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Abstract

This research aimed to: 1) examine the levels of employee development practices,
organizational commitment, and job performance of personnel in the Thai amulet casting
business; 2) develop a causal relationship model and validate its fit with empirical data; 3) analyze
the direct, indirect, and total effects, and examine the mediating role of organizational
commitment; and 4) propose guidelines for applying the findings to personnel development in
the Thai amulet casting business. This quantitative study used a sample of 400 operational-level
and supervisory-level employees. Data were analyzed using frequency, percentage, mean,
standard deviation, Pearson’s correlation coefficient, and structural equation modeling (SEM). The
results revealed that: 1) employee development practices and job performance were rated at a
high level overall (X = 4.08); 2) the model fit the empirical data well (X2 = 45.232, df = 24, X?/df
= 1.885, CFl = .992, TLI = .987, RMSEA = .047, SRMR = .022) and explained 62.2% of the variance
in organizational commitment and job performance; 3) employee development practices had
significant positive direct effects on organizational commitment ([3 = .789) and on job
performance (B = .256). Organizational commitment had a significant positive direct effect on job
performance ([3 = .645), and employee development practices had an indirect effect on job
performance through organizational commitment ([3 = .508), yielding a total effect of .764 (p <
.001 for all paths). Organizational commitment therefore served as a partial mediator, accounting
for 66.5% of the total effect; and (4) organizations should standardize the master-apprentice
training system and integrate on-the-job training with operational standards.
Keywords: Employee Development Models, Organizational Commitment, Work Performance

Efficiency, Thai Amulet Casting Business, Structural Equation Modeling
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wialulagneaanny LL@%UQ%ﬁUFTﬂEJﬂ’]W‘UEN “YuNYws” (Human Capital) (Weas 1Aa1563, 2552)
nguiuNyedesueIMIamuTaANLLazinvesyAaInsTefiudnnnvssesdnslilagnse
Tnglamevinuziarngneiidauldenuagaunulden Becker, G. S, 1993) MIuiumsnineinsauyud
WenagnssiianudAyiuguuuuniswamuimdnau (Employee Development Models) Famuneda
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2023) Usenausie 3 JUkuunan lawn n1sineusuludiu (On-the-Job Training) Fadunisarenen
vinwragilaseadns a anuiufiRauaie Uacobs, R. L., 2003) 1TAOUNLUUUTIALY (Mentoring)
%qﬁmﬁwﬁﬁgﬁmmiﬁwmaﬁwLLazﬁwu%mé’mde;E%’Umaaaumu (Kram, K. E., 1985) (kazn15i5eus
FenuLDY (Self-Directed Learning) Fei3suldugiFiidaduanudosnsuazuarsmuvanious e
AuLed (Knowles, M. S., 1975) Tagflidwmuneiit osnsesuuszdns nmnisuf¥@eu (Operational
Efficiency) snuvin QCD Wlufifinan miazanassuiunu msanveadeuaziumu uazarusiaiily
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TuvSunvesUszmalng “gsRanaensziadeauaznszymsgy” [ugnamnssminafadinay
ﬂ’]?‘uﬁ%ﬂﬁﬂ%ﬂwv}ﬁmﬁuﬁL%’]ﬁﬂﬁ@lﬂ@@]ﬁ”l%ﬂiiﬂ%ﬂ@ﬂ wazdlunumdAymeasegie gudidendnsive
Usziiuinaansziadsanelulsemaiiyaruszana 17,000 - 23,000 umsed adilisimeen
Fmnesundnvieafisisfuagnisdioon nssuaunsndndesorderiannuddulangine wu
nsmvasguvnivasulavzuarnIseeniuUsEUUMAALTTane wasRaunssunuanIatduny Wy
nstugUnulisdemaTianIvaeuUUg TR (Lost Wax Casting) asdarmiinanidniduniiuiedn
(Tacit Knowledge) 7l dsanoglugagsilfeduny uazarenenlduiunszurunisdanaimisdoay
(Socialization) A mﬁé’ﬂmmLLazaqﬁaﬂﬁﬁ’ﬁimﬁuQ’L%wwﬁwﬁﬂ (Nonaka, I. & Takeuchi, H., 1995)
ogslsfimu eanuuszneunsiesueneidnisnanainseuuaiaiFougsruulsenu svuudunennd
Jyauuu “agindnd1” funlassairavdngasndunanynainsldliviunusionts vazfitisenla
npasindon winngditygriiudssenmsaymemnaansianisanuduasmsfauyaainsesig
Wuszuy

