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ABSTRACT

This study aimed (1) to conduct a confirmatory factor analysis of the
measurement model of leadership self-efficacy proposed by Bobbio and Manganelli,
and (2) to examine the measurement invariance of the leadership self-efficacy model
across personal factors. The 454 samples were Educational Administration program
students, Bangkokthonburi University, obtained through stratified random sampling.
Data were collected by a 5 rating-scale questionnaire, with 10C of each item = 1.00,
and reliability = 0.91. Data were analyzed by confirmatory factor analysis and multigroup
analysis.

The findings revealed that: (1) the measurement model of students’ leadership
self-efficacy comprised of three components, namely (a) confidence and consensus to
lead, (b) interpersonal relationships management, and (c) change adaptable and
transformational leadership, with goodness of fit indexes as the follows: (3 = 80.825;
df = 63; y%/df = 1.283; NFI = .980; CFl = .995; RMSEA = .025; AIC = 224.825; P = .065)
and (2) the measurement model of leadership self-efficacy was not invariant across
gender, age, work experience, job position, educational level, school affiliation, school
size, school level, and school location. (configural model & Measurement weights:
P > .05; ARMSEA and ACFI < .05).

Keywords: Leadership self-efficacy / Confirmatory factor analysis /
Multiple group analysis
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AaLduin (Leadership) Ap AudnyMeAUvsuanfaussaugniodngn1n
vasyanalun1sBiuazimyaransenquanliyslugidmneiidmualy lngerdadiuna
Wil warnszuIunsasusigslabiinnsyhausuiuieliussanadisanuingusyad
YBIBIANT WaTNINETINRENTANamsalunsaeans n1sandulasgaiiivena n1sass
ws99alaliilau wagn1sdanisiulymniinduegiauninsauuwazasnaassa (Bass & Bass,
2008; Yukl, 2013; Kouzes & Posner, 2017; Northouse, 2018) m’lmﬂuéﬁ’lﬁuﬁ’lﬁwﬁia
msiwuadderiad iWmne usegdla anunsedesedy ANuTINile MsmuYInYeN1sInau
BNTEAUAINAINTITOIUNITHYITY 51595 1TRILGTTNOIANT Feaudimananiudsa
98989ANS (Bass & Bass, 2008; Yukl, 2012; Kouzes & Posner, 2017; Northouse, 2018) wag
a Y = oo o Yo & = a a ' ” =
anAuanwurvilsnddgyvesiine “anuelulsednsainuvianu” (self-efficacy: SE) Ag
= ! =i a wva a £ °o @ Aa a '
ANUWBINVRINULRINIIEANTAUS AN IUTTaNad15a (Bandura, 1997) HanSnasie
NILUIUNISAA NSNTEYN WagN15AIUANDISUA! (Bandura,1982) fiee1 W O’Leary (1985)
wudn finasennudisalumsuTungRnssuduaunIn wu nsdnguuns Clark & Dodge (1999)
WUI1 ANaronIAIUANNGANTIUGUAIN WA Zimmerman (2000) wud1 dunumlunisduat
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usagdlauagnadugninnanisSeuves]Fou andnuasiisaes ienanutuudraziiau
Audnwaz “eandelulszansamuisnulunsidugiir” (Leadership Self-Efficacy: LSE)
Sumnefs amudesuresyanalumiuanusavemulumstiuasduindeunduvionsdns
Tussaulmnedidaly Tnsendernuesunstvuafiensmsdndula mauddagpnisieans
Afiuszanine nsafreusegele uaznsasuadsanuduiudidainngluiiy WeliiAn
Ausamilo Aundeu uagauaINTaluNNTNT YANIUE suLUas (Bandura, 1997;
McCormick, 2001; Chemers, Watson & May, 2000; Paglis & Green, 2002; Hannah et al., 2008)
Tngymmaiil LSE GN wilngAnssudidfey wu nsuAtymidesn msdoasednaiiszansnm
msdndulesgaiule msadaussgdlaungdu wazmsusumldfseaniunisaifiasuuas
(Bandura, 1997; Goleman, 1995; Yukl, 2012; Locke & Latham, 2002; Dweck, 2006)
FangAnssuwandazieuliifuanudetuludnenimuesnu fauafisasiaun auaain
yrsorsual manadhmnefidnauaenadestuiderimiasding aensumsBaduluvdnasessay
LLazm’iﬁmL%ﬂﬂaﬁmé (Bandura, 1997; Goleman, 1995; Brown & Trevifio, 2006; Schoemaker,
Krupp & Howland (2013) Bobbio & Manganelli (2009) lawaunlunanisin LSE Usznausg
6 arUsznou 21 Fudd Wun esiuszneud 1 msduflEusunazthmsiasuudas (Selecting
and leading change processes in group: Change) il 3 é’hﬁa% fo pnudeluauanuise
Tunns 1) fwun Aemdlwilifungy (Cha 1) 2) mswasudiruaiuazngAnssuvesaundn
Tungu (Cha_2) wae 3) MaAsuuUasisnng 9 Tungulld (Cha_3) ssduszneudl 2 maidendm
LAZUDUAINUS U ALY (Choosing effective followers and delegating responsibilities:
choose) i 4 #1Us% Ae 1) nsidenaudnnguiiiseAnsamuasUseAnsua (Cho 1)
2) msudssuliinguenamngan (Cho 2) 3) Mauouvsnesnuiioussgilvineg (Cho 3)
uaz @) Sesususuiiiiaufialifugfivmngay (Cho 4) esAUsznoudl 3 msadiauas
ﬁ’mﬂﬂiﬂa’mﬁmﬁuﬂuﬂﬁjm (Building and managing interpersonal relationships within the
group: Relationship) & 3 faUsd Ao 1) mIadeanuduiudaiasuauitvaude (Rela_1)
2) msdeansiugdulfednssusziiu (Rela 2) way 3) Mmsdnmsmnudusiusiuaundnynay
Tungu (Rela_3) sdusznaudl 4 msdmnuaansouazsiilanuios (Showing self-awareness
and self-confident: self-confident) & 5 #2Us% Ao 1) 11352 YAUTIULAZIABOUTDIA DY
(Self 1) 2) msnszrimisla 9 Tidusa (Self 2) 3) M33isnsfiazyililduszlovigagn
(Self 3) 4) m3vaenguliussgtimangle (Self 4) uag 5) msdusuluanandeuazerion
va9Ladld (Self 5) psdusznaudl 5 mnﬂu@’ﬂisﬁu@:ﬁu (Motivating people: Motivate)
7 3 U Ao 1) n1sgdlaaindaegedivia (Moti 1) 2) msgdlauagnssduanunseiiodesu
¥9angu (Mot 2) way 3) n159slauaglilonalunisufuAauluniad (Mot 3) uaz
aerUsznouil 6 ma"Lé’%’ummLﬁuﬁawmsﬁlu (Gaining consensus of group members:
consensus) i 3 §1usd e 1) mavilfauivhaufediuanaluiies (Con 1) 2) mslésy
ANNTILTEUAINAAALLIINNGN (Con_2) uag 3) matdufihngulagladsuanudiuies
nandnuneu (Con_3) Favmnaztlmatianldinnadnume LSE luidumessewmelnety
asldfinisnsnaeuiusuauminzansisludusiuinesdusenaunag s dfuiianas
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lansivaeuanuwanzaudunsidldeg1eniteinsiunquuanai dainuunneieiy
lumudadeauynnadnae

