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Abstract

This mixed method research aimed to develop a causal relationship of
mentoring student nurses’ delivery training process using theory-based
evaluation and validate the causal model. The research was divided into
2 stages: In stage |, developed the indicators and causal model of mentoring
student nurses’ delivery training process by content analysis from literature
reviews and interviews with 16 student nurses and developed to questionnaires.
Thecontentvalidity ofinstrumentwere0.67-1.00andthereliability coefficientswere
87 -.92. In Stage II, validated the causal model with 621 student nurses from
8 groups of Thai nursing institutes. The data were analyzed with factor analysis
and structural equation model. The major findings included: 1) The basic
mentoring process’ indicators consisted of 3 factors with 15 items and the
causal indicated the relationship among mentoring process, self-efficacy and
student’ nurses delivery skill. 2) The causal model fitted the empirical data as
evidenced by acceptable fit indices. (Chi-square= 327.56, df= 127, p= 0.00000,
CFl= 0.98, GFI= 0.90, AGFI= 0.86, SRMR= 0.049 and RMSEA=0.070).

Key words : indicators, causal model of mentoring process, student nurses’

delivery practice training, theory-Based evaluation approach




o A

58 NIasNen1gug Ui 25 aduil 1 unsiau-Siguieu 2561

unin

nsRnUfuRnsvieaendunisSeu
Hszaumsalluuvasiinfidrfyuazvime
dmfuinAnyineiuia (Brunstad &
Hjalmhult, 2014) uadguluiesnasnfe
UnAnw1ne1U1adAIuNa7 LATEALAZIAN
fa binddndulaasiiovinasn ulazla
wigunsRnAuruItaesluiesuuanisun
wanAMY (Guimond & Simonelli, 2012; Lake
& Mclnnes, 2012) wsgnsinaoadu
Tinwedieonn dudou Mnamiu danudes
AOUINLALAVNINYDIL ARDALALNITNBEY
naoaial snisantuntsailuienaen
Junnzgnidu danmnisaiilininda
Wasuwasuayliiamnsanuauls (quna
UNDY, AEY) LUWA1,18M1 UL Lag
asey a9, 2552) Jadulusissdineunadvndn
AflAug U LN EN19EIvINA AT A
Wuusziunazdndulaasiionseiinnis
PrgmiolaaonLaz1Ineg 195 il
fnAnwneuadafesyszaunisel Auwi
Fuau ndnnufinnaiauazrinasdesiy
Tumsujdinisvinmaen (WNaTa EraasAs,
2557; Brunstad & Hjalmhult, 2014,
Suwannobol & Suwachan, 2012) éfﬂﬂfu
nsaeunIAUjiRn1siraendsdndusied
91313 NYIVIANTINYIUIAEVIHAIATIA
LARINANTTUYOINTIUIUNTITRLA L
(mentoring process) kA mMstdugiauuu T

o v

d"’ ] = v v
Masla @y Juur drewmdeuazlvidoys

JounduiiioWaurinAnwingruranasn
NSEUIUNITNIARDA imﬂgqmimuam
mmLﬁaqﬁawLﬁmsﬁuﬁ’uﬁﬂaammzmsm
(ICM, 2010; Lange & Kennedy, 2006; Steven,
Magnusson, Smith & Pearson, 2014; Wilkes,
2006)

siififesiianummaniuumdidous
shu@hLLUUﬁLﬂmLiagﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂmL%aﬁuiu
puLedkaralusauiiRn1svinnaen (hands
on practice) I Tumemsafushufiassdionn
Aunnldlileniaasionsesin (hands off
practice) wsansyyiNeslidwnn vl
PnfAnwmerunavialeniadsauszaunisel
s dnvhansanuidndnuaurianu (self-
esteem) wazvInALToTUR a1 U
HAIATIAUNIVITN (Al-Hamdan, Fowler,
Bawadi, Norrie, Summer, Debbie, 2014;
Jordan & Farley, 2008; Licqurish & Seiboid,
2008; Muleya, Marshall &Ashwin, 2015;
Hishinuma, Horiuchi, & Yanai,2016)
Tuaniunisaldagtuiinisviauaausaou
anagnssAnnuamlussdnsneuia
wlan (Hishinuma, Horiuchi, & Yanai., 2016)
shusteluUszmelng Feaznuinilenanse
wIafllagsdrunilsarsinnasniouious
nsvuaunstagbitnAnwiluieslduns
wiansevinluunatuneuwingdy Jaudude
unwsaslunsyuiunsaeufidsmasoaussaus
TunsAnAReARIeAULEY SINTHVIANTS

