ L% i a > s o d’l
AuyRFINNTIN 1, 3, 4 uay 5 lfumsatduayuanveyaidelsedny fail
AUNAZIUN 1 ViruARnengAnssULBvEnalsuinaeauslalunsnssyimgAnssy Fandnau

NNAUARLTIUINADNNTYINNULUY Agile Tuualunagyausulazihuwumeidunlalunisvieuannau

[

FeaonAanaiuaATevad Martono et al. (2020) NANWINNTEOUTUTEUUANTAUMALULNTING1SVDI5T

o
o w a

TuUszinedulaiiy TnanuiviruainengAnssududadedAgamwanaaunsialunislyseuy

o
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ansaunA wenani MuAtenes Aizen (1991) 6?5&Lﬂuﬁﬁ@ummwﬁwqamiummmu (TPB) Sas2121
viaurdnengnsmutunidudadondniviuenginssvesyana
aunAgIud 2 msﬂgaammqﬁgnﬁaﬁ§w%waL%ﬂaw{amﬂmﬁgﬂﬂumsﬂizﬁmqﬁﬂsi;u

%a%’mLLET@ﬁ’uammagmwﬁnmaqmwiwqaﬂ'ﬁim’mLLmu (Theory of Planned Behavior) #ligualng Ajzen
(1991) Lﬁaamﬂmqwaé’qnénizq’jmejuéjwﬁaﬂﬂéqmaL%ammhumiﬁmgml,%qa’aﬂu (normative beliefs)
oplsfiony veaunuiianansnosunelaiuunameremsnuigiamialnedeilasassesnns
LLUUﬁWé’U%uLLazifmuﬁiimaw;ﬂsl,muédqLauﬁ%amﬁﬁ%‘miﬁmugﬂu:uunﬁm amalvmnnulunaifiay
thuwamnsln 1w Agle sndszgnalalunssuiunmsyiey wiagladuussnaduainnguesdfina
msfinwilaennasatuanuidees Suwatthanavanich (2019) fiszymsiUasuriugesAnsUluy
Agile ornelmAnussauanyaaininigluenns iesndnneussinguuasisAniidunamnesis
gy Ylmussnaduannaneadsluamaidauin uenani vAdees Mishra et al. (2021) dawum
msramsaiiuayuandensuguaseddyiviilmmdnaulinaniissufushmumal wa
nsfnwidennasstureyadeuimmanuuuasuny FanunanedsseduaruAndiuvesy ey
L.l:uuaaummiamiﬂ5@&1@131ﬂéugﬂaaaagﬂuizﬁumuﬂmq (Aads 338, SD. = 0.90) azvioulvifiuds
aalldmauvesdvinamadsannigluosnns Tnemmzdieramsatuayuiidaouanguimssedugs
%qaaﬁaumummﬁaizé’ummﬁmLﬁusiamiaﬁuauumaqéu‘%maﬁagﬂuigé’w?wﬁqm (Aw0de 3.3, S.D.
=0.91)

auufgudl 3 mstusanuainsolumsmuaumginssuidvinadauinnoaudalalunis
nszvmgAnssu TnenthauidesulumuainsavessueddunsmuauuazdnnisfunmsasuuUasd]
wunluud azuansaudslalunisududanauuanig Agile 1nTu T denna psiuuiToves
Talebi et al. (2020) ﬁﬁﬂmﬁ’a%ﬁfﬂmawqwﬁwqaﬂiimmLLmqupgﬂizﬂaUmsﬁﬂazammmﬁwL%fﬂsuaa
gIavLIANANLALYLIAYeL (SMES) I@SJW‘U’j'mi%‘ugmmmmiﬁﬂumim‘uaquaﬂiimﬂuﬁﬁaﬁwé’ig
famanorudisarewUsEnouns

sunfgud 4 TausssuesnnsuuueaesiBvinadinaeanudslalunsnssyhmgfinssa
wandliiuaiausssuesnnsfiuuauBangu msvinuduiiy msSeusesnnaides uagmisly
welilalunu ansoasadalvminmuiimudlafiassufuasoniunalsuamennsiitni
ARBIRILNNTY donnaeIULLIRAYDS McKinsey and Company (2018) ﬁixqiﬁaaﬁmﬁﬁmmﬂéaaﬁa
auiniSaussaiiaaaiunmsyhausniy mafimussmominmuynisdiu ussmsdweluladiluio