nmsdenlilunannudeuszdnsamuwimulunsidugihves Bobbio & Manganelli
(2009) tfug uveIuI Vel 1lesanlunanina 12U Leadership Self-Efficacy
ludnwauenyda lagysan1sanudadudiuyana ANNEINITAAIUANLFUNUS waz
n15dINIsaguLUas Nifp8an1NUNUFIUYBs Murphy (1992), Paglis & Green (2002)
ez Hannah et al. (2010) w31 Anderson et al. (2008) aglgmuuuuin LSE flddmsu
USUNMIUsMIMIlU wagllanuues Goddard et al. (2008) 3384 Tschannen-Moran & Gareis
(2004) MyjsdmIuinanueUsE AN LR Nz YR UIMNSISAIEU lunaves Bobbio
& Manganelli Fsflaumsnzaunintunistidunseuguiionmuuazduduluma Leadership
Self-Efficacy dwsuyaansninsAnwvasivelalaenaly

wilupansinaudeussavsamuismulunisiludiives Bobbio & Manganellj
(2009) azldsumsiawazBududsszdnvluusunaeusema uidwarangudeuseany
nguduilassadwedunaninandlud1ausewme wazusunnisusmsnsanululssmealne

= awv o a v o i | N
wonanil MuIdeiinerteddulsemalnedslivsingnisasiaeuaiuliuysildeuves
Tuwanisin mulladudiuyena Faduteulvddglunstudunnuwindewveinisinszning
' Ay S a o & A o 13 1 N
nquumna WIdelddanuindulunistuduesdusenousasasiraeumnulinyswasy
[ r-ﬂ' a a ! < Y o dl' v aa

vadlunamyinanudeussaniamuvsaulunisidudi iwelvlalumanisinniinunss
Welassafauazanunsaldiuseuiisuseninanguausmsanudnululssinalnelood 193
AUNLNY

9991911398118 U UAIMUAINURILATIET NI TIALAL AN VDR IUIT

3
v

sewinnguyaraiiunneisiy oW e el Tnflanunsaldlfegravinion Saiuiunis
nadoULiEs configural invariance Wag measurement weight 3doiifieanouasmunzas
ANULWINIYDY Byrme (2016) waw Hair et al. (2019) Arlddndusemnaaeu scalar invariance
LAY strict invariance WFENINAADUTIADIUsENE Snduanznsdidwuieuiiioy
AadovesiuUsusesEninngs wardmiuTeuifisunnuuusuuvesasna 1ALAR D
wioanuifisavenaiasiie (Meredith, 1993; Vandenberg & Lance, 2000)

Tumsidvafed 3duldidonAnuduindnyviainndsuimansfne iy
USyan vesmninedengammeuy’ Wesnniduauniifiagiidesnsezuduimsmsangm
TuewansAnwduinauazin st aaioudunslddnwaindaunuyaains
nansAnwanTUszIA
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Useunsuasnguaagng

Al dunuddedalsunm nquiiegne As dnAnwiainiuinsnisfinyives
ANZANYIANENT UMINIFENTUNNEUYS 454 AW FayraInsnensAnwnflsunuady
ARaeunUUAniNegnseareiiUsemelneg  dudtegrsuuutugd (stratified random

