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Common Method Bias (CMB)
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AUV CMB

A ~ A A 9 v 1 Y = =Y
CMB A9A N UDEINNAINNIT MFUIATIATINAU 130 1535013
v 1 Y, 1 9 % . . . .
ITIUNU (LFU 19 31191579 Likert %30 Semantic differential ¥130 face scale
Tagnaon) W3o 197 Idoya/diszliuau@endu l4realsziiu
= | oY, 9 d' " 1 (oY, 9J o v A o 1 9 A
@eNy lgaoundseusiuny lyanyaeunsIameany (u e
. . 9 o = A A 9
5-point Likert type JAgnaon) 15A10 103 UINHT 00U lnonaon by
Y, v A oY, ~ Aad
ANUNNIBUDITEAUMITIANLINY (AT latn5N) (Podsakoff et al., 2003)



ANNYNIEUD3I CMB

YA 1 I (Y] o 9 ! G oy}
WaﬂqﬁiﬂfﬁQ@TQ o igﬂﬂuV]leﬂgﬁlﬂJﬂaﬁlﬂlﬂﬁ@u l1UNI15IA (measurement

Y
v A v A I

Y 4 . <
error) ung et 1l 1uen%38 S80I common method variance (CMV) %439Y

1 | a J9Y A A "\ OJLd' d'
AINANTENUFNANITUATICUVIYANDNUNANTITIUATICHNAATANADU
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ANNHNEUDI CMB tlag CMV

NNITOUMTITINUNTNNITUINTIAND

Xij — }\I]Fl + weieij;i - 1,2,3 ;j - 1,2, e, My (1)

¥ v Y X A A { 1
Ajj Amiiiiniadoues X;; FanAeanswai F; iAo x;;

ej; NEANUAMAINADY

¥ ~ = 1
Wei NOUMINT ) U0 X;;

9y
WU Wej = \/1 — A



ANV CMB Hay CMV

Y o ~ A A QA Aa A Y, 2 Y,
DIV UY CMB ol M Lﬂuﬁ\il"ﬂ@ﬂuﬂ’JSHTWHﬂ WM (common method
A A

. < v A ) 19 Y
loading) dUN13 (1) ZNANYL UA U UNVDONTWAVDI CMB Lﬁ@ﬂu@gﬂ’aﬁlm

AUNIT (2)

Xij — }\UFI wMM u)eieij;i — 1,2,3 ;j — 1,2, ey 1M (2)

y - gy
Wminvesn NUAAIANaUITN a1

_ 2 2
Wej = \/1_7\ij_wM



ANNKNEUDI CMB llay CMV

CMB 2zne1¥ina CMV Lagaananse ‘V]‘U@]?)L‘Llﬂﬂhlﬂﬂﬂ convergent Vahdlty,

discriminant validity ﬁuﬂa%mmﬁumqmumuﬂmﬂmmmmmmuuaw
VIF mmmﬂumwmqqmumllmﬂtym CMB (Kock, 2015)



atyinued CMB

<y J

Y
1. 195 ziivau@ednuaeunnulsziiunstdsawiguazedenaaws i v

QU

Y] 0y} Y] = Y] 1 ~ a 3 a
Madsauvauazilavenaansuanuauul 53ty (nsaidsemiu Sulusuvae 1IN
9 < 9 Aa ')
apluAnUALIANDELAT)

(Y] (Y] A (Y] a 3
2. tﬁ’muﬁﬂm@;Namwwmmqﬁamuﬂ@ mﬁuﬁ’uazwqwmimm@mzﬂu
uuamelumsaey GenuTsNagIUANALFUASIN (consistency motif)
A {3 : . = '
3, ﬁj@]auﬁmmﬂﬂmmg%mumammmmm implicit theory ADNANOLAY
ATOUAUAA (mindset) MUANUIFOUDINY IITIHAADNTUT LU
A o = s A Y o A .
4. MIADUAUUUIM NN AU NI sz aeAn T U 1A 09AA (social

