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Structural Equation Modelling Forward to Researchnovation

on Business Administration

Tanaporn Kaewcheed'

Abstract

his research article aims (1) to guidelines of using structural equation meta analysis to

Tshow the results of the study process. And (2) to summarize the steps to be used in

social science for business administration research. Explain the important functions of structural
equation metaphysics analysis from the research on documentary research methodology and
propose a way to develop the use of statistical values to explain the analysis results. Starting
from the process of comparing and collecting data from different research papers, the key steps
in the application of Meta-analytic structural equation model. The aim is to determine what
is found in common. The differences and relationships that emerge from research studies are
defined as research in the field of social sciences and use data collection tools by processing
evidence from data sources and related research from documentary research. Set the time
range, show the independent variable studied significant performs a causal influence analysis.
Findings are as follows: To summarize the results of the research study on the following

topics: (1) The magnitude of the influence that affects the variables as studied. Displays the
influence size and values. (2) The primary variables in this synthesis are variables expressed as
correlations and levels of correlation, indicating the measures that show the greatest correlation
coefficient and the knowledge from the analysis. (3) The relationship between the primary
variable and the variable of interest. Explaining the results of the study, it was found or not
that there was both direct and co-influence according to the level of statistical significance.
(4) Direct and indirect influence of primary variables to dependent variables by testing the
consistency between the theoretical model created by the researcher by causal influence

analysis.
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ukls (latent variables) sfidof fie anunsousndpuaaIawdeulunsTneenanaAzLLuTld vinls
mamﬁmwﬁgﬂG’Taamﬂsﬁuuazmmmmauﬁwmmmﬁ%’dﬁmmsaumiﬁmenLLazauyagm Tauans
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enBaduiudsanaszsiu (Sirmon, Hitt, & Ireland, 2007) uenaninInnsieszieiuudaunis
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gndeseuanliiasanld (Shadish, Cook, & Campbell, 2002) uenanidewaianisieseieiuu
\Baaunslassainsensnsarumnudiudiuuassiaudsnnnsinusssulgugiiiuanseiuld aavhe
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T wEorunfeg19uINNIIRIWIL 250 Fegns d19BsmdnnIsinuAvLIAdIg s ion ATz
Padeluauidenadenuenans Saris and Stronkhorst (1984) AildAnwndeiiadludes dadmanily
Saris, Revilla, Krosnick, and Schaefe (2010); Saris, Satorra, and Sérbom (1987); Saris, Satorra, and
van der Veld (2009) #39n15mvunfI0813989 Anderson and Gerbing (1984) laaduein vun
Hegeiimnzaulunsieszitadelussduyaravessuysludnuagidanuduiudideamnast
guniogsldmningiuan 100 feghs wenanni Lindeman, Merenda, and Gold (1980) Timug
sasdusEIuIamegeReduIum s fimessomuusitesidu 20 wiike 1 wisfimesvie
FuUsdunald Jsaenadosiiu Hair, Black, Babin, and Anderson (2010) llidefansanvuinsiesn
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WU 10-20 whvasdumnsines mavaaeusemada  aziunlifiasufiasanfsumdninn
893U (Anderson & Gerbing, 1984) vilvuamuusluglunsyhunenaniousiuinsusuniuuusiass
\iornuaenadas (fit) S19densrundsanvdnnsiansannsiinnsaniuuusassiiiantuia
naundufuteyadsUszindnielilagldisnsiins et ilensiaaoumunsswesgULUUTRER9TaN
MnAadd ° Alifdoddynieeda egdlsfinunmsldaain g2 msldfonuszdaseds Wesen
fadid y? danslisovnavesnguiiedns wazimndudsdanalideyaidnuarvesnisnszaiei
Lifuldsund videddrurusuusidengu (categorical data) Msnageudea y* Sunliuiozufias
auyAgIUuiU (Goldstein, Rasbash, Plewis, Draper, Browne, Yang,... & Healy, 1998) dlesegned
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mwaaummﬂamﬁmﬁammsi'f’mﬁmuazgﬂéfm (Bentler & Yuan, 1999) dmsunisinAunaunau
vosuUaesungiugiu IiRnsanndndiumesenadn e df fimsiiantiesndt 2 ((Ydf < 2)
wennimsiasanmunaunduesuULsaeanmReg 9 (Hox, 2002) sail (1) Seiinszau
AunaNn&Y (Goodness of fit indices—GFI) (2) Adailinseiuanunaunduiiufuuings (Adjusted
Goodness of fit indices—AGFI) Fslagvialu GFI uaz AGFI afosfimnszning 0 e 1 uiflvausuldaasd
ANLNNT1 0.90 (3) Andiilsnvesanadefddesvesdrnde (Root Mean Square—RMS) (4) Fdal
ﬁﬂmaqmLaﬁaﬁﬂﬁqaawaqmumﬁammgm (Standardized Root Mean Squared Residual--SRMR)
(5) AsisnuesAndeiidraevasnnurainaden (Root Mean Square Error of Approximation--
RMSEA) B3fn RMR SRMR Lay RMSEA fifmsilatiesnn 0.05 Ssazasuldtoasuiuuudiansaonados
fiuteyaiBeUszdny Diamantopoulos and Siguaw (2000) kae (6) ARl Tucker-Lewis (TLI) AasiiAn
1N 0.90 il miungusegsitlivhiumsfionsaneunaunduvesdui RMSEA uazen %/df
Wiy (Muthen & Muthen, 1998) Tumanduiuilesanuunndessdiauduiusfunsysyanae
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dudildnanundredu

