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Abstract

This study aims to the mediating role of work meaningfulness on the effects of skill variety, task
significance, job autonomy on intention to stay the Employees of Pneumax Company Limited. The
sample are 208 of the Employees of Pneumax Company Limited. The questionnaire is employed as
research instrument. Data is analyzed by the structural equation model (SEM). The results showed that
the level of the satisfaction in skill variety and job autonomy are highest level while task significance, work
meaningfulness and intention to stay are high level. The hypothesis tests had been found that skill variety,
task significance and job autonomy have a positive influence on work meaningfulness have a positive
influence on intention to stay. the mediation results show full mediation of work meaningfulness on the

effects of skill variety, task significance, job autonomy on intention to stay.
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(S.D.) 0.686,0.707 W@y 0.746 snUaPU LLﬁzéﬁLLﬂiﬁﬁmmﬁaﬁaaﬁqﬂﬁa é‘hLLiJimmé‘?ﬂamaauiﬁﬂ'mﬁ"a (Mean)
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AYLANUFDAARBIFUNUS (CFI) = 0.998, AvlATUFAAABRINANNAUANNWNS (NFI) = 0.929, A1 Tucker-
Lewis Index (TLI) = 0.998 wazArAunatnadaulunisuszanaaimsdmos(RMSEA) = 0.011 Feiu

naginnen wansdlinaiaududenadesiutoyaitelsedng Auwmnsedn 4
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A599 5 HaNIIVIAAOUANNAZIUN 1 - 4

AUUAFIU Hypothesis B C.R. NAANS
H1 SV > WM 0.126* 2.270 0.023
H2 TS > WM 0.212%*x 3.654 0.000
H3 JA > WM 0.736*** 9.509 0.000
Ha WM > 1S 0.767%** 8.899 0.000

'
o w aada

NG * vaeDe seRutidAynneadiifisedu 0.05 (p<0.05) , ** vanes seautisdfnvnainnsyeiu

0.001 (p <0.001), SV = ANUMaINRaIENIWinye, TS = ANUAIAYURNY, JA= Anuiidasylusu, WM =
Nuidianunang, IS = Anuadlandeg

9NAN5199 5 MIVAdeUALNAFIUYEINIA NYIANENTUS YesALIMAN AN BN N Y
anudAyvesruLazauidastlunuidvinadaindenuiifianuming waseuiidanumue 9
Svswadaundenudlansey TnslfuuudmesaumslassaindlunismagouauduiusiBsaingssng
faus agUnamsingiuuuTaosaunislasiainsaelsins AMOS SsteaniBendsil anamvannuany
mavinee euddresny uavanuiidasslunulidvinaduindenuiifinnumneg feduusyansnig
oaneuunsgIu (B) wirdu 0.1269 sefudad1Aymieaii 0.05 uay 0.212, 0.736 mud1du Aszéiu
WedAgyn19aia 0.001 LLazmuﬁﬁmmumaﬁ@w%waL%amﬂsiaﬂ’mmé?ﬂﬁ]ma&g fienduuszanianney
wasgi (B) = 0.767 fszfutiddgmieadfo otuasiuuhnesunslasedsiansalingnsalnudid
AUNUE LLazmmé’ﬂamag (fuusau) leseeay 60.2 (R square = 0.602) waviasaz 58.8 (R square
= 0.588) AU

2.2 mMinageUdnsnadeiuvesnuiiiaaminedidninadeiulunnuduiudsenineniny
sanvaenviney Ay luay maniidasslunu wasaruddaney

A5199 6 HANISNAABUINUNTANUNUNETBNSHAdE1UIUANUFUNUSTENINIANURAINNA N1V NEE
wazAUATlanseg

LHUNY nagauwuulall NAGFDULUUN C.R. P-Value Mediation
AudsAunans AudsAunans Type
1199159 NNATY M99
SV > IS 0.511%** 0.095 0.419** 1.668 0.095 Full
SV > WM 0.553%** 7.127 0.000 mediation
0.725%** 8.533 0.000
WM > IS

LR Funena seautedidgneadansedu 0.01 (p<0.01) , **vuned seautisddnnaainn
32U 0.001(p <0.001), SV = ANUVEAINVAIEMIVINYE, WM = niundannuvang, 1S = anusdlanseg