. e 1 1 1 9 a
desirability) 1161 14 15Dy a3 <



aUtifvaN CMB
9 I A Y . .
3. Ejﬁ@uii}a ARMRIERY ﬂﬁzmu/clwﬂmuuqqmmq (Ieniency bias) H30nA
ASLLUULTND (severity bias)
Y = Y Y = ~1 9 A I~ 9 v 9 1o
6. ﬁd@aummﬂumaaﬂmu JUNUAIIHTO U UA 8N UVDD W 1ag 13in e
v/ OJ . . . .
du oy Tune (acquiescence bias ‘I’id’iﬁl yea-saying nay-saying)
Y ~ J R A Yy A Ay ~ <
7. @@auuﬂtymmazmﬂmium mummiuuLaﬂqmmmwaﬂaﬂwmmﬂu
NNUINUIONNAY (mood state)
) o o A ¢ A g 12 9 ~ ) 2y
8. @maummumiumwwmﬂN’e)g%m@‘uGuamﬂﬂﬂmmﬁummnmmmmm

AUNTANAU laaDU (transient mood state)
Y < YY) Y
0. "’U@ﬂTNL‘]JuuﬁJ‘ﬁﬁ'ﬂJiﬂﬂ ‘FUBOU ﬂ@'lllﬂ%f’) NA1MIAITUVIUIY 1N !,!,aﬂ%

9 . . .
VOANINNYI (item characteristics)



a1AUeY CMB

< (oY 1 o 1 1 o < 1
10. Yo veniuisNnITno UL AR UMD INLAINNTILIANT
a 143 ' . . v 9
aounsoUsziiuanilum s (item demand characteristics) IUIDDINAD
! n 9y o v o yq 9 ! =~ I A '
“loTrlugulnilawannuianssun v lganude Banuiuidasun munely
9y
AUANHULITUNYTO 117
0 Ay =2 A A : C
11. MDUAQUIATORNOUIINDUTDYA0Y (item ambiguity)
9 (oY a\ 1 Y . . . .
12. e dannuauaaon 15U 1% Likert scale 1130 sematic differential
scale 1150 faces scale @aaﬂiunﬂwmﬂﬁmm
o = v v 9 A g ) A& A A
13. MOUNEINUMITUI/ANUAAN /AN J/anuroNy Tuoaan

MU Aaeuerntnaemwiligiiuinasusiom



au1AvYeI CMB

Y Y ] J ) A A
14. 195281 (anchor point) Tuues1 lanesnuvu@uaasane 1-5 #3o 1-7
o 9 o A ~ ' ~
aaaNnruIAmIn1N taz 14m10511 (anchor label) tuuRen Tae lilasu e
UTUNVOIHNIAAIDIY
Y -~ .. . A -~ .
15. lsamizdse leaauan (positive wording) 1391/52 Ton/8au (negative
wording/reverse coded item) AAOANNAIDIN NNHUIA AITUUUAULTN UA TUAITIAY
AFINDAT
16. 1381 @01UN tazuuumida awlsgnialunanaeinu Tuaaiun

Y
a

1y, 4 a Y] ' <y, el ey, 4
Reny TuFosta@e 10U (FU LLUFOUDINNTZAY FUMBANIINIANA Nina
d
Wosu)



a1AUeY CMB

1 Q/ Q/

Y
16. MIINANUHUIAIBIA (item context effect)

9 A o w < Y . ..
1) YD IUNA tyzﬂmamﬂ 9 (item priming effect) 150

L
A o (e¥)

Y < 9 1 . A
2) B unan il uTonae ) AqU (item embeddedness effect) 30

5

o w <
3) venuidnudlulenie

v

D

9 Y Y 1 .
4) donwe1939 1 1ieenaoudone 11 (context induced mood)
9 Yy A o qQ Yo ¥ A Y ¥
5) don1uenu 1 lviavedu ldnaviue
Y I~ 1 o 9 Y, v J 1 Y]
6) VOD UL UHNINIDYD 1M 1T AR FUNUTIZHI a5 1Rl

