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A Causal Relationship Model of Factors Affecting Employees’ Work
Engagement and Organizational Commitment in Software Business in Thailand
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Abstract

This research aims to study the factors that influence employees’ work engagement and
organizational commitment and a causal model in the software business in Thailand. The samples are
324 staff working in the information technology field in software companies which are members in
Software Association of Thailand. In the process of data analysis, Partial Least Square (PLS) technique
was used to investigate the structural equation modeling. The results revealed that the most influential
factor affecting employees” work engagement and organizational commmitment is perceived organizational
support which directly influenced organizational commitment and indirectly influenced work
engagement. While the perceived organizational support, self-efficacy, and self-esteem directly affected
the work engagement, job autonomy and human resources management did not directly affect the
work engagement. Finally, perceived supervisor support did not directly influence work engagement
and organizational commitment.

Keywords: 1) Work Engagement 2) Organizational Commitment 3) Software Business 4) A Causal Relationship
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unidn (Introduction)
gaamnssugenAuIsilugnainnssy
fidsnasonnusiunsvesszina uagifunisly
gREvMnITNgMsAanivealsEive esainady
Faaniswendursiiuultugeduegiadaiilos
fazildnneanvensiwiskar usnsvensnas
Us¥dnd 2555/2556 Ayaniie 39,096 a1uum
wieAnludnsinisifivlndevas 22.2 uay
fuwildugads 44,026 anuumnlul w.a.2557
(Thailand Development Research Institute, 2013,
p. 17) wazfaudugnaimnssuiiwauivugiu
v99A31135 Fedanalignainnssuganauls
fauddyuindstu nalustuindeudify
Tunrsadieanuasyiaulaniueasegianas
wsuasslinauaunsalunisultuvesUseme
uenant Sudugramnssuiidesardoynains
fifvnwedugadundn iesninnisadrenie
fiaungenfLiasiesendorianuiauaingn
wazaudBayesyaaIng Aty yaains
FedodunilslunineinsddyedsBavanisnan
NUNIAIUTRNARITUAENITIAUIN TS
Turaziitagdugnamnssurenduailneind
Uszauilyminisvinuaauyaaing 1109910
wifnaugulysifonasunules vilinanm
seifladlunsazaueuiuazuszaunisel esdns
Fsdndudedinninaulmifionaunusgiaue
(Thailand Development Research Institute, 2013,
p. 1) @9ARA0INUNANITA19529909d711n9uY
A9La3U0NANMNITULONAUITUNIYIA (Software
Industry Promotion Agency (Public Organization)
2010, pp. 35-36) 4NUI Jaymuazguassanu
yrannsiiguszneumssnumensuaslusemelne
Usgaufle n1sv1auAauyAaINTelLLIUTINM
Lazldsqunin laglanizynainsfiiiaaiy
Fernganeinu fnsugaiyaainslussming
USENguIn uruyaanghiiiieaneduniy
#99n15 wagyaainsiuunldunisiuasusu
fdeudiege sialvgsAaldanaunsaasyuiau
uaanslieguinyszansnm suasdmanseny
Aoguatnnssurenaulsinelussere
(Kowitkanit, 2014, pp. 42-57) luvaueiesding
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na1usngelanazinwiyaainsiiaiunsae
Ujtanueglussdnafunaiuiuuazdeiios
VAINARADNITNAA AT WA UIGONALIT LN )
iesnnwiinanuitlayniufunuuazanugnii
AoesAns avladuianelalunisugimeu
Wusntu suadianugeifuuazasindnd
#O09ANS (Sharma and Raina, 2013, p. 1) 8Uag
trurdananisdniusuuagaadilsiidty
¥9309Ans suilosnainanufianelavesgnin
wazarudeBuluszerea (Sharma and Kaur,
2014, p. 38) uena Nty Tagniufvaudaiy
psAUsznoudAgfineliAnaudavesgsia
F99288n5rfUUTEAnsainuazuinnssy
1090963 Tuaaisaaldiuieulunisutedy
98989AN5 (Bedarkar and Pandita, 2014, p. 107)
Fatu nsfinmanuduiusideannnesdade
fdawasiolagnitufusunazanuyniiusiessdng
RN tnIuYeIgInagenNdwIslulssinalne
FeflanudrrgsuavidulselovinonsAnsiay
gafafiigtenitelfifuuuamdunisadianin
ynulviiunidnaiy fsazdanaieninuldiie
TumsudstunaranudsBuvetesdnsluszozen