= oA A o < Ao o DA
NI 6 Wi WenedeulagiiumulsAunaanuninurINgsEnILUTRY Ao AW
wannnaensinwzkazikUsaudeauaslansey wuii dardudszdnsnisanaeeuinsgiu (P) =
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0.095 Fsdananas wazlufitud1Agy19ads (p > 0.05) fadu undaNurIBNSNaUnTALRLE
darnuluanuduiusseninsanunainatensinveuar AN slandeg Jad sinukuuauy sal( Full
mediation) (Baron & Kenny,1986:1173-1182)

AN 7 NANITVAABUNUNTAMNRLNBIEENSNad N 1L UAMNFUNUS TENINANNEIA YUY LA
RRHENEGRG]

Wume  negauwuuladdl NagULUU C.R. P-Value Mediation
fauUsAunans fauUshunans Type
N9 N9 VI"I\?E’J’EIZJ
TS > 1S 0.520" 0.071 0.346" 1.255 0.209 Full
TS > WM 0.520" 0.510%** 0.209  mediation
WM > IS 0.749%**

NUEWR: * MUl sEAUTEEIAYN9EnANsEau 0.05 (p<0.05), ** nuede seaudedAysadan
2 0.001 (p <0.001), TS = ANUAIAYT09IL, WM = nufifinnnumag, IS = anusdlande

PNAN5T 7 nuan eneaeulasiindauysAunansnuiidanumineseninaiulsdy fe
mmé’]ﬁﬁyﬂuammmzﬁaLL‘Uimuﬁaﬂmm&gﬂama&J WU ﬁmé’uﬂszﬁwémsmaaammgm (B) = 0.071
Fefleitanasuazliiifoddymeadint > 0.05) ey nuiifanumnedusudsiunansiilaviuadasin
Tupuduitussgudndonanudmdiluerdnuazainudslansey Sedssiunuuanysal (Full
mediation) (Baron & Kenny,1986:1173-1182)

A1519% 8 NANTSNAFBUINUNTANUNLNeTdNSHad 1Ll uANUFUNUSTENINe Auddaseluay wag
AnuRdlanseg

LUNg nagounuuladl NAgoULUUR C.R. P-Value Mediation
fauUshunans FauUsAunans Type
N9ATY M9ATE  N9day
JA>IS 0689 -0.006 0.694 -0.067 0.947 Full
JASWM 0.809%** 10717 0000 mediation
WM > IS 0.797%** 7.247 0.000

N * NUEDe sEAUTEEAYNINEnANsEAU 0.05 (p<0.05), ** ugda seautedAynIaian
26U 0.001 (p <0.001), JA= AuilBaselusy, WM = niundanuming, IS = anusdlanseg

NA15197 8 nudn WeveaeulnefiuduUsfunansnuiiianaminesewinsiiuusiu fie A
fdasglunu LLazéTaLuhmmﬁammégﬂama&g wui feduuszavsnisanaesuasgiu (B) = -0.006 G
Anflanas warldfitedfayn1eadd (p > 0.05) sorfu uiifaumnaduiudsdunansiidsvsuadeing
1ummé’uﬁu§mmﬁ§aiz1umuLLazmmﬁuﬂamaaﬁadammwuauyiaﬁ (Full mediation) (Baron &
Kenny,1986:1173-1182)
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HaNsNAdeUBNTNad W uvesU dauvueddnsnad winuluaudunus seninemy
wanvanenwinee anuddyluny anuidasglunu wasanundlansey Awanddunsnd 9 1

A9 9 HANITNAADUANUAFIUN 5 — 7

GHEEL Hypothesis B C.R. P-Value NAANS
H5 SV—> WM — IS 0.095 1.668 0.095 gouSUALNRAFIU
H6 TS— WM — IS 0.071 1.255 0.209 goNSUANLAFIU
H7 JA — WM —> IS -0.006 -0.067 0.947 BONSUANLRAFIU