a Y a

H1un1sSusasamMwaInaudfvinisddensasineg (TC) aglungun 1 arvrdeauaans



894 Ph.D. in Social Sciences Journal Vol. 15 No. 3 (September - December 2025)

nsdllunsAnuideansuimnsgsiafoafunginssuesdnsiinmsiiauedaogaiidlugauds
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wazeSueAudiuslumadendainailans 4 wuudiaes WignseuiumsiUieuiieuauauysel
uazAuAnRdBIYBILUUT AR AN sTAsta uloUstfiuNaveInTileTgimuduiusaIndoya
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FEMINAU VIRIMUTING uaﬂmﬂﬁmﬂﬂ"ﬁmmmﬁ%’aéfam‘jmsﬁmumamuﬁgm (srufsannfigiuid
faudsiniv) W%E)LLUUﬁ’]ﬁ@ﬂﬁm;ﬂﬁﬂwTjﬁﬁ’JLLUiﬁzﬁﬁa’lEJﬁLfJuL‘Mﬂ (antecedent) WananasofwUsTIANY)
Tushuuunisdians Mediation model Tuieulynsiidnvessinuusivg ddunrmddny e vie
AU wuuSae Ul fianuseldUsyleriannanuainsavesmsiess e i us
aun1slassalunmslvideyadedn aduremsivuanseududsitegneiiefuls 4 duds Fall
TunsdlfiAetesiusuys fe drdueuduiuduuuusniissy n sy v — A = 9 figududduany
Fuituduuuiiaewes n Sy @ = 9 = 1 Seldniiuluwamaniansadsudisuiudisuany
Fuiusifeadesiusuusiunesennuduiudnimsiegiaty n = a = 1 Jadsunsounuipals
EniuuuLsILAzLULTIdes TuneuTeveInsEuIunsuRnNsauLIRRTINISBaInsat e ld
senseulnAngave ienseunwiAndnasauutnesiy Tuunsnsdlifiuuudassitseylimmihis
aenndpatutayauasiinituornausnuunemdsiiassiulasguifmuiud sadnsiidosnisfing
(post hoc model) uaﬂmﬂﬁmiizuLLUUﬁTwaaqmmaa&f@ Endogeneity tioaSurenansisauaznns
AUNY é’aﬁ?umiﬁmummauumﬁmﬁ%’mLf\m%aﬁﬂf\]ﬁﬁmm%umauﬁ