WLUSEENT AN 18 TRILSTTUDIANTLUUAABIF ITIUET AN INLINAUTLDERBNISUSUAD InenTndu

1% '
=

sanautiausilunsinaulasazaninsaiSeusadiuue laeeweliies (Ahmad et al., 2020)

Y

a o 3 I~ o a aa a a ' (% = ‘¢ =
HUYNZIUN 5 ﬂ’)?ﬂﬁ]ﬂiﬂ%%%ﬂi%%ﬁ/\lq@ﬂiimmEJ‘V]ﬁ‘WﬁL‘UQU'JﬂG]@ﬂ'ﬁEJE]ﬂJi‘Uﬂ"IiL‘U@EJULL‘[J@QE]QF’]ﬂﬁV]

)~ ' Y] = ' o A & YY) . a YA
HUAINUAADINY Naﬂ'ﬁﬂﬂ‘U']WU'J']WUﬂQ']UV]Nﬂ'ﬂqﬂﬁﬂiﬂgﬂt‘LUﬂ'ﬁﬂiUG]'WnllLL‘U'JVVN Ag|te QS@JLLU']IUN‘WQ%
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pevdumsiUasuuatesrnsinnty %qaamﬂgaaﬁ’wqw@jwqaﬂssmmuLLmu (Theory of Planned Behavior:
TPB) U84 Ajzen (1991) ﬁizqimmm (Intention) Lﬁuﬂﬂﬁaﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁwmawqamﬁu Toewiinauiidinnu
5@1&1@3@%LLaquaﬂﬁuﬁaamﬂgmﬁummﬁ?u Wi NMsUSUFuLIn ez eusUNSUAE LW
(Ogbodoakum & Abiddin, 2017)
%w%wasuaﬁmuﬁﬁiumf;ﬂ5LLUUﬂéaa§fwiaﬂﬁaam%fumil:d?%&JuLuJaqchuﬂ’;fmé’ﬂaﬁazLLaquaﬂiim
NANSANYINUIT TRUSTINDIANTUUUAS B BN NaTN1InTILaEN e BLR BN S BN

nsilasunlatesansniinunasssia Tasriuanuaslalunisnssinnginssy @eauisasiuiele

1%
v A

Fiadl

1. Yausssuesmnsuuunassiaiidninadainmemsinernusslalunisnssimginssu
FeaennaBIuLIARYBY McKinsey and Company (2018) ﬁizy’iﬁmuﬁiiumémLLUUﬂéaaé’anzﬂaU(;w
5 dnwairdndny laun (1) msBanguuazusuiila (2) mmﬁmmﬂu@uémma (3) mevhaduiia @) ns
ﬁauj?uasﬁwmaéwimﬁm uae (5) mslomeliled Snvoswanivisasanminaouiigenomsusui
wazaaasylmmtnnuiinrusidalumsthuwma Agle wilalumsvau nanfe dleswrnsiinsauaiu
fJfGNUﬁiiﬂJﬁLﬂﬂﬂ;’MLLﬁ%ﬁﬁUﬂﬂéumiL%Eluéjaﬁhw%mﬁaﬂ Wﬁmm%gﬁﬂﬁéau%am@zw%auﬁ%ﬂ%uﬁamumi
Wasuula (Ahmad et al., 2020) B aADAARBITUNANS AN TN USSR IANSLUUARD ST UMUW
daflunsasseusalalumsnssimginssu

2. SANsTINDINNTUUUARDIFATIBNENan e B dUInAeNISEaNS UN WAL UL AteIANS
mupusslalunsnszimginssy SsazveuiunumveseusslalunsnssrimgAnssalugiug
fuUsassy (Mediating Variable) TnsanusslailiinainTadonnsy wu msiiarusauvemidney
miaﬂ’uawmﬂgﬁmi LLazmia%NamwLLfmgamﬁL?;am'amaﬁsui&asﬁwmmmm (McKinsey &
Company, 2018) FadenAaeIfiuNUITeves Di Fabio and Gori (2016) ﬁisyﬁﬂmsaam%’umiLﬂﬁﬂuLLan
fhmesrunszumsUuimaetuney Tnsanusdalunsnszvhmginssuidudadeddyiivaelv
wihouannsauiuialaessdivsyavinm Seaenaassfunansinuiilfinuntausssuesnsuuy