TngUseaeAvaINIsIdY (Objectives)

mMsiuesilitingusvasdifie

1. ilefnwidededidmasiolagnifuivay
LAYAIUNNHUADDIANTVBINUNIIUYDITIAY
wondAwITTulsmelng

2. iileAnunguuuunuduiudidsaiveg
vosiladuidwasielagnitufiuauuasanuyniiy
AOBIANTVRINTNITUYBIGINITONAUITIY

Uszinalne

YIULIAVBINITINY (Scope of study)
YaUARTLLE W
nsdne1iseased Hunisaneade
‘ﬁ?i\‘iNﬁﬁi@lﬂ@ﬂﬁuﬁ‘ljﬁuLLagﬂ’NﬂJ[ﬁdﬂﬁuﬁaa\‘]ﬁﬂi
YoantnIuvegInareniwIstulszinalneg
Fefuusiies@nurusznaudae n155usluns
aluayuve393AnS (Perceived Organizational

Support) 1155u3lunsatuayuvesiInineu




(Perceived Supervisor Support) N 15 W@l U
%%Wﬂﬂﬂimwwﬁ (Human Resource Development)
A1uddaszlueu (Job Autonomy) N155uU3
AUAIUITOVDINULDY (Self-efficacy) agA1u
naniitalunuies (Self-esteem)
VOULWARUUITZYINTUALNFUAIDENS
Uszernsildlunisidedie ninau
nuluassuiumaluladasaumeaves
vsEninangendurlulssmalnefiluaudn
YDIAUIANRNAIMNTIUTONAWIS Y STy
129 U3 lagngudaegeiildluns@nunide
fis1uau 324 Ay Faufeamed miunishnie
PLS-SEM 1 Statistical Power 80% @4ii$1u2u
gnastdnfuysurlageaaluauninddlassaing
6 \du fiszdutod1dyn19adf 0.01 wazal R
filan 0.10 Fadfaenissiurudegnetusin
217 §288149 (Hair, et al, 2013, p. 21) Fariu
$rurunguinegeiililunisiteaded Jadfivme
dmsunmsiesgiaunsddasaafionaaey
AUUAFIUNNTIVY
YIULYARTUTZZLIAN
szpnalumafununadeyaiusiiou
NOAINEY 2558 - NUNIRUS 2559
NISNUNIUITIUNTTA
NMsUnILIssanssudadeidimane
TagniuiunulagauyniuneedAns a1u1se
oSueTeandonvausasase s
nssuslunsaivayueetesdns Wunis
azvioulMiui AN INUBIANUEFUTUS TN
WinUKazesAns Wentdnanwdednesdnsle
ANdIAguaiiunnAl wazquaientaldaiu
\Jusguomiinau Asznevausslngneneuiias
Lﬁummaﬂﬂ’umﬂéa%u (Rhoades and
Eisenberger, 2002, p. 699) TuvaeAngnau
AldsuAssh Wuiaswiuiomenisaduayu
vos03Ansaziinnnuiulafiovdromdensdns
u1ndedu Winaduidnlu@euandanisvinau
flasnluau wasdngdnssulunisinauid
UseAnSnmuindedy (Lam and Lau, 2012,
p. 4266; Miao, 2011, pp. 108-109) n15¥u3luns
atvayuvesesdnsdudundsluiiadefddy
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Tunisadieaugniuriensdns deastiniy
fAioidondnauidninldfunisaduayuuas
fpudAeymonsAns (Nayir, 2012, p. 111; Saks,
2006, p. 600; Biswas and Bhatnagar, 2013, p. 27)
wazdadimnuduiusideuiniulanniuiuaueie
WU (Pati and Kumar, 2010, p. 132; Rasheed,
Khan and Ramzan, 2013, p. 194; Trinchero,
Brunetto and Borgonovi, 2013, p. 812; Shacklock,
et al, 2014, p. 811)
nsfutunisaduayuveaiinineuy
\dumsuszifiuafidediinlianuddglunis
atfuayuuazquatonlaldiisaduainudueg
saumanaUsylewdveanidnaiu (Eisenberger,
et al,, 2002, p. 565) sutdutadedrAelunis
dueduliAnanudniBuadassduazusegalely
N195%197U (Amabile, et al., 2006, p. 6) uananT
Wniheudadssuaiioududunuvesesdng
Faflunumddfinansdansnsentinuedesdns