nn1sdid ssfulagnisduntwaliUsenounisvesdids wudtanulsenaunisdiulng
Wyt gyniaeuinnulsz@nsnan (Efficiency Bottleneck) dzvoun1usns19991@8 (Defect Rate)
fifeglusyiugauaziuudsnuiiyana 19U JnFUULRIBANSE SoBuANIIIINNIMafvedlans LA
maividelaifuusifiat Failugenugadelangiien ndsnulunisvasut uaznisdsmouauadng
Amuafisnnsdien annandnilieyiiadesdnsvioingiu udegiinuianainaintadeuyud
(Human Error) uazanlaiaiianevesinuewingu seandesiunuAanisdnnisnuniwyes Crosby,
P. B, (1979) ﬁ%ﬁfwamﬁad’;ﬂmﬁLﬁmmﬂmﬂ:ﬂﬁwmﬂﬁgﬂﬁaa@?&Lwiﬂégmﬁﬂ Fatloartuladeniswaun
AusuagTinveveafuuRnuaumdnveudedugud (Zero Defects) (Crosby, P. B., 1979) wanain
Hadusuvinuzudy anugnusensdng (Organizational Commitment) fafuiladddniidvunaiiy
VumazanuUsedinlunisvinnu lneusenaumey 3 asAusenau lawn AunRuauIala (Affective)
AMURNAUAIUUTINAFIU (Normative) wagAunNRuA1UN15AIaY (Continuance) (Meyer, J. P. &
Allen, N. J,, 1991) Gdlutunlsmaonszazviouriuanuasnsilusummsiad armndayasonsing ua
nsasgninlunuAvesinyziamzne nouiniswaniddsunadsaueiuiednieasdnsasusiam,
WINIU NINIUILADULNUAIEANULNTUFADDIANT (Blau, P. M., 1964) LLazmeﬂﬁ’ué’ﬂﬂdnﬂu
ussgslameluidamaideuindengAnssuuazaanisufufam (Meyer, J. P. et al, 2002); (Riketta, M.,
2002)
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$1-Bun3d-n1smnevausd (Stimulus-Organism-Response: S-O-R) §1a3U18713 04519 a0 mwIndon
danasian1sneuausuTINgAnssuHuan1zn8lureIyuAAa (Mehrabian, A. & Russell, J. A, 1974)
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WinU ANURNIUReRIAns wavUsednSamnisufUiRnuiudeyaliausedny

3. 1o TAT 1L BYIBNAN19ATY BVEWaTNIEEY UAYBYBNATIM LATATINABUUNUIMAILUALNANS
VDIAVIUHNTUADBIANT
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1. U5891n3 Ao yaaInsseavUuinisuagseauiiniianu (miign1sinsierseauyana)
TuaanuusznaunsiivsznauAansnaensziaios wizwnssu uazsuymsaat faaamzidouliiyanaiu
nsuNAUNgIRaNIsAn nsensrendled uazdeidufaonisey a Yudl 31 Suneu n.eA. 2568 (Aansesany
9a TSIC 24310, 24320, 25999 waz 32112) lagldaaiuusznaunisdiuau 372 wiadunseunisey
#0814 (Sampling Frame) n3ga1elu 6 oA kA MANaILaENTIVNEMIUAT 102 Wit ARz Tuan
96 W1 NARETUDDBN 60 WY AAWIE 58 Wi N1ARIUEBNIAEwMTlD 32 W Uazn1Ald 24 Ul
(nsumungsRanisdn, 2568) el iilosanlafigrudeyatiszydruauminauseaniulsznaunis
FuInUTEIINTITIUYARaT kNI UATKILOY

2. 9u1ANaNA90819 ArwInaInesanidudassaadluna df = [NINI+ 1)/2] - NP =
[9(10)/2] - 21 = 24 1ag NI fin daudsdanale’ 9 #2 way NP Ao wisflimosAdosuszanman 21
(hvinedusznay 6 AruuUsUTIuATNARIALAABY 9 ATILUsUT LML IBuEN 1 ATuAAN
waeuluaunslasiEde 2 uarduUsEansidunng 3) udarunaielusunsy G*Power 3.1.9.7 (X2 tests,
Goodness-of-fit) fiIvuAvWIABNENa w = 0.30, Ol = .05 Lar81u1aN1INAFBY 0.85 (Cohen, J., 1988)
adegnstusi 277 au Gagandiinausidnsidan 10:1 dewsifimed (210 A) wazinasitush 200
ALYBY SEM (Kline, R. B., 2016); (Schumacker, R. E. & Lomax, R. G., 2016) H338Mvuangaiieg1933e
400 A (Uszanas 19:1) Wiesesuuuuasuauiilsiauysaiuaznisdnaiiaund

3. N5eUA8EN4 1%13@@@1’3@a'wuwmw'ai'?uqﬁasml,ﬂuﬁ’@a'au (Proportional Stratified
Random Sampling) Imsi%’qﬁmmﬁu%ugﬁ UazINATTINIUIUMBEMNERdIuTesEn UUTZTNBUNITIU
usiazinnA Fensnedi 1
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M13197 1 N133RATINGNMBEIMUdRd A IUUTENOUNITIEHNTA

plina #01uUsEnauns (uns) Souay nguA29E14 (AL)

ANANANUAZNTUNNUMIUAT 102 27.42 110
NARZIUAN 96 25.81 103
nARIuean 60 16.13 65
AALile 58 15.59 62
MAngTueeNlAYLuile 32 8.60 34
aale 24 6.45 26