Anduinuensndudeensyvingrgauiina



Kuakarun Journal of Nursing Vol.25 No.1 January-June 2018 59

mudesiulumuanunsavesmues Brunstad
& Hjalmhult, 2014; Muleya et al, 2015;
Hughes & Fraser, 2011) 813159N81UAUTD
fAvmeruaiaduiledondniidmwanons
UUAnsvimaenvetin@nwing1uia
INATNUNIULITIUNTTUNUD UAFANEN
weuaninujiAnuluiosnaendesnis
Fsunsfeusuilevguiuilveusuvesfidss
LLasLma'q?JﬂLﬁaammm%ﬁﬂﬂéﬁmmﬂ@wmm
LLaxlﬁﬁum (Suwannobol & Suwachan,
2012; Blaaka, 2006; McKenna, 2003)
nszuruMslaseinsududosiinisadna
FutusnmsewineiasuaztinAnwdaus
wsnsuuasieieafioadrsnnudeiulunis
WAILNANTTOULVDINAIATIAINITN (Muleya
et al, 2015; Hughes & Fraser, 2011; Rice,
2013) @onnaesnun1sAn®I9ed Hjalmhult
(2009) wag O’Brien et al, (2013) finui

v W 1

LNUSNINTEWINNRLINULN AN INEIUA

a

19nSNafamNUR Il UAINLAILNTOWAIAL

wazdnUufuRFsnenTidsald (Bandura,

(%

1982) Ml MndMSAIMUARAN YR

e

YBINTLUIUNSNLALILAT U LN UIAIUITY
o dy v d‘ = d‘ 1 ¥
zausauNatluiauasaallonye1
o ) ) ' ¢ N o
TayaaryoUNdULNoITETeNALluNIS
WAUIMALANISADUIUANUITONNARDALA
A1UU1RI51U (Jordan & Farley, 2008; Rice,
2013)
UsziwAlnedunadayaneiufiiued

d‘ d"’ o U !
Y8INTEVIUNITLALY dmsuluaisuseina

% ¥

HUT199UITEA 1ULATDILDNISUTE LAY

{ < o ' v & )

nszvunsideandslausngiiundundn
a [ & = ) @ d' I a v 1

1ULTeUTEINE AUTUUITERUNUITIEIN
N3EUIUNSNRLINRAISHToLAMUNg ANy
A ) 9 v ¢ = vy
NeUFulsaiauRaansn1sSeustosls
Uauazrlumannudunus \aann e
ASLUIUNISNLALIIUNISRNYIIAABAYD
Jn@Enwmeiuianlsianuvaragnals Tuau
A9uUNTNAUIAIUIT T UTULN AL DILUIAR
n1suszifiukuunguiidugiu (theory -
based evaluation) &slvivayaasauina
d' 1 dy 1 @ o
v8vgneaugandslunalnnisvinauees
9191358 138MWLA89 (Chen, 2005) {378
e U Tuazlunaidaannves

S & A | °
ASLUIUNISNLALINAINARBNISHNYINAADA
mukAansUszliuwuunguiiiugiulae
NalNNIaMIN1MUn (determinant) @@

a ~S & ~ ° |
ngAnssulunszuIunIsiesaziilug
% s Ql'd L2 LV

NAaNT (outcomes) NNIUSEAIAVDIUNANE
Wy1U1A ABNTsYIAReRATgNAe Jsmanivi
zasatNanTIvglUNmukuUUs S

