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Concept and Driving Factors of Employee Engagement
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Abstract

The purpose of writing this article is to present the important of employee engagement and the
outcomes cf employee angagement for both employee and employer. The study reviewing through a variety
of literatures for example books, research articles, journals and magazines. The paper includes the concent
of employee engagement, antecedent and effect, the driving factors and the essential outcomes of employee
engagemeant practice.

Keywaords: Employee Engagement Driving Factor Concept

UN

Tuilaqiliinmsuanfudesddsznaundniiddnylunnsihesdmsll gaauddamui e e
NEWEINTYARAA LLLBIFANIT (Human Resources) sian BT N saTA N UL Ao NN 1T TuAT RN
niwennanyeduuuaie bl Teeiinaaueswinaud sl s uuaeseaanag e s (Human Capital) N3
U’?ﬁmmuwm}'ﬁﬁm:ﬁw%mwm’“]umﬁﬂf:n@ua?ﬂﬁmﬂumsﬁwwwmﬁmﬂﬁﬂimmmm%'wf'}@ RIS el
AVIHENILTOIWINUAEE9ANS (Employee Engagement) TdnndunuimdAtysagsnia pas S huetedion

Pl A At O U TN AU E T 19A9ANN T WAL WITN T (Win-Win - Situation) Tagwiinaiuaz i nisiansaaniiun 1

woFnesy ansund uaznsig lnsasilaauianelasensiiaunssieouniagilalue sinig winesdnagled

* = = = < a e e a = = L= - &
AWITEH NIATTIUTUNTTING ANLTEIANMIARNT WU AY AU L. ATHTN 23 LIRTRIUS DIy 1011s




158 sasasdepumisns weidnendursuatunsd s 7 15 stniew e, - 5.8, 2555

{ : P = o = =
Wins e ﬁUﬂrJWkNFT‘JMW@E}QﬂFW@\Q G RARIG ST EING Txﬂﬁffﬁﬂ’]?JLEU’3’1QZiLU‘LAﬂ’W?EWﬂJ%H‘H@&N@MNﬂ‘iﬂ’%ﬂﬂ’?i‘wﬂ[ﬂ

ar

T T Y X Err] rrsfnwwineuliingogiuacdinis U2 EnS AW uRANTY AdasTNANE
e ar = o4 i o E e e - e i
FAEIAN T FOEr WY aerunszdareiulunceinau iy Tuynenduiy wineasnislangwlnewngl
ZAUR I WUF DA N~ 3617 m@lmmmwnwmmmﬂw ArdanaluEaIal Ll AR R TRIAANSN1Y BDE
r‘TWU"ﬁs:c;-'w;u'Mﬁﬂﬂ’ﬂﬂqwﬁnqqmﬁmm%u Uszantnweasss@vinane sruin Judu (fu Fuisngng, 2547)

1._4,“@1%‘?? 1ﬂLP'J’WNNfH‘JUﬂJ’E\‘WHfN MAFAIAN ‘J’Nl‘d »Mi’ﬂﬂ‘lflﬁ FUATINAWLEEINUN DTN ﬂﬂN

QT Lzt Er s dnm Fne nenmeed £uagiann lLiasifudesda fodupdeuliiminouianing

HERLE D A AN PRSI, TN HAAIEAA I EGHAT R N ALAREIA NN WAZIATEEe 1 UNITAUETH AT HHNA
AaadAne UnaLdTr lﬁuﬁ%ﬂﬁw.'mLLLﬂ%%laLm'\-xﬁa\aﬁhﬁ"zﬁ‘:%“ﬁ’ummﬂgﬁﬁummwﬁﬂ\mw}'@mﬁmi

@'m*ﬁ’\*tm:nm"wzm’!Mﬁ‘hﬁﬂLm:mwmmqw [T LA 1B L P a9 ]HI f‘J‘LM LLLﬁfJ 184 ”UﬂQTN@JﬂﬁuTﬂdWﬁﬂﬂTuﬁi’E]

BIANTT AV EUA P R EIA U TR a2 9498 1IN AN suas N UUR

IGIGETER JJEJHWMFU TR A A" ‘mmmm iz lffuan HiHJVlWiéﬂ\i hj‘ﬂﬂdﬂ'ﬂufﬂ@@\iﬂﬂqﬁ

Fnuanuans tadadinasu

AYMHUHIEIDIAMNHINAUIDINUNITUADBIANTT

T I Na T BT R WAL TESAT TN ENAUERINWEE 9 3AN 1T (Employee Engagement)