A X A
INUUUNITIBD AR AN



HNaNIeNUVad CMB

AL sz iadunlsia ennduiniiugaised shldaglramsfnmia
11 SEM/Path model HAN3IIATIZITDID misfit HID overfit
Namﬁmﬁauawmm“luuMfaaamwwaaaﬂﬂ”lﬂ ADAINITINAD 1)
uEJmmuLgﬁwamﬁammmm%amuﬂmﬂm wseanutussadrihivdraaua
Namﬁ’:nmawwmauﬁammﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁm
ATNEINT BIAA
nan13ins1zrveyarlnulanania Annune d3Unana danansenuaen1Tu
wan1save 114
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9 :
ﬂﬁ@]i’)ﬁ]ﬁ@ﬂﬂﬂul‘?ﬂ CMB aENI5 b Marker variable

A v A w

Marker Variable ﬁaﬁ’;uﬂﬁggmm3611’mllwmmmmmm°lﬂG]ﬁ’w‘i’auﬂﬂuﬂﬁau
115398 ﬁﬂu%ﬁ’ﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁzﬂqumﬂﬁw':mmmmﬂquﬂiwmﬂ (social
d651rab111ty SD) W1a19 39019131 LIKERT 30 Semantlc differential

e 18sudeyasnuuvaeuny W unlgeadl

L. manuduusnusnlslunseumsite 4 mﬁwmwumﬂumw 0.30
uazidsdanaaduneityri CMB (mﬁwﬁwuﬁmmﬂuuuﬂmﬂmaaum)

2. 1% Marker Variable i udnlsaiugy msinneruazudanalinsysii
uuU@eINUA TAUN

3. iindaunalsdu 9 7 luldaw emB Tuidudulsaiunu



: Y :
ﬂ”l’i@]'i’J%ﬁ'@‘]JﬂﬂJ‘lfﬂ CMB 11a2n15 % Marker variable

4. M Sensitivity Analysis ABTUAMUDNN Marker Variable AUAMULN 1y
Aa d v J 1 v 1

Marker Variable !,LE%}’J’JLFI51$W’NN§E1W§LMﬂ@]N ﬂl!‘lfi%@llﬂJ

5. W13 Effect Size Y0INNA1113

FR9ANAAINANTE P19, NUAT NIENA NIAITIATA NNV IRIMATUIN
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ORIAN Performance scale 1111 Semantic Differential

1. TeamPerformance Very Ineffective 112|3]4]5]|6]|7| Very effective

2. Team cohesion Very low Very high

3. communication Poor Excellence

4. Goal attainment Far from goal Achieved goal

5. Collaboration Minimal Exceptional

6. Adaptation Inflexible Highly adaptable
7. Decision making Poor-informed Well-informed
8. Leadership Weak Strong

9. Task efficiency Inefficient Highly efficient

10. Conflict resolution

Frequently

Conflict-free

FR9ANAAINANTE P19, NUAT NIENA NIAITIATA NNV IRIMATUIN
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57539890 CMB
1. 95 Harman’s single factor (Kock, 2020)

Y Y

My iananuannnnalulsudanimseidens Tasmrualindeve
Reauae IvyuLn U 61 % variance U9 extraction sum square loading UA1gA
111 50% taainudyr1 CMB

Seildoud 1) Tiseu'lng ferituanda¥iaud % variance nlaouulaql
101N 2) mfmmﬂuﬁnﬂ‘wmﬂmJ’Jﬂ/gmﬁim@iﬂﬁu"’aw%ﬁﬂmﬁ@ummﬂ

Y~ o A 9
Wﬂjﬂ/llﬁaﬂlﬂﬂj 3) 1P UIY Glﬂﬂﬂﬂn\l@]:]"])ﬁﬂlnﬂ 4) Lﬂﬂ!%@lﬂﬁujﬁ] (ﬁ@ 50%) 616])'

ANUNITAINAA (heuristic)



