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A7.259NY Almune’

msfawFesanudluBmginssnvesdls
FTUUMIUIMINUYARAYEININGIds 1iums
FHearunsevuvunassnseensuimalulad
(Technology Acceptance Model: TAM) lagluau
av A v = o A ' A '
Notladnudeiliodneg Naainsinadoanu

asladangdnssnvesdlinu Taglgnsdidnuves
seuunimsnuyaaauiu umilvesszuunanay

NINYINTOIANT (Enterprise Resource Planning: ERP)
ypaminends mydseashluduneuvesmsiiann
3901 (Realization Phase) nazduReuMSITONMS
%’u qﬂ‘v’ﬁ ¢ (Final Preparation Phase) %»1 L‘ﬂu"?’ll'uﬁau
asummhly1aseluesdns mdiTeasAnmaeilade
WoyiiikasteanudelaBmgingsa dun (1) Heuad
YOI (2) AnuAaniavedr1s uas (3) Usz umaol
voedld  Feanudiladsiliedndazdiely

MsaNLruAIRaNIseuulHRdse Tnsaw

a X
HINEIYU

T amisdilszhmainmdsen o3 aazndisemn aiuazmsiyd pnasnsainmineds
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Abstract

a A

TuifegtiugsAssimsudetuiuegiaguuss M

: o padnstiudesFudruaziuinaniudiu
The study examines behavioral intention

sz~ niamnlumsmanldavn  lagiamsesdns
of users of human resource management system P . dvw g o -
. L . Pdosuvaduanlunaiaseavlan Nlaiaaviung
in a university in Thailand. Under technology

1521991 1v0IMINMUNT LUV UHUNTNEINTBIANT
acceptance model (TAM) framework, this study,

. (Enterprise Resource Planning: ERP) ¥l
using a sample of users of human resource

_ o _ MIysanMsisonloamsaiinaudeg luedns
module during realization phase and final °

{ o ' o A =
. . . erhin masouunulusddifulueman salums
preparation phase, investigates the factors that N °

. , L Wannszuy ERP 11 eednsldda sminenasidu
have an impact on users’ behavioral intention.

. i Tmnnnieldlumsasmu namsimnszuy ERP
The results show that users’ attitude, users :

. , . wuh Awnubidesimsiannlasamslilse o
expectation, and users’ experience are

N ) o anu 5 lagldingduEesmslfiwdszina
significantly related to users’ behavioral intention.

, , i wuahiimuall mswannlassmsnldudan 5o
Understanding these factors increases managers . X . - dv
.. . . vlﬂﬂ?llﬂTWLlﬂﬂ?i mamﬂm@mimﬂumwmﬂ
ability to develop enterprise resource planning

' o
@oANu 159983lasems (King, 2005; Yourdon,
(ERP) more efficiently. (King ourdon

1999)

g 1 4

asdnsvinalvaiulinlumsamuluszuy
ERP 1nnnMe4@nsuinaLan 1nnams 153909603
U 271 93Anslae APICS WU 99AA3 N
(756 03An3) F2yNlasamInanszuy ERP 909
aueelsz una Sawiezgdse vilgmédugu
mulszanangall (60%) (McAfee, 2002) us
1ANA 157909405 1,042 peanslulszindlng
2 & ¢ ' g Xq o g
BITINNIDIANIVIA g nazyualansliiiud
aeanslulszmalneiianuisladiszuy ERP (i

A < o & v a9 I <

JPUU 13 wmanesanstniudesd itwiuesdns
ynalugvisevmaidn sednsnuILIIAldaany
WuRudwnuumenaluszuy ERP lagiiesas 21.1
nn 166 ssansdse vilgmamsudszanaluns

WA52UY (Chandrachai et al., 20086).
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wildhaidieludumsiannszuy ERP
Tag manasaiuiinmsdnnileieniinansgnude
AN S eanNAN I luuIMeMIRANSEUY
ERP 214115U Al-Mashari, M., Al-Mudimigh, A., &
Zairi (2003) 181 wensoumsuLlsgian (Taxonomy
Framework) vesiladsureanu "usademsiamn
550U ERP TaemsiFenleannmemsiannszuy
ERP 11AUNANNIIUIMIIANINTZUINMIGIAD
1Y AIHAINILAZYIMIINTTUINAITEIND uas
NMIAAMNUAZNUNIUNANTANIUU IAKNANTT
Anw1ves Umble, E. J., Haft, R. R, & Umble,
M. M. (2003) wu 10 Pafoursamu 157 awa
TiAaanudumarlumsiannszuy ERP 3enseiy
nadselumsiamnszuy 13 umasug Jedeur
A “15edl Tdud manams o wmnduims
32U _nazanuil WNveddlEszuy msvams
Uimssamslassmsiia msnamstmvuathmnei
Farnulaglsl wnsaidensuidialss “ninmms
gdinay fludu