Fupoudt 2 ﬂ'ﬁ"“almwzﬁaﬁmut%'mmmssausmﬁﬁagamﬁ%’aLﬁamﬁmezﬁaﬁmulﬁm%a
fumsssymsiesgieAunuitldinfeussavsnnmieruindvsna (effect sizes) vosiidelaei
winnslunsiasieeRunudountind (anudnnismenasuilidminauideudastusaenis
frshmtinanANLuAnNAe L BENaLarwIndaeg 1 dumsiuInndundUTe ALY
wUsUTIU (inverse variance) 50lagn1SUSLUNUAIBNENEG AUNANNITIATILROALTUVBIAUENNUS
JIUUBIEBIILUS (bivariate correlations) 9INMSANYIVBILITEAIDENS WA IRUNSAlUATIATIZIA
aﬁmuiumiﬂszmmmm@m%wa%ﬁaaLLUaaLi‘]uLm‘%ﬂmmgmﬁ’ﬂU (common standardized metric)
reudunsgy dRemmuaiisndul sy avsandiniug (correlation coefficients) ddaysiovuindvwadidiy
1A luENN1SA1S0nneY (regression) svuavesrduUss Avaavdiusun s udunatnannis
mMuuARIALaE TUILYBILUS IuaNNIANENTUSYB L UUTIaBINSanneY (Hunter & Schmidt,
2004) luduneviliniseiluwnltufiasdyfvaaumsalneiinansenunsimsizdoiunuldanse
ﬁﬂqumivﬁ’mmﬁaamﬂﬁﬁagaﬁmmmﬂﬂ uitymilsuds (1) dumsnaddmsunsinuiiiiedos
ALnTINISEU Rt uLay/MIoretu (2) Aededniteidvemanuiioveranduiud (Shadish,
1996) (3) suiunsenesudunusedeuisise (@) LLV]Uﬁﬁ’JLLUiﬁﬁangNﬁ’aﬁﬁuu’lﬁ@ﬂﬁ’lﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁuiu
fauUs 10U "$unu (surrogate)” Eby, Freeman, Rush, and Lance (1999) (5) %@mjuémﬂiﬁ%y’umauﬁ
2w138N31 AMMUA Construct LawwﬁgﬂL%@ﬂiﬁi’fmm}wnmamé’mﬁué (Viswesvaran & Ones, 1995)
(6) 14 Two-stage structural equation modeling Tunsadiauusansaunsinseadne Ssasyinig
Sansanfivmmelulnesnlusd (Cheung & Chan, 2005; Fan, Jackson, Yang, Tang, and Zhang (2010)
(7) donmafintugslumsladeya 1 Full information maximum likelihood (FIML) (Cheung, 2008)
(8) Ivunmdnsnaiaasluavunndvznadivameluian (Viswesvaran & Ones, 1995) uag (9) aon
"“;%ﬂizmmm%y’uqﬁm%’wmm%m’%waﬁﬁmmmalﬂ (Robbins, Oh, Le, &Button, 2009) lutunouidodu
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(1) - (3) manarududsiiisUszasdiiganinlddoyasielagliinisdanisduwiAnvsedausedny

9
aaa ¥ U A

wimnldanunsailddeduiiBuidagmsidendinge fe siinveulslunsise (Viswesvaran &
Ones, 1995)

FafifasTlunsmsieseieduny fe mnflwwiliduinegddulsvaneawdyivanunisal
Fifvundregnaiatuinlilunsdnamanduiuslumsiesviedunildn wedamadenlunis
wiladaymndl fio (1) dadsenduedn (haminic mean) (Burke & Landis, 2003) (2) Mmsimuauuy
Smallest total sample size (Roesch & Weiner, 2001) (3) ﬂ"lﬁﬁag"lu (median) (Tokunaga & Rains,
2010) %38 (4) ARAIATANN (arithmetic mean) (Graham, 2011; Judge, Bono, llies, & Gerhardt,
2002) Anedeansueiindiwinlag k/(1/N1 +1/N2+..+1/Nk) Tnefl k Wiy $ausu Meta-analytic
correlations waz N1 ... Nk uanednadawmnasegnatomausazauniildmuinusas Avosandummug
Tumsimszieiunu Brown, Tramayne, Hoxha, Telander, Fan, & Lent, 2008) Aadeansueiniuidu
Fudeniidesmsmeziuiindvinavesrinnuazdafinmdvdnaiifivinadnnitaeamz vzl
VgﬂmmﬂmlﬂﬁmﬁﬁaﬂﬂdﬁmLaﬁlﬂLa‘Uﬂﬁm (Johnson, Carter, Davison, & Oliver, 2001; Landis, 2013)