501539991 CMB

2. 7% Partial correlation procedure

Qdd o

ITUUUD general factor 150 marker variable 3J1LW3JLGIJ1L‘]J“L!@T’JLL‘]J’§WJ‘1J?C]3J (ﬁ@ﬁjﬂ
uls59%)

. = v 1 Y 1 W <3 A
partial out HN1DINITHNANVDIRILUT Marker 990 10AAILUTH1Y 1 US04
weanuaulsniuay Tulisunsy PROCESS i38n11 covariate
general factor ﬂﬂﬂwLmu‘ﬂfﬂfl]EJGU’ENﬂi]i]EJLLﬁﬂfﬂ”lﬂﬂﬁ’J!,ﬂi”lu‘Ifiﬂfﬂfﬂﬂu‘]ﬁuhlm/i YU
unuildedadiunnusuuls (% variance) m‘mﬁﬂ

General factor ‘Vi’i@ common method factor ﬂﬁ) factor score ﬂlﬂﬂﬂ%fﬂﬂuiﬂmﬂﬂmﬂﬂﬁ%1 efa nuaus
CI/N‘I/iiJﬂL!f]J‘]_llliJ‘ViMullﬂullﬁﬂﬁuﬁlfﬂmWTQJﬂ@ﬁiJHGU’OQﬂ Lluuﬂfﬂﬂﬂmﬂﬂﬂﬁ]%mﬁﬂ L’iﬂﬂ’lﬂ general factor
Lwaumﬂmﬂumuﬂimmu
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356159990 CMB

3% Partial correlation procedure

. A v A A Y Ay zg Y = Y VY Al
marker variable Antlavefinaainveaunas1avuln binewedla o nuaulsouly
a =X Y AvY o X 9 9 g Y Y ' 9y A Y
NIOULUIANUAAMTITE UNITes uTudesai e 1idnoursno uAHDE |9
o o Jd d
1han1éinsizr CMB domurnIaiing e Nhegaveuudoun 1w

, 2 Y,
GlJmeijJmu’mi]Gl"])’

Yy 1 9
v A o QU

A A Jd
1) §17 ﬂ‘ldfl@jﬂ ANIVINNTTUVIUNTIANIIEH Data cleaning-EFA-CFA-SEM W%'E]

9 2 1 1 A 9 v o ¢ 1 < Y
2) a319vu Insuas lunevesnuaiulsau 1I¥uEAnY firm performance N 1%

: = :
marker variable 111 firm ownership

3) Hen iyt a1uRedt U social desirability (SD)

2R9ANARTNAN T AT, NUAT WIULNA NPRTIATIA NMINE NI NAT U



Social desirability scale

N o

U801 social desirability 41U 7 YBUDY Fischer and Fick (1993) Uil

1.

A WD

)

c;’i ' <A YA
UNANNUDUUNTND U

A Y A ¢ YA
: NUTQ%%THL@Tﬂﬁ%Tﬂ%H%Wﬂ@@H

Y '
MUAT RAITMNHALENONITANUHA

. UINF

Y
 VNATIMUYIET VNN W

Y
v ' ~4 A Y]
ﬁ\CIcV]TL!ﬂﬁuﬂ§1u1uﬂ’313\lﬂﬂﬂlﬂﬂﬁjlf’)\1

19 A o A YA ~
JJEﬁﬂﬁ\lﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁWﬂ?ﬂJlﬂJ@ﬁ@ﬂllﬁﬂﬂﬂ'ﬂﬂlﬁﬂﬁTﬂ

1 ' 9 ' o 1 ~ o ¥
e lasasesldseunsundyavesmunnasen lazviielnas



social desirability scale

N

Y
¥ . . S . =
VDN social desirability LUUE® 5 UDVDI Haghighat (2013) AU

1 ng Y 9/d' 3}1 ~ Y
1. T]Tufﬂgﬂuclﬁﬁiﬂu‘v]‘ﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂv\lﬂﬂu
1 o 9}d' 1 I <@ o 1 g
2. ‘vnuﬁ@u/uuz‘m@auamﬂimuﬂm@mmu
d' eV 1 o 1 ~4 o @ 1 (%
3. !JJ@?Uﬂ1ﬂ31%$ﬂ1/ﬂ$%38ﬂﬂ1ﬂ%38@Tllul!
4. MU luwayen

d' = d' 1 1 9)
5. Lhﬂhﬁlﬂﬁmﬂl’iﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂaﬁ\lﬂ‘V]TLlfﬂzUlllﬁl&!ﬂﬂ’w