. Y o v oo & v = A v & a4 ° & oA °

sampling) AUTUUMVWIEY LWUUNANILIITUTUN 1 97U 227 AU LazTUUN 2 91UIU
227 au Feuunauladediuyanald 2 Ussian wanslumsnei 1

M1319% 1 PIuLarIesazraInguiteg T unmudateduyang

Jadgananuue Jadguiunmsujuasu
A3 G AU | Jowar | sauls ngy ALY Jouaz
LA WY 138 | 30.40 | &m any. 282 62.11
Wi 316 | 69.60 awy. uawdu q | 172 | 37.88
91 <35 225 | 4956 | 1 | <300 Au 232 51.10
>36 1 229 | 5044 | dniFeu | >301 AU 222 48.90
Uszaunsnl <61 239 | 5264 | Fudeu | U6 183 40.31
yhau >6 1 215 | 47.46 | gegn | Buq 271 | 59.69
FLU A, 1 270 | 59.47 | nA nana 214 47.14
>APl.2 184 | 40.52 Buq 240 | 5286

[

in3asilafldlunnside

ww3osiedelundeilifunuvasuniuuuuiasszanani 5 szdu Uszneudag
Pofnu 6 d1u 1au S1uau 21 Fo 1ndesilodduafadldn wuutanvifves Bobbio &
Manganelli (2009) SaweunsnamsIdouasiudamsumsTadunmwdma WAZAIYIDINGY
Tuanse15391n15 Testing, Psychology, Methodology in Applied Psychology Iﬂ&lmﬁﬁz‘qﬂﬁ
dosveaygmnewhluldlusmAdedu o

NsE¥IuATNTINAMINIWLATD Il

H3dgliulannniwdinguduniwiineg granmarauasadadenlagly
EEL‘?IIEJ’JGU’]QJ, 91U 5 YU firsantamaiuniwiivg AU TafnunSnguay wasiiaisan
mnugenndeaiuludminumnevesmnudeusyansamuisailunindugii dalden
IOC (Index - objective congruence) ¥i1fiu 1.00 Nnve wazukuvaaunItadunwlng
lunaaedld (try out) Aurin@nwn d1uau 30 au 7 lildngudaeene Wil emAeud esfuves
wuvasuny GeldAdesiudiegnsves Cronbach’s Alpha Coefficient lif1A21ad osiy
faatu Wiy 0.91 TaeAanudes duil 1-6 femnudediu e 756 821 821 .866
840 wag 857 lawardu Feegluinamifivensulddmiunislufiununuteya
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nsiuTIvTINGaYa
HususTmdayamensadwuugeunudiluszuu google form Tifiunguiiedng
nlasunmsduuaglvineunduiiesyuy google form Fahau WawAIAL 2568

nsATIEdaya

1. medsgideyanied 1 fituldTneiesdusenouidaiiudu delusunsa
duda3U AMOS ifieBuduasdissnouuasilsdifumulaieauuifnues Bobbio & Manganelli
(2009) LilenTIadBUANNADAAS BINANNAUYDsTULAaN1TTAA LT pUsEAME AL A
Tun1siduin a1uuuIAAves Bobbio & Manganelli (2009) Audoyatdeusziny n1u
6 9aFUsENaU WAz 21 MUY fednssilunaaunisiassadne (Structural Equation
Modeling: SEM) Ingn153tas18%09A Usenautd 8 udu (confirmatory factor analysis)
Fawuin eldmenemuiuliaanuaidudnisusulunasuisiaauds wuin feudfesd
AnuInzaNaenndeiutoyaeusedny uiinuinluaadsliussginasives convergent
validity way divergent validity tiasanasdussneululunaiiduiusfussiuunn

2. meszsiteyansedl 2 iosinnudn dnareesdusznoumuiuiAnues
Bobbio & Manganelli (2009) wu11 ssAUsznavlulumadanuduiusiuuin §3383eld
MIAATILYBIAUTENOUT AT LWEﬂwmmwaaiuiumammmﬂamaﬂmLﬂuamﬂiwﬂaﬁmm
ezm‘wmwmmﬂuamﬂsvmauwamwuﬁﬂummumaww:ummmmuaaiuamﬂsvaau
Fenfuluduneuiiann 6 Ussnouidy vihlildesdusznaulu 1Hu 3 ssduszney

3. malnspddoyanssd 3 unslinseiosdusznoudedusulineaniste
3 geAusznou Tataldlmianedsd 2

4. malnsesiteyansil 4 Bunsiiesgiiionnadeuailiuusivdeuves
Tunaiildainmstesgiaded 3 ilonmndeuiiinisuusiasumunguiisatunuius
Jadeaaanuyuzanzau wazaudadediuyananiuusunn1sufuiRanu aensiesei
lunaaunislasaasng (Structural Equation Modeling: SEM) laginalan1s3ias1eingany