N & =~ Y a & & 1
AszUINNISTagialmandulselevime

ANSANYINEIVIAAANSHD U

TUIZAIAVIINITIVY

1. leWaunfustuazlunanang
é’uﬁus‘ﬁiﬂmmmaqnszmumiﬁLgaqiuﬂWﬁ
AnnsveaeatunaiiinfuinAnwineua

a a a &
AIULUIANNTITUTZALULUUN WU UF U



o A

60 NIasNen1gug Ui 25 aduil 1 unsiau-Siguieu 2561

2. 1 9RTIVADUAIUNUIZAUVD
LAalTea g veInsEuIUNIsILAeslung

AnuURn1svinasennunTy

NSAULUIAANISANY
Tunsisedlddiuunfnainiuive
994 Darling (1984) find1791 ns2UIUNIS
Masadunisadreduius i mseninsiaes
AungIUIaRNIA 3 parusynau lawn 1) ns
a519n31ufgalalunisiSeunns s
(attraction) tAausatuaialalunisvinnny
(inspiration) 2) M3afiAmaiteimu5eu
(action) 3) msfimnuFAnifuazatuayy
f1udnla (affection) wazilonumuauivey
Tunadeu nuin wuRadefunsEUIuNMS
fdsedndonndasiun1sdnyIves Darling
97191 U Brunstad & Hjaimhult, 2014;
Jordan & Farley, 2008; Bluff & Holloway,
2008 I4a3U71 nsgurun1siidsanie
FuitusnnseuinefilasuasinAnun iy
Snwasdiros zdimanonudesiuly
ANAINNTOVBIUNANYINGIVIALALEINIT

UHURNIINAIATIAIUUTIAND UagTI8U

o

Wedddiarudrfgiseenisatduayunig

91538 (emotional support/ affection) Ju
A1AULSN LHBIA8ANNLINADUIUTRIAADA
dl =Y 1 1 - v a
nunUanagzisesiou n1satvayusuinla
W SoulinudAyegedaanisiasuasie
nsseus dmsunisaieanufagalaluns
P a A o v &
Sgunaznsefianaiioiauigseulung
IINMSESFUNUSNINBEN9wBLLBY (Brunstad
& Hjaimhult, 2014; Al-Hamdan et al, 2014,
Licqurish & Seiboid, 2008; Eller, Lev &
Feurer, 2014; Thunes & Sekse, 2015)
A A = a & ) |
ASTUIUNITNLALIR9H 3 DIAUTTABUAINATD
n1sldiwIAnNIsUTELIULUUN B
\Jugu (theory-based evaluation) fian1s
WAL ASIAS AN UFUNUSTENINAINAUN
(determinants) AUKAANS (outcomes) 138
[ LY LY = 1%
W UAIUTLAALAZ AL UTHALRLOUNTATY
n39UANAALTING B luN15YINITE Aetu
Tuman1suseiuwazlunani1sisgdsusenau
A28 3 Aakls AB 1) NTTUIUNISNLALY
(FauUsIv9) Y130 determinant) Agdanasia 2)
AMUBRUIUANNEIUITOUDINULDY (FwUS
AUYS8 outcome 1) way 3) NwLNIs
71MAaan (HLUIHIUNTD outcome 2) AItU

a a v A d'
NIOULLIAANIUNISITY A AT 1



Kuakarun Journal of Nursing Vol.25 No.1 January-June 2018 61

M3as1eANiEn
MRwavatuauu
Mudala

v = AITUIUNIT
NTATNAIUCAIAA

4
TunsSeu N3

nsgiiAaLive
WS

ANuTasuly Audosiuly
AUAINSD AIUAINTD
- YRIAULDY
Frwsns PINYENISY
yPaen Aaae

A7 1 TRaAMUENRUSITIEL A TE IS

A5n15AAUN15IT8

nMsiTefidueenuuunsiTouuUNE
78 (mixed method design) wuin15ALTU
Ny 2 szerAe

N538usTeE 1 AsWaLNIUY
LLaqumm%ammmaanszmumiﬁL'Z':m
fan1sENYiTAaaAYRIUNANEINEIUIANIY
wwRansUsTdiunuunguidugu

