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Abstract

A multiple-informant approach is typically recommended to address the problem of common
method variance (CMV) in cross-sectional and single-level designs, but this approach is
seldom empirically tested in work team research. Therefore, this study aims to assess the
relative benefits of single- versus multiple-informant designs in terms of resolving CMV bias
in work team research. Data from 1,991 participants in 176 bank branch teams in Northeast
Thailand were analyzed using the confirmatory factor analysis-multitrait-multimethod model.
The results indicate that when employing a different array of measurement scales, a multiple-
informant survey (design 1) provides little incremental value compared to a single-informant
survey in terms of reducing the threat of CMV bias. This paper concludes by offering
guidelines to assist work team researchers in deciding whether and how to apply a multiple-
informant survey approach.
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ﬁmwﬂmmLLﬂﬁ‘ﬂ‘i’Ju‘MﬂﬂmaﬂHm F91URIENFTA (common method var|ance
CMV)memmmmnmmaﬂwm a3 W ayanan A9 0T UNEUAINULT B19A9
(validity) 489HANNTITELTIEITIANAAAUIN (cross-sectional survey) ) 161 Luaqmnmﬁlm
mmmmamwuﬁmﬂu (spurious relationship) e d N mmﬂ‘m‘ammw
AT LT A5 ama‘mmmmmmﬁlumfiagmummLﬂummr}luaumaam (causal
inference) maqNamﬁ?v“ﬂLﬁmmwmmuﬂ"ﬁamﬂaaaq (Rindfleisch et al., 2008) [NaanA2
Fewlunnaidn CMV dananail umwmmummqLaanmu"hﬂ,l,umwEﬂmauawaﬂmmﬂ
AU (multiple informant research designs) 1/1quil,nusuamml,mfmwmima%mamﬁ"’lw
dayatpenfiuwsInuIunaanuluLAasiIENITILASIZA (unit of analysis) (WUUT 1) uay
nawfususaudayasudsamauanaanainuadng neldnguilitayaiiuansstuiiag
Tunuan197Agne ‘v?LéTmﬂ”u (Wuuf 2) (Bou-Llusar et al., 2016) ae 1919 A1y
maﬂfiwﬂﬂﬂmmmwu umwmmaqﬂfiuaunuﬂmmmuwmawmaau (power of test) 7
amaqmﬂmmﬂmmmei’l“wamaq Luaqmﬂm'ﬂmauLmuamwaammauaﬂaﬂmnau
Wil mammeﬁ”lmamammummuwmmem’lmauaLﬂmﬂumLLﬂsmﬁnmlm $9109
ﬁmmmﬂﬂm'\ﬂmwmu LazsTey Lqaﬂumfimmauammamumnmu (Li & Li, 2009) paa
mmu umfmanmwqummimmmaﬂm"lmama'ﬁanﬂumm (single informant
research deS|gns)

YU wLmumﬁ’lmamawaﬂwmmulmummuﬂmL‘wmu umawmﬂmmﬂwmu
ok ma‘Lwmmaum"lmamawlmmwmLLa Uszaunisal psaifaafudustu 5 RENg
LLV]’%NIJJI@‘]I’)EIGLMWJWJJQHWQLﬂaa‘lﬂUﬂ’]‘I’J@LLaw CMV antiagiad (U Huselid & Backer,
2000) WaTN19IEUA Bou-Llusar et al. (2016) WU widwuuddeg idiayandnvansau
WUUR 1 92 mmmmmwummmamu (reliability) Tun13TmlAn LLmﬂmﬂfiwImuuaa"Lu
N19AUAN CMV danfauiausuwuud 2 aglefa fadeuivadaaunnd vin
nssauneuilss amﬁmwmaqmewNslmsuaua‘waﬂmummLLavwmﬂmuLmum 168
n1sAuRuiloynl CMV uanaNii Lmemmaﬂmaﬂmﬂwma wamalvirunsUsslaanily
mfiammmmaauﬁluﬂmm (measurement errors) maqLLumwmmamawaﬂwmﬂmu WG
Adlauan CMV aananAuAaaadaulun1sa (1du Wright et al., 2001) laW1zasng
mmu’iwmLﬂummwmaimmummmmuimqamwwauua WITNITUITUIUNN
AuzAluus unuaenis3 Tafineu Taind s uiuaundn 4 89 20 Au wmﬂgamwuﬁ‘lu
mswanilBsudayauazinausudafuadnslngdn wnliunsifannuuansisadiaiy
szuuluAImay (CMV) '«a'mmmLerGi'm"l,umnﬁua:ﬂﬁ:aummiLﬁ'mﬁ’uﬁffsLLU??:M’N
flidayaiaiitiaandt nsdszgndlinamidsadinarinanisaanuuud s lidayandn
naneAUlULTUNURIN1FITENLOY anadidasnialazvinlilssananinlunisaiiiunig
PERRIEVGERR )

LﬁaLﬂulﬁuLﬁmNamﬁ%’aﬁﬁaﬂﬁanmﬁwﬁuﬂ faAsRaulUssi sz Taandiag
WrsumsuszInuuLddey Wdayavanauaeuasnaaausanisanilym CMV anele
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JaulunmsldgUnuunasiafiuandstulunistagaulesing 4 Taiuigan CMV 2N
suuuunsmauasldaya (Lindell & Whitney, 2001; Podsakoff et al., 2003) fignanen
i IUdFUIH IS e gafiansitinisefuenuldtuag udluilaqtiu Tetinazgings
ULATYIAL (task- and person-focused leadership) Adnatutanun e luny (team
cohesion) LLazmam’iﬂﬁﬁﬁmuﬂJmﬁu (team performance) U dUF28819N1FANEN
ifa937n nMeTmssianuu (meta-analysis) 484 Ceri-Booms et al. (2017) uaz Gully
et al. (1995) axiauliiiiudn gasaudsmaril dngnuunAnwianuduiuaiu Tnald
%’auaﬁwwnmﬁamwé’nmmﬁm (ﬁ’mﬁﬁﬁu) WATHANEAL (m“LLuuLaﬁamaandmauﬁ%n
i) uaziflasnyaymnandnuasifefe Wathnan1sivaunfiauauuznadanaas
'Jﬁmmwwmmw"mmuaaumuLﬂum?amaman"lumﬁ‘mwama TuflEqnjmneiitati
nan193 98 lUl ludin s danIsuarNsWaILIaIANIS §ITBasdanyiinisAnefiungu
28819 NUTNIIN1NITIULAIEIU 8L ATl I UAZEUIATTIaNITA A Tud R
nezneNsnds lumassfusanidsuniie Taluiuinsinuniiitaiilahenfudaya
nquiagefiunuldunn i iismadanisairspnudafalfaasuanisiinez
a9AUszNaULTREUEULLUINARIWYAN UL -WIIE (confirmatory factor analysis-multitrait-
multimethod model: CFA-MTMM)

