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ABSTRACT
The development of students’ Design Thinking Mindset (DTM) has become increasingly critical due to its
capacity to enhance creative thinking, systematic problem-solving, and understanding of user requirements,
which are essential skills in the twenty-first century. Science schools in Thailand aim to cultivate DTM in
order to develop thinkers, designers, and innovators who are capable of creating social value. However,
empirical studies examining the construct validity of DTM in the context of Thai science schools remain
limited. This study therefore aimed to investigate the construct validity of the Design Thinking Mindset (DTM)
measurement model among science school students. The participants consisted of 752 upper-secondary
students enrolled in science schools. The research instrument was the Design Thinking Mindset (DTM) scale,
which demonstrated strong content validity (IOC > 0.80). Data were analyzed using confirmatory factor
analysis (CFA). The results indicated that the DTM measurement model showed a good fit with the empirical
data (X%/df = 2.014, CFl = 0.956, TLI = 0.948, RMSEA = 0.044, SRMR = 0.035). All standardized factor loadings
ranged from 0.48 to 0.87 (p < .001), supporting a high level of construct validity. In addition, all dimensions
achieved acceptable values of average variance extracted (AVE > 0.50) and composite reliability (CR > 0.70),
indicating strong reliability and internal consistency. Discriminant validity was supported by the Fornell-Larcker
criterion for 35 out of 45 dimension pairs (77.8%). The remaining highly correlated pairs, such as Holistic
Thinking—Abduction and Empathy-Abduction, reflected the integrative nature of design thinking rather than
statistical redundancy. Furthermore, all Heterotrait-Monotrait Ratio (HTMT) values were below 0.85, confirming
clear structural distinctiveness among the dimensions. In terms of DTM levels, students obtained the highest
mean scores in Creative confidence, Holistic thinking, and Empathy, while Critical questioning and
Uncertainty & Risk tolerance were at moderate levels. Overall, students’ DTM levels ranged from moderate
to high (M = -0.01 to 0.03; SD = 0.92-0.96), indicating consistent development across dimensions. These findings
provide empirical evidence supporting the validity and reliability of the DTM scale and support its application as
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a foundation for designing integrated Design thinking—-STEM-BCG learning experiences that foster innovation

competency and sustainable learning.

Keywords: Design thinking mindset, Measurement model, Science school students
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Tuusunvessewmelng ufuuada DTM agldfunualamntulunmssufiiun ureideidsednddd
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aeldunuiamasygiouasdsaunnssnd atudl 13 (w.e. 2566-2570) @ asaifunisAntdeszuy uimnssy
wazAuSaEiu ( NESDC, 2022)

iy mu%ifaL?'aqmsmwaauimmamii’mLLazmﬁmiwﬁixﬁmmmmﬁm%qaaﬂLLUUﬂJmﬁﬂﬁau‘[iqﬁau

o
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iionsrvaeumuasaddlasaiiwedinanisinyarnudndesntuununseutwfangudluuiuntnE oy
TsaSeuinenmanslne elugrutoyalumsesnuuunsiBoudifaivassiaenndestumsiaunasugiatuy
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Tnduwinnsnsuinvausadenulasdaindo

2. AdeiiAeadas

LuAngarNAaLTasanuy (DTM) fnnsimuiuiegsseid ssannnatenseuuuiAalusfa 15uain
Razzouk and Shute (2012, p. 330-348) fiues DTM TugnugnszuaumIudiyvideadeassd (Creative problem
solving process) G'TjaLﬁumsmaummumiﬁﬂL%ﬁm?wﬁuazL"?Na%fwaaaﬁﬁalﬁ;ﬁauﬁflaﬂwﬂaEJ'NLi‘;Juizuwiam
Schweitzer et al. (2016, pp. 75-80) lavensuuiAnligszauiniven lnsuesin DTM Wuyeveinuad usegdla
LAENOANTIY 1Wu ANmBEINFesniil udeludneamaules waznsliauauideswd Dosi et al. (2018,
pp. 1991-2002) l@muiuuuingaaiuAadisesniuy (Design Thinking Mindset Scale: DTMS) ﬁﬂiamquﬁgﬁﬁa
auAn 015ue] wazngAnssuetrafuszuu uasdundausniliaueindesiloTadsuszdndues DTM egradmiau
911U Vignoli et al. (2023, pp. 926-928) I§UsudganazBudulassainaves DTM Iiflanunszdulaziiioans
eadf wide 10 Adudn laun nisseusuaulyudusunasaud o9 (Uncertainty and risk) Anui uenwivle
(Empathy) N13AALUUDIA T (Holistic thinking) N1svinsusmAukagAuaInmaiy (Collaboration and diversity)
M3y aiunsiews (Leaming orientation) N15MARBY (Experimentation) Mssananand iy (Critical questioning)
nsAnuUUgUHe (Abduction) AaiilaluruAnasaassd (Creative confidence) wazmssawiunansey (impact)