1.1 AIRAUILULAALT A NNA VDY
nszUrUMSLaBRanIsTinAaen 990N
NUYIULBNEATT WU LARANEUNUSLT
aungdl 3 fuUsvdn Ao 1) nszurumsi
Aosdedl 3 sedUszneu laud 1.1) nsada
AwEndiAuasatuayusudala (affection)
1.2) msafanufgalunisiseuuniseu
(attraction) 1.3) MsgfianaiewmugFeu
(action) F8vEnase 2) mnudesuluaiy
A11150VBIAULDY LAY 3) NinwN1SYiNAaen
fausnglunmi 1

1.2 MSWAILNEIUSvRenNsTUIUNNS

= & a & 2 v a
WLaUQTNINLﬂaL?jQﬁqLWQ LU‘NﬂqﬁLﬂ‘UGU@HaLSUQ

AN T3ANTUNTT MsiRennaurIiveya
uarmsasaaiesilotadauys il

1.2.1 yumnunssanssuiiietes
funszulunsiiaesiidwasenisinujoa
NIINYIVIAATHAIATTA §IJedunTIeH
L"‘f‘jamLﬁ'mﬁuqmé’ﬂwmwmmzmumi
fidusensiinnisvieaenls 3 Fuus usa
fulslinndnunzuiesued 5 dos1ns

1.2.2 dunrwalnufnLiy
Aeafunseuaunisfiesiifisszasdann
tn@nuineruiain1unislnufddnag
MARDAINANENETUIAFIERS LA INY§Y
WYIUIA 2 U Iaedleg19iduinelnnig
iAaenunlitesndn 2 918 {Idedun1uel
dn@nvineruiatigrfuaiudaiiiuee
nszuaunsiaeslunisiniaaonauld
Toyaduslaglinguinegadiuiu 16 au
wagliindnuifsunudnuueiidianzl
usiazdulstanesnszuaIunsilass (ide
IWdaamgiideniilude 1.1 uay 1.2 uie

Wnanaseiavagasagulilunisned 1



o A

62 MIasion1gg U 25 atud 1 unsiau-Tquiey 2561

A15199 1 89AUSENBU/ MLUTIINASANEILENEITUAEN1TEUATYAS

29AUSENBY/ AuUS

AUBIINNTIAIIZHALBNES

HAUFIINNITIATIZLDUINT
Fun1wal

n15as19A3u3ana
wazadvayuauinla

(affection)

A 1% ) 2 o
doasdnle inmeduiuies
wanin A udinsnvidne
woalvifadla uavdiemie

a 2w | A o ° o
doanaluiwes lunvsaidesdsauvinly
antane/uansidisousu linaduaunds
walimasanaglavihaseansoutiewie

NAIANNARAL L
Q’S'ﬂu (attraction)

nszulvidusagelalunisiSeus

Wuswuuinnesgu Tidsuuuy
Geulosnuy vilidunmn

Juwuvegnidoing ldlaguariu
uin1sliAuiuazUseaunisainis
vmaoafinszdulifiunuaivesnis
Hnvinmaen

mmﬁmaauﬁaﬁwm

a

KIS (action)

o | < A )
A¥VDUINDDUAUTINDUIUUT

85Uy hviguazliailo U U

AIANDUNDNUNIUAIMUL LD

TasilarinAaenniumiLed wazeasule
AABANISTIARBAYNAIN NARDULAY
numuauiauilaneuasiai
o v v Y oA )
dunalazuanUenes UanLNaUIUUT
sl

1.2.3 Addayaannisdunsiei
LONEITHALNAINNITAUNIYAINIBNT1909A
Useneuvesiustiuas Jonmsaustitemun
n3silenTonvuasun1uAIuAnLTiuYes

Y

nAnwIAgINUNSHNUURNYIIAaanaIN

(%

1
fFedneiilomdafiRnsvesiauls
1.2.4 Waluhuuuseiiunnsg
arenlagAnwienaisuazalienisinaaen
esgy 10 Sunoulaeliudazdunon
UsznausiY 5 98518015 534 50 U9518A15
1.3 mminaauammwmam‘%aa
19798 Usznaumiy 2 diu Ae Wuvasuay
nszuIums fiaedunisinaen waswuy