%4 aa s
TQUsTaIAINe
= = P~ a a o o '
wanlFaumaudszangnwlunisanstauainuudsusiuainaudnuusiuuag
28N19IRsTIINLULIEN Tayandnauaeduasnataau N1dgUuuuuins Ianwansnafiu
lun1sinsiudsiuansneiu

lanasuazsidTaNfedag

AMuuslsuanNAudN U sINuaRENsInLasLLLITedlayandn

Gl,umqmwﬁmﬁm anuulslsIuasiayasmulsazlssnausis 1) anuulsdsiu
VIR (true value) TeArsddndusnnnindanas 50 suaamﬂmmmmuwmm
uay 2) AnuulsUsaurasanuaaiapaaulunieda waiu 2.1) mqmmmmaauamq
gu (random error) mmwlmmmmmmmﬁmlmamunwvmmmu WAL 2.2) ANUAAA
\Aauatuius: UU (systematic error) TufnnisniefiRTeliiauaziiudayasuls
pruaaARaLTasszni annsadanaliinuiiuetsmssminausTeas o
AnAndullszAvpnuiuiusiiaanuaudsdudnuasigandwiasninaiuieeedi
aglutsingnisalls (Podsakoff et al., 2003)

cMV iflupnunansiadauasnuilussuuiidanmgUsznsvilananan dnuons
wasg Widayandnawaaaiu wu guuuunissavludnuuznisiiuaaduyndadiniy
(acquiescence bias %38 yea-saying) %qﬁnﬁﬂfJﬁuﬁuﬁuéﬁ’uaﬂﬂLLﬁ“UﬂaﬂmW N1sAAL
puAMUANANTIRsdan (social desirability) Fuifnannidanaastamianwd AN
Nendastunausslanivianwdnuaivasidaya vioasuniuazauddn o s
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paLLUUFaUNY IugU (Podsakoff et al., 2003) UBNANT MNEAUUATINTANENS]
mﬁmﬁm%’mﬁmaﬂmémimLﬁumuuazwqam‘fmaaémaﬁmm‘aa%ﬁﬁauua:wﬁnmu
Fuauunn muuazdsraunisald iiemanafusudsiAnuinidudnamemila
iNliine CMV

3Fnsuilsiianatheananuidsdduniaiia CMV Aa n1slfwuuIFEE Iidayandn
nataau lnaudatu 2 meanﬂa 1) aUNANNNAUNTARENNtaE 3-5 AU AaNlIaNg
BIERRY! Lﬂum%mamamat,l,ﬂiwamum mﬂmwma‘usuaqmimamamﬂumﬂiuwmama
IAFNZAALINUNANMUFAAAFDITUGY RRIRETDE mﬂwmmmmmmaauﬁlummmamm
Teteiuaudamulunisie (Wright et al., 2001) uag 2) FUNTNUNNAUNTE 3-5 AU TN
mamamuﬂfmuq uaz ammﬂmuaumaan 3-5 Au Tunthanisimszimeniuluydaya
Faudsau wuuided 2 4 uLLuaTuumﬂammmauwuﬁ?‘"m’mmmﬂmmmaau‘lummm
aEI’NLUU?”UU?”M’)’NG\’)LLU?WN q 1od vinliauuadiusauge wihsshulslaunansznu
21N CMV uamnam APNLELR LS sEnIE R I nuund Fed 2 1 'Nmm‘“mv"lﬂj
mmuLﬂ?ﬂumﬂmuLL‘umwEflmauamanmmmuammmmmuw 1 Watemsraaay
il CMV iRpTuviaalyl (Bou-Llusar et al., 2016)

AuulsUsIuaInAua NS InuaIdgnIsTanasgluuuuinsinlu
uuUdaUnIY

ma‘lﬂjfimmummammm (a single-scale format) fmmLmimwmmuanwuqﬂ%a
mawm‘lmﬂm CMV (81 1901 119 9ATTaEuLsRaun@iesnngde 5 s=@y wmmmma
AUELAY (common-scale anchors) a1 “lifiudnaasinedie” S ‘;mumﬂamqm” R
AINITENGIGEY {asan nmenaudadmonufitinesiauudaatuii 4 azaanszuaunis
Anladnsasuasgnay wazdudsuliinanisidanAnaunlaunuvsalndiaes tng il
ANUFURUGAUTE AU T A10L WWUAY AFAUTIL AUBANAINURITEAULNATTIA (scale
points) ANAUANNUENEAINILAUTTAULIATTA (anchor labels) wazIENITIEANAGAY

wﬂmﬂﬂa‘umﬂmmammmmmLmnmwawammmLaJLﬂjmmﬂmsl,ummmau%l,aaﬂ

AARUNNTY wﬂmﬂuuumimaumeaumammuuaﬂaq (Llnde|| & Whitney, 2001)
NaaUITauas Rindfleisch et al. (2008) auuauumﬂmﬁmfiu iWaAILANSZAU CMV Tu
NUIIEA191INAGAIINY Luaqmn Lﬂumma‘wlmm’mmlmmLLa S2eZ a1 lUN1FINL
mamamammamwumnmu Fatfu nadansl 39ldundannstiunyindnwnts= el
N398R CMV $31A38