31U”4 Vignoli et al. (2023, pp. 926-928) lasuniseeusuluszavuiuimAindulumauinsgiuves DTM
WSIEHIUNTATINADUTIUTEINYAI8N15IATIEN CFA wazaunsaUssendldlalunainuaisusunnisisous
wazutnnssy fanu nuideisadenldnseuves Vienoli et al. (2023, pp. 926-928) Lﬂuﬁuﬁmiumimmaau
ANUATIElATsEssveLuUin DTM Tuuiunlseiewinermanslng Lwaauamwmemamauiﬂﬁqaiwmqmwg]
g ssnssazimunzandovs uniausssulne nseuuunfAniddisessunisiinse mawumau Toun
(1) N153LAT129% CFA Wil oUsziflumnunsadelaseadne waz (2) nsinsziseau (Level analysis) Weesule
wnliauvesmnaruAndosnuutluuiasdd wnfa DTM Sugnldiilugiuneiosdiotaunsuumaiomn
ilolasuaianssauznsAnaiassn nsAndeseuy waznmsainuilnivesi3oululsadouingemanslng
aenndearuulyutonsAnuigaiaun “nunywdiBaaiieassd” aununAsygha BCG wazidmunensiaun
fidfsfu (SDGs)

3. /AUUNITIY

3.1 ANNIY

1. luman1sinvesynAuAndtesnuuuvestinissulsassuineimansinuaenndosiutayaiielse dng
diedle diodssisemedinnsiinszsiosruseneudedudu (CFA)

3.2 dngUszasAnIsiveY

1. ilemmaaeumunsadilanaivwediiaansimyaaAndeoniuy (OTM) vesinGoulsaSeuineimeans
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3.3 YaUIIANITINY

1) YauLwALiem (Content scope)

n9ieilsatiunsanaseulianisiavesyaauAniiseaniuy (OTM) lnednedennnseuuuafaves Vignol
et al. (2023) Feusznousedidgosndn liun amnumumiusdenuAguAIeuarAImIALY (Uncertainty and risk)
Aaiueniula (Empathy) n1sAaLuUesAsau (Holistic thinking) N15v1191us1uf ukATAILUAINYANY
(Collaboration and diversity) N15344uA15138U3 (Leaming orientation) N15MAaBY (Experimentation) AORE &
MaaBaIwny (Critical questioning) N13AALUUE U (Abduction) Armsi ulaluaanuAnaseassd (Creative
confidence) WagHanszNyu (Impact)

2) vaulUnUTEnNIHaNaUAIe81e (Population and sample)

Usyannsvesnsisensaine tnideuseduiseuAnuneulatsanlsasouinenmand 5 wis s1uau 2,160 Ay
Tnefingudogne 752 au dndondgIsnsduuuuntsdy (Stratified random sampling) anusefudusissufing
Uit 4-6 tellddunuiinseunquuazmanzanfugisianssunsAndunusssy fvuavunnguiioeis
ANLNAIINTIATIZY CFA fiuuziilvilognefes 10-20 wiwessuausuwUsdana (Kine, 2016, pp. 229-230)
FamAtediiduusdauna 31 é wagnguinegns 752 au AndusnadiuUszana 20:1 Sufsmadmiunig
Uszanauenfifanuadeswazdndetie

3) YeulaAIesilalarnilATEsiteya (Instrument and data analysis scope)

idasiioffoAeuuuingaruAniseaniuy (OTM) AiTedmundulaeuszgndainnseuyeas Vignoli et al.
(2023) Twnnzauiuusuninieulsauseuinemansive dunszuiunisivuadeuimuls Wawida 10 45 waz
afutodniunuesdUszney ndunsdeumunsadadenlaegideinig wud 10C ogsewing 0.80-1.00
wansiamudenndasluseAuR A wiinesdUsenouinsgIuTBtIAa TRy Swine 0.48-0.87 (p < .001) KLLNE|
i f9un Lﬂ%"mﬁagﬂﬁﬂmﬁwﬁayjaLLawsmaaummmaL%ﬂimﬂa%’wﬁw CFA Tmafiansaun CFI, TLI, RMSEA
wag SRMR Audiunnunsaudeaanaaes (AVE = 0.50, CR > 0.70) WagAunseduiun (Fomell-Larcker, HTMT < 0.85)

PnEaTeisEauTedfmeatfdmssau wasld K-means SuunlusivddiSeuniu DTM 13 10 &6
3.4 nsauuulfAanldlun1side

(Measurement model)

1. auliiutueunasaudes

(Uncertainty and risk) forhonu AUl
2. anuwiveniiula (Empathy) 31 9 10 4
3. NSAAKUUBIATIN (Holistic thinking) (Qgzerved (Eiss
4. MevhausiulazaumaInviang variables) Ve o)

(Collaboration and diversity)

. mi@iﬂLﬁumiL‘%&Jui (Learning orientation)

. Msvaaed (Experimentation)
. MIAIRMOUTRINING (Critical questioning)
. M3AAwUUgUTlY (Abduction)

1) ANURSITIlATIasne (CFA)

3 - . . 2) 5EAUVRIYARINANLTIDRALUY
- enusiulaluenuAnasieassa

(Creative confidence)
10. wansenu (Impact)

3U# 1 N30ULUIAANTTIY (Conceptual Framework)