Usziun1svinAaen

1.3.1 aruasanuiionlae
913sneUIagIBeagnisaeuivUf iR
nsiAaenLaziinanainuNsAnYIT LI
3 A 1A Item Objective Congruence (I0C)
E51319 0.67 - 1.00 fATedmuuysaunly
mm%’mauauuwaqsﬁﬁm%w

1.3.2 Aadies (reliability) shuu
mmaonndasnelulaeligasdulseans
AUTIBUDIATEULIA (Cronbach’ s alpha
coefficient) Inetieiosio/wuuaouniy
nszurunIsiasslUnaassfutnined
wenunafiliflisiegiide 20 au lddey
Jies= .87 - .92 dmsunuulsadiuiinuenns

yaasndenANuLUsUTIUANUNS o ludlae



Kuakarun Journal of Nursing Vol.25 No.1 January-June 2018 63

[y a

FUANIINAITANNUANITASIVEBUS 18NS
Wies 2 A1 Ae Azl 0 Asldlavin wazagiuy
1 Ao lavin FaUsuwuulsydiunisvinaaen
Wunsinwuuannsusyanae 5 seau nanis
naaosldnuInAIAufissve A3 esile
WiNAU .76 - .87

5382 2 NINTIVABUAURUIZAUVD
TueaBsamguasnszurunsiiaedlunis
Tinvheasafinaundy

2.1 ngudaege [Wutnd@nwineuia
Frrunsiinvhnaenlutiesnaen Tn1sAnen
2558 NNAULNYIUIAAIANSLAEINGIAY
WEJm’laiuﬁqﬁ’mqmuﬁﬂmsuaﬁgﬁ'ﬂmﬂ%’gLLaz
LONTU ATVUATUIAAIBE1991NARANT
AATEMmdune fmuustuluea 5 dudsan
Wu 5 x 5 = 25 wi51@wes Aviuavun
feg1du 20 1198931 UNIALAeS
(Hair, Black, Babin & Anderson, 2010)
167 500 AU WALAUASS 700 AutilosAwesns
nsmeundy TnedSdunuuutstuniuane/
WS/ NN 8 LK azUszanad 75 - 85 AU

2.2 a3asfioddy (Junuuasuay
Ns¥UIUNISTLABR pALLE osfuluAa
A1U150909RULBY 20 VBT1UNT WATLUU
Uszdiumsyheaen 10 Jumeu 50 8518015
unuunnnsuszanam 5 ssauaunInUeg

LWAIBILDTAMIUANUATI TRLDWT ALY

wUUANNERAARRINEluIINNANSTNAaRLY
AURIDE1IT8IUIU 20 AU TA1 0.764 - 0.87

e

2.3 msiiusausiudoya {39890

UYINADANLNTIUNITITETITUIVLUAY
mmaaﬂuﬂwﬂmLwiazamﬂ’uﬁﬁu%;ﬂmﬁa%
oufAnsdiiuideluandudug uagling
AU UUABUAUAIERULDILaY N TEelUSwald
DafUTMsanUANYIveINedENE U Uag
AEngIUaransLiievenusiiolunis
Audeyantindnuiandiogaidedidaly
IasunduAuaInduu 621 au Andusesay
88.71

NSNTINEYaNSvaINguAI9E19
lasen1939elasuandAainnssunis
358557ulunywd vedine1dne1ua
an1n1vnlne (IRB ECE-008-2558) LagAniy
W uaaIansiien1gud un1inende
afiums1531% (KFN-O 02.2015) $7aisan 1t
nsfnwihsslulasnside §iselduds
TUsTaIAvaINITIve Lagasundugou
Fuilassnsieneuiudoya wnngusiieg1d
Tfeasdeviseliavnindonsneuluyaauny
41115009UM09NINLATINTT IARABALIAN
mMsmeuLuuaeunilagazlaifinisseydedl

ya o [

N?ﬁ]ﬂﬂ]%iﬂ‘l}}ﬂ‘ﬁl@y’aLﬂUWJ'HJéJULLa%

Y

G
Y

ztaustoualudnuazasus1 i lumdu

Y 9

UselorUinan1swaluinisiseunisaou



o A

64 NIasNen1gug Ui 25 aduil 1 unsiau-Siguieu 2561

nsAAsIzvidaya

1%
=

1. Anseideyalagldaiinugiu

<3

louA Anade drudotuuinnsgu Agee-

'
o

Agn AUlazALles

2. 1AS1EY0IAUTENBULTIE15I
(exploratory factor analysis) wagesa
Usznoulsdudu(confirmatory factor
analysis)lagldn1sitasigiaaelusunsu
LISREL