Wn3Teu1e ulianuifiuiiany 15aves
ASWMUITZUY ERP @09A15A1519UHUATS
WasnuasiseiaseSe (Mabert, Soni, &
Venkataramanan, 2000, , 2001, , 2003) ‘Vifiﬂu
uruuigndedtesnhevedemsligldszuy
$hand usadumsiannssunfaudgsduves
nssuIuMslaeniangldssuvzeeniuszuuuay
szuullFan udnams338ved Abdinnour-helm
and associates (2003) Tums “191903@nsHAAIAS0aTIY
vnalvgnuiiszavvesnsidisulunszuiuns
Wanntiulal anadeRauadlugreduvesmsiann
szuu ERP aziiuldhmsaminennsengg lidae
funar ieawlszana ieldiinnsidhiaums
fannazuuvesdldszuviiuenald wnadetiauad
Y9 1F3zuVABANN 1NIIAUATANAIVOIITVY

aswud d3ruuno/AuAvipBLWNFANSSUYBVETES:UUUSIMSVIULAAA

HATMIYANTUTZVY FAVAudINUANNITD IaeN) 1)
Tumsiannszuy 13 wmna

vy
o

TuamiddeasalfiTeazaniumsdnmdaiedsy
fNe 1M1A9zANaRAN  NWUTTZHINAIN
aaluBangAnssnvedlinu lnsvouivaveanis
= & X & = = & a a
Anwasstiaziilums@nmdeanuaslaFanginssu
Tumsiiannszuuiimsnuyaaalusmineds &
srupvimsnuyaaatuiuszusugesszumia
YOITLTUVINUHUNTNGINTOIANT UDNNT SNHL

I'd d'mcu o =S g & s =
vos0ednsnITTmMsaAnAduesdnsmenmsdnm
d! I I's d' v Y a My v v
Fadusadnsniiumsiusms Wlaniu 29nnela
MilouADBIANIHIBUIENTINUINY ulngiiauin
Tgmaisdner  Buazdavaznsdneinazive
TuassiidailumsAnunszezendedideldmaiiums
dgnenly 2 11912198 TUADUMIHAINTZUY AD
JuRoUNM I IAAYUI (Realization Phase) uag
JUNBUNIINIUNAITY Ay (Final Preparation
Phase)

2. nnufjhSonsouluofa (Conceptual
Framework)

upuRassmsveansumalulad (Technology
Acceptance Model: TAM) 1flunilslunsevive
nl@sumsdedanni aludumsiannszuy laed

o d’l o/ 4’! . .
uvuNaeiignitanniulay Davis nazamg (Davis,
1989; Davis, Bagozzi, & Warshaw, 1989) %9
Model #ldrmimama eu Ysunlasunazysanms
Y dd’ U AU o
LWNUNOHH DU Tawiin3dedauann (Venkatesh
& Davis, 1996; Venkatesh & Davis, 2000;
Venkatesh, Morris, Davis, & Davis, 2003; Wixom
& Todd, 2005) 1szifiuridnves Model N¥l¥
wun§lFszuutiegiananuaslafiagldszunann
2 Padendnss lduad mssvidadselomi uazms
suitsanuhelumslsnnvesszuyl
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Ty vesamATedmmsiannszuy ERP 1
Igsimsth TAM inldiiie Wunseumnaalumsanin
(Amoako-Gyampah, 2005; Amoako-Gyampah &
Salam, 2004) Aaudhradseeziuiuanuidionse
voudaulslase Hevesnseuumida udmiums
Anuuuginafeinasysziinany “uiuslae
Winoumanmesdounduliiduneunas ves
AMTHAMUITZUUATINURNUNSHEINTOIANT  1FU
Fusumsnanay Fussumsienzd Suaeums
fruaAazMIAART TUABUAING U TuADY
msdeuszuy wazduq Iasfinisdnainnis
wasuulawesanuddlaiaslszunlundazdunen
voamsiannszuuidudesldiuanuniiends
Wufinnesdns duhdaiaisotestuiinzfnm
lagl$¥9nare13 (Motwani, Mirchandani, Madam,
& Gunasekaran, 2002; Motwani, Subramanian,
& Gopalakrishna, 2005)