39U 372 100.00 400

MBS IIIUNGUFIBEN = 400 x (F1uaauUseneun1sluginig / 372) Yawmwlvisauwiniu 400 Au

voulwaduiaviuaziauls

n9ideadaiusznaudaedulsuds 3 @ wagfuusdunald o @ THuA 1) MuUsussaeuon
Ag ULUUNIsHRININTGNOU (EDM) Usenausie nsinausuilisdjusnag (EDM1) ASADUIUUUUT
Aotuazmsduneanityny (EDM2) uagnsdaasunsiiousdeaues (EDM3) 2) dauusdunans fo
AMUKNNURDBIANT (OCM) UTEnaunie ANUKNNUAIuInlaLazAI1uATNST (OCM1) ALK NTY
ANUUTTNAFIULAZAMUNGAYY (OCM2) LagANUKNTUAIUNITAIRE LaZN1TATENTNIUAMAT (OCM3)
waz 3) FuUsny Ae UseansainnisufuRen (OPE) Usenaunae éhuﬂmmwLLazmmgm%umwéa
wnsfald (OPE1) FUAILTINSIMAZNITZUIUNTELOUNY (OPE2) LAZATUNITANBNTIVOATL WA AU
n156AR (OPE3) Swbziiann1sfinwnsiy 8 e tudwus fufilésueyiivtenufing

isaadlefldlunisiiusausiudoya

\wesile fie wuvasuny 2 da ldun drud 1 feyavilu (e eng szRuMsARW Fumisny
LAZIZHZLIAINITVIINIU) LUUNTIAFUTI0NTT (Checklist) wazdud 2 suusluluna (EDM, OCM uag
OPE ¢uaz 9 48 593 27 ¥8) LuvIAsEUUsEANMAY 5 58U (5 = Wudeundian §9 1 = wiude
touiign) waerumneAtadsnuinasidunsmadu Tin 4.21 - 5.00 wnfian 3.41 - 4.20 30 2.61 -
3.40 Ununans 1.81 - 2.60 tfo uaz 1.00 - 1.80 fosdian §iduairetednmanisnndsujiinigm
FuAsginuuIRnuasnnegd HumInTIaeuTeteIsTvine uasaTdeumLnsITutomlng
Aoy 5 v (Funsuimamineinsuyed Suimnssunswdauaznsiad uavduaifuay
seiTouT§I4w) dreauid 10C (Rovinelli, R. J. & Hambleton, R. K., 1977) lg'A1 10C 0.80 - 1.00
(\adle 0.98) Mntunnaedld (Try-out) fuyaannsifidnuaslndlfsandudegng 30 au ldaduszans
LaarUBIATEULIATIEAU 0.925-0.951 uagiisatiu 0.941 degeninunast 0.70 (Hair, J. F. et al, 2019)

nsusausudaya

meiendaliidesiiunafiunuradeyauuuaeunmesulay (Google Forms) wuudauay
TiaAu 400 9 IHSURY 100 90 (Samnisreundudosay 100) Fufivsmeuazinyaudmiunmslns gy
mewaialiaaaunisiasaing (SEM) auinaueivuindiegi

nmsnezidoyauaadanld

fAfeiinsgiteyadielusunsudmivaifdossauuasmanmvaeudennanloiu uay
Tusunsudniagudmsu CFA uag SEM (Kaiser, H. F., 1974) lasutsnisiiasigsimuinguszasd dadl
1) Snquszasdted 1 1danud fovar Anade uardrmidoauuinnsgiu 2) faquszasdded 2 asivaou
Tonnandosfununasilunsed 2 udrdinmeilueanisindas CFA nuuuaInisassd uneu
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Anderson, J. C. & Gerbing, D. W., (1988) ImsJﬁmsmﬁmﬁﬂaaﬁUwﬂaummgm (A = 0.50) CR = 0.70
wag AVE > 0.50 (Anderson, J. C. & Gerbing, D. W., 1988); (Hair, J. F. et al., 2019) AUATILTITILUN
A1uLnaue Fornell, C. & Larcker, D. F. hag HTMT < .85 (Henseler, J. et al., 2015); (Fornell, C. &
Larcker, D. F., 1981) Lagms1988UAUANE 849115 n1199A39U (Common Method Bias) A28115
WisuieulunasadUsznauliion (Podsakoff, P. M. et al, 2003) 91ntASlAT1EY SEM deiemnuinay
\Jugaan (Maximum Likelihood) uavUszidiunuaonadesmunmeilunsad 3 3) i’mqﬂﬁzmﬁsﬁaﬁ 3
AUATITUDNETWANIATI 19991 LarsIu (Hu, L. & Bentler, P. M., 1999) vindauilvdAgyuaidnsna

nadensetInudeiuwuuteuRiasla 20,000 50U (Preacher, K. J. & Selig, J. P, 2012) uwarswun
UsELAMANTASHIUAINLLINTSTBS Zhao, X. et al. (Zhao, X. et al., 2010) waz 4) nqUszasddod 4
dneiuumensUssgndlianuuadvisnauazaade e (Byme, B. M., 2010)