3. AT AARANENTUSTE W
SEMNINsEUILMSTABSTURERARRUTN AN
Taglrn1sitasgrlumagunislasaasg
(Structural Equation Model: SEM)

Han133ATIzdayYa
1. dayanugu

d' a [

1.1 Toyaiidugindivesngu

Y U
I

A0U99 U 621 AU drul el uLnAnds

o

1 Y

Soway 95.70 tnAnwiiidungusetisiln
areafulsmeuadaialsmeuanfend
Fovar 61.20 sesasundulsineiuia
WIeNaeeay 25.10 waglsameuianie
Qi%ovay 13.70 an1tumsAnuiiidinsalu
n9dedl 8 wis Ao 1) AueneIamans
UINYIFEVDITT MW 2 wiie TnANW

191939y 154 au Andusesas 24.8 02)

AYNYIUIAFNENS UUTINYIRELNTU I1UIU
2 uwite den@nwdngnide 152 au Anvdu
Sauay 24.50 3) MY1aINLIVIAUTUI YU
3 uiia ddnAnwdnginide 238 au Anduy
Souaz 38.30 uay 4) IMYIAINLIUIANBIN
U 1 WA AnANWILNTINIRY 77 AU
AnduSesay 12.40

1.2 eadfuguvesiiulsduns
T§munsef 2 s faudsnszuauns
fMagaiinnsuanuasuuuldedntos
A1ALUBETENINN .42 B9 -.09 (A1Aulae
frud1ad) wanadnnguiiey1eldy
nszUINNTIABIALNTasIARgaTY
LLazmaa%’wmmiﬁﬂﬁﬁmﬂﬂdﬁmmiqﬁﬁ
nalewanngEou dusuusmudeshiy
AULBIAIUNITIINARDANUIN ddaulngliinig
LANUAUULUEY AAadegsening .39
fl4-1.17 (Aeaildsidnfeunngdiu) sudu
HANNISHNYINARBATUIUTRYIIY HOnARDY
fusuusinuenisviaaeniidulvaiinng

WANLAILUULTYIN A1ANILUBETEING .94

Y

'3
=

04 .03 donnfeItuAdLUTEAVENIINTEANY
yasdoyaun (Araalaafisiieunndiu)
Fanguinegnailomaufifunainueinn uay
flonaflnuwinusiles wWu Msdinfléuuas

Hugautidu 1Wusu



Kuakarun Journal of Nursing Vol.25 No.1 January-June 2018 65

M13197 2 MadRnuguveslUsluliaar s ELg

fuls SD  Min  Max Sk Ku
1. NSUAUNISALABY (mentor) 11.188 2.004 500 1500 -72 -.239
1.1 msa¥ienuianiia auayy 3599 710 120 500 -206  .006
AwlagiFeu (maff)
1.2 msafuenudgalaungiSeu (mat) 3799 657 1.60 500 -422  .099
1.3 msgiimaieiaugiseou (mact)  3.790 637 220 500 -092  -344
2. aruieinlunueshumsheaen (sel) 1837 2749  10.00 25.00 059  -043
2.1 enurnudillumedanisyieaen 356 657 200 500  -020 -207
2.2 msmuRueIMsAUEUAnle 382 735 200 500 -1.174 -278
23 aunsavhesonldgniowatunoy 372 674 200 500 -023  -240
3. finwen19¥NAaaA (compe) 40.528 10.13 228  50.00 2.478 -3.478
3.1 MswseaAaen (dmoth) 4131  4.65 3 500 269  -572
3.2 Ma3guEinAaen (dnurse) 4378 .14 3 500 426 -624
3.3 nswisedeiggduiugaieuen 4270 51 3 500 .041  -987
(dexter)
3.4 nsaquEuazinsesnaen (dsheat)  4.276 .53 3 500 134 -910
3.5 msdnridunavidudesihdu (dperin)  2.839 131 .00 500  .086 -1.142
3.6 N13AADAATHENNIN (dhead) 3.996 72 1.00 5.00 942 -1.942
3.7 M3semdenenaInaandsyy 4180 .53 280 500 036  -545
(dhelp)
3.8 nsmraealuanazaisa (dbody) 3.993 .66 1.40 500  .444 754
3.9 nsullulazAnangasfanian 4223 54 260 500  .027 -585
(dcord)
3.10 nMsmapasn (dplace) 4.242 54 3.00 5.00 073 -.809

