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STRATEGIES FOR AGILE HUMAN RESOURCE MANAGEMENT:
WORK VALUE PERCEPTION, GOAL ORIENTATION AND
NETWORK COMMUNICATION

Charan Lerdteeraphoj’
Rapepun Piriyakul
Noraphol Chiranunthadej

Abstract

Agility in business management has evolved from the high performance enterprise
paradigm, with strategic workforce management as a critical component. This approach
emphasizes the importance of work value, goal orientation and network communication.
However, small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs) face particular challenges due to
resource constraints and labor-intensive processes that require a focus on workforce flexibility
to adapt quickly and efficiently to change. In this study, 250 executives from Thai SMEs were
surveyed using a structural equation model derived from the literature for analysis. The results
show that inadequate network communication is a significant barrier to the implementation
of agile human resource management strategies. Furthermore, while recognizing the value of
work has a positive impact on workforce agility, the effect is only marginal with a correlation
coefficient of only 20 percent, suggesting that there is still significant room for improvement

in these areas.
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AngAFusg q Wu SeRtd duneden uazwelulauvuinnsglandudinariegifalie
Jadpsnnagméiiion1susuluasussdng (Organizational Transformation) It sen Tnetheasdns
Mniduegluiiagiuluganiuzlusuianiifeans wu sunmsiidugshisvnalngifivuasunndy
gsRauuUAITassr UL lunmeniswdaidoddinaluladdutigaussAviunuussnuay iean
FununasiinUszansualiiutuanudesnisnain nsUsuAsuasAnsdnun suddosededu
awmugs Fadudodrirrasgsfrrunnaruazauiadn (SME’s) flfunisliussnuey fadunisoon
AaNTIANINTNeInsuywdliiUssnSnmuasinnuaaasi (Agility) Tunisusunisviaulvsessu
mswasunasld (Denning, 2012)

mMsUuaguesdnsiey 2 dnwaizde 1) Msufunuundnlan (Huge) fis Ufuruelvg
wazi$1 (Radical Change) W nsawudnumalulad wag 2) nsUfvrnadnuuunos 1 iy
(Incremental Change) W MsWaLYAAINT M3UAsuTausTIIadAnT fainnsUuiUAeuusiay
Usslandesondsanudilanseiulunnnaiadiu nsaudsuudasluuisvuuialvg wu Apple,
Microsoft Lﬁaiﬁﬁmmhqwiamim%mmm Houisen11 “09AnTAa09A7 (Agile Organization)”
(Denning, 2012) nan1s3denaswiseslneeduiesnsuimsinenided Yudunildudegnsd
laariudmsun1susulduwifnauaaedia (Agile) Ingsuiaistainisasne “9iu agile” yawsniud

= b4

W.A.2562 Wialiaonnaasiunagnslunisniigyaddsia siudsin1saseduusssungagnen

Y

) s = I3 k4 [ [ a . 2 o 1@
Lﬂu@juma’m UANUTINGD AUITOATNUINNTTY AL INUTITUAMULES (Risk Culture) F9an3ntu

v 1

mudsalnegldanudndusine 1studn fuduunanvlesuiiamsaiinuneengnainliod1ssinigs
Tnelduianniies 80 au uarldnaniies 3 iewwhdu uenanidsdiusomau 4 wu edmidunswg
warlnsauuan AiSnsviauwuy “Adile” Widneldaounisallada 19 Peyivs Usans, 2563)

AMTBURIANNAGEIT AeArmaninsnlunsiAsullasegviadhlviudeanminadeon
flaeulu (Mavengere, 2013) Tugunasnsdansiiesinsiiaundesds feseifeanuaaesiives
ﬁugwuaﬁuaqué’mﬁw 9 19U wHUNISLTindesis niinaufifiaunaes (Acle Employee)
Laznsdoasfinaessa (Agile Communication) 1ugy Tudiuresgsiavundnuaznad (SMEs)
yaslng Geldrurulszanm 3,000,000 18 @wa. 2563) Inerdungussfavuelvgfiiies 2,000 5
nau SMEs fimnaniendasiunsdisnulssanasnnndd 38 ey gsralunguiidsenduusany
Wundn Ussiangsnaves SMEs uuadunisdiuazu3nis 97U 2.6 41u518 dun1sHanuas
Manwnsdisiuau 0.5 e uarluradlain 19 Usingiigsha SMEs vaundiudsutundi 3.5
ruduum el SMEs Anereniudufionusgsendeiinising 4 uddfidwoulddesuiiy
flangsialy (aamuua, 2021)