Funoudl 3 mslnTeiaunsiasEs WenmuLuusaosEunslassade dfidomszmiingy
anudululafiaglaaliduuinvesermuduiusannnisiasgieAuiu (W a1 Eigenvalues 1u 0
sotduAau) i‘]mmﬁﬁwﬁumﬂ%@;ﬂammmmaLmémﬁmsamﬁawéauﬁlﬁuwa']ﬂﬂws'imeﬁaﬁmu
p1ilnaTINeydmiuuIedn viseduusassitenaiiaranduniusiuas warnisusingleyaliasy
o1athlugnslimaianisladoyadiviemelusnifuluves Eby et al. (1999) Fudtamidululs
waneUsens wiouldunsdldlusunsudniazu LISREL (linear structural relations) u nsiden
ANSuAULU Alternative global vi3enisidonAsufuiinugnddudmiunisussanamnimes
venniiinideanansodanstutlgmilaneulag mMsveevieriunguunauidenazanyavessiauls

AudTUSAusEinite vide anuduiusiuneluressegsluamAfefisiusundng
vanefa deyaiimiloutuinniiuluniefusegsiindoadsiusnnlumsussinasuindvsna A
Adendstufangn (9u wnadvsnailinangansinuniilideyayaied) dnadulymdiunds
INS12A159710 generalizability ¥09Wan153981nn5IlATIE0ANU (Combs, Ketchen, Jr, Crook, &
Roth, 2011) Faii Geyskens, Steenkamp, and Kumar (2006); Glass, McGaw, and Smith (1981) nala
lumsieneiiivadadsinnsuuzihfuelui (1) srusmmandiiusiiistosehaiitoddyiommn
MNnusariogiiensinnsandiy (2) MnunraduiuanuuRaiindeadaiu aandu (3) wmindl
msfnymanssafelugadeyaifefuimuariouisd Benandiniusmudiegaifvuelngni
e danunsaldiansadiauuu Generalized least squares (GLS) iRnannuwnadnina sfaiuisens
TanUsznamsmfiwesfiuduginin3s Traditional ordinary least squares (Furlow & Beretvas, 2005;
Shadish, 1996) gavhe 3nmadenuilsdonisliuuudunanisiinsziefuunsensiinszsiefiuu
naneseAy (Random effects meta-analyses %38 multilevel meta-analytic) 91U MASEM (Erez,

Bloom, & Wells, 1996; Van Den Noortgate & Onghena, 2003)
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Fupouit 4 M3TBNURNaNTITE Meta-analysis reporting standards (MARS) Wiensrmue
mmimuazmmmﬁaﬁa a (Aytug, Rothstein, Zhou, & Kern, 2012; Kepes, McDaniel, Brannick,
& Banks, 2013) 3ilanudndulunisesueisnmslasunnvesnuifousazatulunsfnwuasiiases
v (tu Fasdamsiudeyaiiviame) uazesuisdnvazvewininniesudsiszyluuuuiians
aonadosiunUfuRumsynlundnnisnnmemummnssunssuvieltdndnualliliasludiauiie
wandLUsula (atent variables) warnslddaudnualdndsufiuidmsusuusdunald (observable
variables) WWIMNINISTIBURANTITAUNY (1) 4519915197 sUsEanansTeMua AU Tus 3
A1z Ruunuuaesiinls (5audaamnudeiu 95% dmiunsazannuduiud) S1uueiey
Anwdnsuusazanuduiug (0 wazsuafiegiaianun (N) (2) SieuNansIngouLiazaSaLUY
$rapsaunislaseadne vafuususs (construct) wagdudsiidunald way (3) sreeurnduuszans
seuTTudReuyneadiA Standard errors wagtsATesiu 95% (@) TenunansnaaeulyIsnsins e
efuBsaumslasedusazafwauusaedasnsiiouiisussnineiduUssavalunuusaos