(multigroup analysis)

saanldlumsimszideya

AadATldlunsiessiesruszneudsduduagldinaesifinnsanniunas 6 e
18 1) @ Loading fasfiifedday (P <.05) fandu vin way falisndt 0.5 uwaziialsiifu 1
(Fornell and Larker, 1981; Hair et al. 2019) 2) ANudeAAROINAUNAUTDILNLAANITIANU
%'aagaL%wiz%’ﬂ@ (Goodness of Fit indexes): xz /df <2; GFl >.95; AGFI > .90; CFl < .90; NFI
> .90; SRMR < .5; RMSEA < .05; PClose < 0.5; P >.05 3) Convergent validity; Composite
reliability (CR) > .70 ; Average variance extracted (AVE) > .50 (Bagozzi & Yi, 1988; Hair et al.
(2019) wag 4) Discriminant validity: Maximum share value (MSV) < AVE; Fornell-Larcker
Criterion- square root of AVE > Correlation vesasfUsznouty q fussrUsznouduy
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(Fornell & Larker, 1981) Heterotrait - Monotrait Raito (HTMT). > .85-.90 (Henseler, Ringle &
Sarstedt, 2015) N153LAT1¥1 V01 an18N153bATIENBIAUTENBULT 1577 A8NNTNNN
A1 Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin Measure of Sampling Adequacy (KMO) A 84111n11 .05 Hanaday
AN Bartlett's Test of Sphericity #esfitfudfameadffiseiu .05 uazinaeidnsunsinsz
muliuusivdsuvedduiaa fMemedan1siiasieingumy (multigroup analysis) 1) A7
lmmimﬁ'&msﬂaﬂgmwu (Configural model) A1 P value < .05 2) A ilsiuUs1Ua suvos
Atmiinuewiitsiressdusznou (measurement weight) Yoanguinaiu A SRMRA < 01
wag A1 CFl < .01 wazA1 P > .05

NAN15IY

1. HANIINTIVABUATILABNAE BINaUNATBIIAUSENEUNT AR aUsEaNS N
wisaulunisidudun muuwiAnves Bobbio & Manganelli (2009) Autoyaidauseing
musueiUszneUazfUANU N gratmansTiasilddulunuinasiisensuls
$uldiun CR a9 motivation #1n31 .7 AVE 289 Change #1n31 .5 nausiil 6 MSV Sianunnnn
AVE 99999AUTeNaUkAY square root U84 AVE U84 change, choose, relation Wag self-
confident §4dlA1gend1 ANuENTUSTEVINNRIAUTENOU A1 HTMT 981 relation, motivation
uag consensus §adlAiundt .8 uazdanudunusiugeun seningesdusznau Relation
' Choose, 84AUT¥NDY Motivation iU consensus kazn U self-confident (Yoyans
A5 2,3 uay 4)

A15199 2 UUNAIUITNTRDDIAUTENBU Wag convergent validity 98989AUSENBY

29AUsZNBU Faued | vhwdn | SE t R CR | AVE | MsV
change Cha 1 072 | 007 | 13.11%* | 052 | 0.724 | 0.469 | 0.701
Cha 2 | 073 0.54
Cha 3 | 060 | 007 | 12.69%* | 035
choose Cho 1 061 | 006 | 1291 | 037 |0.812 | 0.521 | 0.911

Cho 2 0.73 0.06 | 15.61%** | 0.53
Cho 3 0.78 0.06 | 17.03*** | 0.61

Cho 4 0.76 0.58
relation Rela 1 0.75 0.06 | 16.66*** | 0.56 | 0.822 | 0.606 | 0.911
Rela 2 0.79 0.05 | 17.85%** | 0.63
Rela 3 0.79 0.63
Self- Self 1 0.75 0.05 | 16.69*** | 0.56 | 0.876 | 0.587 | 0.768
confident Self 2 0.76 0.05 | 17.79*** | 0.58
Self 3 0.79 0.63

Self 4 0.76 0.05 | 17.51%** | 0.58
Self 5 0.76 0.06 | 17.44%* 1 0.58
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A1519% 2 (@)

v

29AUsENBU §aUed | dmin | SE t R CR | AVE | Msv
Motivation Moti 1 | 0.80 063 |0842 | 0.640 | 0.779
Moti 2 | 0.81 0.05 | 18.63** | 0.65
Moti 3 | 080 | 005 | 18.25%* | 0.63

consensus Con 1 0.80 0.04 | 20.04*** | 0.65 0.858 | 0.669 | 0.779
Con 2 0.81 0.05 | 20.15*** | 0.65
Con 3 0.84 0.71

Goodness of Fit indexes: XZ = 186.789; cmin/df = 1.148; NFI = .968; CFl = 0.996; SRMR = 0.024;
RMSEA = 0.018; PClose = .00; NFI = 0.968; AIC = 362.789; P = 0.107; *** P < 0.001

A543 convergent validity (CR, AVE) and divergent validity (MSV, square-root of AVE
(in diagonal), and HTMT

asaUsznau | CR AVE | MSV | change | choose | relation | selfcon | moti |consen

change 0.724 | 0.469 | 0.701 0.685

choose 0.812 | 0.521 | 0.911 | 0.837*** | 0.722
relation 0.822 | 0.606 | 0.911 | 0.727*** | 0.954***| 0.778
Self-

confident 0.876 | 0.587 | 0.768 | 0.755*** | 0.762%**| 0.726"**| 0.766
motivation 0.54 | 0.640 | 0.799 | 0.724*** | 0.754*** | 0.730*** | 0.872***| 0.800
consensus 0.858 | 0.669 | 0.799 | 0.739 0.735 0.696 0.877 0.883 | 0.818

A1579% 4 A1 HTMT 284 LSE Model

29AUsZNBU change choose relation Self- motivation consensus
confident
change
Choose 0.831
Relation 0.683 0.934
Self-confident | 0.738 0.766 0.740
Motivation | 0.706 0.755 0.734 0.893
consensus 0.704 0.725 0.680 0.896 0.888