A37inga SMEs annsaviinsusushluuiunvesnundessilelvvingsialdetsseidles
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AIUNTZUIUNIT tazaumalulad (Aghina et al., 2018; Xetta International Enquiry, 2021)
MedadinAunsHeINIveINgu SMEs sauviinszuIwiminsdansesdnsiinaeidududond
=2 14 g g o 1 o a - 3X%
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IAN1T MIHINNaN1TAN®I1U89 McKinny Quarterly (Aghina et al., 2018) a1nusEnT iy
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fuge an1dumsiu uaggshauiniaederns mndesinsiinamint msAnwiadsdiaduFesiiddy
Wefnwthsedlaglimiegsiasodengy SMEs Tumsdanisdieliminnuiiauadesst Mo
NMUMILLAEnaauludINYRINISIANITANNATBIRILTINAYNS Inea1dunann1danisludiunes
NINe1NsUYEdn 3 Jaduusnishie 1) Aaur1vasany (Value of Work) 2) nmsstdusdinang (Goal
Oriented) uag 3) N13AoansuuuLATat1s (Network Communication) AfUIARDUAINLANNTOVEN
winauuazthludmnundaswivemiineu (Mavengere, 2013; Weber & Tarba, 2014) Inenauselev
1INASANYIANTIATUAUNITIANITANAADIIVINTNUlUNGUSIAY SMES N153ANT
ningnsuyudlugunesnisuivivesmiinauliaunsaviauldneldanngnaldsunas
othimnivesiunedeuseuiufenundesivemiinay dafesendeilidunisuimara 3 f

TunsdLESLAIYNITAINIUAINUEILTOVBINLNGUY
TgUIzaAluNTIdY
UfURnsnyaduluiminensuywdly SME’s vaslng

uwuAn Nl wazeiseiinedas

NIRAILININEINTUYBELAZN15IANITAUAGRIAT lUAINTINI

MsRLmUNYEd e NsENamIeRwnNkasTinvrlunsu iRvuvesyaans
WeraimuUiuanssuiumsvha wu msaeduneu anuaunsolunsusuldesesngaly
n3vheuliaenndoatunisilasundas Ae “AnuAaosia” (Seleim et al,, 2007) ATSHAUN
yunywdLUUALALlFveeguaAnFondt “nsufoRauiiuseaniaimgs (High Performance
Work Practices)” Tagn1suuuifnves Taylor (1911) lun1sufjdfuvesesanslilananeuuny
aean Inglininennsuaduyuiiosdign mUjtRnuiivssavsnmgadadumsuimanunineins
uyusluidenagndifiofiunruaiuisavemiinmuliddu (Patel & Conklin, 2012) Fsuanainag
auinurreaminnuudadaiusegdalunsiouliivssansaauniy msufifauid
Usgansamgadasnfsiadeiifetestunsyhaudiddy Wy nseenuuuau msvyuisuauy
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2012) uenanildenateguunisinnisiaugasenitcnuiuiadgludmdnauimeneninuag
Inla afremnuduiusnadanulila sewninduimsduninauiazaislunguninauaisiuies
= v o o s  aa ' v v o ! a va aa
Fanoa1den1sdearinielussdnsniiniunaeddiniedazaiunsanevausson1sU UAUNY
Usgansamadld annuuineiitaihdanuadesiiveussnuiietilgainudisavedasdins (Aghina
et al,, 2018)

LUIAANITIANITNTNEINTUU BN oW WITNEE AT Saunsanadii olvsuiy
n1siasuwdadulangsnanien1sdnn1saunaeeia lunsUUROUINSANYINIUIUNDAIT WU
Sochova and Kunce (2014) na118401153AN15ANAADIAIT0909ANT TUdILIIUNIT LT3R

[ a A 1 < =2 .
NM13UTZAILIU LAZNITNINUIITN NRDUAUDIDYINTIALIT IUANYITEN Gieles and van der Meer
(2017) AUUAYUUNUINYBINITIANITNS NEINTUY ¥ lUBIANTNTAUAR DI AaunsdLESY
ninensieasusigslaliiinainuaunsa (Talent Motivation) Tunisassanuuiioendwlsiiu
v ¥ dy 1 % Ql‘d d‘ = v Ql‘ LY a

wilnau mewmglunuimveshiensnensuyudlulaniinsudsunlasgelswsalfsuainiusia

a . a [ 1 o I3 A a 1 o
UNUIMLAELWIAA (Mindset) huuinuduunuImuesiensngnsuanatuasAnsnianunga i
AENN5IANTSRasUSUUTRIANTIAd 0ef T nwULTee1 T advayun1susuasueednsiv
Aaesmluynasnnen sIufn1suiulasiasietesansiineusuiunisildsuwdas (Gieles & van
der Meer, 2017)

31NITIUNTIUMTIANITAUNTNEINTUYWEAUAMUAGRRIluNTU] TR Fadaunsien
sonunlu 3 Jadume Tnsardenanis@inuives Mavengere (2013) waz Weber and Tarba (2014)
duUsENoUMY 1) ANAYDNIY 2) Msttudmving way 3) N13deasuuuLATeUY

AMA1Y8997U (Value of Work: VOW)