N3ATzrdeyalun1s3TeidnnnsounuiIfnued YAANAATIENKUY (DTM) Usenauaig 10 SRR
119984 Vignoli et al. (2023) Tngn133deildnsounurfadnarnduiugiulunisnsisasu lumanisin
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(Measurement model validation) faewnadia ns3Asnzi CFA WieUssiiumunsadslnsaadns (Construct validity)
uazAnuAenrdssszINlaa iy futoyadssrdng miufeiiiuns Jnseissdu (Level analysis) Yo
aefif ilooSunsseduLazdnunzININIEEiIvTe s IRAILILWIARLAE ARG LU AN STRvestiniF oy
Tsasewinemansluusunnseudinermansuazmalulad

3.5 nsiiusausaudoya

nsifusausudeyadidunislumadoud 1 Unns@nw 2568 TaegideUsraruauiulsadouinermans
oy nfudoyanasdidunmaivlurananiound nfeuduasingusrasduarinisnounuuTaun
fidnsametstateu msiduteyalduvuasuawifi3ounsusisnuesdeddiuu 31 Yedanu 1nadlunns
nouUszIm 20-30 Wiisanss Tasdidunafivieyanlsadeuingmansiomn 5 TsaFouasussana 4-5 u
il fmaaouanuasuiueuuuinnevdinafvleyarouwiiluinse

3.6 WN1TIATIzidaYa

1. mim%u‘l’faga (Data preparation)

Foyaildannuuuinyaanudndiesnuuy (DTMS) leunismsisasumnuasufiutazanugndes Aouviinis
drswanazinudglusunsy Rtudio Wiiediasnesiideadn Tnsdunaunisnisudeyatseneudienisniaaoy
AfiaUn# (Outliers) wagAriivnely (Missing values) eliiulalunaninuazmnumsnzauvesioyadmiuns
A1rs1e NsMeaeUN1NsEIBYeaTeya (Normality test) tilefuduindeyaidnuazlndidvanisuanuasuni
LAYNNTATINEBUANNENTTUS TEMINafUUs (Correlation matrix) titeUsziflum msNzaNvedoyanousiiunis
AATIER CFA

2. N1357980UlNMaN159A (Validation of measurement model)

audunslagldmaiianisiined CFA lilenaaeuaaonndossemindlinadmguives DTM aunsou
wuAnmes Vignoli et al. (2023) fudeyaifaszdndvsstnidoulsadouinemans tneddunaudsdl

2.1 fmuslumanisinvesyaanuAniaoenuuy (DTM) dsdsznoudedddos 10 37 leun Arununiy
ernuARILATaUAEANUIAL (Uncertainty and risk) msiifuenisiiila (Empathy) MsAniuuesdsi (Holistic thinking)
N19YNIUI WA ULAZAINKAINAa1e (Collaboration and diversity) msag'uﬁumiﬁaui (Learning orientation)
n1sNAaBd (Experimentation) A58 a8 eI nany (Critical questioning) N1sAALUUBUNY (Abduction)
ausilalunuAnaiisassd (Creative confidence) Wagnanszny (Impact) wioadunsoulassadradmgud
dmsunsiaseiesrusenaulgadudu

2.2 UssanaAiumdnesdusznay (Estimation of factor loadings) ynsUszanaAdmnesdUssneu
vosiat Talundazdfnaeis Maximum Likelihood Estimation (MLE) il evaAnUszanavesmisfinesilia
donnnosgegnsenIdlunaldmeudfudeyadausedny

2.3 Uszifluanuasnndesvadliing (Model fit evaluation) nsiaaeuaiuaennaedvedunansiniudeya
WeUszang leglddutnnuinuizanveslima (Goodness-of-fit indices) laln Chi-square per degree of freedom
(X¥/df), Comparative Fit Index (CFI > 0.90), Tucker—Lewis Index (TLI > 0.90), Root Mean Square Error of Approximation
(RMSEA < 0.08) hag Standardized Root Mean Square Residual (SRMR < 0.08) W e uA LI ZANVe
Tupalunsesuiedeyalisusedny (Hu & Bentler, 1999; Kline, 2016)

2.4 A59FRUAIINATATILATIATI (Construct validity assessment) Useiiiuaunsagadasiaiiavaauuin
Imaﬂmm'mﬂmﬁ;mﬁﬂaqﬁﬂizﬂamnmgm (Standardized factor loading > 0.50) (Kline, 2016) AL osfy
WWeUsznau (Composite reliability > 0.70) (Hair et al,, 2010) wazAunsATIdeAARDY (Convergent validity: AVE > 0.50)
(Fornell & Larcker, 1981) imﬁgﬁmmmﬁf’] wun (Discriminant validity)Iﬂ&JISﬁJmméz/i( Fornell-Larcker criterion
(VAVE> 1) waga 1 Heterotrait-Monotrait ratio (HTMT < 0.85) (Formell & Larcker, 1981; Henseler et al., 2015)
iefusuiusiazifves DTM fanudniau aunsousnuerld uasiinnuaenndosneluifiieiu