MNEWE: SV = ANUVaINVaNENIeinee, TS = ANNdAYeY, JA= anuiidasyluay, WM = el
AN, IS = AnuAslanseg

dsluazanusena

1. mwa,mmﬂwmamaﬁﬂwﬁﬁw%‘waﬁamﬂﬁfaqmﬁﬁmwwma fiAnduyseans nisannos
wmsg (B) = 0.126 mvmuuamﬂmmqaam 0.05 (p = 0.023) Fatiu maamvaum%m% 1 uanaliiiiu
Tudlossdunnumainanemainugigeiy sedvnuiifiarumneremiineuandinudenuuain
(Hackman and Oldham,1980:445—455)miwamaumwm%mmumyLﬂmsuuimmaqmﬂa@maﬂwmumaq
mudsaamanvatsnmsinuzdunililesduszneu vesadnvurresu MnuuAndingn (Faradila
et al,,2020: 293-302) AnwdvEnavesnndnuvurnuiideausiuluodnsiuunuminaisdsiiu
voansiuimnmmneesnulazmaAulaluoInvesesdnsuaziiiuyuauiiAsafumsiaunenugsiv
’Lum%‘wmﬂgmmé’ﬂmaé’wéﬁa%mmé’uﬁué@qmﬂiw’mﬂmé’ﬂwmmmua:ﬁmmQﬂﬁuiuaw%w Fapu
mannvaeresinue(Skil Variety) udumisasnadnuasvosuasanudiiusigndenatdlaenis
fuimumngveny

2. anuddnguesau fdvsnadauindonuiiinnumine feduszavimnnnssinasgu (B)
= 0.212 fiszAuifadrdyn1ada 0.001 (p = 0.000) Farfu ﬁaaau%’uamﬁg’mﬁ 4 wansliiiugi e
wﬁfﬂmuﬁisﬁummﬁﬂﬁ’zﬂummﬁuqﬁu anumngluureinnuasiiatudie nnnsAnwves
(Hackman and Oldham,1976:250-279) mnlaliaiudifgiun1seenuuukasiauauanyaer0991y
yoaminmu sz lUgnadnsussgdlangluiiiugedu auamvsmanisufohnugedu arufenelaly
miﬂﬁﬁamuqq"ﬁu TneapnnasanunIsAne (Allan,2017:174-182) ﬂﬂiﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁamumwﬁﬂLLﬁz%’Ui’lé‘fﬁﬂ
AuAAzANLEAYDIL A USlRT IR LAy AT BT suTvh Ssas Taundulugesdnaiadu
msvihnusazasegfusdnsaanndesiunisAnuues (Allan et al,2020:769-798) Wuinnuiiinavsne
ﬁ?ulﬂu?iaﬂmﬂummé’uﬁuﬁ‘izmNmméﬁigsuawuuazﬂw%m%mwsuamu

3. anuitdassluauiidvinadeuandonuiiiaumng fedulszaninisonnosunsgu (B)
= 0.736 Tiszsutiodfyn1aada 0.001 (p = 0.000) oty ﬁwamﬁuuaum&gmﬁ 3 wandlidiiugn Weaud
Sasrluauvesnniuiugsdu arunuislusuazd ududae 99013@nw7 (Hackman and
Oldham,1976:250-279) wuitAuanuueuesuazdnaludin1izdnla Fepuidaselusu u 1Tu 5
YBIAUANWAUEYBINY 2INNNTANWIYDY (Martela et al,,2018:9) 89ANTAITNITUIAAEN WL YDA
Welaelomaliyanaldinsagralunsanegadaszuasdndulansusdsmsinudinues Suilaveu
DEILANAIUAILTA Imaé’aﬁ%’ﬂﬁmum%umu WBnstunsiaunsensunly Yeymeng q dmeeues ay
fnavlfiAnaruidnsuiisveusderudniavessanuinndy deandesiunisfineves ( Martela et
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al,,2021: 103-631) wunanuddasylunisandulaluau LLa5n75w°7ﬂsziaszjﬂlﬁyaQaiumi‘v‘hmu LLANI
Tifudsnuddyvoussgdlalumehauvemtnem ammnduegiia uazanusjsiuvominay