Sabherwal, Hirschheim, & Goles (2001)
Igdamunsdianin 3 vmifieAnmmsiasunas
vodununagnsmumalulad 13 winalugieszey
nami Tnedmnna3seilaedwes Gersick
TuiSeq Punctuated Equilibrium (Gersick, 1991)
TawaaAduldlanuminimATemeisasaidnm
fuiuaatean: 1 wmdumsdnwmainveanis
wasuulaswesnnu DAARDITTNINUNUNAYNS
ngInInazuRunagnsamalulag 13 wind
msv“w’mumqyﬁﬁaa?%qﬂﬁaﬁ?uﬁﬁﬂwﬁasinum
dansesuiegmsalluesdnsluszaunminig
avegalsian  fallanudesnslums “uaams
wasuuamginssuvesilészuy ERP luudag
Frevesmsnannszuy Fwanudhleiaiied wa
femsulasuuasvesanudalaiBanginsnesls
TifWannszoy ERP - 131300 IHUMSWRINTZUY
a5z NS mmanndeg

112... uavnsnissiousnAd UA 31 a.121 n.A.-n.g. 52

fauh TAM tiudeuinaiazilunseuunin
dld L4 a gj a a
nfdszlemilumsesursanuaslaiBangdnssu
(Fishbein & Ajzen, 1985; Jackson, Chow, & Leitch,
1997) NguHANNMANII (Expectancy Theory) An@n
Tag Vroom (1964) Builunguiauduludiums
ay a a dd‘ 1 o dy 4
WoszuuBamganssn laglunguinlaensillan ag
Ififiuhaunliiiugandevasunnanuaiani
HAZADUT NN AUARLAZNANTINIINAN
mamiurarll  aunaliinazends “ymagio
wazanuaarlslumsiamsaununianusugon

oA ) o A

IuRernumIiaszuy ERP fuasuluns
Wiannszuutiideansyivanndudouyeamysanms
VBINILVIUNMINNGINIBIA0AITININTANY
da oy de o da 44
naNuiuaznIapniann wIa " amail
donm 1150y ERP iuismunanuaania
gonlsnmmumsnmnszuy ERP (Wang & Chen,
2005)

King (2005) ldaszylinnms “anamisailu
Tasmsiannszuy ERP 11 .. §r¥anail &y
2 Ysgmsilasumssensuh wnsarineans 5o
Y091AT9MINMUITzUY ERP @9 a2 “uwus
sgwhadhiauasifinm uag szduvesanandnle
Sawfu BAdeanuadsadsiulugadivesa
ussiiagu wagdsmandilymasniaiitiamuasy
1$e Tasmn unsauSmsans “wiussznied
Pinwazgihiuldedniilss ninmdgenily |
mausmsdamslasensiiasy (Yourdon, 1999)
wazaNN 1399091ATNMINANNITZUY

undlafuiiudas ndalufinnuiam
ssuuThzianaNumaniais Wnalddanginssu
Tudnwaigang dednanauazszuy Vioom (1964)
w1 anumaniiwesyaaatniuilide 1y
ﬂizmswﬁaﬁ%ﬁwmﬂwqaﬂﬁmmyﬂﬂaﬁ’u Uszifiu



P
Aayv A v o

< g <
nlasamsnsaiideidesnsin weiluiiisaning
giounnyAsuvedrlfszuy anuadlagangdnssy
vouflFszuvinazldsueninannanumaniang

gonSawiszuy ERP liddwzidluanuaianialu

!
A 4

13990213ANN W13 qaidlumahau anuy
Femyldmnin lasanumarisvedl¥szuni
dsuuadlmunar Fanuasladagingsu

3 4 o A4 4
T anazasuuaimy

3N 1: nsoumnAa wiulasamsive
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U 1w aansevuulda miulasanms

981l BI9TANEIANN “NRUTTEHIANNAe]e
IBanganssunvuiladenifendesnunisinszuy

o I'd v ) d
MINUHUNTN1NT9AMIINTE szl selemi
goanuitlaneIfuszuuMIUssRuNanIMITY
NUINATY FINNINTZUIUATIUAITHANFIBI A
wagMsinnIsnIsUIUMIANIUEIAY BaluTuasi
ANN 1AgRe a1TuMIANEINAZeIANIAASTLAY