WesnnsiaTziesAUsenaudsdudulunan1sinanuiieUssans A wiiany
Tunsiuguimuguiuures Bobbio & Manganelli fiaudinAdviinuaenndevasluing
RN WANNUIIRYTNUSTAT convergent validity wag divergent validity Salsivsnyas
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wazdanudtesAusenauiimnudunusiuas {33e3dlaldnsimseiesduseneuidedisie
W odnnquasAlsznaurasfiuad lulumannudaussdns nanuwrsnu Tun1sidugi
MUULULVBY Bobbio & Manganelli Heildnuiuyisnun 21 U39 a1

2. #AN1TIATIZNDIAUTZNOULTIAN5139A2875N15aAneIAUIZNOU (Extraction
Method) tuu Principal Component Analysis (PCA) LLazslﬁi’fLVlﬂﬁﬂmwaguLmu (Rotation
Method) Promax with Kaiser Normalization U51n9H@a31 HaN133tA31e83AUs8Nauiddnsim
210 21 ¢ wud aunsoadeldidu 3 esdusznou Tasesdusznouusnilaniminainiign
Soway 50.01 esdUszneviiany Sawiindesiian lneAiminmuvemnesduszney
awnsneduieinUsanudeUszansamuisnulunisiudivesindnunle SRREN
Anudosar 62.51 Fauandlupsed 5)

P a L3 3 a o (Y | dy = a a
M99 5 Han15IlATIzviesdUsEnaulvd1siavesiivsdlulunaninudeusgdnsamn
wisnnlunisiduguives Bobbio & Manganelli (2009)

Total Variance Explained
29AUsZNBU | Extraction Sums of Squared Loadings | Rotation Sums of Squared Loadings
Total |% of Variance | Cumulative % | Total |% of Variance| Cumulative %
1 (SO) 10.50 50.01 50.01 10.50 50.01 50.01
2 (RE) 1.52 7.21 57.23 1.52 7.21 57.23
3 (CHA) 1.11 5.28 62.51 1.11 5.28 62.51

Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis.
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin Measure of Sampling Adequacy (KMO) = 0.962
Bartlett's Test of Sphericity: Approx. y° = 5738.288, df = 210, Sig. = 0.00

adﬂ‘ﬂizﬂauﬁaﬁ’mlﬁﬁu;ﬁ%’alﬁﬁmm% wasiisuusaue wariidwen fadl

1. perUsznauil 1 Tepsduszneu “enudetunasnisiasuniseonsulunisdu
H1n” (self-confident and consent: SC) Useneudnuad sauau 11 & wasusaziailanimin
Ho89RUsENOU SEMINe 0.60-0.83 AupddUsznauiinuidn unissiusafuresiny el
npIrUsENaULAN 3 93AUTENaU AB consensus, self-confident Lag motivation

2. 99AUTENUT 2 T0sfUszneu “AmruaunsalunisusnisauduRus”
(relationship: RE) Uszneudaued s1unu 6§ uavuazdafidmindesdUssneuszning
0.65-0.88 Wun1ssusvessivadanesiuszney Relationship iU Choose

3. paRUsENaUT 3 TessAUsznou “Amuaunsalun1susudsunaznisii
AILUABULUaY” (change: CHA) Usenoudaued $1uau 4 ¢ uazusazdailddiminee
29AUTENBUTENING 0.60-0.92 (%@Ha{;fﬂmi’]ﬂﬁ 6) LIUNNTTILFVBIFIUITINBIFUTEN Y
Change lag Choose
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A15197 6 LARIALNUENAIU WagAT Communality (h9) U84 3 83AUSENDUNIAIINITIATIEN
p3AUSENOULTE USY

SC RE CHA
faued | dwdn | K2 faded | dwidn | h? | daued | dwiln | K2
con 3 0.83 674 rela 1 0.88 667 | cha 3 0.92 72
self 5 0.81 599 rela 2 0.87 700 | cha 2 0.76 662
con 2 0.79 696 rela 3 0.75 658 | cho 1 0.61 592
con_1 0.79 .633 cho 3 0.75 669 cha 1 0.60 542
moti_2 0.78 .620 cho 2 0.65 .604
self 4 076 |.589 | cho a 065 | 312
self 3 0.75 621
moti_1 075 | .633
self 2 0.69 599
moti 3 0.69 .604
self 1 0.60 511

Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis (PCA) ; Rotation Method: Promax with