I5n31900U CMB
2. 9% Partial correlation procedure 51 1 Partial out general factor (Tehseen,
Ramayah and Tejiran, 2017)
YA Jd a Y Y o N 1 o) Y v J
IHAUATIZHNTOVUUIANNAANITIVBLAIVUNNAT R voIamlsHaans
9 & A Yy < v 1 o v Jd SA
L@Wll’J N UUINY general factor Iﬁlﬂuﬂfﬂﬁ]ﬂﬁ%ﬁ@uﬂ@’JLLﬂﬁNam/\l‘ﬁ (NAD
A Y, Y A o v J v @ A 9 1 Y, Y
ﬂTiLWiJGnLL‘]Jiﬂ’J‘UﬂiJ) Eﬂll@]’Jl!f]J’iNﬂﬂW‘ﬁ‘lfiﬂW@]?ﬂLWNiﬁuﬂnﬂ@3 1an
lld ~ ' I 211 = 1 o ' nl ldf]l
WIIUNYUAT R™ D101 R™ LUWUAUFALTAII FNUUNTT CMB
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Aax
15033390 CMB
Ax , , Ax A ,
35 Partial correlation procedure 359 I Partial out general factor

(Tehseen, Ramayah and Tejiran, 2017)

1 Y
NBUAIUANAIY general factor WAINILUANAIY general factor

FS

TRIANAATIANGET A9, NG Wae vN @ NARTIATA NUINE NI THA VU 23



35013598990 CMB

3% Partial correlation procedure 51 2 Partial out marker variable (Lindell and

Whitney, 2001)
3% Partial out marker variable (Lindell and Whitney, 2001) Ty Marker variable

9 v SA o ' 9y A A v o J '
LGIJTEJ%!,‘U‘U@’JLL‘]Jﬁﬂ’J‘UﬂiJ (ﬂﬂ@@]’lllfﬂﬁﬁ’n\l) LAININTUINATHTUNWUDT IS INN marker
YNV d v v 1 U=|
variable NUAML5UHIDUS AN FUWRUTFIN 0.3 UdAIIl CMB

Marker
variable

FR9ANAAINANTE P19, NUAT NIENA NIAITIATA NNV IRIMATUIN 24



Aad
I5M39a9U CMB
§ Partial correlation procedure 357 3 Partial out a “Marker” variable

(Podsakoff et al., 2003)
Partial out a “Marker” variable (PodsakofT et al., 2003) UV

~ (oY ded

9/ Y <4 Y
157 1 mNﬂumfﬁ‘m 1 1¥nziu998v09 general factor 1 ua s

1a A
Marker
variable

D ad)
=)}

AU Lgmfﬁu%f marker variable 1Huaudsauay

'ﬂ'ﬂuﬂ’J‘]Jﬁ]JJﬁ)’JEJ Marker variable ORGP ‘lJmJ@%)’JEJ Marker variable
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I5n31989U CMB
3. Correlation matrix procedure (Bagozzi, Yi and Phillips., 1991)

Y
A A A

3. Correlation matrix procedure ’J‘ﬁ‘L!W%ﬁﬂH%TﬂGHﬁNﬂ?ﬁ‘lfiﬁﬂwu‘ﬁ

= 1

i%‘lfi’JN@nLLﬂﬁLLNQ mmuﬂmmﬂimmawﬁwuﬁmfm 0.9 !,!,amam
. ] <3
CMB (sunple correlation Lﬂmwuw%mnﬁ@um’swiamaumqu)
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A5M57989U CMB
4. Multicollinearity (Kock, 2015)