ANT199 2 InauTinnImTIvEeUTeRnan e aduMsERA

aad

LNAUIINITNAITAN

318N1IATIAEIU GREM
AMSUANUIIUNG
(Kurtosis)
ANEIIEUNTINY anduiusie sau

AMULANZANADNITIATIZN
29AUTENOU Sphericity

AL (Skewness) kagAula

KMO wag Bartlett’s Test of

|Skewness| < 3 uag |Kurtosis| < 10
Kline, R. B., 2016

r < .80 (Hair, J. F. et al,, (2019)
KMO = .60 ez Bartlett’s Test

o o

HledAgy Kaiser, H. F., 1974

ANS199 3 LNAI9INNSAINSUIANUADAAABINALNAUYDILULAA

Al UREID1999
X%/df < 3.00 Hair, J. F. et al,, (2019)
GFI > .90 Byrne, B. M., (2010).
CFl wag TLI > .90 (= .95 A) Hu, L. & Bentler, P. M., (1999)
RMSEA < .08 Hu, L. & Bentler, P. M., (1999)
SRMR < .08 Hu, L. & Bentler, P. M., (1999)
NAN15398

Joyaraluvesnauluuaauny

naueieen 400 au dwlugiluwawie (Sosaz 71.25) 91y 31 - 40 U ($ovaz 36.25) N13Anw
ANIUTYY N3 (Seway 56.25) UuRnuseaulfuiinisvsedndlile (Fevar 78.75) warilszasiiainis

yauluesAns 5 - 10 U (Saway 37.50)

c{' a v o sy o Y] Y]
HOUN 1 Naﬂ']i']‘ﬂﬁ]@]']ﬂi']@]q‘ljigﬁﬂﬂsﬂaﬂ 1: S¥AUVDIRILUS

M1519% 4 Alafeuardiu iy uuuinsgIuessULUUNM IRIINGNNY

sULUUNIWAILINENGY x S.D. wlawa
1. FIUNSHOLIUMUURIAES (EDM2) 4.28 0.59 Wniian
2. MuNsRNausIAIUURN1S (EDM1) 4.17 0.67 1N
3. MUNTANEIUNISISEUIMEAULEY (EDM3) 3.78 0.78 1N
AT 4.08 0.60 an
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INANT19 4 U sUsvumM IR mdnaulaesitegluseduiin (X = 4.08, S.D. = 0.60) lag
AUNTABUNULUUTIA A RRYgaEn (X = 4.28) SeeaunArunsinausuBauRnis (X = 4.17)

LagAUMSAUATINNTIEUIMEALLBIANER (X = 3.78)
M15197 5 AladgilardiuleduniIfTgIureIn NN TUAD8IANS

AN UGDDIANT X S.D. wlana

1. mMudslanarAumingy (OCM1) 4.32 0.55 wniiap
2. MMUUTIVIRgIULAEAUNATYY (OCM2) 4.24 0.62 anm?iqm
3. un1sAsegLarnsnsEmintunne (OCM3) 4.08 0.71 1N
AGERE 4.21 0.57 mnﬁqﬂ

INANTNN 5 Wi AnuEniuseesRnsineTieglusERuNnfian (X = 4.21, S.D. = 0.57) lag
Audnladiaedegen (X = 4.32) 599991ARAUUTIIAgIU (X = 4.24) wagaun1sasey (X = 4.08)
A15°99 6 AafeuavdlssUNInIgINYeUTEANENIWNTUR TR

Useansnmnisufunau X S.D. wlaka

1. ﬁwu@mmwLLazmm@;wwfm’mwwﬁﬁaﬂ (OPE1) 4.25 0.58 mnﬁqm
2. UNTARVDNALLALAUYUNIINGR (OPE3) 4.15 0.62 1N
3. PNUAUTINGILATNITZUIUNITAIOUIY (OPE2) 4.13 0.65 un
NS 4.18 0.55 11N

911915797 6 NuIn UszAnawnisufURaeulassmegluseduain (X = 4.18, SD. = 0.55)
Tnedununmdunundefinnadegegn (X = 4.25) Tsfernuannsalunsndeunsdauisosinss
TiszdinnuuinsgrunmsAadinnedegaan (X = 4.30) sosaaunAesiunisanvesidouagsiumu
(X = 4.15) wagiuanusIngilunisdweu (X = 4.13)

oufl 2 namAdunuinguszasdded 2: MR uazATRERUANADARdBYRAlLLAA

1. wamsnsaeutennandesiu dudsdunaldis 9 ffldranaudsswing - 1.492 F - 0.090
wavAAulassEning - 1.192 fla 1.207 egluinausives manduiusseninsulsdanaldidoddgi
JeAU .01 ne agsyndng 482 s 745 LA .80 slununizsindunsang A1 KMO winiu 925 wag
Bartlett’s Test of Sphericity dWadfey (X2 = 2526.226, df = 36, p < .001) Toyadunuzaud1nsy
CFA uag SEM