3. MTAUATNILAUYRIYAANUAALTIDDNLUY (Level analysis of DTM) Usznausog
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msnrziteyalumadeldmidunslunuduneundn SurouusnidunsiiaseiadMdamssaun Descriptive
statistics) IngAtnaALadY (Mean) d’mtﬁ&mwummg’lu (Standard deviation) ﬁiwi"’lzjm (Minimum) wagAE9En
(Maximum) ¥eausiaziAvesynnuanideosnuuy ieeduiednvuznisnszaevesnziuuvesiouluudazia
ﬁ]’lﬂﬂ?u?juﬁuﬂ’lﬁﬁ’lLLuﬂﬁx(;fU‘*UaﬂﬂgLLqu@E@QLﬂm"VTﬁ’]LagafﬁmﬁUﬁQULﬁENL“U‘L!?,HE]ig’m (Mean =+ SD) Wiladnssiu
azuuusonduamuseiu Iiun seiugs (azuuusnnnindieds + drudeuumnsgig) seiudiunans (Azuuoe
TursAnade = daudeuvuninigiu) uagsedus (azuuuiesniiAads - drudsavuinasgiu) wanis
FuunszdvfananliifleasvioudadiuvesiGeuluusaz szivvesynauAndesniuy uaztielifiunnsiuues
NINsELIERUYRAULANTRenwUUTesiTsus1udusyuy wavAudun1sinseiidangu (Cluster analysis)
lngldAtunnimasanas (Factor scores) vasuravdfduduuslunisdanguiiseudie33 K-means clustering
iteduunlusinduesiSou (Leamer profiles) mudnwarvesyanmAnifiesnuuy 33nsdnanmnzaniy
fFoyadasmnamualnguazmsdnnguiidostmunsiuaungudimi Snisdsannsoasfioudnuuzianizvey
dieuluwiazngulaegelivssd@nsan lnenanisieneidanguiilldlunisesuiganuunnssvesseduge
ANUARLTEDNRULIEINANRISEY wasdugudeyailisUsednddmsuniseenuuuianssunisiseuiuaziuinig
Wang3euaonadosiudnvazvosiounsazngy

4. nshnuLazanusIena (Interpretation and discussion)

mﬁﬁmmuazaﬁ‘diwUmaﬂjaqmﬁ%ﬁqa%mamamﬁLﬂswﬁim%aLLmﬁmLLazﬁuw 1Ag9198INTOULUIAN
DTM w84 Vignoli et al. (2023) 1iovianudladnuaziazszduvesgpanuAndeoonuuuvesinieulsaioy
Inenmaniegeseusiu wamsiasgigniaalaeidenlesiuuuiannisanidaysannns (integrative thinking)
waziSeuifisuivauiseiiAedes il oaziounnumiioutazanuunnstswesiFsuluuiuninainuane
uanand s sesuIBAEmINEYeTERUTAAINART e nuUUlLARE AR WA NuMEYRIITEU
luusiaendu (Learner profiles) ifteasfiouaumainyansvesyaaruindoonuuy uasdutoyafiugiudmiy
MsBNIUULUININSISBuFTineuaussien AN e Seusoly

4. Nan1539Y
4.1 nmsnsrvdaulaman1sdn (Validation of measurement model)

nsnsvdeulean1sin DTM anfiumssemealian1sinsey CFA tngldisussunadngaan (MLE) \ievadeu
ANdonARedTEnIlasaindmguires DTM dudeyaideUsedndresinseulsaiewinemans 31w 752
AL HANTIATIINUI Tnamsindianuaenndesiudeyaieusedndlusedu Auin Tnesuidiannuaenndes
vosluina (Goodness-of-fit indices) AR IINT1aT 1

M1319% 1 dvidlauaenadosvedlinanisinyanuAngeankuy (DTM)