nazgiiiy Anumitiaawiunigluiy waznanisufiRuuasiy

ANUNO EAINATHNITEUNNN (a dynamic theory of team leadership) WeENTTY
L?NwmmmﬁmﬁﬂﬁuLﬂuﬂﬁﬂﬁdwamqé’amr;iamama?ﬂfjﬁﬁmumaaﬁuﬁhummmﬁm
wiunnalufiy Jafiuaniaz ﬂ’a"mgmam (emergent states)ml,ﬂﬂﬂaam pulumiu
sUuuun1Y muwaqmwmm (Kozlowski et al., 1996) LLummulmumiﬂuuauumn
muwwmmﬁm wﬂmmmuﬂa‘mmummmmm aumm‘lmﬂumamamLLU?"Lu
ATeRiney Weean mmmmu%lmwmmauwuﬁszmnmLLﬂi‘wﬂmngiumamﬂa
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Uraziininquansuuaswlsuinndniuanuduiugin §UT LA AN CMV
(Rindfleisch et al., 2008) uenannii nelddannasiiaduiin Auntiniiumnaunieluiiy
fanuduaztszaunsalifeaduiiuenulndiAaeiu 4 mamamnmwmwmqamaumm‘w
Lm%wmmmﬂfﬂmaﬂwlfnanalm (Gully et al., 2002) ot B Tedun st
srudsmaniilussauiiy TagldfinayaanidntnNuNeIAULAED AIULLIAARULITEL WA
dlagananAulien (Ceri-Booms et al., 2017; GuIIy et al., 1995) aeiglafinu Il
wuaLATevinsnagaudn nmslifayanaziinfiy anuwieuduneluiiy LAYHANN
ﬂgummmammlmmnmmmmLLa mnnauamﬂmwﬂum'summmLLﬂfimmu”lmumu
91U vinlmie CMV 1/1LLmﬂmqnu’Lua‘vmwmimaaa‘ﬂmaqwammwmmimaﬂul,maa
Tuwgaly m'«vmauwmmmeimmumnmmrmﬂﬂmmqu

NSAURUIAANISIVE

N1sUszIiuszAY CMV ﬁLﬁm%ﬂuﬂ;mﬁagaLm'u%“ﬂ@ﬁ%’a:ﬂawﬁﬂﬂmamuammﬂ
AU ERTEUsTENALENTUR4 Doty and Glick (1998) Taein199LA91z 9 CFA wazilgauime
AMUNaNNAUIBILIUTIADI diNesAuanuuy (Fuds) ulaseasreuds (trait-only
model: TOM) nmmumaaqmmﬂmanwm LaxIan1e3n (lidayananausizauazwans
au) {lulaseasiauels (trait-and-method model: TMM) Fetfaeugn CMV 2aN91NAIY
wisUsaud NAIINAUENHUTLAZAIIUARIALAG AUDEIIA N (WAAIAININ 1) W1
WUUANaas TMM Haunaunauiudayannidd uanadn 31 CMV mmuaa’wﬁﬁaéwﬁmv ol
AMULANANTUFAFIU CMV izwjﬁﬁagama@ﬁmm'ﬁmﬂnLLazﬂJmnejmwﬁﬂmummﬁﬁaa
n315a8a2 10 (Rindfleisch et al., 2008) LA ALLANANIAAEUAIAN AN LTSI NS
swdsluuuuinans TOM waz TMM #itiaendn 0.16 (Malhotra et al., 2006) AzaTUAYLIN
mimumamamLLU@‘V]wmimﬂmmmwmimmauamaﬂmummua wanEAL Wuud 1 3
ﬂ’iuiﬂﬂjuﬁlumiamﬂmwm CMV Tsiupnsneiu

A HiUN1599

Uszannsraaudfensei HufunuSn1am1anig &y 99uau 1,714 Ay saduaan
VASEUNIANT IUNIARZ TUAANRENMLE ULTUaIUIaUIANTWINIYE 91U 963 U (5UNANS
wisszinalng, 2558) WaTANUNUAIEUIANTLANIZN A MUAINANTENIINITARY 91UIU 751
T (BUNANSLANTINEATUAZAVNIINIFINEAT, 2558, BUTANTEIANTEIUATIZN, 2558;
auIANTaaaINUIUsTINALNE, 2558; SunAsaandy, 2558) laamnnunrunangusaagng
aaguliivingu 250 i el iR eanasan1931As1Z97 CFA-MTMM (Homburg etal,
2012) mwimawmmmmamnﬁmmﬂuuma 'wmmLﬂwmﬂuma‘ammuLLmﬂjuﬂm
(stratified random sampling) wAZINaRLEASINTADULLLEDUAL ApLEIGE mnmw’m
JulidasraudFyynss arunAsugAansgsnatazaIuInisiod Famsifaudauian
Inenszidaiisivagenatudive 18nedwiansatugdanisanusuasivinnnsduld
Wauuzig uisaglszasdlunside dndaasdpau waznmefnuwanuduvasdaya
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mﬂmuuwaﬁ‘lmauawaﬂﬁumeLLa via’mﬂu"lumﬂmminuﬂmmmmLLﬂ‘iﬂmumnﬁmaﬂwmﬁm
suamﬁmmmsl,ummﬁmwmm
mnﬁ?u%aaaumummaﬁm%ﬁau%éqLL1_|1_|aaummlﬂﬂ’qmmﬁmmfimalﬂfmﬁé
agnelefmu N’J‘QEIIM?ULLUUHEUQ’]MV]Mﬂ’]ﬂaUﬁﬂJUi‘mﬂﬁUﬂLlﬂJ’Tﬂﬂﬂlﬂ?HmﬂL‘WEI\‘I 176
#7111 ?'Jllﬂﬂllﬁ]’)ail’]ﬂl’/\lﬁﬂ'LILLU‘LIﬂ’rﬂ‘UﬂWlIVNﬁu 2,167 Al wuatlu N’Qﬂﬂ’]‘iﬂ’]‘u’] 176 AU
LA WINIUEUN 1,991 Al

Trait-Only Model? (Model 1: TOM)

© BTG ¢

Y Y. Ys Y4

N ) r 1 r1 PR OB

Trait-and-Method Model® (Model 2: TMM)

@@@

Ya Xa Xz Y, Y, Y3 Ya

Single Informant
(M)

Multiple Informants

(E)