| 7

fifidoniinauy N1sMAULaLATUTEIUNANTS
UFTR waymsaduayd
N15ALHUTIRURINTINIU (Eisenberger, et al,,
2002, p. 565) Fatiu mi@JLLawﬁmmﬁu{’Ju
ﬁqﬁwﬁzgasmﬁqﬁdaiﬁl,ﬁmmmgﬂﬁumaqwﬁmm
Tuszdugs uavtheuiudszansamlunisiey
veaninau Snienisiuilunisatuayunes
santhaudfinmuduiudidauandsiulayniy
AUIUKAEANUNNTUARDIANT (Karatepe, 2012,
p. 1136; Othman and Nasurdin, 2013, p. 1083;
Casper, et al,, 2011, p. 640; Rasheed, Khan and
Ramza, 2013, p. 194; Yasar, Emhan and Ebere,
2014, p. 43)

nswawninensuyed [Judeded)
eauduiaveanny esdng tiolildunds
auldiuseulunisutsdusgneddiu (Chaudhary,
Rangnekar and Barua, 2011, p. 17) Tagnng
naumsnensuywddiulug dnagyatdunis
PRUINUNIUEIUNISHNDUTY (Swanson, 1995,
p. 208) wielvninauiiaauaiunsaludsndn
wazimuianuimtateluesdnsegadady

gINUANTINULRE

@

AEY

o

(Popescu and Popescu, 2012, p. 42) WINDIANT
n1simunsnensuyudlussduimuigay
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AavtheduaSuanmnuandeunelussding Frediu
AMUKNRUYBINTNIIY N15TdIUTIU WagaAI Y
awelalusu (Srimannarayan, 2009, p. 249) ey
FanuInIswauInSneInsuywddsnadiala
HARUAUIU (Muthuveloo, et al,, 2013, p. 1551;
Trinchero, Brunetto and Borgonovi, 2013, p. 812;
Chaudhary, Rangnekar and Barua, 2011, p. 21;
Chaudhary, Rangnekar and Barua, 20123, p. 375)

Anuiidaseluany Wuauiidase anud
@ nlun1sdnseiloufanssuuesnuy Msinaau
ANNdAty n1sdenIsn1stunsUfuRMuL Al
Sasziieatuidmunentsviey waznsdndula
fmunisnisvirnulidnsagarsaudinune
Fansiidasrlunsdmdulasananafianuddse
191UV INTN1U (Hackman and Oldham,
1975, p. 162; Runhaar, Konermann and Sanders,
2013, p. 100; Sisodia and Das, 2013, pp. 242-243)

dnvanislidaseluaudundnaudaiungus

o o =

ddnuitonnudiiavesssdng ilosanmiinay
f9aszrlun19180n18M9veu Faagsinliiany
fiuszansamannd sty iauﬂ’jaé’qﬁwmwﬁwﬁ@
Tunisifinusegalalunisirsuvesniynay
mMavjamenameeslunsvhaanniu Mauang
wyAnssunsiluaundniidvesesdns laynsiu
fusmnazeufinelalusmy iewfisnszdvEam
wazas19a1udn59U8399AnT (Xanthopouloy,
et al,, 2009b, p. 240; Quifionesa, Van den Broeck
and De Witte, 2013, p. 131; Tastan, 2014, p. 149)