o ok A . inaueinIsEany nsuUana
AvU (Fit index) Afildannn1sdasizi o .
(Acceptable criteria) (Interpretation)
oy ; 957.301 laimsifudnfry R,
i-square
X i (df = 389, p < .001) (p > .05) *
Xe/df 2.014 <3.00 agfluinausiviann
CFI (Comparative Fit Index) 0.956 > 0.90 fun
TLI (Tucker-Lewis Index) o
0.948 > 0.90 AU
RMSEA (Root Mean Square Error of 0.044 (90% Cl = 0.041- 4
o < 0.08 AL
Approximation) 0.048, p_close = 0.997)
SRMR (Standardized Root < 0.08 -
0.035 AN
Mean Square Residual)
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KA IERkansbAELIlean1sIa DTM danudenadasiudoyadaszdnsluseduduin MeluBeadn
waziBangud Taselaauaad (g2 = 957.301, df = 389, p < .001) Htiuddgmeaii srslsfnuileanindl X2
finnulidevuinngudiogne Feealumunzanlunisldfiatsaiieosdis (Kine, 2016, pp. 263-272) SETER
fansansiutuivinnuaenndesdu q lnearsnsdnlaauaiiseesmdase (x2/dD asﬂ.umm%ﬁ&mu%ﬂé’ Yozl
ARvlinugennfpLTuUTsUWiEU (CFI) wazavil Tucker-Lewis Index (TLI) umaamwmmmmuum duAIA
ﬂammaauﬂiummﬁﬂwaawaqmLaaﬂmaqam (RMSEA) LagA1AAaIALAT o USINTIdIUadLAWMA D1 MTE I
(SRMR) fiAsngn 0.05 Seaevouferumnzanedlinauazanuannsaunsesuislasasadulaes DTM
Ieog1efiusza@nsnin (Tucker & Lewis, 1973, pp. 431-442; Hu & Bentler, 1999, pp. 1-55; Browne & Cudeck,
1993, pp. 136-162; Kline, 2016, pp. 263-272) sluﬁm@mm‘wmmLﬂ%‘laqﬁawud%wiazﬁammLLUUi'mr;J’mLﬂmeﬁﬂ’;’m
nIUTIA0AARDY (Convergent validity) warAILdeiudalszneu (Composite reliability) TngidiAranuuwysusiu
\defiarinlé (AVE) 11nndn 0.50 wazd1 Composite reliability snnndn 0.70 yinwiawes wansieruaenndosnely
Lazaud i oldveing eluses R (Fomell & Larcker, 1981) d13UANUASTISALUA (Discriminant validity) n1s
Uszifiudaeinal Fornell-Larcker criterion wuanlaaanusnassidiua 35 910 45 ¢ wieAnduiosay 77.8 way
leUspiliumnuasssuundaeds HTMT wudmnadiAriunasifiuugiismn (@5 91 45 ¢) edudunnuuansig
WJalATIEs195enINwmarifvas DTM lasg1edmau (Henseler et al., 2015) wudmﬂ@'ﬁamumm%ﬁuuzﬁw (45
370 45 ¢) Feoudumnuuanmaddasadisseuinusarifves DTM Ieogrstaiau (Henseler et al, 2015) g
U19A3IA LU Holistic thinking-abduction (r = 0.827) uag Creative confidence-abduction (r = 0.812) 3¢ ilein
avduiudasutnegs winnuduiusinanaiunsadnnuldinduanudeslsadnszuiunisveanisanids
9ONLUU Teaviiaudnunizues Holistic mindset ﬁLﬁmmﬂmigimmimiﬁmL%ﬁw‘u NSARNLTES19ETIA WaLNS
Wilauywdegwaeauszanuluusunnsiseus 1NN TeuLisaiAveslasatiauns (Henriksen et al,
2017, pp. 140-153; Rauth et al., 2010, pp. 1-8)
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UM 2 minsradeuluanisinvesypanuAndesnuuudmiuinGeulsuSewineimansanlusunsu RStudio

0.1.1 AmitnesdUsenouansgiu (Standardized factor loadings)

uamFeszinandiiiuingat fayndedanimminesdussneu (Standardized factor loading) oglutag 0.48-0.87
waziifoddynisadffissdu p < 001 Nni wansiifamunanasaasouiuUsudsluusasfiives DTM
IsfegnsiiuszanBamm fauansnsnadl 2

M19199 2 edmtinesduseneuiasguluusasifveanuAfLTIenkUY

e gaeAntiwtin » Y v S0
4RV DTM g ITAUNTESNDU AYINLAU
CRGEEAON]

Uncertainty and Risk 0.48-0.85 Umﬂmdﬁdgﬁ a2, a3
Empathy 0.70-0.75 6N b2, b3
Holistic thinking 0.73-0.79 G c2
Collaboration and diversity 0.69-0.82 G d2
Learning orientation 0.76-0.84 6N e2
Experimentation 0.76-0.82 G f2, f3
Critical questioning 0.77-0.84 6N gl
Abduction 0.58-0.77 Yunansdies h3
Creative confidence 0.81-0.84 gain i1
Impact 0.56-0.87 Uunanatiags j2

Inglangild Creative confidence Wag Leamning orientation &A1 Standardized factor loading @4 azviou
5@ﬂ11uﬁu1ﬁ]LLaSLLNQﬂ‘\]L%Qﬁ%’ldaﬁﬁﬁiﬂﬂLﬁiu%a\‘iﬁﬂL%ﬁuiﬂﬁﬁlu%‘ﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂﬁ@% GTfniéf%’Umiddm%umﬂmﬁﬁ&mﬁ
Balasaruuaznisneasudalszdny vasfiaf Uncertainty and risk waz Abduction fifntdimiinsnnia axvieu
fednuagnisiSeusiidnidudneuiigndosuasnangruduvuey silvgiSsuduunliueonuaiulinuuey
waznsAndsadsassAluanunseidntesnin iy
4.1.2 AANUELRUGTEnIedRYee DTM (Factor correlation matrix)

wuIiedud Avesyanudaidesnuuy (DTM) Januduiusifauanlussdugedsgaunn (r = 049-092,
p < .001)Imaq’ﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁﬂ'mwﬁ’mﬁ’uﬁ‘qaﬁ'qm TauA Holistic thinking-abduction (r = 0.92), Abduction—creative
confidence (r = 0.90), Learning orientation—critical questioning (r = 0.87) Wwag Empathy-holistic thinking (r = 0.85)
slummm?fﬁiﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁmé’uﬂizﬁwéﬁﬁqﬂﬁa Impact-uncertainty and risk (r = 0.49) @zMOUIIAIIUNAUNTEYAIN
13,1'LLu'uau&thJL%aﬂaﬂmamnﬁ’umazjm%wamwu&iaﬁqm waGT@ﬂdwa%’j’laqﬁﬂizﬂauﬁﬁmﬁum DTM lungu
Hniseulsaseivermansae Holistic thinking, Abduction, Critical questioning Wwag Creative confidence Fadeulyaiu
Juwmwsnmsdeuiwaznisadiuinnssuegiadussuy
4.1.3 ANURTUTILATIEIN (Construct validity)