I 1 a'
OATUIIUD YN

N30ULWIAA (Conceptual Framework)

Sufuselomi

Perceived Usefulness

nmssuanudiudenisld

Perceived Ease of Use

nauaddls
User Attitudes

Technology Acceptance Model

H3

T a a
ﬂ’)’luﬂ\ﬂﬂ LTIWO@ANTIY

Behavioral Intention

WREETE R TLRTOTE LR

Management Support at All Levels

arunanise gty
“ o e o d i
ANUFNRUIIUAYInI thir Expeciaion
Relationship with Consultants
R
Uszruntsniye gl

User Experience Toward Old System
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nanseumnAatumMIRlaman 1degy msy
Aa o d’ld
nsalieilfe
1. mysuithglont masudanuhedensldny
= o Q/ g A 1 1 o/ o/ a v
Hanu “wiusvse liedwlsfiufiauaduead s

2. M3 U YUYBIHUIMINATEAY AN
o 4 g d‘ =2 = o 4 g A 1 1 o/
wisAuUIneiiae “uiusvieliegalsiy
ANNAMAKIIVOI 1F

3. NAauaddls anuaaniawesdls uas
Usz umsolvesdldianu “unusnieliedials
AuaNualuBangAnssu

3. su08udsd398 (Research Method)

3.1 nausoegn

TumsiannszunSmsnuyanavedqinainsal
wimnadelainsuinguginnerdesiumaiiann
I 1 A =3 a o/
szuveeniilu 4 agu Ao finuImsdamslasans
(Steering Committee) aazmanulasans (Project
Team Member) Dﬂ%ﬂuﬁé’ﬂ (Key User) meﬁ%’
A @iy (End User) lasluamiddeiimsiden
feghazilumsidennguiednnngiineide
fumahszupsmsnuyaaanlsau saldud flE
Nundn (Key User) uagffldam ae (End User)
Taglauiariananls wsudaaviasihszoums

a a o g I 1
vimsnuyaaanlFlusiinendetiiy 2§90
YOAVUABUMINAUINALHANITLUY A JUADU
MM IMIAATNIIA (Realization Phase) uazdunou
MIATENMITU _AMe (Final Preparation Phase)

Tumsifvdeyandausnlusuaeumahliiaa
339 (Realization Phase) 1lduanuuy evow
Tinugldnumdnuazgléan amedam 49 au
uazldsuuuy summAdUINTINY 39 Au (79.59%)

114... ouavnsnissiousnAd UA 31 a.121 n.A.-ng. 52

wazluduneunisiaieunistu afie  (Final
Preparation Phase) lauaauuy suaiulviy
Alsnumanuaz{lsnu amednnu 79 au 165y
UUY AUMNAAUINANUIU 57 AU (72.15%)

1SN 1 aniudnazYeasy
& ! < Y a  d T i

wwy ey 2 nguasiuduguiy ulng
uazlunguueslfnundn (Key User) Huagiingu
91g0glugie 40 Jyull wasziise vmsalmam
mnn 20 U udnguifldanu ae (End User)
wdinguoiglugie 20 - 29 U wasdivsz umsal
mawdesndn 5 U walasamsnudifldanu
1 12 = ' 4 1 !
wlngfazinguergdslllunngnnguery nag
= C4 o d’ o/ 1 2
sz umsal hamdsdulylunngrufevss
Tsiuanshanu

1AM 2 zdudnazYeIasy
& U IS ¥ a IS T T
upy euawme 2 aguazsiduduaguin ulvg
nazlunguveafldaundn (Key User) wuagi
aguetgeglugie 40 July wasziidse unisal
Mmamnnd 20 U udnguiléan ae (End
User) aziinguorglugie 20 - 39 wash
sz umsamaudesni 5 U udlasnwsanuds
o 1 (] IS J A 1 J
Al wingiiziinguengmaslulumaginguey
= d o d' % 1 =)
wazdlsz umsalihaadsivlyluyngraien
¥ liuanani