n135usALEINTaveInues 1Wuay
deludneamvesnuteslunisdnszidovuas
dudunismsmnudatiiedanisiuaniunisal
finranaly suaziilugnisatiausegeladi
dnswasonuviimielunisujuaau Ay
wegalunsvium uazaussilunswdywi
fulaniguassa wazdeazviouliiiudg
anuidiesiuresyanalunisiazausasiuns
LazuanengAnssuifeadesfusuuenuies
(Wood and Bandura, 1989, p. 364) Tnoumasiian
ddnuesrnuideludneninaginanysyaunisel
nadeud sausieaudnsaluaudiiiuun
Fandinaruifinisfuinnuaiunsavesnuies
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Tuszduge fnasdidnvazisuiiuansieniy
WeNgLLAEAIBITL WagTusndndusuAnaN
anudolunnudnialusuian (Breso, Schaufeli
and Salanova, 2011, p. 340) iamﬁgdﬂ’li%mﬁ
ANAINT0 VRN ULBIS AT USITIUIN
ﬁ’uiwﬂﬁu f1u91U (Karatepe and Olugbade,
2009, p. 511; Xanthopoulou, et al.,, 2009 b,
p. 240; Pati and Kumar, 2010, p. 132; Chaudhary,
Rangnekar and Barua, 20123, p. 375)
Anun1nniitalunwes iWunisasiuay
fnwranuasniuiieliiufiies Jeazviou
Titudeseduiiyananesidesdiniuanunse
fimnuddey Taaen dsyanafidauningiila
Tunutesgs fuwilifufasFuifeanuasaves
AULDIBE DAY LazA1ANTIdNAzaINITarinau
laussquadisa (Pierce, et al, 1989, p. 625)
uenanil anunianilaluauesduiniuain
Uszaunisallunisvinusazluesnns wagdd
Svnasiousegdle virmunf wasngRnssuineates
fuaru sasadiauduiusidauandulagniy
AUU (Mauno, Kinnunen and Ruokolainen, 2007,
p. 166; Xanthopoulou, et al.,, 2009b, p. 240)
TagniuAuaiu tuaudenlosuay
N13AIVANFINUTRsATNTUBANTU AUUNUM
wihiinsvhawiisuiingeu lasyanaiiilagnitu
U RURNULAZLANIEENTNINIEAIMN (Physically)
neANUAA (Cognitively) wagesual (Emotionally)
Tugrugiduandnueassdng (Kahn, 1990,
p. 694) fi9u1 Rothbard (2001, p. 657) lAna1271
Tagntuduundafedfuussgsleluassdd Ao
Aanulalalugnu (Attention) waznisandeluau
(Absorption) @1 Schaufeli kazaguy (2002, p. 74)
waanlagniuduanuludnuaeean1izniadn
Feuandaieatesiumsieulaonisuanang
wagAunsziasosulunisuuRau (Vigor)
n1svunkazaianulfiue1y (Dedication) wag
N159n301191U (Absorption) WagnIANAITUIN
woAnsuTiuansesnaziiiuliin nsuanseaniis
nnea I (Physically) 1un1suansndiuagay
nszfosesulunisuumenu (Vigor) daunis
LangeanN1veIsual (Emotionally) 1un15vjuin




wargirmulvitius (Dedication) uagn1suansaen
9AuAn (Cognitively) ilun1sandeagluau
wnndndedule (Absorption) (Schfaufeli and
Bakker, 2004, p. 295) @slayniufuauilanina
Weuansealnuyniudesdns (Hakanen,
Schaufeli and Ahola, 2008, p. 232; Field and
Buitendach, 2011, p. 74; Lee, 2012, p. 155;
Agyemang and Ofei, 2013, p. 20)
AuynRudessAns Wuaimdedy
wazgauTuludmneuazalleuvetasdns Ay
ulaflazyjumannamensny wazamuUsIsau
flgog duaundnuosesdng iilelfosdnsussg
tU11u1e (Mowday, Steers and Porter, 1979,
p. 226) Tnswinaudifiauyniiusieadnas
fuunlduiiezilanunseiedefulunisviiay
nanisaiuauvesyananarUssandnaves
09Ansgetu Suariludnisussaudmansuay

ORG
SUPPORT

SUP SUPPORT

#UAAFIUNTITAY (Research hypothesis)

H1: nMsfuslunisaduayuvetesAnsinnuduius
Weuanmaasaiulagniuivanu

H2: msSuslumsanivanuvesesdnsilanuduius
BUINMNASIT UK AU DRIANT

H3: lagniiuduauianuduiusidauinnians
fluAUENURDBIANT

Ha: nrsfustunisaduayuveaiiniiaud
AudEus BN seiulagniuiuu
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137999909403 BN N Meyer waz Allen
(1991, p. 61) &ilauusasrusznouveIAILKNIY
Aoasrnsidu 3 asdusznau liun aruyniuse
BIANTATUAIUTEAN (Affective Commitment)
ANsnsBBsAnIFNLANLFBIes (Continuance
Commitment) UAEAITUKNHUADDIANTAY
ngLnaudt (Normative Commitment) 31nLW2AA
fsjafunnuyniuifsedmneveesdng uas
wAnfliaud Ay fuUsEInnvesAdugnfy
soasfng asiituliifugureuuafafangin
faruduiusuaziindunuisadieadafy
Taeiduanugnituvesninauiidessdnsilely
ussadmuneuar IngUseaeAveteIns