: = ' o o o o o " » e = oo C
Tudrsuflusndaaenindeaos eninEnenaednm fieansiued wranineriadisvdutnne uieslsd

Pl sanle nvnngeann ganiluein WA e Ui dsdalzand (Empirical Research) Fadl

I
==

@ i
@ ¥ at 3 a a- o e e Geo=d s & o o B
sl mdng sYITBINUAITHE WD DI DID AN @.quuggﬂau?c%mﬂﬂ'@mummylﬁﬂfm‘u

FAIHUL 1 BRI NN BaWE WA 8AN 7 Adsialil

=

1 v 5
nnasdsnadniioananntouds Do Bnssugecrinauiia iy seazmulisnand Anyi
Lidu mr-sniunisensanl (Attachment) A97uEN¥ (Commitment] A% s9iniNFRaasAnIs (Loyatty to
Organization) ATaNe1E 131 U999 (Discretionary Etfort)

H"lm\uﬁuﬁq%am\:ﬁﬁm?ﬂm1 WA TETR LA AasziL e n nnatldaudan (Fully Involvement) @773

i

=

PesReRai (bnergy, Vigon aainatdsansasala (Fulliling) Arnansaluwiing (Absorption)

Az lEIT AT RN T B Engagement i?mmuinz‘iL.Fmﬁmwzﬁfﬂ%m ez fuuus AaRea iy
Commitment. Involvement, Attachment, Role Performance. Organizational Citizenship Behavior {OCB) Li@
Aperagiaanasl lazifulianes “ﬁm’wmﬁﬁmmLﬁmL'fimu,m,Lﬂumﬁﬂﬁzn@uﬁwﬁmﬂm Engagement iy
Taniagt udamannlidn "eougniueaswinawsiessdrg dhaosda@nyniussawineudiinuesinisuazau

o .

1 . o 1
= & e = = | o = = = o a =1 o
fviee Sowdnauilngufenelasaniminon deaunianils Teaeunseieraiu dela nunlifuauilai

WALULIEIDE C:JJ‘WL? AANANTADBIBIANT




asarsda AR NuinendeaTuATunydlsa IV 15 etden wa - oe. 2555 ¢ 158

@ as =4 ErY a @ ' o
adeduLARa WINAAATNIN AU BINU M URBBIANIS
AN AR LAY AN A AR IETIA N Tl uilpaynus e uaze sAnag il dT N Adn

URvarganilininisduait naaes wasiduiossydadodumdeulfiinniugniudesirig Pana
Research Report 11d] 2007 lHdauefuiuy “Hisrarchy of Engagement” Tnell@ilozansanr Maslow's Need

. o] == o I 84 e = = o o A o
Hierarchy Model Fangaalisiladasing Gadsuaiinunanuinanuimelsluny usrludd@nmeninaniy
yrviusaainig nadinnsifasaduduaoadiaanisiuginiuandrdiaasaapeuunilue AN suazyin

- Fr 3 @ u = = - a = = |
winagdnianelanasazraduasudienisdulihilu lansalunisimuinuies lenialunindeaiuvi

sUunume i uar AvAndanA s RaAnNT mINARL (ILNW 1)

The Poszipildy of Fromotion

Deaw

elnpmendt Uppdriunitfes

FPay and Benefits

sUn W 1 Hierarchy of Engagement

S

wsineelsfin AT andseinuaneTuilfiuausiladoauuanwiialland Wildermuth and Pauken
(2008a; 2008b) LFvinn9srusasnaisuineaiuanignwuRnasnig wasdunmzvidadadupaeuaendu 3
L 2 | =
wailananape

1. ANINLIAAEHTE989ANNS (Organizational Environment): AMNARSR U LW (Relationship) lildnas
dhierndisingizudiafiouionn sswinadiuiouazgniies sitasendinandnaunazgnéc iutladadnfmyin
Wininabdnauisla usgldifuntstiawiasatiuayy,  ATINANARTIUINCULATTIRATUAT (Work-Life
Balance) WAYAMAFBAUBILATAPEIANIT (Values)