' & aa gt A gy A Yo a av

AMAIYRINUNTBNIETENTT “ANlENT1IU” ADANMUWRINLASUAABINITIINNANIS
a1 Tususnaqay 3y n1sgnenges duiusanduausoutie nastituyunelaa wazaiy
1UAI9EIAN (Lyons et al., 2010) 9191 Super (1953) 85u1871 “ATlENY099IU” ADNITUNNU
WanauauawingUszasdidein1snslununsasedn 3nla uazanudunusivauseu dravy
WUFIUNTNYIN TRV

Auludirndiulugousuineufodunidweadin A9UUN1SANEIT 09N 15198 IRV
auvhaudlngdnaglugawduludszinunddglundazaividnn wu nsfnwiiesmasnindia
iU (Work Life Balance) NM3@n®i389A0ATEA1NN15YIN9U N1sasiauguluiiunieu
nsdansiienisyhanduiin a1z waznisasiussgelalunisvihan susisniswanyaains
TuuuInaee 9 (Dahmaradeh & Banihashemi, 2010) Usziaums 9 Musinglunuidediulngay
WNeadasiu dauaans N15vieu aedns Jadewindey walulad glidwlddiudy wu gnAuag
AW TUN1953A9 lunsazUszinudiudinisfinwiiouinnuiluiauiligsisauisonsegla 1wy

Tuusunvesdunadeutasinaluladuuuinnsslan fegldiuimiwesmiunass “Agile” fuymains
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TussAnssnomsdluasuisan Wumssuilovhauluouanniegldnisdsundas Inewiud
anuansnlunsvasuiansvheseauesas iU fduiusseninatmh eusiwanu vie
WMEIAIIUSNUBNBIANT ‘1718&551’38miaﬂ’uayuw%’wmﬂimﬂmﬁmLﬁaLﬂ uNISLEsNGINNR il
wilnsuaunsadndulaldiesuaznovausdldhifign wu wiinaumihiuiiguagnianansadadulals
wdlunsquagnilasdanauslesivessiadundn nunisflesdnsadiaimusssunseuils)
fainzAnfusuuuuin magatulunisiannanug miuaunsavesinauluesdns wiefinies
wviuseslsegisiadhlumyihamilisnzaniuesAnsgalvsifiinisuredugs sududuniaiivh
TindnauiuauAIvesuueniiiaainmanauLnufesieliiiieseg1auies (Dahmaradeh &
Banihashemi, 2010)

AaAvesuiidmAndostuminnulaznagnivesesdnslunsiitminouayidevia
Sty Tuhinsumaiteiaiusiunalunisinu Wy nsatuayumeluladiiviuatelimusoniny
Fean1svesgndn daulusunszuiunis Ae duaiunisliamianuaiunsalunsiauiels
nadnsiusEAvsnannagate Musdadunisadnmailusmdnauluduauadesd (Tyag &
Schwartz, 2009) Fetadeiifidruiontosiunsildsuuunin (Mindset) AAMAIYDIIUIINTTAN
wuutinidy “Agile mindset”

nsyaiutvang (Goal Oriented: GOO)

Wy (Goal) Wudsifidfiyaravieniregsiadesnis Jsdnudunisitelugidinine
fidaly nsléussquvine wu desnisléuyadmnanisiiu lutisszernaifitmun a1
Wanueniagsiaeradudminelaesineedfianis niedmuiganizaiulusdazunun wu
Wannen1anisnatn wazidmuien1en1sidu Wusu (Lunenburg, 2011) lussAuninaiu

a

Al mnewuiy nstvuadmunevnssdudesineu aunsaussqlisar Tanaldiagananin

[y a

wazUsina nssaihmansardmareussgdlauasiuysy s nwidussAuussnuayseAugIRa
M siutnevesyana Ao najutiuiazyienlidudaielildnadnsinaunuly
nsyadmneazldfunsduindeunazgslannmsuimminensuyed Woafrausegslalunis
U ey waensinduinweilugnisvindmunglidusss lnenisuimsauding
Usgnausae 1) MInaupuLaznsinesAng Wil UiTAmuannsanusuduneulunisussg
wWhyane daBssumudmdunsng uarsusaminensidesnaielfid duaztinluldauldig
2) Anuan syuedlusnuuanagdaglimidnausjuduluinsuitymegisfiszuy Wuenuiula uay
atdvayudszaninmnisiaulissgidimang 3) anunsendnluswes nagnsnisimvuadivung
Faserdanudlainyanatudauaninsadsaweniedosdinisuuusaiaunaulaievinli
Whvnedudnsald 4) msdadule vanedsanuanansnlunisdndiduannussaiurosnuii
ANUEAYRaingUszasa ﬁwv"igamma'mWifﬂuﬂWiﬂﬁﬂ’ﬁmsﬁﬂé’mmfimﬁa (Super Tasking)