INNITNUNIUITIUNTTUAINAT @10790
#5UNTRULWIAANITITYAININ 1 LavauufgIy
midedd

AN 1 NTDULUIANNITIY

H5: n1sSuilunisaduayuveeiiniiaud
ANUFNTUSZIUINMIRSIiuAIUN UG
BIANT

H6: MmN neInsuyediaNuFuRusEUIN
manssivlamnifuiuny

H7: audidaseluauiinuduiusigauan
mensaiulagnituiuau

H8: N133uiAuaINITaveRUBIdANduTuS
Wauinnumseiulagnituiuau

HY: avunagilalunueadiauduiusigauin
manssivlamnifuiuny

H
s
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Fandun1s (Methods)
nsanwIsoadiiiiunisisodalsuna
Fen189991nNITNUNILISIUNSSUTLAEIT R
Fahunasradunseunuifnniside wazlavinnis
Wususndeyaiunguiegislaglduuuaeuny
wdntui s lUiinsisvineadfioiinsiee
AUNTIATIATUATNAFRUANNAFIUNTITY
insaadiofilélunisiiusausiudoya
{Adulalduvvasuanuduiaiosile Tne
waoenidu 4 aou fe 1) Teyahluvesineu
wuvaevany 2) adeiidenasielanniuiuay
wazANUENUABadAns 3) lagniuiuau uas
4) AUENNUABDIANT LABANYUEYBIAINY
Wuniesdiwuszanuai 5 seaunuaiAsaaing
(Likert Scale)
MafusIuTIndoya
A3duadunisdaiivioya lnednds
wuvaeunun syl IS eninangeninas
Iuﬂizmﬂlm81’7iLi‘;Juam%ﬂsuaqamﬂmqmamﬂﬁm
FoNALITING T1UIU 129 USEN laednds
wuvgeuaulUuSTmas 4 atiu sauvieEy 516 atiy
wagldZunuuaununduduiios 159 atiu ey
r;:ﬁé’a%ﬂﬁ%’m'aLLuuaaummaUﬁ 2 lUdsuem
78 ladlgdmuvasvanunduluseuunsn Tnednds
soUTianesIuIu 89 USHW uSEvaz 5 aty
SaTaEY 445 atfu uarldSunuudeUaLNdUALIN
$1uau 178 atiu lefAderinnisnsavasuaiiy
gNABIATUIUANYTAUVDILUVABUNY WU
wuvdeuanuiineundusneaadiiiies 324 aty
Wity fanunsadhunldiiasvsinalunisive
solula
nsaAszidaya
fitoinseneiteyamly tngldada
Banssaun Weun Andovas Anade uwazandeauy
UINTFIU AIUNTIATIENAMUFUNUSLTEA 1LY
fefuuvauNIsBlasiasns agldmaila Partial
Least Square (PLS)
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Nan15AN®YI (Results)

ARdevetiauenanmITeidu 2 du diusn
udoyamllvesgnevuuuaouniu daud 2
WHunan1siasiginnuduiusideave e
Fawvvaunisddasadne Inedseasiden fil

1 wan1sitasiideyaiald nuin
nausegsdulvumene fengiads 29.94
anunmlanuindian aun1sAnuIsERUAINg
U%iyfgm'%/ﬂ%iyfgm%‘%mﬁwm'm’mﬁqm
aundndumaluladiufoRnuuniigade
Software Development ﬁswlﬁ”m?ia 26,296.60
vmsaau szuzaIn1sufuRaulualsau
drumaluladinde 5.56 U uagszeginains
UitRnuluesdnstiagtunde 381 T