4. ywifienumnsvesinauidninadeuandoausitlansey ferdulszaninisonnoe
wasgiu (B) = 0.776 fiszdutodrdameada 0.001 (p = 0. 0.000) Fatfu Sewonuauufgiuil 4 wandls
wiud essdunuiifiaruminevemdnanuiiugitu anuddlarsegasiutuge a1nn1sing Parul
Malik & Pooja Malik (2023) Wu11 WineIULAMUT TAUMINeT sdenad psfuAuTaULAY
AUEINITNVBIAY Né’ﬂﬁ’uwﬂfﬂmuwdwqamwﬁmL“L’]'mmml,a #Afiuan1201 3103 UINTBININLY
maqmamaﬂ’gmmﬂﬁ]mamquu AOAAABINUNITANEIVDY (Popaitoon,2022:26-36) WU’nmsuaUﬂmauum
navinuiiaenadestunmariviaswomnnniswinfanssumarivgnisnuiifarumngluns
v Jeazatiuayunrmdidureminensnudvesesdinslussezen

5. swiifanuneidvinadeinlunuduiussrieuvanaeneinus ke auila
GG finduuszandnisannesunsgiu (B) = 0.095 defidfianawuarlaifitddnmisadf(o > 0.05) 3
Wunisdeiuwuuanysal (Full mediation) 91nxan1s@nw1 (Baron & Kenny, 1986) nsiiesrnsle
A iuAIvananemeiney aduayuliininaueiuaeinveivainvangliimnzandv
ihiinrusuiintey dsmadenadnuusmuaraugniulue I uasinnurm sty waeddafiay
URnuiuesdng denadestuauiseves ves (Ropik et al,.2023:107-181) wuinaudarumuned
wansgnuludonansunsdiuszinsuysmsaduayuimihauiisud msadsn wavaadnuaruds
i nwed varnuatslunisdledonan1sufURuremineIu wag aennd a9iu(Yuvadee &
Prasopchai,2020:172-201) msﬁﬂmﬁﬁlﬁuj’mﬁmmLﬁmmﬁ‘uﬁqmé’ﬂwmzmﬂﬁmﬂ?jﬂﬁuﬁgﬂuéﬁu Na
dxNouUNaUaNMU Auauddasylunsfndulaluau AuAMIAUTRYIUY ATUANEIAYUD9IUY
LagFuANIVIAINVIaNBTeIinYE naenTualTiaIANRut lun sl sRadedeans vos
wﬁfﬂmwﬁmammﬂﬁﬁqﬂﬁsmdﬂﬁazaﬁwmmﬁqwaiﬂumiﬁwmuLLamhaﬁ"ﬂmwﬁ’ﬂmﬂﬁmasﬂuma
DIWNEIIUTY

°

6.unianunneiisnsnadeinuluanuduiusseninmnudAyresniu uazaundlanseg

o w

HAdudsednsnisonnsuuinsgiu (B) = 0.071 mumwamaqLLaulmmuamﬂmmqaam (p > 0.05) mLUu

o

@

msdsruuuuaiysal (Full mediation) :nmsfinynesuneled ieseiunsiuimwddyesauiy
a9ty m’mmﬂ,amaaqﬁ]uLWmqwuiﬂm&J‘Imamumuwmwwma msflosdnsTamsdeaslininay
ueaurwdAeInuTLisduasulininnuldilomaiannaueegiane MsiufoRuaseiin
uaziugliienauaymnud iyuesiu denadasiunisfinuves (Thadsanai & Nontirat,2019:175-199)
wmwmaammmmaﬂwm S muwmaaﬂgummmwmmmaLLa godldanuanuanana vud
UftRdudanudidy dearenuesuasBinvosBu ftuneunazuuamiemsuiiRauidaay faslu
nsAn dndulaluau Tdwsiulunisiauinulidivssdnsam wazldsunsuimanisugdfiauein
samihauuagfuimsteahlugnisusulgansuiRnuliftdu Jsaean desnisfinuives (Choi et
al,2021:124-131) wuihyaansfisusinesdnsadanmindontusnliutsufmunaudaiapmes
ity uazdulinreudensnssyhesmnnan shlsdanhauivinegiuiianumane Sanustuseasdns
meanuiEn daansznusiernuidnfudiundsvesesdnsuazarugniiusuannuidnvesninauiv
BIANTVDININLY