Kaiser Normalization

Va v = [

IINHANTITIATIBIAIINITIATIEYBAUTENOUT I TIUY {IF8Taladasen

asUsznevsnadmilafiotudussiuszneu W 3 sefUsznaufusiusdvesesiussnautu 9
Jmnzautuseld Femanslnsiesruszneuddusuluadsiinuin dvmdnvesiaued
wiaziilrrumnzaneeeds Inefldminseing 0.67-0.79 Lifiiustlasidmingnia 50
1AuA1 convergent validity UaumnazasAlsznay asﬂuiwﬁ’uﬁmmmu 2@ fn CR> 0.7
el AVE 989 CHA <0.5, MSV ves¥neadrUsenaudsida1gendn AVE Faduafilimunzan
A1 Square root of AVE NnA1InInAMLdTLSsEnIeesAUsENRY dausn HTMT nne
sauduls (A <0.8) Faldrudunsusulumaiiieliléa convergent validity waz divergent
validity fisinuinast Fren1sindeyau1diogeiiiidn Mahalanobis fifiiod ey wazdn
UNé}'ﬁﬁq%ﬁﬁﬁhﬁmﬁfﬂﬁwm'}ﬁam%ﬁ'uﬁa&ﬂuaqﬁﬂizﬂamﬁmﬁu sulduA Cho 2, Cha 1
uay Cha 3 Augduuunsindidnosdusenavlnldfnuirddedauaenadenanniu
A1 convergent validity waz divergent validity 7ir1unael Ao Ardudaiuaenndaives
I:umaﬁ’u%’ayjaL%aﬂizé'ﬂﬁl,i‘;lulﬂmumm%ﬁ'sam%’ﬂﬁ” Y’ = 80.825; df = 63; 7Y*/df = 1.283;
NFI = .980; CFI = .995; RMSEA = .025; AIC = 224.825; P = .065; PClose = .999 TagyAn
convergent validity 984unazosAlsznoU aaﬂuszﬁuﬁmmzamﬁgﬂ 3 A1 A Composite
reliability (CR) > .7, Average variance explain (AVE) > .5, Divergent validity mummsﬁﬁqﬂm
(MSV < AVE) square root of AVE geninAnanduiusseninesausenauyna A1 HTMT ynen
ogluszduiiinunzay (< 8) Woyadsnmil 1 m5197 8 uagm519d 9) Favirlilelana
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n3¥a LSE fiusulmid (3du3unlunatiin Leadership Self Efficacy Model 2) Usenausag
3 p9AUsENOU WiareRUsEnoU Usynaudefus wasAmiminuesfiusdaaasnni 5
wardldedndynsadafiszdu 001 nnd deil

1. psdUsznoudl 1 Jeasduszneu “Amnudetuuaznisldsunmseensulunsdu
#in” (Self-confident and Consent: SC) Usgneusausd d1uau 8 i uazusagsaiiAnindn
Hepeusznay Seming 0.70-0.77 Gaustuninil 1 a919fl 7 way 15799 8)

2. 9eAUsEnaUTl 2 Feasdusznou “Aruaiunsalunisuimisauduwus”
(Rewﬁonsmp:RELA)UisﬂaUﬁﬁUE%’ﬁwuau!Sﬁﬁ wazusiazfaiAniminsdeeduszney
3¥114 0.75-0.78

3. 9eAUTENOUT 3 FeaadUszneu “arnuainisalunisusuldsusasnisin
AuAEuLUas” (Change: CHA) Usznaufued $1uau 2§ uasusazfailanimdn 0.74

GO
Con 3
76
Moti 2
76
Con 1 7
74
Self 3
77 X
Moti 1
.70
Self 5
7
Self 4 7
Self 2 745
Rela 2 17 718
Rela 1 75
78
Cho 3
o
Rela 3
.78 733
Cho 4
75
Cha 2
74 <
Cha 1

AWl 1 Leadership Self Efficacy Model2 ((* = 80.825; df = 63; (°/df = 1.283;
NFI = .980; CFI = .995; RMSEA = .025; AIC = 224.825; P = .065)
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A19199 7 Untindavstinidnessnusenau tag convergent validity Y090sAUTENOU

aedUszneu | dusd | damiin | SE. CR. P R | CR | AVE | MSV
SC Con 3 0.76 1.00 0.57 | 0.91 | 0.56 | 0.55
Moti 2| 0.76 0.06 16.80 0.93 0.55
Con 1 0.77 0.06 16.87 0.94 0.59
Self 3 0.74 0.06 16.37 0.95 0.59
Moti 1| 0.77 0.06 17.14 0.98 0.54
Self 5 0.70 0.06 15.75 0.94 0.60
Self 4 0.77 0.06 16.90 0.94 0.59
Self 2 0.71 0.06 15.83 0.92 0.60
RELA Rela 2 | 0.77 0.05 18.02 0.94 0.49 | 0.88 | 0.59 | 0.55
Rela 1 0.75 0.06 15.84 0.92 0.51
Cho 3 0.78 0.06 16.51 0.94 0.56
Rela 3| 0.78 1.00 0.59
Cho 4 0.78 0.06 15.92 0.96 0.56
CHA Cha 2 0.74 1.00 0.61 | 0.71 | 0.55 | 0.54
Cha 1 0.74 0.07 12.62 0.93 0.58

Goodness of Fit indexes: XZ = 80.825; df = 63; Xz/df = 1.283; CFl = 0.995; RMSEA = 0.025;
PClose = .999; NFI = 0.980; AIC = 224.825.125; P = 0.065) *** P< 0.001

a4l 8 convergent validity (CR, AVE) and divergent validity (MSV, square-root of AVE,

and HTMT
Covariance
. Square root of AVE
29ausznau | CR AVE | MSV HTMT

SC RELA CHA SC RELA CHA
SC 0.91 | 0.559 | 0.55 0.748 745 .718
RELA 0.88 | 0.591 | 0.55 0.745%*x 0.769 0.747 .733

CHA 0.71 | 0.553 | 0.54 | 0.718*** | 0.733*** | 0.744 | 0.745 0.730

NnuaNTTATeiesdUTzneudsBuduiindnuindaty Seanunsnagunalddn
mﬂgﬂLL‘U“Umsi’mmmL%@UizﬁwﬁmwLLviqmﬁLUﬂﬂiLﬂu@:ﬁwm Bobbio & Manganelli (2009)
fiusznau 6 esrUszneu 21 faUadau devhunliAununudeyatuuTundsemalneud
WUt FesUSulimaeriios 3 ewuszney wasmaes wIusaUs 15 @ faansluansned 9