2. samsareiliaantsia (CFA) ilesanfuusussusiasiiisausd 3 & lunansinses
ws3adulumaseyned (df = 0) 3seTAmsevilumanisingin Jsaenadeanaunduiuteyalds
Uszdne (X2 = 45.232, df = 24, p = .006, X?/df = 1.885, GFl = .976, CFl = .992, TLI = .987, RMSEA =
.047, SRMR = .022) ﬂ'wﬁmﬁfﬂmﬁﬂizﬂaummgmiwéf’;LLUiLLamﬁamﬁNﬁ 7

A9 7 ﬁwﬁmﬁmaﬁﬂsznaummgm arudosiudasznou wazAadsnuuetlsoud

anmle
AU Audsdanala A CR. R2 CR AVE
EDM EDM1 0.813%** 18.872 0.662 0.866 0.684
EDM2 0.853%** 20.297 0.728

EDM3 0.813%*%* 18.905 0.661
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= T % 4 & o ' = =
199N 7 mu’muﬂaqﬂﬂizﬂaummgm AMULYDNULTIUTLNDU LAZANLRALANNILTUN

annla (so)
AatUsurla fandsaanald A CR. R2 CR AVE

OCM OCM1 0.851%** 20.590 0.725 0.887 0.724
OCM2 0.874%** 21.447 0.764
OCM3 0.826*** 19.641 0.682

OPE OPE1 0.844%** 20.148 0.712 0.879 0.708
OPE2 0.840*** 20.008 0.705
OPE3 0.841%** 20.047 0.707

B *** p < .001; A = Umlinesdusenauninsgiy; CR. = Critical Ratio

NATNA 7 ANINTNEIAYTENOUNINTZINOY TE1IN 0.813 - 0.874 gendnnaual 0.70 uazdl

Y v
A aAa o v

ffoddnyiisesu .001 ynd fusniimingsgaves EDM, OCM waz OPE léiun nTARUILLUUTIAE
(\ = 0.853) AnynuFUUTTIRgIULAEANNdYR (A = 0.878) uasAmnINTUUMAS (A = 0.844)
MINAIRU A CR (0.866 - 0.887) Uag AVE (0.684-0.724) H1UNaaIAINNATHTIUTIIV EIUTUAIIUATS
\3991uun A1 VAVE 993 EDM (0.827) waz OCM (0.851) geninandusiusiufuusunsdu us vAVE 1a9
OPE (0.841) fininavdantusseving OCM fu OPE (r = 846) idntfos fAdesmmaaeuiiisndu wuiia
HTMT @3¢ EDM-OCM, EDM-OPE Waz OCM-OPE winfu 0.791, 0.764 uag 0.847 s 85 1ng uaz
AU lianduius OCM-OPE Wiy 1 viliaudennaetanaset1siidednny (AX? = 107.484,
Adf = 1, p < .001) wona1ni luinassAUsenauidedfauasnns 09m1u1n (X%/df = 11.288,
CFl = .890, RMSEA = .161; Ax2 = 259.544, Adf = 3, p < .001) La@n¥INAMNENDBIINIDNITIATIML
JULT

3. HanTATIEliaaaun1slasasg (SEM) lunaaenadesnauniiunudeyaidsuszdnyly
STAUR (X2 = 45.232, df = 24, p = .006, X2/df = 1.885, GFI = .976, AGFI = .955, CFl = .992, TLI = .987,
RMSEA = .047 [90% Cl = .025-.068], SRMR = .022) uslan X2 ddedfigy Lwiaaaﬂfl’miammmﬂﬁjmﬁaasm
yualug Fvidutamunkunue el lunalaseadisfinuadunisasunnidumig (Saturated
Structural Model) ftianuaannaesdarindulinan1singy Mwdslulumasiuignnnuuususiuyes
anuyniuseasAnsiaseray 62.2 (R? = .622) wavdszAvsnmmsufuReuladesas 74.1 (R2 = .741)

pouil 3 namsiTenuingUsasidod 3: BvBnanisnss meden uazdviEnasu

ANTEA 8 AN IVIAADUANNATIULALBYENAYNINTY BriBwanisdey wagdvswatau

AuNAgIU / 1unne B S.E. C.R/z 95% Cl NAN1NAHDU
H1: EDM — OCM 0.789%** 0.046 14.737 [.731, .840] TGN
H2: OCM —> OPE 0.645**  0.078 8.626 [.513, .775] arfuayuy
H3: EDM —> OPE (n1190154) 0.256*** 0.065 3.539 [.114, .392] AluAyu
Hd: EDM —> OCM —> OPE (1n4883) 0.508*** 0.058 7.894 [.398, .622] atduayu
EDM — OPE (8dwasw) 0.764***  0.050 13.635 [.701, .816] -