2. AinmazEunedAnng (Leadership Practice) Horuidenaneduinuprnduiudizuinanuyn e
A9ANITLATN 1IEE LN

3 ANBNEa98NY (Job Characteristics] winanuariAnygnriusiaesdniailalfidnd uisuaesiiagd

. s ' 3 5 i = & < nw P P =

AN AaaIRnsuazRegnA uazatssnin llgilmane fesdnedald vananfudrauiar g lugnd

i

¢ e m o e LT 5,8 W we B =i 5 = o
idadludntaseinaliwineuianld s udossguasaenduing L eantfiam g




16077 vsarsdeananand uwrividnATuaiunsiisay I 16 a1 iden i A - 5.A. 2555

- 5

WaNaINHUEY Mowday, Porter, and Steers (1982) (§19alu dudnyie Axfswieg. 2550) WAnuTadad

ar Il '3

faviswasa s uyniuraasinsuardueanduiady 4 deznietidasliifanaiinyniuseasdnis Ae
(1) ANeuzaIunAAG (Personal Characterstics) THLA 1WA 218 99897 STAUNTTANST ANTLATRNITANIR (2)
AnHra TR (Job or Role-relatect) LA ANNANATUTE SAN O LT URRTEY SuRtmae nneaauiaal
ngtiusann lenaanaufiowin pvuidassluniemienu (3) aneurIASIET918993AMIT (Structural
Characteristics) WU aneznIINszaIee s nMedaiurnthadmaesfianis nsiduinluntsdnduls uaz
(4) UrzaunnaniitlEFuannisvnendugadnag (Work Experiences) iun aaudediesieaadinis ASEAN

SPNAATYABEIF NN URTTZUUNINANI N AHAAHTEY (AFUNW 2)

ANHUCAIULARAR

g S
- y - ANNFBANNTVIATBY

ANTFLSIIUANN

i '
- A lafarag iy

BIRNTT

ar

AN TATIRTIIUDS . .
- PF AN S

BIANNT .
- PPAUATNEN

- m’w.|w:|’wvuflume

5

dsraun-sailifusinnig

P4

Ssa a s

gunw 2 ﬂqﬁﬂwuﬂﬂﬁwmm’amwgnﬁuﬁ’mmﬁmi

Trfindluazaniz (Robinson et al. 2004) WiinmsAnmfseiurlasadimaoun myniuseesdnig

VTARE 97 BANITIA88ENUINUT <A LR RETsudaaefUsr nau Tunnsvinelsanar dlunnsiaastan lunng

5

Ardula tlemalunisimurswes seAvfissdnislanudndy luFesaaninzaesmdniu uasAudiiig

=l ]

! a © o g s e = o P o 3 =i [
FEMI N OUUATINE AN wensniwdadailandAduanuanvatuviai lwe ey thduiuvniin s suti
Wi UN AR Y NRUEE8ANT AnneA s nddaeanininisuasind GUR § Zowld sausenady

A

5 = P ar w | - s = = & ;
“}J‘UL@@ﬂuﬂqqmﬁ‘ﬂﬂQﬂwuﬂﬂ@\jwuﬂiqum@@\ﬁ@ﬂ"]‘j LW@ISHELUTT‘EEFWﬂ?ﬁf’qlﬁ\’l@ﬂ[ﬂ‘ﬂlﬂ (@JW(\]T‘]\‘] 1)

a

=4 P o o e o s a &
M54 1 ﬂNﬂ‘ll’mLLu’mmﬂﬂl'Jﬂuﬁ‘iﬁﬂﬂu’ﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁm%ﬁqqugnquﬂ’mﬁﬂﬁ‘s

thasduLAiau Driving Factors ATRIRUIAR
adgdiusaaa Personal Characteristic | Mowday, Porter, and Steers
Aauiawe el Jok satisfaction IES Survey

zﬁ"ﬂmu:muﬁﬁ’w Job or Role-related Mowday, Parter, and Sleers




o - = a el o= e s [ N
IFAVIBIANATNERT WUIINETREATUATIN L9 119 15 aiflnAen uA - oa 2555 0 161

tladgduLnaau Driving Factors FaunreauuInn

A AN L1413 Relationship Wildermuth and Pauken

AT IHANAATTUINII LAY Work-life balance Wildermuth and Pauken

TImaT1AY

AVEuar At el Pay and Benefits Pana research report, [ES Survey

Tanafinawinneadn Possihbility of Promotion | The Blessing White, Pana Research

Report

ﬂﬁiﬁﬂﬂﬂ? Communication IES Survey .