2w 1 Tassadauuuinaasdmdunisuszidiu CMV
news) E uwas M unu neinsiulsinndayarainguniineu uazuaddinnisanun sudsu LA wiu anazgiiiiy
CH unu Anuwmilenuiuneluiiy EF unu nanisufimnuvaiee nnlaseaiulinuanuuszi
pruiiudtunazuanaievaassulsdane wailusiosng ulsdunasdwawusazlnssaiauded
U 3 D4 6 audsdans © Nnlassadaulinudnunzuaisn1sTndanuduiusiu uwilasaadaue
AruansuziazlassaielIsNsTalddAuiuiusy

Lﬂ?aqﬁam%’ﬁm’iamaLﬂuLmuaaummLmLﬂu 2 pauUAD AOUR 1 ﬁ']auaﬁalﬂmaq
B DULATANUN ﬁmmimmmumwLaaﬂa"lﬂmi 6 dia Taun WA 818 sTAUNITANMN
FUMLIU US2AMeunAng was i afisunsanan LAz Juwuuauainay 2 98 Aa
Usraunisailuau uazsnuauntinaenluaun uazaaud 2 Aonuiliiasudsnan Toald
sUBuLIIagIn 3 dnweus laun 1) gUuuuuasdiAsy (Likert scale) Tneldunsin 6 szau
AnfudaeAasuauneTa anllifiudnsasineds (1) D4 iugaaneng (6) 2) UNRFIA
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ngeul Usenu

srac (numerical scale) lnainsnsansiatat 1 (luiluasaas) 09 6 (Lﬂuﬁqmﬂﬁqm) Tu
stnainefinnmun indstadony uaz 3) mm"immmfiﬂawmmméﬁaﬂrﬁaLam (numerical
rating list scale) ImﬂmmaumamnmmaumLam 1 (A1N9707N) 54 4 (89n97110)
FuvEsusias N seaziSeadil
1) shaudsanns laun nnazgin wiatlu 1.1) a9y wunefs wqﬁnﬁmﬁ

maqLafimmmwﬂwmmmmmunmﬂmmmnwmwmﬂmummu IGE aamaﬂgumm
"lmmamﬂmmwmiwmm waz 1.2) n9zdu1ygaau B wqmm‘ewmauaim
mfiwGummmmmmmam"lmmmuumﬂﬂ SAUBAF LN UEAN A lUNN9YIN 9T LU
szyinfldtadutiyan lnavinisiagaadadonu 12 4a Alfuannuuuiauas Stogdil
(1963) 6 U@ ﬂ%’umnmmﬁmﬂaﬂwqﬁﬂiauu'mu (initiating structure subscale) 147
N1z Uy U wazdn 6 18 UFuannuias it aangaAnssuy AL (consideration
subscale) °L°mmmf3 funaAu R IARNITuaT Wi UEINAULSIIUN LN
AA9F LT VUL AURIA LAY 6 FEEY A0 aAI0INTANIITH UM 99U L
YU (HAAN19610198971U) MrUANYINEN1STNURATARAUNAUTAINTINITUAEN
Inate Wusu uazinnidzgungeau wiu iy (§3nnisarnuasinu) dedsuuarlanidsls
winaulun1gnlukazwaIOuTeIawa Wusay

2) FausAunans (mediator) leun Auwdatutunaluiiy wanad AEEAN
Hunilafeafuuazanugaainisinnusauiusa lssminsaninfiuialuseqiilmine
Wa97i FAdEAN0"Y 5 Ya Hilsuann Tekleab et al. (2009) ) lnednnsuaswilnauanun
Uszilluauwmteandunigluiny & AIENITNTANAILAY 6 TTHU aqiuﬂjaqaﬂqwnwumlq
FRENTaAINNY LU wunmu‘lummﬁmmﬂmqu wmmﬂumammh'm%nummnu
eymnisvhauaesaues mavaanudamasaniausiuau Hudu

3) fulsnu Taun mamiﬂgummmmm e N1sussqlmuesUNAENS

mawammmnnmammummmﬂuwmqmuﬂammua AN TARILAINNU 3 U
mmwaﬁwmuma Imﬂ‘l‘mmmmmawwunmumﬂnﬂﬁwLuumamﬁ‘ﬂglumwumaqmmmumq
Glmm 1 TiRus Lﬂﬁﬂumﬂmumﬂnﬁmmmwauwaﬂwaﬂ‘luwumrﬂﬂfmu Taananay
SAUELAY 4 926U 3NHINTILIN (1) B9 g9N3107N (4) Usznausag 3.1) nasiaulauag
ﬂamﬁu%’mhn Ao uay /w?‘aﬂammﬂm?ﬂmﬁm"ﬁ 3.2) §m91N1988NNNNULRINLNURg
assed was 3.3) mwanwmmmmumsmmﬂumﬂmsumaﬂm

Feananiaseniaiin CMy mﬂmmmmmwmammmmLaumqamﬁwam
N (Podsakoff et al., 2003) mwmmmmmwmammmLsmumnmammmmma
ma*ﬂgummmawm Tugr mmmumuuumﬂ"lum LAZNNZHUNIN AIUEIGY

mwmmmmaaaummmmmwaumammm Usznau@ae 1) mnuifiaenss
Faiiiam (content validity) lnanisnaaasliduuuaauaiuiuginnisarun 91uau 3 Au
LATWINIUEIUT UIUENUAT 3 AU mlu%naumamq Imﬂmmuaaummuuu EIE
ImaﬁlmwmimmLLauwunmummﬂiuLmusur;mmmuﬂ'ﬂumimawammmLLmausua
nnalgsaidan 3 szduda wan Uhunans tae Tewudn Aadsrnuiulalunisnauaglu
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URIENNSI G]GLLL\?WU’)’QEWIM\Y]U