2. M5IATIeeeRUsEnau (factor
analysis)

NANISILASIEWBIAUTENBULTY

A929909n5EUIUNSRIEILIN I Sadng

[

Au 15 fued Ineriludrmatungusiiegng

17U 311 AU anansadnladu3 esruseneay/
fuUs (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin measure of
sampling adequacy: KMO) i1Au 0.922
WER9IF L USHANFURUS AuLag A

WilNzauNazinuAsIziasrUsenaule
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Adeususuulssiumsiaaendu
5 szau wdadnadesdledsuludisinain
infinwmenuianguiinadnuuradiongy
WY 326 AU UINNILATIZYR0IAUTENDULDS
Buf (confirmatory factor analysis) WU
nsYUILNSAAeeE 3 swddsznou laud 1)
nsas1smuiEnfifuazatuayusiuiela
(maff) 2) MyasuanuAgalalunsSeuun
HEou (matt) way 3) MsgiinnaioRaung
Bew (mact) Tuns19fi 3 wanenIsnszsien

ANFUNUS LU AUYDIPwUSERE 15 67

Fanuaduusiianuduiud fuegdiide
dAaymadin (p<.05) uawiinduuszandan
Fuiusidunindaus 296 9 751 enadn
Bartlett’ s Test of Sphericity (x°= 2750.066,
p = .000) @OARADIAUNATOIAIAYY Kaiser-
Meyer-Olkin measure of sampling
adequacy (KMO) =0.926 Fadnlng 1 wan1s
nedeunuIlduiefudslutoyayaild
anuduiusfusasfinumanzaufiagin

Ansgipsnlsznaule

o [ a £ v o ¢ a6 o U ! a Q’lj
A15199 3 duUssandandunusuuuiiesduresiiuusteslunszuiun1sniass

faws  maffl  maff2 maff3 maffd maff5 mattl matt2 matt3 mattd matt5 mactl mact2 Mact3 mactd Mact5
maffl 1.000

maff2 0.751  1.000

maff3 0.577 0.598 1.000

maffd 0.531 0522 0.626 1.000

maff5 0.441 0.453 0.560 0.519 1.000

mattl 0.465 0.511 0.564 9.521 0.525 1.000

matt2 0.415 0.412 0.468 0.467 0.446 0.653 1.000

matt3 0.422 0.451 0.460 0.474 0.458 0.551 0.614 1.000

mattd 0.422 0.404 0.421 0.390 0.430 0.542 0.541 0.579 1.000

matt5 0.413 0.431 0.428 0.432 0.357 0.568 0.544 0.546 0.629 1.000

mactl  0.250 0.308 0.356 0,355 0.373 0.428 0.442 0.453 0.485 0.500 1.000

mact2  0.495 0.470 0.421 0.501 0.388 0.464 0.419 0.514 0.475 0.493 0.450 1.000

mact3 0.445 0.438 0.442 0472 0.362 0.465 0.373 0542 0.379 0.421 0.386 0.685 1.000

mactd  0.313  0.296 0.329 0.341 0.347 0.459 0.435 0.363 0.430 0.416 0.399 0.522 0.552 1.000
mact5  0.318 0.393 0.417 0.433 0.441 0.563 0.469 0.466 0510 0.458 0.493 0.484 0.536 0.606 1.000
mean 3.506 3515 3564 3589 3.819 3.831 3.770 3.620 3.908 3.868 3.905 3.663 3.699 3.837 3.844
SD 869 873 816 926 945 837 .784 821 806 .795 .788 906 .857 .801 .721