VWA ¥ p < .001; S.E. kag CR/z Muinanauszanauuulinnnsgi; 95% Cl =
929ANUT LU UUNBUAATSLA 20,000 58U
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19139 8 awufgudis 4 deld¥unisativayy sULuumsRauminauisnswananswie
AURNTURDRIANIEdn (B = .789) AnuyniusesddAnsidnsnan1wnswauszansnmnisujufiau
(B = .645) wazgUuuunsimwminnuddvinanmssselszansnmnsufuiRnu (B = 256) dvizna
9B BUNTUANLENURDBIANTIYVINAY 508 (789 x .645) ¥asanuidesiuliinseunqueud uazdvina
SR 764 (256 + 508) TnsdnEwansdendniduiosas 66.5 veadninasiu (VAF) iledvina
mansedeiifodndny anugnitusioosdnsdadumuusiunatsursdrunuuiai (Complementary Partial
Mediation) wu1ABNSNA (f2) U89 EDM sia OCM winfiu 1.645 (Igy) ¥99 OCM si9 OPE 1Ay 0.605
(lngy) uazves EDM sig OPE AU 0.095 (1an) a@uni1slaseasianzuuuninggiuy liun OCM =
.789(EDM), R? = .622 Lz OPE = .256(EDM) + .645(0CM), R? = .741

AUl 4 namFAdunuinguizasdded 4: uuamanisuszgndldnanside

PATedaunsziuinmsannsuindviswatazaedosesiu 1o 4 wuna IduA 1) onsedussuy
Astne-Audlifunmsgu esnnsaeunuiuuiidssdanads (X = 4.28) uasthwiinosdusenon
(\ = 0.853) gagn 2) ysannsmsEnevsuniiuiugfiewmsgiunsuiRan (SOPs) 3) \aufinng
Souirenues dududuiidaedesan (X = 3.78) uaz 4) senuuulassnisiauiyalasanislsid
eAUsENOUTBINTA AN NTTUAILE LHesanidunaiunagnuivundvsnalng (f2 = 1.645
uay 0.605) uazAniduaosluanuesdyinason vugidummsaivwmdn (72 = 0.095) Muazidonids
Uithuanduitetoaueuuy 119 wmsinanduaseinnadaliua Saildriunisussdi
arundululilaedmssannd Fufidoausliiuiunislunsiseeduioly

anUsnema

NanTIduanansneAuenuingUsrasd Ineidouleafuuuida nqwl uazsnAdeiifeadedls
il

1. sefuresiauys (Tnquszasddedl 1) mafinisaeusuuuuiiFesdissfugeanuasiinisFous
feauedingn agviausITurAvesunaensAivinurddey 1wy nsdanadveslaneasuimaivie
thwinflelunsudaiuidion WunnudilviniidnenenldffiaeiunsGeudsmiugifsngy Nonaka, I
& Takeuchi, H., 1995) LLazaamﬂé’aaﬁuwamﬁLﬂswﬁaﬁmuﬁ'wudﬁsg”lﬁ%’umiaaumul,wuﬁLﬁymﬁ
wadnsMsendnAnIlaileFu Allen, T. D. et al. vauzfinnnsluiamsssunginasinlualufiamadien
(Allen, T. D. et al,, 2004) uazA1TMAABIAIEAUIBIGNNBIINABIBAIIdEMEYDI TN A UL ARG
Feaenmndasiutoia@usves Billett, S, uay Eraut, M. ’jﬂmsﬁauiﬁ’;amuLaﬂuﬁv‘mmwLﬁmﬁmﬁaaqﬁﬂi
Walen1aeg199mau Iua";ummQﬂﬂ’ué’m?m%ﬁqqﬁqm (Billett, S., 2001); (Eraut, M., 2004) aSu1ela
Fgemseninitnuvemudunsasyriieingdulugudsuaing Jufnangmetsuaiifauand
maﬂmiaaﬂuamﬂimammmﬂaquwgmm Meyer, J. P. & Allen, N. J. (Meyer, J. P. &Auen N. J.,
1991) LLavmi‘mmuﬂmmwwmuawaﬂaamﬂaaaﬂwaﬂéuaﬂLasJL‘Uuﬂua (Crosby, P. B., 1979) fesan
FIVIUUBIANTENTENUABAMAIMNINTALIVD Y1 Y mmwmumwm’mLiﬂumiaamawmmﬂmuau
agvieudedindunafiyniugnveuuazaeinvesnszuuMIHan umquidedidia Goldratt, E. M.
& Cox, J., 1984)

2. luimanuduiudiBsamnuagdvsnananss (Snqusvasddod 2 uag 3) Svdwavuinlng

[ LY 1 (Y ! [ v = Ql‘ [
Yos3uRuUNSHRIL N WioAuyNiusieasdns (B = .789) atvayungunisuaniufsunisdea
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Y