(Tyagi & Sawhney, 2009) 5) A15USHITI81 W AILaILIsaAMUALIaNgauieliLlaingg
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Amtheudvang yaraiviudesdanyaiansalunisiansisiaiverimuanandelussesdu
wialugnisussaidmanessesenild uwag 6) Mnsedt Insininyen1sAaddinintuazns
Uszdluitarimuntimneg wazuiunszuiunmslifivszaninmunniigawiiiazdululdlunisussy
tWnung

Jadunrsvireuuenmileannidenlesnuarunassfnd i sanudunisassa e

| ) a ~ v a Y ¢ X aa a v
Wvane Sadunisusmsauyeraiieliiinauygniusesesrns (Wilson, 2012) naufiliigides
Aunsidudnnang Ae ngunisiinuadinung (Goal Setting Theory) Ing Locke Tul 1968
(Locke & Latham, 2002) @liuimminauazdivsegslaninduandaneiimunlisgnetnou
waznadnsiuannsainliuazAual ninnuduuitsivwilduiagneremummdiniewaznadla
A v - ° a o v o Y o a a.
welnussaudimune uenmilaannisivuadimunendaauead Locke Saiufianinuasenin
winnudnynulenvu Wensundgyiudvanefiiimie nssuiiedutmneendumaivinli
noinufswurTnLasRAuYTNYEYRwU uLiANESIURIURINaavdRa R la S USRI USY
Bauinuazausanisnnudisadiudiwazlngsin uenanddduasunisiidusinveminauuas
AuNanelalun1snu wumiwemguiiusenounienannis 5 Usenishe 1) Clarity: Ao
Whnunedesdalau lawzlanzas wagiuanala 2) Challenge: 1UMNEAITHANNINIELND S
wofaryilymiinauaula 3) Commitment: lWmnedesasanuyniulindna iielinisiau
AausisuAuauaudulumeiuaziniugn 4) Feedback: Afwuann1sineu duiluesduszney
NdAgvoanguinsiuuatmuiy waz 5) Task complexity: Winsneasuanuazuisesnidy

A & 1 A ' [ P [ [ J v
Whnnemidnnidi wediglunisviu mszlloussgidmanelussrudnluudasidmanewdinasiy
Ranunmithuinglveduies (Lunenburg, 2011)

n13deaswUULATaU1Y (Network Communication: NEC)

a 3 N a ! I o a v

n1sdeansluesdng fe n1sdearssenineyanalussdnsiiaiiunisuaniud sutoya

asaumna ANNIsErInyarannseaulunnmhenulueRnsmensieasmenss nsdeansniely
I3 N ¢ A v v ° ' Y A v s

peAnsidnguszasdiiaasisanunlalunisyihausiudu weliussaaudmungvedasdns
(Blumler & Katz, 1974) @1un1580a15018UaN03ANT AD N15F0ANTIENINYARINTVDIBIANT 117067
23ANTLOINUYARANIBUDN LTU gNAT AUU AAN 1Tudu

N158 0@ UULAT 891 (Network Communication) tARAINLUIANNITLY DUA DYDY
ADNTILADS LDE319ANNARDILUNITYINNULEYNTEOa1S FelinananslauTaunianIsud st
nsdeansyULuLibilvnnmheviennaunsenisieasninelunsenieusnasinsmenauines
niellofiodiudl N15N0IANTEBNSUNITEBAISWUULAS 0Y18NIvEINaT IALARIRIlUNTE 0E1S
WoN15uIniy Wu n1sERauA1 unun139Y waznsatiuayugna saedealielmidadu
N9LUIZAVBHANTITYINNIU anAldanslazaaedd Aty “Work From Home” Tutinghiialain-19

s¥uIn N1sdearsuuuinsevinglussdnsyaluidseadaludnisusulaseasiesdns Aaiuise
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wénifuifuEesddy (Burt, 2000) MsduFinasseusuetuaEuiothauidgmilnududy
Tulanfiauifunau (Powell et al, 2005) Iumqﬂﬁﬁaé’awudwaﬂﬁﬂiﬁ'sﬂmﬁaﬁmLLmLLUUﬁﬁUGﬁzu
mmlmaa%ﬁaaaﬁﬂﬂmmawwﬂuqsﬁaﬁtﬂu@wﬁm (Burt, 2000)
nyufiftatuayuiadiie noufimsuaniudeunsdseu (Social Exchange Theory) Tusau
vosUselomineuunuildsunnisdrinlumsdemsislussesduniessaren nquiigniily
Anwluranssidvegrawy nsviauduiy waznisdnnisfiuiaiiouass (Moon et al,, 2012)
AUEINTOVRINLNIU (Employee Efficacy: EMF)