Bartlett’ s Test of Sphericity){Z = 2,750.066 df = 105, p = .000; KMO = .926

*p <05
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3) NFIATILINANUATITIATIEE9
(structure equation model analysis) NaN13
IATITRANUADAARDIVDILUAANTLTUIUNNT
fdpafidmadafaulsanudosiuluniny
411190V IAULDILAZTIN®ENITVNIAADA
A A 2 U Tueadseinudenndosiv
Toyaannvang udalsydnyg lnefiansanain
Ala-aues (chi-square) iumneinsa1naud
aesldfidfynneadafisyiu 05 (o =
73.871, df =57, p=.0658) @anAasiiuAl
fulinANNnaNndu CFl = 0.994 wag TLI =
0.990 &g lng 1 dudsinvessidsaes
\fevpuAMMERLINTI I (RMSEA =0.030)
fiadnlndnudanndosiunsiaTeiiay
widelugunzkuulInggu (SRMR = 0.028)
dleRersandninavesiauuslulunaning

FUNUSDIE A T8N N TEUIUNTLE AU

159

anudedulunnuainisavesnuLesLay
Winwensvheaen (Ml 2) nudn Aude
SuluANEN5 0PI BNE NN TS
povinwzn1TvAaen (B = 0.454) TufiAnia
UIN oUNUTEdAYN19EdA dunTzuIUNT
fAptidvsnanmmssionudesiluainy
ANUNIOUVDIAULBIAIUNTTINARDA (3 =0.595)
Tuiannauineg19ldedAgyn1eana uag
N5EUIUNT LA lBNENanIInsIioiney
n5viAaen (B = 0.176) LAgNI9ONNIU
AU lUANEN SO VDI UL IRIUNTT
Meaaen (B = 0.270) Tufirmsuinegneiiie
dfyn1eada wansinanudeiuluaiy
#11150v099 U T UFLUTA B UTENING
N5EUIUNTILAIRUTNYENTY AR Y

NN 2

DMOTH [¢— 480

'727 DNUR |«—.361
e

MENTOR

W
ess || DHEL [+—363
679 4 DBODY [+—5%7

Chi- square = 73.871, df = 57, p-value = .0658, RMSEA = 0.030

v @

AA 2 luwaenudTusga v seninanseuunsiieaiunaiinduindne
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1. TunaBsangiifaunduiiani
donAaoIiuTaLAIINVANIUTIUTEIN WY
AMNNEDR (y’= 73.871, df =57, p=.0658,
CFl = 0.994 wagTLI = 0.990, RMSEA =
0.030 wamﬁ58%ﬁwwq§ﬂismiuﬂizuauﬂws
fidssdinaserudotuluauaiansaves
AULDILAZYINYENITYINAABAUDIUNAN YN
weuna Ienszuanmsiassdisvsanmng
Aseuarn19daur A deiuluny
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NMeRSIreinweEN1VinAaenvetindnyas (3
- 0.458) luwairfinssuiunsiaedisvina
nensronnudetuluaiuaiuisaves
puesaglusyiudigaruiu (3 = 0.595) 1Ju
fundunninsyuaunsiaedisnsnanie
AR evinyen1TviAaenblgadnudasiivy
dfgy (8 = 0.176) wrnaulBNSNaN190u
Kuadesiuluanuannsavemueiy
nsvAaenNInndn (8 = 0.270 YeAunuiias
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9
v =
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o [

AUNITYINAARALAUNN NaNNSIveTdnAADY

o ¥

AUTOAUNUVBY Brunstad & Hjalmhult
(2014); Muleya et al (2015); Thunes & Sekse
(2015) finandengfinssuvetaarsevie
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Yinduiae e ndufuesuarlimadaun
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[
a
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