Bla, P. M, (1964) Tilelsmasanmuiniiasaaznisiineusy ninnuiuifannumnaivesnsinauas
AOULNUAIEAINNTULAZAUNAYEY dIuBvEnan1nswalszdvsnmn (B = .256) atuayungufnu
sywe (Becker, G. S., 1993) finsfinousuaraurinuzianzne 1wy nsfuInszuumaAulans
oghdlsfima nanifedivsziuiuanisnneiadeluedin Tiun Usensusn madinmesiedununudi
mm;\4}ﬂﬁudaaaﬁﬂﬁﬁmmﬁmﬁuéﬁ’wamiﬂﬁﬂ’amﬂuizﬁ’uﬁﬂ (Meyer, J. P. et al., 2002); (Riketta, M.,
2002) LLavmif‘;m'iwvﬁaﬁmumu%ﬂivEJ“EJ']’;WUSM%WﬁL%Qmmmaaﬁﬁuﬂaﬁiamamiﬂﬁﬁ’ﬁmmﬂaq
Snten (Riketta, M., 2002) vauzfinsideinudninags (B = 645) mawaﬁmsﬂ,ﬂmﬂuwmmwmﬁ
ﬂaﬂ‘mmmﬂi‘mmL%amiaﬂﬂa%mﬂqumﬂsmmimmuamawawau waBnarunisenaanannmsnds
A09UUIMBNINBNUAULDIINUNALAYY Usznnsfiaes Meyer, J. P. et al, wuinanagniugiuns
asaglaifiiudvioduiusmeauiunanisufoinu uinmsideinuidhunisesegdusuediifvasni
s (N = 0.826) Lﬁaqmﬂﬁmﬂuu‘%wﬁﬁumimwﬁfﬂiu@mﬁwmﬁﬂmLawwzmqmmdwé}’unumi
WA U (Meyer, J. P. et al., 2002) wazUsznisiiany n153As1eReAuIuTes Arthur, W., Jr. et al,,
wuhmsineusuiinadenginssuuaznadnslussdutiunanadags win1sifednudvswamanssuun
W@&n (f2 = 0.095) wanstuanuinadad dvswavesnsiaudulngdwunalanidala (Arthur, W., Jr.
et al., 2003)

3. unumdudsdunans (Jnqusvasdded 3) Svdwamadeu (B = 508) FeAndudesas 66.5
YDIDNTNATIM ATUAYUNTOULUIAA S-O-R (Mehrabian, A. & Russell, J. A., 1974) 1n1sAmuIninau
(3131) awahluguszansam (Mamevausy) Iedudiflerunisenseduanugnity (Buvd) uaziile
dnSwanienseddidedidny Jedunsdewiuudmiuuesy (Zhao, X. et al, 2010) nanIne wqwgwu
uywdaBUIBEUMINg LasnquinsuanBsumsdsauesuiadumeeudedthmiinannd fadunis
dowrinweltatiaiissedrafeilaglivanilinnuasnauwasanuding avlianuseenseduusednsamle
og198sPu

4. YoINnYeINITIY mﬁ%’sjﬁlﬂuLmeﬂéfmmﬁaﬁué’ué”léﬁ"unmmaqmmé’uﬁuﬁ‘@qmmq
Iolslaaysal doyanndiudslaninnismenuaues waganuyniussasrnsiulseansnmnisudinnu
fiaudniusiugs (r = .846) winan15mi9aeu HTMT waznisiSeuiisulnanindenduduindu
Tassasiuenaniuld msfinuvndvsnaveadunis OCM — OPE femmszsingede

29ARUIn

91NNANISATIEN CFA way SEM i3dudansigriosnniugivdidu “lumannudude
Lﬂaﬂﬁﬂ’ﬁmiﬁ'sﬁ’uLﬂﬁlauﬁwqﬁﬂiyiyﬁ ” (The Wisdom-Driven Operational Excellence Chain) #3©
“Tina E-O-E” mungeu S-O-R fanwdi 1

3 F = P
sUwvumsWRIWIING Y (EDM) ) pamha Peychological ATENYUGB8YANS (OCM)  [— Uizﬁnﬁmﬂmiﬂnumu (OPE)
Employee Development Models Contract & Trust Orgamzatlonal Commitment & Craftsmanship Care Operational Efficiency
1. msRnousuiBeUuans (0JT) (Fumaiusdyymle 1. ddnly & Asnsn gﬂffectlve) (1#umeusegelanaz 1 swnmnm & annsgrumnsdnyos:)
Vinweming & wifis uazarmlianle) dnhuynsia AnuRnNouediiio) (Quality & Standard) &
(Furnace & Mold Skills) B =082 (Love for Buddhist Art) B= 056 Zero Dfefeds / AUAIAS
( 2 amsam}]uuuumam 2 21 muusm:%:: :;_, 3:‘3% (Normative) (Zero Defects / Exquisiteness)
dunongitly (MTC) @) 2 fuanusind & dewouriugnyd
1AANIYIAFEN & IR (Obligation to Master) G0 (Speed & Auspicious Delivery)
(Craftsman Master Secrets & Spirit) 3, Aunsaeay & m“wnqmm
(Continuance) | emziniams 3, AMumsanveddy & @
@3 n1sduasumslsw§21glnum (SDL) ¢ (Loss of Specific Skills) (Cost & Defect Reducn::’SJ
WIANSINIAA & Alvu 1y Casting Yield
\ (Material Innovation & Design) PATH B: Skill Precision & Consistency (dumennumingauasanumshianevaditio) | B = OJ» (Casting Yield Optlmlmlon)
(Path onwnviery-szeaffurs froms coefficients) | B = 0.35***)