Ay o =

ANEINITAVOINUNGIU NUBE ﬂ?i%Uiﬂ’J’]ﬂJﬁ’]ﬂJ’]iﬂsU@ﬂﬁ?WﬁﬂQWUWNWWUWN’W’]ﬂﬂQUQ

Y
(%

M3 BugMedyandsnu (Social learning theory) 1518 s aveanguidiunguinissud
ANAIUTVDIRY (Self-Efficacy Theory) mmmquﬁmimamﬂﬂaLﬁmmﬂﬂmﬁﬂuiﬂmé’mm
Tng Bandura (1997) flavundedmginssuvesausiiu LilfiAet uazidsuuladuiosnntade
yaanmnedeufissesnaiien uresdesdiadudyanasiuiie wasnshumesthdvduyanaty
szdosaenadostuludnvaefidmadatiunasiu (Reciprocal Determinism) Tnefanuuanunsnideu
Idwannd 1 T0e B unungfnsy E unuanminnden uag P unuyana EUSYENAnILAW InLAY
nadsduiiesiety Yedevsauiinsfunduasiuentesihiminvesdudvsnauazdwmalaiviaiu

Nanshuuaznaululiazy19nan NN 1N INLInaulAULANG19AY (Bandura, 1997)

I/El-eihsn' or - nvironmenta

Self efficacy » Self Regulation

MW 1 fuuuanuduiussenindadumamgAinssy animiindey agdiuuaaa (Bandura, 2002)

AuEINTaveIyARAIrUsTaUAIdS Tlun1sAanssule q du erdenisUsfi
Fnenmvasyanafiulsenoudie Wy givdanisvieu Yssaunsalluefn Seasuldinuesey
Uszauanudidanudinenisield msinanuannsalunisiuinuesinisidoninasinng 4 au
NNNIANYIAEUEURATENY nainTiaTiiu iy wu sy Msieu aseuas A

@ A S [y [
WULDDITN AENITEDUIUINNEIAN
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AUAGDIAVBINTNIIU (Employee Agility: EMA)

AUAaDIf e Anansalunsuuisussenentesesdnsuientnauldegns
sduardie Tussiuanuadesiemiinau A Msvduiifien1syiaugieaunaewAa,
aeldanmadeniuasuld wu anwadesidlunisnevaussanudsinsgnailioiemnga
nsdanisanuadesiilusefuufoinisvemdneu uazdinuisauamsolunsdeaisany
ABINTTTENINGNAMALUIEN (Ying & Ramamurthy, 2011) 1y mmmamﬁﬁgummﬁu‘%miqﬂﬁﬂéf
WRBALFIET Y38N15AINMIAIINABINITANNUIBINALA (Zitkiené & Deksnys, 2018) Naa1W3de
509 Anurdessavesmiinaulag Ying and Ramamurthy (2011) Wudmmamﬁ’ﬁmmaaﬁﬂsﬁﬁmm
Aaod azduasunisiluosdns@adieassd Wusngulunisdaaiuauaaesiivesniinay
a5 msdndulawarnsuitymsenisaauuuuennseu fingRnssudegn wazdudusunuy
mMsdsunlaswesesnsdnse (Change Agent) (Kelley, 2016)

AnuAdesiIAnaNNTEnnIsALaNnaTEIeAuBangy (Flexibility) uazadmAsi
(Fixedness) fanwdl 2 AeanuBangunglidodriavemineinsuariimnsesesdnslunisviigsia
drlugnuvesmnunsd wienmzdufdesilivinesls viednlamsadly meldnsusuasuls

DIANTIAUAADIA

o i itself 10 do new

ings In mew ways?

Yoo rvuch Fiexibility and it
will take 100 Jong Lo ke
deasions and changes.

Flexibility |

:\ Fixedness

/

Too much faedness and you
will sufter feom organizational
rightity

Increased Organizational Agility is achieved by establishing the right
balance between Flexibility and Fixedness.

AT 2 NTDULLIANTDIANNAGBIFITBIDIANT (Kelley, 2016)

235UNITTUATVAY WA UBNTWAAILUY AMAINIIT9IU (VOW) nrsyaidudanung
(GOO) uazmsaeasuULLASaE (NEC) ritulladAunats amwanansaveswiinay (EMF) 1ug
AUARBIAIVBINUNY (EMA)

mMaviunaevesuluiuuInIzdNane A uNe e N luNISIRILIATNAINLEINNSAVeT
AULDY D1ABNANTSAN®YIVEY Baek et al. (2019) way Fagerholm and Pagels (2014) 31WHnau
A dsiequatvosnudnindundaiuuan maiiuguaivesureIyana ardnanisuy sty

nIng1NslunguNnUN oL AINAINITOVRINGY HANISANYIYDY Tyagi and Sawhney (2009)
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Tugesillanudn masiudmuensinussdunsdndulindnaueasuaiiriuianuaunse
vaanulunisvinauldedaiiuse@nsain (Xie et al., 2011) MMuANw1vas Olkkonen et al. (2000)
' LY % = =) ! = v Y& [ :s' ! a o
wuhluszaundnaunsdeansuuuaievieinisifegudidusuuliilunnmsieduaiunisienuy
wazuwdslumnuilunay nisdeasuuuiinavuluiausssulnewuugswdudiusin uonaniinaain
msfnufidedunuinisiuianuansavesyana tunisinuidulumuinasiviewmiieninding
AoAUAdoiIranIsiUdsuwlas suvinlvgsiveysen saufien1siuylgsia (Burt, 2000; Powell et

al., 2005)