2. HAN1TIATIENANUTURUSLT AU
AIAIUUANNILTILATIAFNS

2.1 Assessment of measurement model

31NN153LATIERAIT LT o uTe 1A
donmaninielu (Internal Consistency Reliability)
U3 MUsuayneaiia1 Composite Reliability
11nn11 0.70 tazda Cronbach’s Alpha 111nn1
0.70 FaagUldd1 n1sTadaudsurasienunly
Fauvudananindede (Hair, et al, 2013, p. 102)
N1TILATIZYAIIUATILTIEOAAA Y (Convergent
Validity) wudn siuusuanndadian AVE 1nnndn
0.50 39a3UlA71 TAUATUTIAAARDITENIN
Fruusdanaidetafudsudaioadu luyn
FLUIHLEIVDIAIL UL (Hair, et al,, 2013, p. 103)
drun1siinnerinuddedevesdiudsdung
(Indicator Reliability) wui1 dauusdsinaadiulug
A1 Outer Loading 41nn731 0.70 Lagdaudin
Mwlsdunausdiuazilanegsening 0.40 - 0.70
Wi Composite Reliability 1046 uU5uHa73n
§9A3AININATT 0.70 kazA1 AVE §9a3iiAN
11nnd1 0.50 weiliioausulsdunadangns
29N9NNNTIN ledswalial Composite Reliability
ey AVE WinTuifisndndos uddemeuinnia
0.70 wag 0.50 anuaiu Jsasuladn fauusdans
Ranualusuuuiinnuyniede (Hair, et al,
2013, p. 103) fauandlunisng 1
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A1919 1 Lanam1 Cronbach’s Alpha, Composite Reliability hazAi1 AVE 90380 UTIHa

Latent Variable Indicators Outer t-stat AVE CR Cronbach’s
loading alpha
AUTONOMY JAL 0.77%* 23.60 0.53 0.87 0.82
JA2 0.87** 43.95
JA3 0.85%* 35.32
JAG 0.66%* 10.62
JA5 0.64%* 11.88
JA6 0.49%* 6.55
EFFICACY SE1 0.80%* 30.10 0.61 0.89 0.84
SE2 0.83%* 31.72
SE3 0.85%* 43.89
SE4 0.71%* 19.34
SE5 0.71%* 18.16
ESTEEM ST1 0.71%* 19.28 0.52 0.84 0.77
ST2 0.79%* 24.11
ST3 0.73%* 16.13
ST4 0.74%* 18.11
ST5 0.62%* 12.73
HRD HRD1 0.86%* 36.03 0.78 0.95 0.93
HRD2 0.91%* 63.71
HRD3 0.86%* 43.40
HRD4 0.88%* 53.52
HRD5 0.89%* 60.15
SUP SUPPORT SS1 0.82%* 38.59 0.69 0.93 0.91
SS2 0.83%* 37.49
SS3 0.88%* 53.55
Ss4 0.81%* 3291
SS5 0.87%* 56.54
SS6 0.76%** 19.27
ORG COMMIT 0oC1 0.67** 16.00 0.59 0.93 0.91
0C2 0.79%* 30.21
0C3 0.75** 25.43
oca 0.59** 13.48
0C5 0.83** 39.52
0C6 0.83** 43.90
ocCr 0.84** 49.99
0C8 0.83** 35.65
0C9 0.76** 25.23
ORG SUPPORT 0s1 0.68** 18.83 0.62 0.92 0.90
0C2 0.79** 25.03
0C3 0.84** 48.62
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Latent Variable Indicators Outer t-stat AVE CR Cronbach’s
loading alpha
oca 0.76** 24.74
OC5 0.82** 37.98
0Cé6 0.78** 30.77
oC7 0.81** 38.60
WORK ENGAGE WE1 0.84** 48.05 0.62 0.94 0.92
WE2 0.83** 44.73
WE3 0.77** 2393
WE4 0.80** 31.87
WES 0.78** 25.15
WE6 0.79%* 24.50
WET7 0.80** 29.38
WES8 0.71** 17.55
WE9 0.74** 24.35
ML * t-value >1.96 (significance level=5%) ** t-value >2.58 (significance level=1%)
A9 2 WARITINTIdeIVBIA AVE vasfiuusue wareanduiusseninaduysuwla
Latent Variable AU EF ET HR SS ocC (O WE

AU 0.72

EF 0.45 0.78

ET 0.40 0.61 0.72

HR 042 | 023 | 024 | 088

SS 0.52 0.31 0.26 0.56 0.83

OocC 0.49 0.36 0.39 0.53 0.44 0.77

(ON) 0.63 0.31 0.28 0.61 0.59 0.68 0.78

WE 0.47 0.48 0.50 0.32 0.35 0.72 0.54 0.79

vangvn 5InTiaeswas AVE vesiuysudausiazd eglunuimuesy
AU viunee AUTONOMY, EF unegie EFFICACY, ET viunefa ESTEEM,
HR 11899 HRD, SS 188ls SUP SUPPORT, OC %ne5is ORG COMMIT,
OS unghs ORG SUPPORT, WE %1889 WORK ENGAGE