szdusnnyndiadnIy ndsmaunuuaatany iTaviniesdununiinau iadsydiuinda
mmamnmaa viauAuduITeasanun el luurasanguIA1g saunetANudnla
Luamslusuammuaammaamuummwmmalm atgls annsdunienl gI3dalavinng
UsullssTemaasdiarniuuneda was 2) mnuifissnsadaandenas@esuun (convergent
and discriminant validity) 4894UU1889N1935 mmmmmamuaﬂuaﬂi“mmmm
uwuﬂamﬂfiunaummmu (standardized factor Ioadmg) 5 mmaammuﬂiﬂmum
ﬁﬂmiﬂ (average variance extracted: AVE) ANN9LATIZR CFA ‘mnnm'w .50 UazmIny
LV]EI\W]NL‘IN’Q’WLLuﬂﬂﬁ‘uLiJu’Qﬁﬂﬂ’] AVE NUINNIIN189889989AIAIN LT LN UEILUING
TAseasauslatiu ‘) fulnssadnaunlsau %] (Hair et al., 2019)

nNsmsIadaUALLETRITL (reliability) IaaAsasiindn Usznaudne 1) Amnuaanadad
nelu (internal consistency) UszifiuanaAdudssAvauaaniuadnsauuna (Cronbach's
alpha coefficient) mmmfm 70 war 2) neallddayasiuuainguntinaiuanan §adevin
nsUszifiuanuiiasiuss wINagsziily (mterrater rellablllty) mnmm’mauwuﬁmﬂiu
Fulezioni 1 (intraclass correlation: ICC(1)) fifiAuINNT1 20 wasdsziand 2
(intraclass correlation: ICC(2)) memnﬂm .70 (Wright et al., 2001)

N19UgzNIUAIAINNN ULLTTLNI 19U UL (estimation of between variation)
Lwamwaam']m'ﬂwauammaqnamwummmmmLﬂumLLﬂii“mwuum'mmm au
naalil wmﬁ*mwmmmaamﬂammﬂuﬂau (within-group agreement: rwg.j) i 1 A"
11NN31 .70 (James et al.,1984) TnaAan s ICC(1) ICC(2) waz rwg.j Avasnzuingld
TUsunsu R T nime Package m1u7gn19U84 Bliese (2009)

dmsunisUstiliuanuusnseuasszAuANUEuLLes RTeUsTanAlEN1TUn9
Rindfleisch et al. (2008) TaaW 21919 INN19 T8 1A UNIEN ALATTZA UUDIAT
puduiufszvinadauds samfansnBauiisuAiadsanuduiusssrinaioulsluye
183803 TANITAIUILATUDINGUNTNUAIUIIITALRANFAST ULl e d 1 Aty
NNENR 78 L

NANTSE

NRUABE9NNIIY 176 N dulugl i unuuF nisvasanunuassuIAITwIsd s
(5agaz 59.66) TUTIMTATAULNULAZUATINYAUN (30882 22.16 LAz 11.93 ANUATFL)
FruauninauaIueds 13.26 AU HAANITE1UT 97U9U 176 AU ddulvai il uweangs
(Far182 56.82) 218 1INNTN 45 U uaz 35-45 1 (Fasiaz 42.61 uaz 34.09 AUEIG) F2AU
msdnu Bryess (Fasaz 55.68) Uszaunsallumuads 16.95 T wilneiuanan suau
1,991 au daulneditluwends (Fawas 71.02) ag 25-35 T uaz 35-45 1 (Faeay 53.64 uaz
22.80 MUATA) FzAUNTANEN Ustyeynss (Faeas 78.05) Usrvaunsnlluanuads 7.36 T

NANITALATIZNAT (wg WUTY YAt e 0L I Tadaulsnya TA0 wg)
1NN .70 (AA194 1) wassdInudanmdasiusznineamauuasndnaunieluan
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Fenfuagaiitadndny nesaudayai ldanngunineunialuaunisdanumunzas
unldfagunamUFLNUEsE 19190192 LN ULAZLAY AMwmtiEnuuunaluny was
nansUFtRNUasTin nspsrrdauAudaiu wudn nnyadasnuliadudsans
waanuaz ICC(2) 1nndn .70 adalsfieny gadaainuinanuwmiaauduniglunuuas
mamfiﬂﬁﬁﬁmummﬁmﬁﬁm ICC(1) #inndn .20 (AFN319 1) P N5 ldtayasiuann
nauniinaua i ilgAnaaasutsanunisuiunaluuuasnanisdfiRnuras
fufideuimaivlunisingeniinislifayaandianisauiieseuien (Wright et al.,
2001)

mnmfiﬁmmmmjmé’f’:aﬂ'wﬁmmﬂunw%’ﬂﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁmmmmuﬁwLﬁn (n < 250)
vinlvinisdsidiuanunaunauladuuuingaad CFA-MTMM angy (8 Tasaasnauels 40 67
wisdaing) Uszauiloyninigliuggaunu (a non-convergence problem) 9#IN9LUNTNT
AMULUTUTIUTIN (Podsakoff et al., 2003) m’«)mqLmﬂmmmmmamwm RlndfleISCh
et al. (2008) Immmm&maauaamﬂu > %4 fa AT 1 NanAERLLLUSaaTiine
Fngenudusinulsanive wazAST 2 mfimmaauLmumaammma:QummmﬂumLLU?
amg 1ag99s wuuTIaas TOM uaz TMM aannsnagauiiianunaunauiudayangy
FaeglUTE AR mf‘i'mﬁﬂaqéﬂi:na‘ummgmmaqﬁf;uﬂﬁﬁqmm (IaA101Y) LazAn AVE
a9AUUTUHIN NEITAIUINNTY 50 (AAT919 1) WATAT AVE 1INNIINISIaa99a4AN
AuETUSsinaEwsuslatiu o fusudsuredu 9 WUUINARINNTIAVRINEIUUTUH
Faflamuifissnsaduantauazideiuun Wafaudisuanunaundusswinauuusiass
WUTT ANEDA LAFRAISUDIUULINADT TOM gaNINUILULINAaY TMM asnsledfenig
ARATITTEY 0.01 (AX9T1 1 4z (23) = 60.76, p < 0.01: ASIA 2 47 (26) = 54.70, p < 0.01)
wazduisnuasindantadsvasdiuiiivdalugiaz ZUUUNINTG U (standardized root
mean square residual: SRMR) maum‘umaaq TOM (ﬂﬁ‘ Wl 1 =.06; ﬂ%ﬂﬁl 2 = .05)
F9NINUDILUUIIARS TMM (fagamds = .04) unuzfiLuusnans TOM waz TMM Sgailanny
naundudaFeuiiau (comparative fit index: CFI) wazdailsnuasinddauadsuas
mm&wmmﬂ?ﬂlaﬂu N19UsEUAN (root mean square error of approximation: RMSEA)
WU (CFI .97, RMSEA = .08) kUU91889 TMM 34U ANUNALNAULINNINLULINAAS
TOM Flidiudn i cmv mmu"lmmmamammmimm Imﬂammumaﬂmmmwmmiﬂifm
mn‘quaaNLLNmmaﬂwmu 18N970 LAz mﬂmmmmaauamaam NNINAFRLTIIFDS
pFadananainedu UnaueEanene |