155




Valaya Alongkorn Review Journal

Vol. 16 No. 1 January - April 2026

M157199 9 YoRsAUTTNOU ANUMING LazMIUW Yesnudeuszdnsamuisnulunisidudin
YaIAsUNANY sERuUTYTgR @a1vuIMISNSAnY

29AUsZNBU

ANUNRUY

AU

Aueunasnslasy
mseeusulunsdudi
(Leadership Confidence
and consensus to

lead: SQ)

e aidesiu
Tudneninauies
msBnstuande
ANNAnLarN1SAnaula

V049U FIINTLEALF

VinweUsgaunisal
Tumstthuagnsedu
aundnnaulvianinse
AU Loy
ussa e siuiu
ogaiule

1< ¥ o ' Yo = v
. msLﬂugmﬂqﬂmﬂmwmmmu‘waq

NNAUNTN AAU (Con_3)

. ANUENs03ala waznsEauy

ANunsehiesefuvenguladiedauiuln
(Moti_2)

. AUAINIO NI AR UTYInaueELTi

AauATluALeY (Con_1)

. ANHANTaNIIsNTawI laUss Tl

gegaluaniun1salang o (Self_3)

- anuduladianunsagalaaunin

Tunguldandaegeivin (Moti_1)

. Anuaunsadudulumnudsuay Aoy

vouald (Self 5)

- anuanEnsatienguliussaivanela

msUszaunIaliiazANaImIsa (Self 4)

. anusiulafiaznseyiinisla o Tidusa

(Self 2)

F"I’J']iJﬂWiJ’ﬁﬂIUﬂ'ﬁU%Wﬁ
AANNUS
(Interpersonal
Relationships

management: RELA)

Wneia awide
Tuanuanunsaasuay
ShwAuduTUS TR
Tungu nsdeansognal
Usednsnm nsuIms
IANITNITVINIUIILAU
LAZNITUOUNINYY
athamnzay Wieliin
Usgdndnnggn
Tunsyhanungy

- anuduladanunsadeansiugaule

p819mssUsEIAU (Rela 2)

. AMUAINNTOASN9ANUAUNUTNA

fluauduyinusele (Rela_1)

. AUAUTIDUDURUN EN'TUL‘WE]U‘E?QU%WN']EJ

wnglituaudnngula (Cho 3)

. AMUAINNTAIANITANUAUNUSAUAUNTN

nnaulungulddnsa (Rela_3)

. ANNANNID5IAITHBUNUNTIANTIAY

U9 (Cho_4)

ANUAINITE
Tunsufunasuway
mMsthanuUasuLUas
(Change Adaptation
and Transformational
Leadership: CHA)

Wneds Anude
Tupuansaiiay
Useifiuaniunisaiiag
Uuiteneveangu
dlosndu sauds
mMadsunlasiauag
WATNEANTIUYVD
fndnnau

. ANNEINNSANITIUABUTIAUARLAE N ANTSY

vosaunntunguld vnwanilaiussg
TagUszasdraengs (Cha_2)

. Anwanansaivuefiensludliiungule

mnitananidsiniived auileulignsies
dusudu (Cha_1)
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3. nansadeuA L linUsUA suvedluinanisinanud euszans nmuvany
Tunsdugi
INMIANYAATIERVBYAMIEY nATlA multigroup analysis wuin Teanisin
mudeuszansamuisaulunisihvesinAnuliuusdsulunaiiade loun ma o1y
Uszaunsalvineu duridaniaiznnig seaunsane dain 31uutnSsurean uAn
AUFTR szﬁu%”’uGﬂuqqqmaqamuﬁﬂmﬁﬂgjﬁamu wae ufuftRou niuwesiosas
INUsETInsuALNguiIe813) Tae Configural model ynilade A1 P = 1.000 Fovanenai
F1uuesdusznou uardrurudiaulsdunald veslunaddmiunguyaaaiiiienguiu
puiauUs 5 Jadethundioudu Taefian delta CFI < 0.01 Fauansiminiinveswusdves
ynesdUszneuiidnessdusznau liunnsnafu @eyadamsnei 10)

A19199 10 Auliuuswasuveslumanisinnudeussansamuisulunmsidugihves

Y

UnAnuludfsuwuuvesiina (configural model) wazauliuysivdsunes
Umtind¥in (measurement weights) Audadeaiuyans