A1MTUNITILATIENAIIUATITITLUA
(Discriminant Validity) wui1 5707 2 489A7 AVE
03U THEIUAaE AT AININAINAT AN UAUS
isquﬁ’aLLUsLmeuﬁUﬁ’aLLUiLLﬁqum Tuduuy
Usgnauiual Cross Loading U931k UTILNA
wiazdduFInUsudandafnilaruiniian
dlowSeuifisufuan Cross Loading veasauys
Funaduiumuusudadug Tusuuy eagdld
Fulsudsioamavessuuuiaunsadsiwun
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wazgninsefnUsdanniigndes (Hair, et al,
2013, p. 105) fauanslumITe 2

2.2 Assessment of structural model

INNITIATIZRANTUNUSTZNI9F YT
wian1elungu (Collinearity) wudn @1 VIF ¥e9
PREDICTOR ¥iasuiato9ngs WORK ENGAGE wa
ORG COMMIT &if111nn31 0.20 Feasulain
LilAnan Inanduiusiule9szna1sfanUsuel
aelunguitaaesiandna (Hair, et al, 2013,
p. 170) fauandlumisng 3




A113519 3 UansAT VIF Y83 PREDICTOR
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PREDICTOR WORK ENGAGE | ORG COMMIT
AUTONOMY 2.00
EFFICACY 1.77
FSTEEM 1.67
HRD 1.78
SUP SUPPORT 1.80 1.52
ORG SUPPORT 2.30 1.86
WORK ENGAGE 1.40
A13519 4 UanA" Path Coefficient kagnan sna@RUaLLAFIY
FUNRFIU Path Coefficient t-stat #5Uma
ORG SUPPORT — WORK ENGAGE 0.41** 7.15 atduayu H1
ORG SUPPORT —> ORG COMMIT 0.40% 6.36 atluayu H2
WORK ENGAGE —> ORG COMMIT 0.49** 8.86 atduayu H3
SUP SUPPORT —> WORK ENGAGE -0.01 0.23 Uf)ies Ha
SUP SUPPORT — ORG COMMIT 0.03 0.58 Ujjias H5
HRD —> WORK ENGAGE -0.05 0.89 Ufes H6
AUTONOMY —> WORK ENGAGE 0.05 0.78 Ufuds H7
EFFICACY — WORK ENGAGE 0.17%* 2.61 atluayy H8
ESTEEM —> WORK ENGAGE 0.28** 4.70 e H9

WELYR: * t-value >1.96 (significance level=5%),
** t-value >2.58 (significance level=1%)

11531A51 R duUsEANS L dunIe (Path
Coefficient) Wu11 HAUFURUSLTIUVINNIIATS
fitfudAyneadi 0.01 3113 5 1HUN1 Fawans
NAFDUALLAFIY LanIFInI51e 4

HANISILASIEREUNITIATIAS19UAs
A1BNENATIN WUI1 ORG SUPPORT #18nSnwasiu
#8 ORG COMMIT unilga (3n3nasau 0.60)
5898911A8 WORK ENGAGE {18vawasiune ORG
COMMIT (8nswasau 0.49) hay ORG SUPPORT
18ndnasiume WORK ENGAGE (8ndwasiy 0.41)
auaR fiszdutedfanieada 0.01 duansly
A9 5 LAZNN 2

nMsAAsIgaunsug lun snensal
(Coefficient of Determination (R?) Wu31 fatuu
dadnuududrlunisneansal ORG COMMIT

(R*=0.63) TusauUr1unane wagdaanutiug
Tun1snernsal WORK ENGAGE (R*=0.44)
Tuszdus (Hair, et al., 2013, p. 175) fauansly
AT 6
dIUNTIIATIERANEUNUSLTINTS
we1nsal (Predictive Relevance (g?) Wu11
EFFICACY, ESTEEM g ORG SUPPORT PR
FuWusi¥enrsneansaliu WORK ENGAGE
Tuszausi Tuvasii WORK ENGAGE waz ORG
SUPPORT fAuduiusidsnisnennsad AU ORG
COMMIT Tuszautunanuasseausi augidu
(Hair, et al, 2013, p. 184) La¥NFIATIZANANTZNU
soaluLdug1lun1snensal (Effect Size ()
WUI1 WORK ENGAGE SINanSENUADAI UL UEN
lun1sne1nsaives ORG COMMIT luseuge
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Tuanz? ORG SUPPORT flnansznuseniny  finanszvuseaiuudugilunisneinsalves
wiugrlun1sneanselves ORG COMMIT uaz  WORK ENGAGE lusedusa (Hair, et al, 2013,
WORK ENGAGE Tusgautiunans @ AUTONOMY,  p. 178) adlanslumisns 7