Journal of Research Methodology, 2023, 36(2), 108-125. 117



nﬁiimuuuaaaﬁiwmauawaﬂﬁiumaaua WSWEﬂUIHHW?QﬂﬂW?ﬂUﬂCUWWﬂQﬂMuﬂﬁﬂiﬁu@qﬂﬁfuaﬂkﬁu“iﬁu
maﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂiﬁﬁiu@ﬂu%@ﬂﬂﬂﬂqu

GI’P&"N 1 ﬂﬂﬂ'luﬂ'l’]llLLﬂi‘ﬂi")uQ’mIﬂi‘Qﬁ‘i’NLLNQﬂmaﬂHmu ’Dﬁﬂ’]i")ﬂ e ﬂ’)’\llﬂﬁﬁﬂ
Lﬂﬁﬂ‘l«lﬂﬁl’]\‘iﬁll ﬂ’]LQﬁEIﬂ’J’]ﬂJLLﬂi‘ﬂ?’JUWﬁﬂﬂIﬂ mmau‘wuﬁmﬂiumu e mmwamumaa

UIRTIAFILUTUEN
FadauAunlsilsauIn
v Mean TAgaadiaunls ICC(1) ICC(2) @
s - AVE (rwg.))
(SD) Trait Method Error
Variance  Variance Variance
fauilsAu
AIEHLLSU (M) 4.67 64
¢ .01 .35 .65 - - .90
(0.94)  (.70-.87)°
AzELNYIAL (M) 4.96 62
¢ .06 .32 .68 - - .93
(0.86)  (.76-.87)
AR (B) 4.26 75 32 84 94
¢ .02 .23 .75
(0.57)  (.80-91) (23 (77)%  (.90)
AMMeEAL (E) 4.39 76 20 74 95
¢ .01 .23 .76
(0.51)  (.79-.93) (16)  (68)  (.88)
Auilenna
ANUwitewiuluL(M) 4.94 67
.07 .26 74 - - .93
(0.86)  (.81-.90)
pamsUfiAnuadin (M) 3.10 63
.13 .23 .62 - - .82
(0.60)  (.69-91)
Anumitlenuiulung (E) 4.56 .70 A7 .70 94
.07 .23 .76
(0.43)  (.82-91) (13)  (62)  (.91)
pamsUfiAnuadin () 2.89 73 19 72 .88
.08 .19 72
(0.33)  (.77-93) (15)  (67)  (.82)
aqu
AN (M) - 63 .04 33 - - - -
UMY (E) - 76 .01 23 - - - -
Audsmnu (M) - 65 10 .25 - - - -
Aulsmu (E) - 71 .08 21 - - - -
Anadalnesau 69 .06 26

NUNEILIAG) ﬁmmusuaqmmLLﬂiﬂmuwmaﬁmmmimqamqLLthﬂmanwm" LLa“’Jﬁﬂ’W‘J’Jﬂ mmmmmmmamaqmaqam

Atwmtinasdisznau (factor loading) ma\mnsuammuma"lmLLma“‘[ﬂNafiNLLmuu SEGH ammuwmaam

Aua LA LﬂummLLﬂiﬂmuﬂJmm’mmmmLﬂaauamqam‘lﬁmﬂammumaq V’]’]’]llLL‘IJ‘I‘L]?’)‘LW]OHaﬁU’]EIﬁﬂﬂIﬂﬁ\‘iﬂi”]\iLLBJ\?
LLaﬂﬁm‘mmLﬂuammumammmewaaq T™MM

E LLa"’ M nu mmmmLLﬂiﬂnﬂmamamamauwumm e ‘ummmmam‘m AIUANGL
8 mm‘wunaaﬂﬂiwnaummmu‘Lumewam TOM ®@n ICC sIJI’J\‘]E‘W LLUH?’JJJ‘]J@\W]ﬂﬂJQﬂWO’WﬂJVl’Jﬂ@’JLLﬂﬁ“Llu y

wazfarlunaduaa mLaaa ICC mﬂmm@mmummmuﬂiuu H

21n61974 1 wuln Inenade Tassadraulsnudnuuzaguiamnuulsisiuuadsn

wlsdunalaunign De¥aeas 69 vasanuulsUsiunamun vuznlaseadeuesisnisin

asune A neNsatas 6 TINatNINUTNSasa: 20 Na1u1TnaInalinAAINUIAULD IR

AUFINUGTTnIAulsluszAunanaaeuulasanigidala (Doty & Glick, 1998) Wilan

fayasiunnguntinauayinnlasad g uanuuzaguaanuLlsUTIuassuls

dunalaiwuuinaunindayauadginnigsanan fasas 9 uazaaanmuulslsuainaIw
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panmpdauasnaiuszuunazadeduliitianas fanar 3 uar¥asas 7 auddu witias
nirfesaz 10 uanillaiansanAdunlsrand anuduiudsrninafautsuleluwuuanaas
TOM waz TMM Tum913 2 wudn Bauuansneiuagszning .01 84 .07 uazuansneiu
Tnenadsiies .02 (Taegngi.15) ?uﬂm:ﬁummLauLSmﬁﬁiamaﬁaﬂumrsﬁﬂﬂé
nswAsulasdiansiiasuanside (Malhotra et al., 2006) Yayasulsangianisanan
LLa:mnﬂzjuWﬁﬂmummﬁlﬁmnﬂﬁﬂ%@ﬂLLumma"imﬁLLmnrﬁmﬁuﬁfmﬁfuLﬂfiﬁLLmﬂr;mﬁ’u
AdlrueuBseasndulsAnEanuduiugssninaioulsiiaanmanie T lussaud
WANENNNUAENSNTTE ATy