AUNAFIUNTITIAY
Mmssunssufindminiiniugaunislunide fil
H1: AgAIN1SYINIU (VOW) I8NBWaB9UIN AaAINaUnTavaesntineu (EMF)
H2: nsyatiudnung (GOO) UdvSwalieuinsdonuaIIsavesnEnau (EMF)
H3: MsdeansuuuiAIete (NEC) Sidvsnaileuindonuanansavemiiny (EMF)

H4: ANUEI150989nTINIU (EMF) 48MSnaltauinmonnuaaadfiivaantingiu (EMA)

52 08UITN1598

wrasdaya: Yoyaltlun15ideUsenousie 2 unads Ae 1) Yoyauguqd (Primary Data)

Y

a

UsgnaurmedayadnnuszinsAe usnslugsna SMEs uag 2) YeuanAeqnd (Secondary Data)
Jafiuannadfnnuiisnunsensmded waseddeiiedes

vunfegelasiaunsguitegie: ldndnnsiwinuuiadiegian 2 38 Tunisuseiu
vy udidonduuiiodsfigignainassds n = Max (Rule 1, Rule 2)

7 1 Wnguuuie Rule of Thumb) MuMaNN1TYBY Sawilowsky (2009) Ae NslHduau
10 freg1esonisuUsiBeUsydnd cuAnuiifuusdsedndsiuau 23 & fadu n = 230
Fro813 uag s 2 Mmunruiadet1ssnerfuuuiundnIendodumiiisuusyfuldluns
nadoUaNnslATease Tngldndnnisues Westland (2010) ¥nisuimwuinsiiegs fail
n =50 (i)z — 450 (1) + 1100 = 100 u3TeiiUszneudaeiauls Construct 5 #1 wazdanUsids
Usednyg 23 6 j/k = 23/5 =5 awuiﬁaﬁazLﬁusﬁ’agaﬁﬂy’w‘?ﬁﬂmu 100 38 @gUrwInIeEe = MAX
(230, 100) =230 nue

WHUNTE U DY Glsi’fLLUU%yuqﬁasJ'Ndw (Stratified Simple Random Sampling)
IguUINgNFINIVUIAENKAZNA (SMES) Lﬂuaad%ugﬁﬁa%gugﬁﬁ 1 10ugshafinanaud LLam‘?’uqﬁ

Ql' [ ! a § o ) a a o ¥ a LY A Y o a o
N2 L‘U‘UﬂQQJUiﬂ'ﬁLLazLVﬁ@LG’I@i MUIUTUYUR 25 U3un I@EJQ‘Ui%LNU?%@‘U@SLLUUF‘W@QU?VI’]%]’IU’]U

USEnay 5 AU feturuniaganUsuliivunzaude 250 Ay

25



Humanities and Social Science Research Promotion Network Journal

Volume 7 Issue 1 (January - April 2024)

1a3 eeiiauazu1nsda: ludruvesinlsidawsednslunnazdadoendonanisnuniu
2550353 wvhmsfaudasaadudemanuielivingaudiuaniunisaidagiuagidfuuium
Y8333 9 e LLé’aﬁmﬁmiwﬁammwmaqquaaumuﬁmf 1) NNINTITADUADNUATIANLLE 917
(Content Validity) waz 2) m3¥annudesiuvesuudauniy (Reliability) Tnaaduuszansuoan
(alpha coefficient) @A 0.75-0.83 (Ax1nndn 0.7 Aodndedield Hair et al,, 1998)

aaafldlunside: Aadfinssau warnTinseraunisinsaadns (SEM) fae Covariance

based SEM

NANISANEN

daufl 1 adAnAnIIUILIREIAITR dnBusIeUsETInImaniuazseautladedidnen
ANNFUA2DE1S

dndruvesiuinisilureninnimgdndusesas 66 angdulvgfe 41-50 USeuas
Uszunad 55.00 miﬁﬂm@?qLLdizﬁUU%ﬁy@m?ﬁiﬂﬂﬁmLi‘]u%’aaasﬂizmm 78.50 szaEiIa1 vl
USmusiaiiunnng 10 JFuludndudesay 35 TuuAuuuluuTendlnguinnia 200 Aull

IUIUSBYAY T4

A19199 1 aviuuafediuleavuinaspunasadudssavsuninnuiunlsvesdadsmunseuiuifa

a3y ALaaY dau duUsLans STAU

WgaLuY LYAUAY

NI w3 (CV)

AATYDITU (Value of Work: VOW) 4.04 0.69 0.17 1N
nsiut g (Goal Oriented: GOO) 4.19 0.62 0.15 N
msfeansuuuiaiets (Network 3.79 0.82 0.22 1A
Communication: NEC)