3.2 1nSavielumsifivdeya

TumsidussmdeyalgugiinuluamiiTesuil
18%uy evanniluesesiionldlumsifvdoya
Weliuuy suauiulaNNeInsy Tunswain
UUU BUMINTUIZBINANGEE nazuITedug 7
i Tagaziannmanliasouaguunienyed
mulsluudazngu] Iasnanseumnaalulasims
WoiliulsMagmmsanuinimua 8 dauls fail
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P o ¥ 1) cqgva &£ a . .
M1 1: ANHMUSYNHADUUDY ’t’)‘]Jﬂ?llgl.‘l!"lluﬂﬂuﬂﬁﬂﬂ‘ﬁLﬂﬂ‘lluﬁ]ﬁ (Realization Phase)

Realization Phase
Key Users End Users All User
N % N % N %

dszaumsaiinau N=11 N=28 N=39

Blank - - 3 10.71 3 7.69

Hoonin 51l 3 27.27 9 32.14 12 30.77

5-101) 2 18.18 5 17.86 7 17.95

11-20% 1 9.09 6 21.43 7 17.95

11201 5 45.46 5 17.86 10 25.64
01y N=11 N=28 N=39

Blank 1 9.09 2 7.14 3 7.69

20-291) 2 18.18 8 28.57 10 25.64

30-391 1 9.09 6 21.43 7 17.95

40-497 3 27.27 6 21.43 9 23.08

N1 50 1) 4 36.37 6 21.43 10 25.64
et N=11 N=28 N=39

Blank - - 2 7.14 2 5.13

19 - - 7 25 7 17.95

na 11 100 19 67.86 30 76.92
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@590 2: ANYIZYRIRABUUUY BuUMN (Final Preparation Phase)

Final Preparation Phase
Key Users End Users All User
N % N % N %

dszaumsaiinau N=13 N=44 N =57

Blank 3 23.08 8 18.18 11 19.30

Hoani 51l 2 15.38 12 27.27 14 24.56

5-101 2 15.38 10 22.73 12 21.05

11-201 1 7.69 10 22.73 11 19.30

11N 20 1 5 38.46 4 9.09 9 15.79
1Y N=13 N=44 N =57

Blank 4 30.77 8 18.18 12 21.05

20-291 - - 11 25 11 19.30

30-397) 1 7.69 12 27.27 13 22.81

40-497) 4 30.77 9 20.45 13 22.81

1IN 50 1 4 30.77 4 9.09 8 14.04
Wl N=13 N=44 N =57

Blank 1 7.69 5 11.36 6 10.53

MY - 10 22.73 10 17.54

N 12 9231 29 65.91 41 71.93

1) mi%’uiﬂiﬂﬂ‘ﬁﬁ (Perceived Usefulness) 111
o/ d‘ £4 = d‘ 124 4! o d‘ o
duls gioudannngevesdls Famaminiun
1¥69891Anqui) TAM F. D. Davis et al.(1989)
BATUUIAAYDY Moore & Benbasat (1991) &ala
uanunAavesmsiuiszloniith 3 Uszifudos Ao
a tﬁ' o YR 4 = =)
n) mnAaiseamssuitianuldnisuduSeuisy
(Relative Advantage) ¥) uuIAAITRINITVIN
MsAulad (Compatibility) uaz @) uulIAaizeq
M33u3aImmnarl (Image)

116... ouavnsnissiousiAd UA 31 a.121 n.A.-n.g. 52

2) m3suianudedemsly (Perceived Ease
of Use) ifludndautlswiisnn TAM #l#lumsia
anugovesdlFszumisrfuanuneenlums
Tdnmszun Tagfidalaummsiaeeni 2 dw
Ao anudiwdenisld nazanudiglunisiFeus
Famawuihanl$azsedmangui TAM E. D. Davis
et al. (1989) waz Taylor & Todd (1995)

3)
AuAGN

o/

ViAuAA 1% (User Attitudes) flFagwiann
o/ ISP
il

ﬁ! 1 o/ ¥ 4!
952UUBW WwalldaimslEssuy sams



Sovtenuaddldii wnsaldmaiafisond Semantic
Differential lunmsiinundnwaizvesssuy lag
fMomniudaulannnn Hartwick & Barki (1994)
saldmamdniiiug (Adjective Pairs) iz
(metric or measurement)