4. Multicollinearity (Kock, 2015) 751 71tu2Aa11010 CMB Tudoya Arnnunaia

9
v A W 1

°4
ma@ngmsmm1"11J°lumaeumgaﬁummmmwmmmﬂﬁiagumﬁa

Xjj = 7\ijFi + u)eieij;i =1,2,3;j=1,2,...,m; nmaiu
— }\IJFI + (,l)MM + (oeiei]-;i — 1,2,3 ;j — 1,2, oy MY



A5M57989U CMB
4. Multicollinearity (Kock, 2015)

I5ATAPUNABNITUIINA VIF 9071 3.3 (Ringle, Wende and Will,

2020) 1150 1 ("R R? gan31 0.70 H30 14 1M31¢ VIF = —

9) 1
) 01N

uaaINNUyr1 CMB



257319890 CMB
5.9% Measured Latent Marker Variable Approach (MLMY)

5. 95 Measured Latent Marker Variable Approach (MLMY) (Chin, Thatcher,
White and Steel, 2013) a2197001uf LR erudeoumuinsud vl
marker variable Ta561019 191511 social desirability WiotTasaaulad LRt
AUNTOULUUIANUAANTINY TaenvualiiliiuIu hitsen 4 Vo011
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3561539990 CMB

5. MLMV 351 1. Construct Level Correction (CLC)

[ 9J
351 1. Construct Level Correction (CLC) 1% 1% Marker variable @99n5wa 11/¢4
muﬂmvlqmﬂm (wmﬂmﬁ 1150051 PLS 22 llu@umm“lwvﬁ’“lmsm%mauﬂamu
v Aov K 9}

A1 1 A%y 1IN39899A9 991101 a4 Marker variable gm‘l’mm%ﬂmumm
d01m31%)

N155U CLC ﬂi%ﬁu‘]d_]u 2 ﬂ%ﬂﬁmﬁ@%\iﬁ Marker variable ﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁﬂllaglﬁ@
i3 Marker variable 8 11/8nnsaniia mmiuliiinandulszansdunia R
LAZA 1 Wasulasliimudanseld dlieudauansinlifidyn cMB Tunm
a0l %5810 R? —R5,a11 — a1, b1y —byq.ta11 — tang.
th11 — tb21

2R9ANARTNAN T AT, NUAT WIULNA NPRTIATIA NMINE NI NAT U



A
I5M33a9U CMB
5. MLMV 351 1. Construct Level Correction (CLC)

NOUAIUANAIY Marker variable WAINIUANAIY Marker variable

FR9ANAAINANTE P19, NUAT NIENA NIAITIATA NNV IRIMATUIN
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50539991 CMB
= |

|

5. MLMYV 951 2 Item level correction (ILC)

A a A = Y A v Ao < v
35N 2 Item level correction (ILC) T5UILITONAWINDWAIFIAUINNIZIIUMITTUTY
Y Y
%30 dNA Marker variable Usin%3a 4 Yo auilsudls X, X, uag Y Tar¥iadanilsas 3

0 ITAUNUNTAD ]

1) 1% Marker variable mwaﬂﬁmu“lﬂé”qﬁa%’i’ﬂ n 17 blu‘l/]lgl;u 9 9 a1 Tagas1uily
LV ﬁ‘]JNﬂanmmq'ﬁmmmmmummmaﬂw Lv 115 lU8ia%3a o sy PLS algorithm
02| & a5 ANt Iduma 1 ¢ 1 residual 18z R o U bootstrap 9% 1aA1 standard error

(se)

I )
A A A

2) ﬁﬁwmm%’mimmﬂ residual + se*VR2 maqwﬂmmmm oF “lﬂﬂﬂm

3) 5uve 1) ’e‘)ﬂmmmﬂmamimmma 2) umzﬁaumammuﬂiwmnﬁmm/m
A1t iay R? mgmmmﬂu“lumu%ﬂuﬁmm“lmﬂmuw"| cMB uaaiayn cMB 1dihdeya
auto 2) Tl umsiasizinseuuuIANUAANTIT