AinnzduisaAnig Leadlership Practice Wildermuth and Pauken

pfanindlansdsiaawinig | Value-Meaning, Pana Resesarch Report, Wildermuth and
Meaningfulness Pauken |

pailafuannsindnauinuniusaasanig
nstiusuuAAsdlwiladg Aiure snistiunsas luasAnisenz anas davsetsr avin - noed
mﬁ'mﬂfusi@mfﬂym%'ﬁ’uﬂﬂ?ﬂ@ﬁ“ﬁqﬂum@awﬂnaﬁuiu@q anailudnAny lunnsdinsaulilszaueondndsuasd
dssAviEmmiugm e ufemrisnsiasaduaiddinnmuiaamuitoe s lunr R mezany
ﬁ@wﬂﬂummguﬁmuimm231m”mggﬂu@ﬂwﬁwiwmmﬁﬂmm;] winwdnauluasdnnidanianalaiunig
Ufjﬂﬁmwfiﬁﬁfa:zd\m@iﬁﬁmw’gﬁﬂaﬂﬁuﬁumﬁmﬁﬁ@ﬂmm:Lﬁmm?mmmmmzm@@ﬂ@.mmublm'ﬁ'zg@ (A
AITHAITIO. 2545, Fiia’lu aelg9 TAudUD. 2551) ﬁqﬁumwgﬂﬁum@qwﬂqﬁﬂqwuﬁfafaqﬁma‘ (Emplayec
Engagement) Lﬂuﬂmwwwmww’?’iwﬁmﬁmmﬂﬁLﬁm"’fﬂﬂﬂwLﬂug‘ﬂﬁssu WANBIAN AN DTULA AW

&
wiinagangndulduda dnenisanesntesnidnauazanfiaoas SnAaNANERTE9TULAZN 17119114

a

Usz@viinwunndu Mlfidsnara Crganizational tyerformance liaziduFasamianalazeagni-Adiadu ua
o i < o | a =TT = EIRE R e @ ar e . o
Anlsfunnay aomduiudsoudnafsaunuiiugine . anliasldlidauaiuuasndeduwe daweminging

s

nyedluesdni udeadiineudrdedds dnluiuef aitesaugniureaminauseednsacsliiy

b=l ar a

ANTHATA CULASUILUINLESNAT I e I B Ila e i9a Andadifealffunisdneddadnuinluyiuvaag

ssfafumnenaireliesdinisazamnsntundnlFedradnudaard st

LB NAITHN9D

B0 FuAus. (2551). TealBaaue ANANNUsaaIAng AnuRanalalunslfiRau. Audrile
";Tuﬁ 16 ﬁﬂluﬂﬂu 2555, 811 hitp:diwww thaiedresearch.org/thaied/index.php?q -thaied_resuls&-
table thaied_results&-action—browse&-cursor=287 &-skip=270&-limit=320&-mode ~list&-

recordid=thaied_results% 3Fid%30 8452




16200 msarsdsaumans uuvive duaSusdunsilon 0 15 atfiAay um - 5.4, 2555

AW Atsznina. (2547, 15 wenew), dAanisirennuaysd. Ussirensigsia. wlii 2,

e & e

Audny AuATAUL. (2550). AMNENAUIBINLNNURBRIANTS (Employee Engagement) NSTAN®Y UFHW
sre@aReTWNEeas ne (NTw). Uy inuiivediansuundudia (msdmuaminenns
HYBILATOIANTTL DLy A0 TR RWaRM TN A anT.

Robkinson, D., Perryma, S., & Hayday, S. {(2004]. The Drivers of Employee Engagement. Retrieved June 15,
2012, from hitpifiwww . employment-studies.co.uk/pubs/summary. php?id=408

Wildermuth, C. M. 5. & Pauken. P. D. (2008a;. A Perfect Match: Decoding Employee Engagement - Part |
Engaging Cultures and Leaders. Industrial and Commercial Training. 40(3): 122 — 128.

. {2008b). A Perfect Match: Decoding Employee Engagement - Part |l: Engaging Jobs and Individuals.
Industrial and Commercial Training. 40(4): 206 — 210.




	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6