4) M3 T YUYeIRUIMIMAITAY (Manage-
ment Support at All Levels) doldiniuilade
"WWeyitazaill ‘A Savesmsannszuy ERP
Jarvenpaa & Ives (1991) %Qﬁmm%ﬁmﬁmﬁu
M3l wswlumsiannszuy (Participation) uag
maifgrtaslumaiannizuy (Involvement) Tngaz
aseuaguldsmsn asanusaiunagiuszynii
(Commitment) wosfusmsfifidonahizuy
15 umanlging

5) A “wius A3 (Relationship with
Consultants) A1011MZBNDNAFIDYNNIATIAVDY
i3¥eveq Fullerton & West (1996) dldvhms
Anwnitemuuadeifvesniny “uiuiseniiei
Pnwuazdiuuims

6) ANNAIAWIIVOIRIF (User Expectation)
fawlu ilgdszgndinan Szajna & Scamell
(1993) AfwnAahanumaniwesdldiude
mmt%mm@l%ﬁﬁ&iamm 1NITAYDITLUY 15

windnazyse " ninnlumslsauszuy 15 wnd
waz Taylor & Todd (1995) Fewwzifumain

aswud d3ruuno/AuAvipBLWNFANSSUYBVETES:UUUSIMSVIULAAA

d‘ o/ d‘ AaAa A 4‘ = ° o 1 Y
ngfuaunisninanazaunianu 1agdeflEn
HanuamanialiglFlaldszunluszavle

(User
Experience Toward Old System) maiagiiu

7)Usg umsalvedllddessuy

Ci o/ L4 ¥
nmsannngInuaamnuazlszlasilunsldan
FEUUIANYRA1Fa Jackson et al (1997)

8) a1ufelalBangfnssu  (Behavioral
Intention) 1fudiusnn TAM #lflumshine
wnliuMslEszunver1s Davis et al (1989)

3.3 aanlslun1sivy
o L a e/ gj dy U o/ Y aal a
WIUMINeAsINeldlE aalugmssann
laun dunde Audsawumasgu waznlosisusd
wlglums qUdnwazvelszanns wazldléms
(Cronbach
Coefficient Alphas) 119573 suANNUIFDRD |G

a1 “udse " nidarvesasoula

YBIUVY DU TUMIMANN “NAUTAUTENI
Fadsia 8 dafiazghdnlsiianu “uius iy
Tugdupuida wideld  §iTeldinendsmsmen
“wsz™n3 w uusveufies“u  (Pearson’s
Correlation Coefficient) 311¥lun1531a518¥Mm
AN NIWuEaInd  wag amedldeldldnis
Jianzinsaanesuungna evdeiladeiii

Hansenudeniauafdlld anumaniwesdld uaz

¥
)

& a a 2 A <) v o
ﬂ’J']JWNGli]L‘NWf]@]ﬂi‘JN guveuIu Nﬂ']'i‘lﬂﬂﬂu

= b0 + blPerceived Usefulness + bQPerceived Ease of Use

= b0 + blManagement Support at All Levels

+ bZRelationship with Consultants

uM3N 1 : User Attitudes
uM3sN 2 - User Expectation
UM 3 :

Behavioral Intention = b0 + b1 User Attitudes + b2User Expectation

+ b3User Experience Toward Old System

uinavnsnissiousnAd TR 31 a.121 n.A.-n.g. 52..117
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4. Waawsyoomudvy

ilesnndnudeyaiodelunisiveadsil
WnuenIANiIgninNngudlsnumdn (Key User)
uazngu 15 ave (End User) dziivinadoya
Tundagnguasuiaion  Fufufiseezduiums
Janzvideyaanu “wiusluudasiliadne sl
famadiangianuanaes Tnsnudoyavei 2 ngu
flFnusndiu

4.1 wadwsludunsunisrirliiniaduosv
(Realization Phase)

Tugsedt 3 zifumsu asdade audsau
WA nasdr “ulse nssanvesaseutaves
FoyalutuaeumahliiAatiede  Fsnmsiih
fammaneg mansnld euaiien asdailade

a

g9 Uy AIdeialdmnina eu “uisz 0
) o A g o A P
davhvesasoutia Wi Wumslaanuenelanse
AN aandesmeluvesman wune N5y ns
davhvesiulsiianegszning 0.713 - 0.944

wagnnmaiiafihinldlunismia naves
o d! = = =

M3npUMAN HH 1na -3 B9 3 uaz 1na 185
d! = d‘ J o/ o/ g-” ya o =R ¥
Favwa nafiuand iy AauNnagidedla
mmswasmdeyaldiluena 1 8a 5 TWiniloudu
ABUAZININANN AN ANRASIAZADBIIUUNATTIY
Tagar 1 azifluazuuui waluluiBavinni o
Tamdulaudeda 5 uduazuuud 'TWlwdann
il o Banndeyanuhausdslundazdinlsve
flnuaziiannasliegluszdunansy wazaoult
Tumain