ANUEINT0VINTINIU (Employee 4.16 0.65 0.16 170
Efficacy: EMF)

ANUAADIAIVRINLNIIU (Employee 4.10 0.72 0.17 11N

Agility: EMA)

N15ATIERUNNTINTDILsas Uadanud Uadenisdnnisaunassidluseduufufnis

s
a a 1

ATULTIULY NMSFRETHUUATEYBHAFIUTEANTWIANURULUT (CV) adgn (0.22) wansdans

nszarelunsussidududs@ilszdnvdegluladell (CV = 0.22 uansdi AvdrudosuunInggIugs

nAnedeie 0.22 1) lungudadeusmsnuintadenisidudinane (Goal Oriented) fAade
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q9an uonand e ArArduuseans uisaudunusinande 0.15 Tududadedunansfe
ALaNInsavesniinaIy (Employee Efficacy) fidnadelusziuunn (4.16) uwazanandudszansums
AT 0.16 dautlidenadnsie anuadesiivemneuy (Employee Agility) SAadsluszsu
11 (4.10) wazAduUszAnautInuiuLls 0.17

Fauil 2 aiRnIABYINULEAATIIRLUULAT NAFDUANLAF Y

ATILATIZUALUVENN1TIATIas19lnelY Covariance SEM $2auAUNNSUSUAIILLNE
NUIAILUUTARUT AN aN s Ul naun Iy XZ/df = 2.48; RMSEA = 0.071; RMR = 0.069;
GFI = 0.868; IFI = 0.923; CFI = 0.924 ; p =0.00 (inaugin15Anaufie X/df Talutae 2.00-5.00
Tneudadsdl < 2.00 flann 2.00-3.00 # 3.00-4.00 Uunans waz 4.00-5.00 SUld RMSEA finausisinay
D < 0.06 AN 0.06-0.08 @ 0.08-1.00 Urunas wagAAu 1.00 i RMR dinusidndude < 0.05
F11n 0.05-0.08  0.08-0.09 Uunana uag 0.09-0.99 Sl nduswiififarlugng 0-1 manidsuoy
mmﬁﬁaﬂ%’lﬂummgmﬁa CFI, GFI, NFI fsflinqusidndume >= 0.95 fun 0.90-0.94 # 0.80-0.90
Urunane wag 0.70-0.80 Suls (Tabachnick & Fidell, 2007) n1sl4A1 p-value > 0.05 Tun1s
nsmapuAIIzaY dnlddeslifufemanaiisfinanliefesiaetuiuimapanosznisheo
1) muduouvesiLu uas 2) nsdifivunfegnsiinnnt vuetumsiuusnadRuly fadue

7l Falallden p-value > 0.05 Tun136indu (Schlermelleh-Engel et al. 2003)

ANA 3 NSNAABUMILUUNILNTUSUANULAUNIZEL

HANSNARBUANLAFIN H1-HA U5 ianns1an 2 wudnfiiesauudignu H3 Aliaduayu
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A1399 2 HANTNAADUALNFAFIY

dUNRgIY Unstandardized Standardized S.E. C.R.  p-value GELY
coefficient coefficient

VOW—>EMF 0.385** 0.223** 0.118  3.26 0.001 TGN
(H1)

GOO—>EMF 0.508*** 0.471** 0085 6.003 0000  @duayu
(H2)

NEC—>EMF -0.039 -0.069 0020 -1.614 0065 lyaduayu
(H3)

EMF—>EMA 1.071%% 0.998%** 0.106 10.145  0.000 TGN
(H4)

*p= 0.05; ** p=0.01; ** p =0.001

NANISIASIEADNTNANIATI DNTNANIID DUBALBNTNATIU AINNTIN 3 NUIDNTNATI
999U398N15U3MIAUNSUULTMLNE (GOO) F9INIAUA1YBIY (VOW) 2 1 Tuvuennsd@eans
& 1 I a v aa a a = P U a a [ A v o w 1@ 1
WUULA3YNY (NEC) uanainagluiasudsldvdnasavisudinszausvdnadaludiudAgusniansii
9UasIATRIMNUARBIAITEINENIU (Employee Agility) 1nainnisdnnstadeddalin drududssans
ANFUNUS (R?) v99U998 EMF way EMA A1 0.434 wag 0.267 Fadnagluszauni wazUuiunang

(Stanton, 2001)

A5199 3 DVBTNANNITI N0 AT

Uadw R? VOW GOO NEC EMF
EMF 0.434 DE 0.223**  0.471%* -0.069 NA
IE NA NA NA NA
TE 0.223*  0.471*** -0.069 NA

EMA 0.267 DE NA NA NA 0.998***
IE 0.267*** 0.563*** 0.069 NA

TE 0.267**  0.563*** 0.069  0.998***

MUN8Le: DE fe Direct Effect; IE Ao Indirect Effect: ag TE Ae Total Effect

dsduazanusiena
HANTSANYININAIMVUALNITIATIET 1IN UG U UTANrINanlussAUAA UUIR I

(Tabachnick & Fidell, 2007) InedasydrAtyme dvignavesn1saasuuuinsetgluddndnaldsuin
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sataduAunasfonuaInIsaventneu Jeaenndesiungusieg1eil dalngiduuienid