nanslinsatuayuieiesdiotaynanudndeenuuy (OTM) fanunsaddlassairslussdud desann
Fa8 Sy nediAn Standardized factor loading aust 0.50 Fuly euduitusszurindifeglussdugauasideddy
MeEdR (p < .001) warArAILAAIAAABY (Error variance) vasiat Sadulvaosndn 0.50 uanslifiudndauys
Lmemma%mstmLLUiUiauﬁuaﬂ%aadalé’Mﬂﬂ'jméwﬁq‘uam@iazﬁaf??’im Frhlapanista DTM 3eianunse
\BdenAdey (Convergent validity) wagAunsaLenuey (Discriminant validity) agﬂumm%ﬁﬁ LagENISaENoU
lpssasnwesgannudniesniuuliegisgnieuasdaiau

Page | 140

2026



Piyanuch Kiewaram, Akarat Tanak, Chatree Faikamta, and Pongprapan Pongsophon
JIE., Vol 25, No.1

M19199 3 AFURANIIATINADUANNARAARDIVDILILARLAL ANNNVDIUUUTAYAMIUARLTIDENLUY (DTM)

fu NAAWS nsUszidiy
Model fit CFl = 0.956, TLI = 0.948, RMSEA = 0.044 AuN
Convergent validity AVE > 0.50 ‘I/!ﬂLLWﬂLG]EJ% Bhuﬁy’wm
Composite reliability CR > 0.70 VjﬂLLWﬂLma% Ruaun
Discriminant validity 35/45 @EnU (77.8%) uneiRduiusas
(Fornell-Larcker criterion)
ne \/ﬁ >
Discriminant validity (HTMT < 0.85) 45/45 fru (100%) fsn

RNENTT 3 wuhwuuingaruAndeeenkuy (DTM) danuaenndesadinanisintusyauduin lagnnis
HNULNEYIANATUTI@DAAABS (Convergent validity) warAndesiudalsznay (Composite reliability) Langis
ALisanssLazAnaenadonslureaiad Talusesud (Fomell & Larcker, 1981: Kline, 2016) NM15A519d0U
AMINSITUUNANLINNST Fornell-Larcker criterion wuikunassidudnilvg) snuiuunsguesdifandmnanduiug
ABUY19g 19U Holistic thinking-abduction wag Empathy-abduction Feagvioufsmnuienlondauufnveyn
ANuAnLgIaniuUludnYEYIUINIT (Integrative mindset) N doudeaia adnsnsadeuni
pssUUNiNANFEInaeT HTMT nuimngfifeganinnamifiuugii Ssdudumnuunniaddaseaiaszming
uiaziifved DTM lnagratmau (Henseler et al., 2015)

4.2 NTUATIENTTAUYVDIYAAUAALTIDNLUY (Level analysis of DTM)

VR9N159539a0UlAAN1TINAI8N15IATIEN CFA wudtiuuia DTM finnuaenndediudeyaidausednyly
seuRunn SahauinmedanasvedazifudeTzidmssuuniioasiousssures DTM lutdhiseulsasou
Ingenans Tagldadidmssoun 1w Aueds duudsauuinmsgiu dhgn wasA1gean Avuuuwinmoitmun
\urnaspruidanadelndguiuazanideauuinnsgiuegluag 0.92-0.95 uansliifuiiazuuuiingnszane
TutnausiUn@uazaiunsaSeuiiioussni1ad fldeg 1amunzgay 198 N139UUN5EAUATLULS IuLN Q]
Alady + a'aul,ﬁwwummg’m Faduwnmenlamlulumaesssddnvasmednidouassinuad (Likert, 1932,
op. 1-55; Best and Kahn, 2006, pp. 200-210) lnesmumnasinisudanasail

A15197 4 NMITWUNTLAUTDIAZUUUBIN LN

inasinsulanansLuy 429
> (Mean + 0.5SD) 6N
3813129 (Mean + 0.55D) Urunans
< (Mean - 0.5SD) A

fis11: Best and Kahn (2006, p. 205)

4.2.1 HAN1TAATITNTINTSUUN (Descriptive statistics of factor scores)

NANTIATIZINUT ALade (Mean) YaausiaziiAves DTM oglutas 0.00 + 0.03 uazdrudeavunnsgiu
(SD) egluting 0.92-0.96 uansiAzuuuvesinGsud vy insnszaeglunusiunfuaziauaiaueseing
{if FaaonadaafiuuuImaves Best and Kahn (2006) fikugihlildaiadeuazdnidonvuinasgulunisesuis
ANWUYNIINTYINLVDIAUINYULNNNGFNTTY