EEFICACY, ESTEEM, HRD wag SUP SUPPORT

A519 5 LAAIAIDNENANIINGS BNTNAN199Y LazdNSNATIY

Dependent Effect Independent variable

variable oS SS HR AU EF ET WE
ORG COMMIT DE 0.40 - - - - - 0.49

IE 0.20 - - - 0.08 0.14 -
TE 0.60 - - - 0.08 0.14 0.49
WORK ENGAGE DE 0.41 - - - 0.17 0.28 N/A
IE - - - - - - N/A
TE 0.41 - - - 0.17 0.28 N/A

N8me): DE = Direct Effect, IE = Indirect Effect, TE= Total Effect, N/A = Not Applicable
AU 11889 AUTONOMY, EF munefia EFFICACY, ET wdnade ESTEEM,
HR 1199 HRD, SS “dnadls SUP SUPPORT, OC 1neiia ORG COMMIT,
OS #unefe ORG SUPPORT, WE vangfia WORK ENGAGE

M1579 6 wanIA1 Coefficient of Determination (R?)

Latent Variable Coefficient of Determination (R?) seauAUtug lun1sNeInsal
ORG COMMIT 0.63 Junane
WORK ENGAGE 0.44 Gil’ﬂ

W A1 R® 20.25 Ao SEAUd, 20.50 fe seAuUIuNa1e, 2075 Ao Seeug

M54 7 wansen Effect Size () waz Predictive Relevance (qf)

Endogenous latent ORG COMMIT WORK ENGAGE

Exogenous latent Path coefficients f? q° Path coefficients f? q°
AU 0.05 0.02 | 0.02
HR -0.05 0.00 | 0.02
0S 0.40 0.25 | 0.08 0.41 0.09 | 0.15
SS 0.03 0.00 | 0.00 -0.01 0.02 | 0.02
EF 0.17 0.06 | 0.04
ET 0.28 0.09 | 0.09
WE 0.49 0.44 | 0.15

nnewe: 1. A1 2 20.02 finansymuseaush, 0.15 finansemuseiuliunans
20.35 diNansgnusEAUgs (Hair, et al, 2013, p. 178)
2. 1 o 20.02 Feuduiussesum, 20.15 fanuduiussesduiiunans
20.35 dAnuduiiusszdugs (Hair, et al,, 2013, p. 184)
AU 1131889 AUTONOMY, EF munefis EFFICACY, ET wungils ESTEEM,
HR w1883 HRD, SS %unegis SUP SUPPORT, OC #31889 ORG COMMIT,
0S #1889 ORG SUPPORT, WE #n88is WORK ENGAGE
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0.68
os1
0.79
0s2
0.84
0s3 ORG SUPPORT
0.76 T
0s4 — 0.00
0.82 Theag s
0ss
0.76
0s6
0.81
0s7

0.86 /
HRD3 — 0.00
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A1
0.87
1A2
GiEe AUTONOMY
A3 P SR
oes [ 0.00
A4 e
0.64
JAS
0.49
A6
0.67
oc1
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oc2
0.77 075
| wes oca
0.80 0.59
‘ WE4 WORK ENGAGE ORG COMMIT oca
0.78 AN 0.49%* T TR 0.83
—( — ocs
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oce
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oc7
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ocs
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oce
0.80
SE1
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071 —
SE4
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SS2
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081 [—( 000
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dyduazanusnena (Conclusion and Discussion)
Hadeiidenasielayniuivauuazaiiy
ynifusieasdnsnfignde mssuilunisaliuayy
19909An7 lneTadedsndniisvinanmensesala
HNRUAUIIY @9AAARIAUNITANYIVOY Saks
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Lag Tolulope (2013, p. 182) Faliagunadn
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