nsaAUsena

WWINNYIAUINITNTIAT g At ulaunisiasiasiaiiauenssuinds 5 nseuiisns
Auukazimadalunisianisiudeyaluusasnszuinisanmanismaaeddd wasmsduaidaingan
SRty anuddynsvestvunszdouisidedensidolUinaiioadanuusiaes
aumseuduiusiinnallinssiunuuudssrindnuusaouduemnuinsians waziedeslo
sefouiiifedlunisianuuuassaunslasaiaduuumeitedlfunsraenndduiossus
anudiuduasiiomuasnsfunvalivayunguiaresuneunngmaallubsuimagsio dnenmly
nslideyavenssaunssuilensisasulnssanmansiuusvesns@nmanandaiunsidedudn
neliAndeyavinalrgannmsfinuinmeliesisenauuasiviavainyvans 9nUseavanavensyuIuns
$raesaunslasiassaiuLaznsUsuusLuTintudes q Weaffuvuiiieuaonndos
waraisdayaideinilamsanzasnniu umdsfiningiefinudaunislasadaldinaue
yunesivenseenluTsiniduanusaiunuaulaluiiuuudiassiiazvioufiansounsyhauuazymes
vm'wqwﬁﬁmmmﬁmims’mﬁuL‘%‘Iau"l,ﬁu&uauLﬁumaqmﬁmeﬁaﬁmwuL%qammﬂmaa%ﬁaﬁa%maﬁ
nownthil Tuuuameinanazteliiniteannsossyléd anuduiudladauddgsenuidely

Va v a

uAR AsdAgAsmallalan1TIATIEieANUTIELNTlATIEse Ao HademsianudlanluiEes

U
¥
a v v A

AnszefunularnslinssimesUkuvaunsdalanaiaduiugudnnsiendonldlusunsuads
Rausainilsntunsm vt ete kA dy Ao MUN AU LUIN T 9AY

JoLduBLuY
AT IATIEMBALUIIAUNNTLASIESS Falldaannmavansyseniseauly 819 nsiasizviaduu
Weaunslassaislufivsslevdluaniunisalfuinauyfgnuvisowuudnaeaniuien wse n15ATeY
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aAuudsaNNslaseasie lllaldaulsasadululmsadielivainindiainaddunsuntndinisine
PaulalumanduiusanNTIAT LB ALNUYS DA ENEUNUSVRINSANL LN NAFBULUUINABINES19TL
AINE ¥3BUIIN MTATIwBANuBEunsiassa et lleyy it deasuineaiulasadiugs

[

a1 (causal model) usfduaosfiodmsunsUssuiisunuudiassniudenuazdeliinide

[

aunIndnTgiann sINAstudeyalieusedny wunnillgenadesiulTvgymedaumans &

Piduin msfinuiumsauniiesfnvilasaheouvuiaesdildsutoyaiifogesednauiignuas
Fufinfiuuusaosiigosniilddety

MsiauoUINIIMT IR Anudannislasiadduaddifunsduaseiuuunimsau
vnduundedeyarugiindwesiiogiauiaznguly vieuuniluandnsiulsezihlugnsiases
aAuuTEINTiATIaseluaN vauERENNAUERY (sub-group) WUNIIAMUAYBULYARITLEAEINNTTH
msennsdlnuideluanundesvesansdumans iilofnwdrSnavessuusiiiu (moderating effect)
18 warluadsilgsliosusuumensinneiuuungudes nmsfnwadaiidunisiesed MASEM
fduameRanauiteiidudnvasidduaiiemgiosnunduwamaiaznssuiunsanuduius
e nveInsUsEnalY LﬁaﬁmumLLaza‘%mstij’umaumsﬁﬂﬂzjmiﬂizqﬂﬁlﬁt’fLLasLmﬁﬂmﬁmﬂ’ﬁ
ﬁ’usﬁaaﬂaIumsﬁﬂ‘mﬂ%gam'avl,ﬂamwsaﬁﬂaaﬁmmiﬁlé’mﬂmﬂm’mﬁ MASEM ldvenenaidunside
Faveaasiiefnwdninavesadusing o edueanudify nszuiung wasidesidanareusensi
asodfininlinudnsiausuuiassaunisiasiaedfifsusiiu Insdnwisfiunis

sgenevnardntslunsaziifvesiulsuaznadndoonundudmguiaoly

a Y a
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