= aa a _ a o aa
A3V 5 AOANTIUUIVDIAHLUUYAAINNARLTIDDALLUY (DTM) ULUNAIULS

fifves DTM Mean SD Min Max s2AUlAYTIN
Empathy 0.00 0.93 -4.20 1.59 Jrunana—gs
Creative confidence 0.00 0.95 -3.42 1.61 G
Collaboration and diversity 0.00 0.92 -3.65 1.44 Junang
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M19199 5 (fd) aliAinsIunveIngiuuYnANAREeanwUY (DTM) S1uunauila

dfvas DTM Mean SD Min Max szaulngsa
Experimentation 0.00 0.94 -3.74 1.50 drunang
Holistic thinking 0.00 0.94 -4.02 1.65 G
Learning orientation 0.00 0.94 -4.49 1.27 Umﬂmd—gd
Uncertainty and risk 0.00 0.93 -3.33 1.44 Junang
Critical questioning 0.00 0.95 -4.21 1.44 Junang
Abduction 0.00 0.93 -3.96 1.70 Junan—gs
Impact 0.00 0.92 -3.76 1.29 Uunans-gs

NPT 5 WU AedeveausiazdAves DTM ogflutiae 0.00 + 003 wavdrudeauumnasgiu (SD) ogszaing
0.92-0.95 FaazviouinazuuLvewFouiinsnsznediluseiulndifssfuluusazia uazuansfanuulsuses
azwuulusEauUIUNang Imaﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’na?{aq&qm Iawn Creative confidence (M = 0.03, SD = 0.95) 589891178
Holistic thinking (M = 0.02, SD = 0.94) wag Empathy (M = 0.01, SD = 0.93) %'Ea&ﬂmsé’qu%‘amuﬂmmau
Tumsgs vauzdl Uncertainty and risk wag Critical questioning fAntadefinit egluszsuuiunans wansirinGeu
Tsassvingeansiinusiulalunsanairsassduasmsusnmsiudesyuuluseiugs agvieuiauunltunisan
Feadsasshuazmsdilatymidessulds widweddtunmsduasilugumssemauiddmaduarnmsinnis
Auanulywtuay sﬁaLﬂuaaﬁﬂisﬂaué’ﬁzy,maamiﬁmL%aaaﬂLLUUMU%UWU@@mia%ﬂufmﬂiiu (Rauth et al., 2010,
pp. 1-8; Dosi et al., 2018, pp. 1701-1710)

4.2.2 NM3ETUNATEAUYDIYAANNARLTIRRNLUUYBLNE BNl SIS BUINeAENS

TAenIMTIUHANITIATIEWSEAUTD DTM vesinissulsuiouingrmaninudn dniseulseauyaninudn
Faoenuuveglutig Uiunatsisge deazvieuuunldunmsiaundsanludugudnvasitisdosiunisin
Bavenuuy TasiemzlufidvesanusiulalunisAnasnaasse (Creative confidence) n1sAnuUUBaATIM (Holistic
thinking) uazA213141198 8 un3 e 14 (Empathy) @ s azuuulad vgean uansliinisoudannusiulaly
AnenmneruAnadNEssd aunsaneiunmsnvesdymhungeszuy wasidlannuidnvseaudenis
209514 (User needs) I¥eeeinds Fadufiugruddyremisindesniuuuaznisadiautanssy lumanduiu
fiafdAnzuuweasind 1aua n1sAeramddning (Critical questioning) was nMseeusuaalyiuueu
uazAMLAEa (Uncertainty and risk) azvieufismnuvimeluniswaunnnuannsalumsanegisdiiansug uuas
nsdindusioaaunsainliuiuenlunsyuiumsadassd uenainil anuduiugsywinadifsng q ves DTM wuin
ogluszaugs uandiiiiuinmsimuilufiinisaunsadesadaaiusodndanisld 1wy msdaaiy msAnuuuesd
5211 (Holistic thinking) a13nsanszdulsiiAa n1sAnideguile (Abduction) waziiinsefures anusilalunisdn
a§19833¢ (Creative confidence) nadwsTagsiuded ifudn dnifoulsadouingramansduuldunsiaun
gaauAnBseenuuy (DTM) lufirnsiid TasiamzluduauAnasisassd anudiladld uaznisndeszuy
FadumngiuddyroamaBsusifatangsy eglsing maduasuliiGounddenauesidivauaidainng
wazidnsuneanuliuyuened9adeassd Swmadulseiduddyiasldfunistauniniy iesnsesu
yonnuAndseenuuuvasindeuliauysaitduluynin