7 fidienumnedidvsnadsiuluamuduiusssninnnudsasylunuweseuddlanseg
ﬁﬂ'ﬁuﬂisﬁmémiamaammgm (B) = -0.006 Fsfieianauazlufitedfayniada(p > 0.05) Fudu
midqmmmuaugid (Full mediation) (Thadsanai & Nontirat, 2019:175-199)fnw A& uANENuS
serienudnyuraukazaTRdlansogluny vesyaainsiufiAmilussuuuinisnisunndanidu
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NIUVNLIUAT INNTANBINUD Adnvazuiianuduiusivauaslaneglunuveiyaainsiey

Y
[

Tuszduuiunans i essAnsiinudnvurui Avusuiidesd foAinumainvaisuazdedldaimg
mmmmsmmﬁﬂﬁﬁaﬁuﬁmmﬁﬁmﬁawaﬁiammaﬂLLas%ﬁm‘uaﬂﬁﬁuﬁ%umauuazLmeamiﬂﬁﬁ’ﬁmuﬁ
Faau Hdaszlunishin dndulaluau fdwsulunsiannuliddssdnsamuaslasunsulisanis
UURnumniminuuay mmmimuﬂﬂﬁmiﬂiwiamiﬂgumwﬂmﬂwumuuﬂmaﬂwm”mw
mmuamaummmmgasmswmmma‘[.mwwmmwﬂguma’m gamﬂumumwaamﬂmﬁ 1mﬂgummuwu
A fanugulums YiiReudeiliyeansiaudianseglunu uavedivesdmatusioly

daidusuuy
Pawauauuglunsimansideluly

MnNMsAn U sefuAdeveseuvannvanemevinuzuazasiidasylunueglusz
wnitga Tuvaedienudidyosnuy auiifanumne wazaruddanseglussduinn wansvaaey
anuBgunansliiudl anumainratevsinee anudidyvesnu wazauidasslunud SnSwaida
windenuiiiienumaney wasnuiifirumneisvinaiiaindonnuidaney

uana Nt Han AT Ead Iiiiudnaui fannuvane S8vEnadekuegaanysal (Ful

mediation) TuAuduRUSITMINAMUTAINTAENIVINYE ANUAIAURNIUL Lazauldasylusu fu
arudslansoguasmiingy el fuisesdnstimsinnsuninanisidotunduuumdunsng
uHuNIUSIInInensayes Tnssautiunsaisassduarvanaty "nuiidanumne’ iAstuluuiunnis
vhauvesiinanudeanusavildlag

1. 99ANAITVUNIL UazeenLUUNTARNUAnve UTDsUsaysumile L ety
Tomdlfuagiannvinweiivarnvats msfiniinauldiauaiiainusfinanuansuagimnganiunii
ArmsuRnTey ardmalimnniuiiseumsvesuiiviu Sailugamuddlafiosasegiuo sdnslu
TEULYT

2. ffusmsmsdeansliniinanunssntindsauruasmuddyesnuiininufd fR 9
suiufinansznudenuies iiouamau asng idewinseisdsaunneuanagisls msfindnauseaii
AuuazAdAyTesuarTasliINeN SR mIngvesuaEeEnts warduaiuaugnusie
aAnsuAzANAIlaAsaY

3 pefnsmsaisuTIIINIATLE oron sTintin s AunUALALaTAT IV BB LA
aules laganaduasulvindnaulidiusinlunsnununazdndulalunszuiunisvionu siudanis
asnassadival q dulselevidensdns
Foruanurlunsideniaialy

Foravenuzdmiunsideluewan nsidelueunannisiiansandadedu q ferafidvina
Tnemsavdelnedouse nufifiaruming was arwiilansey Welildnmilauysaiteiu lnsianzegieds
Jadefifendestiu auaumaseninedinuaznsviinu msenwiinsfiesdnsatuayuanuannaszming
FAnuazmeheugesinmu Samudlindnmnuiviienmneresnusasiuaudslnsaeguiell
Asynusiaddng Maliaszsirnuduiussenineugnituiessdnsluifivu o
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