Jadediuynana TumauNIVAFEY > df p | ARMSEA | ACFI
LW Configural model 183.761 | 126 | 1.000 - -
(8/96Y9) Measurement weights | 11.584 12 480 0.001 -0.001
91¢) Configural model 191.008 | 126 1.000 - -
(<351 /236 V) Measurement weights | 10349 | 12 | .585 0.002 -0.001
Uszaunsal Configural model 178.422 | 126 1.000 - -
(<6 U /277) Measurement weights | 12.285 | 12 | .423 0.001 0.001
FEAUAMAUY Configural model 167.216 | 126 | 1.000 - -
(@fu/qua) Measurement weights 5.133 12 .953 0.003 -0.002.
FZAUNIANW Configural model 177.294 | 126 | 1.000 - -
(U.m‘%/qmi’]) Measurement weights | 10.329 12 .587 0.001 0.000
daim Configural model 167.126 | 126 | 1.000 - -
(an.U./8u 9 Measurement weights | 13.335 12 .345 0.000 0.001
YPUIALTAUTHU Configural model 169.302 | 126 | 1.000 - -
(£300/>301) Measurement weights 11.684 12 471 0.001 0.000
“ijzuﬁﬁmqmﬂ Configural model 198.797 | 126 | 1.000 - -
(U.6/g9n1) Measurement weights | 10.824 12 544 0.002 0.000
s Configural model 185.448 | 126 | 1.000 - -
(mﬂﬂmﬂ@'u 4 Measurement weights 10.052 12 611 0.002 0.000
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aNUTENANTIVY

1. 3nANantsiasIgiesaUsenautdedudunansliiiuinluima Leadership
Self-Efficacy V09 uFMsanuAnulnefiuszneusiseadusznay SC-RELA-CHA fiaau
aenndesiutoyailusydntd Tnefdsdiynddian factor loading egluseugsuasiitoddty
Meadn azteunuaenndsndlassaiiewauuuin wenani A1 Composite Reliability
(CR) veausiazesAUsznaveglusziuiivousuls uansdsnnuidesiuneluvesesduszney
Y A1 Average Variance Extracted (AVE) atfuauun21uiil sansadssiuvesluing
nafnanthesusenay SCluiunumesenudesuarnsldsunissonsulunadug
FeaenndoitunuIRnves Murphy (1992) wazdfidiuminudedululunaes Bobbio &
Manganelli (2009) @1uoAUszNaU RELA @2iaunuaansatunIsusmsaudunus tas
WORNTIUUNTRTUTTU SuaenndoeiunTauved Hannah et al. (2010) warliAsueuduiug
Tulaiaa LSE wuunv i vauedi esdUszney CHA wansiananund ausz@ns nmuviany
Tunsthnsudsunlas Jsdensuiudedunuuas Paclis & Green (2002) WigafuunuImues
LSE siamssﬁ’uLﬂﬁauﬂwsLﬂﬁauLLUaﬁL%aﬂaq'ﬂﬁ‘ 91 wa CFA AEusumann factor loading,
CR way AVE Seatfuayuitluing SC-RELA-CHA fimnmiflssnsauazanuidesiudslasiaing
LAYEBAAAOINUNTOULUIAA Leadership Self-Efficacy 994 Bobbio & Manganelli (2009)
luusunymaInmenIsAnyvedlneg

2. wamAdeinud Tusansiamudeuszans muismdumsiuiiinsinuinasi
aulywUsiUa sulusedu confisural invariance wag measurerment weight a1 248
druyArALATUSUNYRIENIUANY loud nA 818 Uszaun1salyinnu sundanidinegiuy
dafin vuwnalsaFou seiutuSougean weiufideedlsaFou asouinlassadrsedinng
LarANTNETasiU s Tauasiiuaraonndastuseninngudes TnenisHunmaaou
metric invariance U4331 measurement weight 138 Ao IdUsEnoUve iU 9
Liupnenady Jeduduiuuuinaunsaazvousuusuddudnusaugidoafuluynngu
nafanandveddndessdeuislunmstudunnuiswmsaddasaiawasanuaiosves
wesflotalusziudnungy uanidermneidfedflaingusvasd Tumaieuifiouaiais
Yo Flallgriunismegeu scalar invariance

JalauauuL

Farauauuslunsideasoll

esnnwan1sidedliifuiinsTanudnvuzanudeUssans nnuvisny
Tunsidugimunsounuifinyes Bobbio & Manganelli (2009) @ sUsznousie 6 #1u
21 F2uUsd uddmsunishunldluuiunvesUsamalnety aasléddaain 3 du 15 @t
Falunmsiamnyaaainsmansdnuiliiinadnuuganudeussans mwuisauluniadu
Fuiatu mamninende vide mihesumenisine azanmnsaldnseulunsta 3 du was
15 FUstil wasmnnasdinisitanvdnans vie Aanssumaiulivdngasliyaainamemsing
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Amslatiunisasnenaand® audiusd 15 67 aulueanisin fe 3 Au Ao Arudedu
waznstisunmssausulunmsdugdin anuansalunisuimsanuduiug wasanuauise
lun1suudsunaznisiianudeunlag

foruauuzlunisiseaiasioly

1. asldlilananstnd weldmnudeussansnmuimilunsiinduiayiue
sormaNINTa Tinwe uazamdnvazanudutnuimstasiinisdsuudasd 9

2. WarulumaLdadeutu (Higher-order Model %38 secondary confirmatory
factor analysis) Lﬁa%lﬁﬁwfmﬁfﬂmaaaﬁﬁﬂszﬂau motivation, relation Wa¢ self-confidence
fiflfefuusanudoustavsnnuisnulunsiugii

sARMUSTLFTY

fsiuarasdusznaunsinaudnumusesyaraudagldsunisuduinfiainu
wanzaunouudtuiiodnanliayeeaiifiantugnin unumiuandannifiiueradesd
nMsufuasulimnganfausssuluvivnlnl mslesgvanuldudsivdsuvesduing
aggaovi i nnvesmumanganluaaluuiunvesyarad nUund suluiiluaaty
faflanusnsauvisoll
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