WiNaUIINAIT 200 AN MsERENTRNSEaMLUUAMUTUNENSATUANITBIRININTNUTILIULIN

YeatfuanuNanised Erikson et al. (2008) fvausnain SMEs Saunisdeasuuuaduduiiionts

a a &

FAAUTUUUALAUNBAITUANNITYINIY duvessshamluuinisuasinsamestawdaziin1svineu

=

e-business Till@vaneisinesdnstuariiuszansnmanueiodns asulafiosdnsdudlylamvun
Buuleurguesesdng uanaintunanisfinuves Scupola (2009) Tungugsia SMEs vasUsuine
WUsNSnuazeawsids wulnisiazanasulindnauausaldnsdeulosuuuederieiieliia
Uszdninmdeiesondenisatduayuainguinisety dwdadenisuimsanueassianinay fe

ANA1YRINY kaznsiiudmineiy Aadevesnisussiiulunmsn madudmine daaduas

Y

N11AMUAIYBIIU TINNIANENUTEEANTANURULUIAIINTT TINTIaNsHaVENaTsUINag1llludAyse
ANENNNTIVRINTINILAGNES 0.471 TuvasAidadenmaive s uldninaduinegrlidedfyse

ANAINITOVOINTNI UGS 0.223

HAN1SNAFBUBVENALTIUINTDIN Siu U ngsanUausaveIninuativayung el
FWNTNYINT Neun1siiudininy wazaufnuived Baek et al. (2019) waz Fagerholm and
Pagels (2014) flofunein maiuauAvesulufuuInzdmadienametemlunsimunnmug
AYUANNTOVDINUDY WaZNITVIRTUTNMY @IUNANITVINAOUBVIBHATIVINTDIANAIUBIUGD
AUANNITAVDINTNMUATUAYUFTIUNSNEINT UaUANYIVBY Tyagi and Sawhney (2009) lugu
yoen1snsrvIUMITLInMaiugualunuiluiuassgaaniuardon asduusad nauls
wiinuimuawedivinue anuiluaiusarinnuanuliediafivsednsain (Lunenburg, 2011)
uaﬂmﬂf‘jﬂﬁﬁﬂmm':?:q'aLﬁuu’]mmaimzﬁuqﬂﬂaé?faﬁm%aaﬁumaﬁlé’%’umﬂmiﬂﬁzLﬁu%ﬁéw'ﬁwa
m'ami?iqLa‘%mﬁﬂmmmﬁmmmmiﬂiﬁﬁuﬁ’umimﬁsuuﬂawmL%ﬂiuiaﬁ (Xie et al.,, 2010)

NANTIIVNAFDUBVENAUDIAMUAILT0VDINLNIU (Employee Efficacy) #aAuAaaIdIueg
WineU (Employee Agility) ‘W‘waﬁa‘m%aL%ﬂmﬂéhamﬁwszﬁmémmé’mﬁuﬁ‘mmgmﬁluizé’uqaﬁa
0.998 FeatiuayunnuinsFusmNaINTaYeImUIBILALUANYIYBS Burt (2000) uaz Powell et
al. (2005)

Horauauuszilinnauide

wansAnuinandiifuiingugsia SME's iten1sdanmanuagesivesmiinauludiu
MsiuFosnuAves/minvesny Snsfesdinsduaiuliviudniouuazdudeds luyuuesmes
wifna tevilininauiiauedess Tagrinutladedunansie aruaunsavemiingu 1osen
Adulsyavsavduiusvesdiadumnuannsavemiinaunasaundosiaveamniinnu fileyly

szaulunasuazan Useiauddgddgidugadounss SME’s Tunsduaiuninunaesdives

o 2 o z:l' v v v o & | P v ¢
NUNITUAD ﬂqiﬂi‘UUE\iﬂ']ia@a']ﬂfﬂlla']EJﬂ']iUQﬂUUﬂJWGU"Iaua\T Iumu%mmuwLﬂﬂ?%aﬂﬂﬁﬂiuaﬂﬂﬂi
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druunfosdaasiuunievisuaulienisnatanliesnuuunasUsululdlunisujuaasdlu

sUkuuTLu Hybrid communication fwianzauiuusaznnves SME’s

PatauauuzauITelusunan
wan1sAnwil YliiuglassafidAglunisduasiunnueassiivesminauiiiisidesiv
a = < v A 1% 3 S v Y o w = Y
nsdearsdeonaduliladueniniloanlassaivesAnsiainestedninlunisdeasudrinusssy

aadnsuuuRunu g dadutedndntunisinuidudmue isglindfauennsou 93ded

Asaunseans n1sundatetausssulneunsiulunisdne
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