5. MLMV 3

O

=
b

Aad
51539090 CMB

N 2 Item level correction (ILC)

13
AR TN

7 73 W63 Waelvna NARTNATE NUINE AT TNA U
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misun lvifayrin CMB

1. 2% ILC (Chin, Thatcher, White and Steel, 2013)

Y A N 9 o 1 o A

2. Ejﬁlfll!iﬂlﬁ]!,!,u”lﬂ’ﬂuﬂ’mﬂﬁﬁJ15@11“])’ﬂ3°"1J’3°L!ﬂT§ Data cleaning-EFA-

I~
CFA-SEM Lﬂumimmuﬂﬂmm ﬂio,mumimﬂumﬁf;ummﬂumummm

’Jﬂ%ﬁJﬂﬂ!ﬂ MATINUAUNRAD convergent validity, discriminant validity, AVE

: o A Aa g Y Y Y] A a 9
uazin3oanguedulseansidumatazdodnuvesduilseansidunia
< a
Gy ldauassunssusazus un



nmstesnuilvitnailarin CMB (Jordan and Troth, 2019)

v 9J
1) Weudodsruaelisanuniinglsasnos 15 12 IvAneounavediels o
o, ° Y, Y, s S, ~ Y, < ' o
Joya 1oz 15 Anevse ladse Teries 15 Anovazi@esaiunnuiudiuay

malln u,ao,Nmamw”lmummwamm%ﬂ/mmwum@“lu
2) smm‘uaauamw“lwaﬂ’ammww TasinTaenn “lmamma (B UUAIN

1ATY 1119) 155z Teadre Tudl 2 anuviue (9 Seu¥eu Loz 139) 113019
uuua@umnmwwmuﬂmm

3) NUIUTo N IuLAaTYIf (m%mmmmuﬂmﬂq) llﬂJﬂ’J’iiJi]TL!’J‘LHJE]L‘Imﬂ‘H
4) Guaanﬂmmammﬂimimmﬂmmuammﬁmmﬂummuam

IANANR MR 9L AT JJ"LJM"‘j‘ 1Bk ANTNG WU A UINA LA



mstesnulilvinaifamn CMB (Jordan and Troth, 2019)

Yy

5) § Wdeya (data source) tignriuaeuAed Indoyavesdunl sdaszuazdulsauiuny
azAUNY ﬁ}’qﬁgﬁaﬂmﬁ’umsﬂﬁaEmmﬁmm (acquiescence response) ﬂ”l’i@]ﬁ)‘]JmﬂJ@”l’ﬁJﬂf
visoansaziderlina lanszisaeunnyla (dispositional mood) itazmsnen lHiaes
AR (social desirability) AI981915

Warihaulsziiuwamsdfinaueswmingu minnuaeuanyuz e (trait)
anuitaneleluau anuianAaveUYIA (moral obligation)
9, anfneiS oA MANA Iz UMY MinauvsneumIsTuaie 1 gnd
Foaun1u1ne 1§91 unannay (impulsive buying)

AUTUSO-Alaees  wanmi-andes  uwndauld  aj-ainisou
WHNUIMA N5 8 multiple source 1931A312 1 UoYAA18 multilevel analysis

2R9ANARTNAN T AT, NUAT WIULNA NPRTIATIA NMINE NI NAT U



nmstesnuilvtnailarin CMB (Jordan and Troth, 2019)

Q d' Q/ Q/
6) Usunlasuanuazuinsia
Y v J v ' <y ' . .
(D uasIanareguuua1enu sz v199ual s 1954 Job Satisfaction
9 @ A ¢ 9 L , o q Yo
lduast lamnesnanueasssuluesnns1¥u1as semantic differential N191439
< 4 Y ' . 1 1
lTaraeuuy audluuuy latnesneratsulvilviatea (scale point) (¥4 3, 5, 7 AN
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