AADIMNBSHaNeaunoNI1TEaNTUNSAsLKUauALRAlalun1sNTEYINg AN Y

dalauauue
IMNNANTIILURNGUaLEUDUUY Al
1. 93ANTANTORNKUVANINWIAABNNTYINUNEave ulazaduayunslyunaneasusdsia

L BALATUNTNUIULUY Agile MUNANTIANBIAINUIUUINIAINAIYILLETHLTIlalunTs

'
o w

UftRnulnaensuiuanumaniwentdnmu Jsdaduladuddyneniseausuuasnsihluujos
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2. aqﬁmmﬁmﬂiwmwmﬂm (Open Dialogue) iieduledaiuremiinauuazeass
mmL%ﬂﬁ]%auﬁuazwiwwﬁfﬂmuuazpiu%mil,ﬁ'mﬁ’ugﬂLLUUﬂ']iﬁwmuﬁﬁﬂ’mméaaﬁaLﬁaaméwﬁwa
L%aaumﬂmiﬂgaamumjmgwﬁq

3. asansmstafneusdsifinig wasRenssuiauiinus wu Fnveniunsdeans s
undmuuy Agile uapmslamalulaBativayunsvhoudunuiioatuayunansfnuniissyamidna
f¥usiesdlesuvasnaudsuutamnnsiiinunaesiasdanudalafiasysusnty

4. psrnImsimuIzuUiaraazstiiunanisURtRmuTaudan Weda wavaunso
agﬁauﬂizﬁmﬁmwmaamﬁﬁwLﬁumuiﬁya&fmﬂugﬂﬁim WU‘U@Tqﬂa"n%ﬁwiﬁwﬂ’ﬂmulhy%’wgauua
peundu (feedback) Aeatunanisvieuresnwesd adudadoddyfiamananisseusunis
Wasuulasesansiidaunasdsh

5. psAnsmsaseiausssuiiuunuBangy nmevinuduiiy uaznisifousesmeiiios
Tnegrimaaduuuuesidlunisusuiuasdemsidoiaumalasuutasessinauiieluminmunn
seufiausiuluniseenuuunsEUILNTINULUY Agile SvaannaasiunantsAnunfinu faussau
pIPNILUUARDIAHATRTInaANRTlT U S uuUas
Forauauuzdmiumsidendadaly

1. psinsfnwiueuiiioudaded amanenisseniunisud suutaisenaneesnns
Siamiauazesnnaonvy iiedieTeviauLAna e TausTsNasAnTuarlATIaT N sUTINS S
NanoNsEoNTUNSLUA UL A

2. msfinyunumusaneyilusAnsiiANAABIR LAY TATIEMIUUININITUIINS
GUENQyﬁmﬁmaGiamiaam%’Umilfd?iwuﬂawmwﬁfﬂmuaéwﬂs

3. msENsAnYINaNsEMUTEEYeNYINTUAsULatesAnsATimLAass Tnefia1sanis
Uszansnmnsdifunuuazanufismelaveaniinnulurisnamdsnsiasuulasesnnsiugany
ARBIAN

4. msfimsnuiAefunsimelulaidvawas ssuusalufRulalumsaduayuoansi
farweansi uagiiesziadomaifinanonsseniunnuasuwameminauviol

5. iRl iEnT3dBideRanIn 1w MsFunwalEeEn (In-depth Interview) %30
MsAnwuUUNIdAne (Case Study) ilelmalafapmesasmiinnuiifumaasuulasesnns

PHAMUAADIAUTRNUINTU
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89AR21313N15338 (Body of knowledge)
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e unsinanuduiulaenis
Walenalvmtnaudiaiusiulunis

v a

fingula
° L'%&Ju'gl,t.azﬁ’mmashwiatﬁm
psrnImsineuTBfoinisuas
ﬁ@umﬁﬂwwﬁ'ﬂmﬂﬁmwﬁﬂg
Lﬁ'mﬁ’unmﬁfﬁymmmmwm Agile
o Juneluladunlelunisvianu
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3. dreninegansyana (HR): 4
UNUINA TUAISWRUIT N BE LAY
Tneusundnauluaiuisasiiey
melanuaRnuuy Agile
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