MA154 2 LERIANFUUTLANE AU URNUET NS LAz AU S LU AN UL ULD EI
21N28N199R

Ausuela TOM2  TMM?  Common Method Bias®
NM2ZEINLYU (M) wazanumteautuniglung (M,E) 41 40 01
nnazgiihgsau (M) wazanumilenuiunieluiy (M,E) 50 46 .04
NM2ZEINYU (M) waznanisufimnulasiy (M,E) 40 39 01
nnazgiihgeau (M) wazkanisUgifauuaaiy (M,E) 44 .38 .06
NN (E) wazannumtienutiunialuny (M,E) 28 33 .05
nzEeAy (E) wazanuwmilanudunialuny (M,E) 52 51 .01
NzENU (E) wazkan1sufiRnuuaiy (M,E) 14 17 .03
nzEgeAY (E) uaznanisugifnuuasiiy (M,E) 31 29 02
AumtenuUuneluny (M) uazkanisufimonuuamy (ME) .42 35 .07
AUmtenuUunaluny (E) wazuanisu)imnuuasny (ME) .35 32 .03
Tneads lugadayaginnisanun 44 40 .04
Tneads lugadayanguniinauanan 32 33 01
Tnaadayiavun .38 .36 .02

e ° Andudszansandunudinaastninssoulsulsluuuudnaas TOM uaz TMM
b AU INAMNRANGNENYsal (absolute difference) UasAIANNENRUSTAI LTINS EINLLLTI8Y TOM
uaz TMM
E waz M unu n1sdndulsanndayaranguniinnu wazundginnisanan auasu

3NAM974 3 wudn Taanmean uuudnaasiivinnisdszinauaiuas latszann
pnuduiusszIsulsamRuastadnsiInandayavasilidayandniuansietu I
Aranalauansliuansnaiu Tl frausanimapuiuntssufudaulsuadnad
Inndayafiansaaiuaznguiinauaunlduandneiu nsnBauiisusiadagie
18n19US U A LB ULA Bl (bias corrected bootstrap confidence intervals) ﬁl 95%
Wﬁﬂﬂ%‘%ﬂﬁaU’qﬁ:’] 3,000 ﬂ%ﬁ YA 3,000 AIaLNN §AK5U 1) ﬂﬁ‘ﬂjﬁaLLﬂﬁ?mLmLLa:maé’wéﬁ
Taandayavaslidayandnnguifaatu wudn Aedsnnuduiusssvinasauslyd
ANULANENIRL (M = 0.07, t(8) = 0.93, p > .05, F2aAMITasiL 95% = - 19 &4 .06) TWiifiu
31 AnuduslssansznInanzgun Anuwitisnudunieluny uaztanisugtiRauvasily
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suamﬁm'i’msl,u\ﬂmwmmm

yadayaginnisanuuazngumineuann dszAuliduansneiu wuuddadiidayandn

pargauuuud 1 3eduszlanidaslunisanilomuy CMV ansd 2) wudn Anlads

pauduiuderinaduls nedlldiayaandlidayandniiuansneiu SAnsindneddld

dagasng ldayanannguineiiuaenliad1Anynananszay .05 (M = 0.12, t(18) =

2.15, p = .05, 1WAMNADTY 95% = .01 019 .23) AU wuuIdag lidayandnans
dl v 1 Qo L4 %3 <

AULLLY 2 @1u1saauauilgn CMV Taandnuutddey idayandnawneduaziansn

WU 1

A9 3 ANULANAINUNANED S LAFLAITIZUINNLUUIIARIN YTz LU ALAZ NN UA LI
ANUFUNUSsENIIRIusER AT NaaNEN IR INTayavaE Wdayandnfiuansineiull
ALNINU

AFuilszanannudunus Adulszansanuduius A 7 (1)
Path A4 (1) Path

Aulsmu™  paudsniuE AaudseuM  AauilemnaE
TL(M)=>CH 48* .39* 0.92 TL(E)=>CH .26* 31* 0.00
RL(M)~>CH 52* 50* 2.18 RL(E)>CH 43* .63* 11.55**
TL(M)=>EF A45* .38* 0.22 TL(E)=>EF .07 20% 2.82
RL(M)>EF 49* 41 0.79 RL(E)>EF .20* 43" 7.68**
CH(M)>EF 42* .33* 0.35 CH(E)>EF 27* A44* 4.59*

NEWE) E uaz M unu n1sinsminysaindayauainguniineu wazaeginnisaun auansiu
TL waz RL wnu nMzEiysnuuaziiaay mud1siu CH wnu anuwmitieauiungluiy
EF uwnu nansufimnuuasiy * SlludAuneatannszeu .05 = Aleddynieatsnszéiu 01

anisanan1side

NANSITEARAL ﬂ?lmmum mauamLmaémmmmlmﬁnﬂw"hﬂ,l,umwEﬂmauawan
AULAEILAT AN EAY WULT 1 ImﬂiﬂjimmummfmmLLmﬂmqnusLum'a"mmLLﬂimd 6 &
CMV Lﬂﬂﬂluiuﬁﬂﬂ’luuaﬂLLa“eLﬂaLﬂﬂﬁﬂu p1ilacann 1) fuaulunsinnaseiisvuns
Aaudnadn (Fundinfiuads 13 au) uardiufduiusnisvinausutuaddndde vinli
Fntiny (HAn1ganan) wavaunaniy (winauanan) ﬁmmmma?ﬂslumil,ﬁ'hﬁqsi’]amuaﬁ
antusanistsziliunazaaudasiniuas q Inataasiu Amnuueneisatudusesuulu
Arnauduilasnainanunansislusiunianini eunelufivg edag luszaus
FaAARANNUNANTIIT8URY Wright et al. (2001) WU 926U CMV ﬁLﬁmm@mﬁﬂwm:
v Wt ayandn TuuaiiuanasmuauATaamiaens1AsIzAaNad uaz 2) A
WANFNNUBIA AN UL UAZINUIUTLAUUINTTR v-iﬂﬂmﬁwﬁmmﬂmmﬁqmﬂuuﬁia FLAU
18917930 IuDIFNsRaudaAInY anatEannIsFu i aafuauAdtandeiae