AW 1 AnudiussEnI UL UM IR TN uiuUsE NS annsU URau
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Tuiaa E-O-E Usznousae 1) @157 (Stimulus) Ao JUnuufsiamanidnau 3 naln laun
N1SHNOUTUNTAIMABY NITABUNULUUATYN-ALE LAZNITITEUIAIEAUBINIUNIANTIN 2) N1y
Aely (Organism) AB AUKRNWULTIATNST ANUNFYLFonIde kagn1aserinlunuAIveinee
ANIEN9 WAy 3) N13ABUALDS (Response) Ap UseAvBamnuumdn QCD IduA eudsedinvosiuau
nsdaauriugny kagn1sanveudeuazaunu lnediduniman 2 Wunie Ae ldunisiuanugniy
(.789 x .645 = .508) UAIEUNATINILTINYE (.256)

osfANuSiunndneinesdeudidn 3 Usens Tiun 1) suddemstayeainslugnamnssy
nszuandninesueravensineususeran s TR uE s Runuelaeass uslueaiuansinly
numofadiBeeing Svdnaussinaaedluaudsiuauyniusiossdnsg 2) anugniuluuiunideg
UUANUATNEWALAUNRYYABATY (é’mmiﬁmgmﬁﬁ;ﬂwﬁﬂaaﬁﬂigﬂauqqqm A = 0.874) 107
Funumsasuay %"aLﬁumﬁsumquwﬁafmawﬁﬂivﬂaumaqaiu%umi’wuaﬁulm wag 3) lunaysan
ﬂ7iVIZ]UQV]‘LAiJUUEJﬂUV]QU{]ﬂ’ﬁLLaﬂL‘UaSJ‘LJVI’NEN?]@JJY]EJIG]HS@U 5-0-R TuuFungshoandenseiasesinedy
Asausn dagusznounsanansaldiduuuimdumsuimsuangudls

ajUuazdalauauue

sUnuuNsiRIuIMEnULazUsEanSamnsuUanuresndnauegluseduuin diuainy
ynitusioesAnsogluszivanniign lunam uduiudidsaummasandenaunauiudoyaidsUszdnyly
JEAUA WazesungAnuwlsUTINeNsEaniamnsuifauladesas 74.1 sUuuunsiawmdnaul
anSnan1enssanNUkNusiessrnsuadaUsEaNsnmnN1sU TR anuyniudeasAnsidnina
mansseUszAns MU iR uLashmihAdududsdunansunsdin auufgiusi 4 FeFsldtunis
auayu natlagiouinisimuinussdinadeuss vt nmldunniigndiosidumsaiugiunisasis
AuEnRuYDInnaIL dadu niisauniafy wWu nsenseTausan nauduaTugRAmMNTIY LAY
dnnuduasiavivvuinnaisiagyungey miaﬁuaquﬁquw%%’ﬂﬁaquﬂmiL%&luélﬁ"amamamgﬁ
Jaanisnaenszegnuduszuu msdauinsgiuefnuasnsiusesnadynavaenss uazals
aduayulassnsfidssssninagdisenlatudissuln Wetostumsgamevesusannddynua
snszduTannuannsalunisudsduresgsfannsmdsd {usznaunisasdassuuitidssogiau
mansnieunannuilinuendng wardavieileninsgiunisuinau (SOPs) mugdiunsinugus
Tt vasy fusznaumaimadaiuiinnaesuinnsy wu msfaiasifvielusunsy CAD wa
afannuyniusiunsengesHanuiiuszdn mstidmuinluiisnssudidy wazidunisanuiomihan
YaHNing A3 uanINimTNHUNsHARSuNdUIN TURSYS o nYdwey wazRnnushsvende
SnsINIIvaeNd LagdnIIN1deLaUATIIIAIUE AUTEAUA IR AT Uiy TudaTenng
HanTIdedudunsUsEendldnseu S-O-R uasnguijanueausznauvesnuyniuluusunnuwinadad
Barsngn dndwnisaiunsiannninensuywddansinnsananugniusessdnsunalnadsitumen
uazfeuamnuynitusunsasegliaenndesuuiuninmsssuiidnu maldsluounanmslinsideds
AAATNYS BLUUNANNAUAULT 199979715 A3E19 wazinssnadl msfudulsiuazgiives
AUTENBUNTT TRIUEIINDIANT WANITTUINITATUAYUAINGIANT karAITIUUULNUNTITET EZE Y
mslideyalsransamainuvaduiioanaudndssnisnisingin wagmsiiangingunmwnion
naaeulmafunuinaRatussandy
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