5. d5Uuazanusnenan1sidY

HANNI05IAeUlNaN1TIA DTM fMen153ns1en CFA nuinlunainnuaenndesiuteyadelsedndlussAus
110 lneAdviianuasnnaed tawn CFl, TLI, RMSEA uag SRMR aglluinaeiannsgiu Buduinwuuinaunsoasyiou
Tnssairadmquives DTM Ieegaiisnswuazidofols nadinanaduayunsouluiAnves Vignoli et al
(2023, pp. 926-928) o5 U831 DTM LTulaseairanyfiAd sUszneudisesdUsznauvesmnudnasieassa
nsnlagley Msieudainnsasiien LLazmiuaqi‘JQJmL%ﬁzuuuaﬂmﬂﬁnﬂﬁamm DTM fldthminesdussneu
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wnspvegluseduliunansdsguasided Ay mead asviouliuuuinaiusaesuiediudsuravasynaudn
\WWeeenuuulieg daau lnaanzilf Creative confidence Wag Learning orientation ﬁﬁﬁhﬁmﬂ'ﬂqaqm Fadonaded
fusues Rauth et al. (2010, pp. 1-8) uaw Dosi et al. (2018, pp. 1701-1710) A¥arwsulalunisadreasse
wazn1sseusInnImaaenduwnunaareInIsAndeentuu vaziiediu 9@ Holistic thinking, Abduction
wag Creative confidence fAuduiusiuluszAuas aenndeiuwiifn “Integrative system” 484 Vignoli et al.
(2023, pp. 926-928) InENan15 AR RAATINTRA 1 Yo3gAMNANTeBnLUULES NSt usguduszuy
F0AAABINULUIARTBY Vignoli et al. (2023) aeinalsAn1ufl@ Critical questioning wag Uncertainty and risk
fandminesdusznaudini eastoudnuasmsdaninisuilunsuiunilianuddyiuanugnfesas
AmeunarmsBandnmanamaineeansiiundn suenadamalifSouiuuiliunanidesnaliuiusunazms
fadnnudsannfisiu aeandestuuiummaiausssundeusiilinaefuanugndesuasnsanmiufinnas
(Hofstede et al., 2010; Faikhamta & Clarke, 2019) lagasun1snsivaeulunansinguduinuuuin DTM e
Jufienuifismsadddasaing uazannsoldiayaaudndeenuuuresindsulsaieuinermansldog el
Uszavzam Snianamsivedaestouliifiuin nseunuafin DTM w8 Vignoli et al. (2023) faudenadosiy
viunnsdnnisdnwivesineluraiefia lnslanizld@ Creative confidence, Holistic thinking wag Empathy
FafAedvgeaalunguiietis asandesiuitmineveslsasouinermanslnefysunmeiFoudnenings
WduuSanstinuArasassd e lausundenu uenaniauaenadedluiia Impact, L Learning orientation
Jaazsiounsidonlesii dalauiugmsaans BCG war SDGs daduiinmeniswauivesyszinea (Office of the
National Economic and Social Development Coundil, 2022) uandlifiuiinseuuuiAnves Vignoli et al. (2023)
femumnzaulunsiandssgndldfuiiunlsaSeuineimanilne deaenadosiuuumimsdnnisFeuiuuy
STEM wag Design thinking 7113 wldsunisduasululsuseuinermansd egrdlsfniuuiunimusssulng
ﬁﬁmmm?iamgwaﬂé’mwmLLazﬁﬂwmﬂdmﬁw (Hofstede et al.,, 2010) UszneufuszuumsiSounisasuiidang
LumﬂiLUuﬂu&JﬂmQLLauﬂ’]'ﬁ‘U'ﬁuLMUN@L‘NN@&JQ%ﬁ (Faikhamta & Clarke, 2019) 219dwWalUNGIRVE DTM L4UN13
Fasmudiininduarmavensualiuiuoutannlslisfudnonin
HANTIATIUTEAUTRIYAANLAAEeBNwUUNUIN TniSeulsaiowingrmansdsydu DTM Tnesaueglugae
Uunanadiegs asvieunwildudauniniunisimuanufnaseassd nsdiladld waznisuestgmegiaduszuy
Fadusingruddyuesnisanifeeonuuvluanissui 21 @7 da 0 sgean Ldun Creative confidence
uaz Holistic thinking vaux#iiA Empathy glussiuunaisiags wansieeusiulalunsaiieassd amnuanunsn
Tunadeslesesdusznouvatiym uazniadladld Ssaenndoatuunfniidinniadouiandszaunsaiuaznis
asloufjUuRlunalndAnylun1siaduasns DTM (Henriksen et al, 2017, pp. 140-153) lumnemsadiudau R Critical
questioning uaw Uncertainty and risk agluszautunans agyieunsdanisieuiidajadu “dmev,igndes”
mﬂrmmimmmwsamimwmmhLLuuau mLsﬁummwmmauammmaamu’mmimLuaﬂmﬂmmm’ma
Auiianaavonisgnuseiiy GeaenndesiuuuinnisAnideenuuuiitiumsvaass ai1wiuluy uaziEeudann
Jolanann (Schweitzer et al., 2016, pp. 75-80; Henriksen et al., 2017, pp. 140-153) Fadumsdaasuae i
maaamwuﬁaﬂ'ﬁimﬁlﬂmiamaiﬁtiﬁauiﬁﬁﬁ’mm’sﬁm wWIggauluuiueu uwazdazNouAnanUsyauniseal
WiewannuuAnddnnduasanudangudioniuiliuiuou JaduilavesnsAndsesnuuy

6. UalEuaLUY

nanmsIfeBuduiuuuingrauAndoonuuy (OTM) dfautudauamlussduiuaransoasiioulasads
nsAniseenuuuvesiFeuldegiaiisnss Taswuindii Creative confidence wag Holistic thinking agluseiugs
Y fifif Critical questioning way Uncertainty and risk agluszduuunans deazfioutosifnvesgiFouluntss

°
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N1991891UAULDY (Self-report scale) Feenafienfiannnismeuluuuuiidsauniandy (Social desirability bias)
T,mJLawwiuﬁwif@uﬁﬁulmaﬁﬁﬁﬂwmzﬂduﬁau (Hofstede et al., 2010) wazUsensnansiseddslalanaaey
alaiuyUsasureinisin (Measurement invariance) 41353 oundeseiudu Fesndudmiumsiusoudio
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