"m”nauﬂuﬁum Luawﬂu‘ua AN ma’mﬂum mm‘wumamm'ﬂﬂjmmmmammmummﬂu

N9ETITINEINNGITE, 2566, 36(2), 108-125. 120



ngeul Usenu
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IndiAnetusaannniamioy tiaratand auluainmAinuiuaie (Mackenzie &
Podsakoff, 2012) daamaadiun1s33981a3 Rindfleisch et al. (2008) WU favinnnaa
N1AAAUIIALUTEWR Al UIATTATILUNAIURANAIAIEAINUNUIENIIN 1
(semantic differential scale) 7 3zAU WAz IPAIWUINATNEAILUIAFTIAUVANALATN 5 T2AU
¥l eMV inpaIludnduAautneEn (12%) LﬁaqmnmfmLLmﬂrﬁhwmgﬂLmummﬁmﬁﬂ
"lﬁﬁma‘uLﬁmgﬂLLUUﬂWﬁmauﬁwmmu%’ﬂmmmaammé’awaqﬁﬂmaﬂuﬁammum%méﬁ
wlsanvauaziadnEnuAITaTaseuastiasas vinlanuaudsasinaufsty
GLRR

adnslsfinu msuenifiudayasudsaumsnaindulsuadnslaaldnguiflidaya
nENTuANGNaTY mfmmewmmauawaﬂwmmu WULT 2 ANANsnTIEAILANALIEL
IRE9UIANU AU TIEMI9EaNLTI N CMV 161ﬁﬂ’)’m’]‘j‘Lﬂ‘LIﬂJalluam%LLﬂﬁ‘ﬁ’]LM@LLau[}YJLLﬂi‘
maé’wémntﬁﬁﬁ'}auawﬁﬂnéuLﬁmﬁ’u (WUl dayandnAULAtILAT Na AL Lmuﬁ 1)
LummﬂmmLauLaﬂwaqmmawLﬂm'mﬂmanwm wasgpaulidiasduania: mmw’
(transient states) (11 819unl) uazAANEUET Aauds019L SUuLUNITARLTS
LLuaTuumumﬂmalumumaﬂumnmammu W3ANNIADUAUAIINAIANINITBFBING
Huifuruasdeny dudu duddaniiasinlfiisluantasas fefinanisivavas
Steenkamp and Baumgartner (1998) wui1 udazvinnsuanifiudiagyadudsamaniousi
wlsuadniudafiam (N1sdn9139282812) U CMV '1/1mmumnmﬂmamammﬁimama
MANNGULAEITL ﬂmmmmmﬂmwmumlmLu;mmqmﬂmfimumauaLmummmmﬁumq

UDLAUDLUS

maLauaLLu"‘l.un'm‘u'man'mqsﬂﬂ‘lm

nuansITansil mwmamuaummamaqmu‘wmmﬂuﬂi"'ﬁmumaumw
wmmmmﬂﬂma“mummmm amaqmewmmauawaﬂmemmmmﬂiumiam
CMV &ail

1) NI BUULNUANUTUN UGS qumuﬂfiwmmaﬂnwmmwgua MUY
atduayuimau wuuddegidayandnvateau wuun 1 arunsaidluniadannmunzanle
LummnLmem"LqungLauamam sineluaadiuuuameiidaaulunisdenuuaznieia
mLLﬂﬁ?’Lmﬂmmmmmmq T LﬂumumﬂmwmﬂmnmmmLLﬂiﬂmumnﬂmanwmvmmm
RIEH uawu NANLAG ma‘l,umwgmmaiumaaﬁmanalnw mLLﬂimmmm"Lmﬂ ANNS
Wasuulasyduundulsuadng V]’]SLWJHGL’Q’J’]ﬂ')’]llﬁllW‘lJﬁ%W)Nﬁ]’)LLﬂ‘a“V]Lﬂﬂ‘l]‘lﬂlli‘lj
ANMUFURUGNEY ag1919AAL NTTaINPAUIUUIZUN F2azan luNIFNUIILSTIL
faya saufeirmaulszannsfinauiviinisfinuniitias viliaunsafuanudsaian
NI9TARAUDIUVLNIAGIRE19INNTT limauLuUFauaN latagas LUty Wdayananau
wen nadvntnudugidayanan LLﬁfLﬂI‘iﬂLLUUﬂJ’]M‘i’JmWLLGmmNﬂuSLuﬂﬂi’mm%Lﬂ'i
sing 9 anaflumadendauniidanumunz audmdunisAIuALY CMV mmmmnmwgw
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ﬁ'mﬂ%a%mﬂﬂsfmgmfmiﬁﬁnmé’aag’iuﬁj&umé’dﬁﬁumLLazﬁmuﬁﬁ’mau%qﬁaﬂ NITUEN
fusausaudiayaduiasing 4 aananfumuuinAdeglidayandnvatasu wuil 2 ihee
Humadanfivinldfaanuiiulaluniseuauszdiu CMV waznisdaaduaundiasnss
wasdinagUuaidalanngn

2) na‘mummmuiﬂlmmnwmmam danueudennnauanuuzvalidoya
waz /mmuamiumammu mﬂmmmaﬂmimmauawanmmmu WUUT 2 [iaanAINL
mamawaaa‘ﬂuuumimawumwmamam pufululEaraRansannienansi
Aeadas iy neTananisUfiiAcu (Conway & Lance, 2010) wazn11zEiin (Sarros &
Cooper, 2006) é’wmﬂﬁﬁ’iﬁmmauLm‘uaa‘umuﬁLLmTﬁmﬁavlﬁmmauﬁﬁmﬂmamﬁm
IWlunswanuaziiuanuiuadainnsnaunueumanisasiiny §3eaaans
meimmumﬁnmﬂfivamﬁmwmmmewEﬁmamawanwmﬂﬂuiuﬂﬂsﬂqucs]uﬂmwﬁ CMV
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