P 1 = oA R a fo o . .
MINN 3 MINU ANARDY MU YIUVUIIATU Lasa 152" n30avhveIATOULA (Realization Phase)

Cronbach
Standard
Construct Mean Coefficient
Deviation
Alphas
mssuflsTond
3.4739 0.55141 0.927
Perceived Usefulness (PU)
v Y ' N 9y
mﬁugmmmamamﬂ%
3.2769 0.52975 0.713
Perceived Ease of Use (PEOU)
@ avyq Y
irunag 9
3.7091 0.68905 0.944
User Attitude (UA)
msarfuayuveIfusmnnsEay
3.3850 0.74179 0.848
Management Support at All Levels (MS)
v o do A (R
ﬂ’JquTiJWu"ﬁﬂ‘lJ‘VnJiﬂHW
3.7192 0.80115 0.942
Relationship with Consultants (RC)
@ Jq ¥
ﬂ'JnJﬂTﬂﬁ'NgUﬁ\iﬂal&B
3.8595 0.64207 0.936
User Expectation (UE)
dszaumsaived 1y
3.4320 0.77381 0.903
User Experience Toward Old System (UETOS)
v
anuaslusanganssu
3.4573 0.59477 0.883
Behavioral Intention (BI)
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v “wiusgeaiios “udafumn asanu “wiuslu
31391 "wsgnindulsudazdiveangugldan
Fanannmadengideudaiilmunsenunan
TAM A3Te166a15 Taofiszduanuigoii 0.01
dusiiauadvesdls A “wiusdudinlsms

aswud d3ruuno/AuAvipBLWNFANSSUYBVETES:UUUSIMSVIULAAA

o o i <A o o L4

fusanumanivesdld Alanu “wius
Audiunsnms 1 yuveaduims wazdiulsany
WRUSAUNUTAEINTZAUANNITRNY 0.01 laed
ANy “wwus I ludamaifediu salen r = 0.524
wag r = 0.505 MUAAU

X < oA o A
UDNNUISIHUNNTZAVANNLITONUY  0.01

suiUseloml wasmssuianuhiedemsléan lagl o La o A - o o
¢ ¢ dudsanuasladangfnssuiaing “uiuslylu

ANy s I lufamaifeddy daden r = 0578 f e e o y DA o o
L amafderiududinlmnds  udaziany “uius
uag r = 0.681 Muaay o W o - v A A a,
Audnsiauafvealsinai o e r = 0.861

@3RN 4 M e Wiz TNs W uiusveies “uvemndiuys (Realization Phase)

PU PEOU UA MS RC UE |UETOS| BI
m3suise Toad
Perceived Usefulness (PU)
[ ' 1 Y
ﬂ?iiﬂgﬂ'ﬂuﬂﬂﬂ@ﬂ'ﬁﬁl%\ﬂu
127**
Perceived Ease of Use (PEOU)
Vaunag 1y
S578%* | 581**
User Attitude (UA)
MsEiuAYUYeIRUTHIS
410% 315 | .558**
Management Support (MS)
v o o A (X
ﬂ'J']llﬁiJ‘WL!ﬁﬂU‘V]‘]Jiﬂ‘H']
A499%* | ST1** [ 726** | .668**
Relationship with Consultants (RC)
@ 9Jq 9
ANNAIANTIVOIH 1%
L602%* | 463%* | 725%* | 524%* | 505%%*
User Expectation (UE)
Uszaumssiveells
S5TF* | AS6FF | 497F* | A82%* | 506%* | .621%**
User Experience Toward Old System (UETOS)
ANuAlugIngan s
AT77*F* | S80** | .861** | S80** | .699%* | .699** | .590**
Behavioral Intention (BI)

*#% Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

*  Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).

uinavnsnissiousnAd UA 31 a.121 n.A.-n.g. 52...119



2sWHE AJRUND/AUALIDIBLWNANSSULBELEES:ULUSMSVIUYAAA

UDNNTIATIEHNANN “HNUTANTENT
fulsudazinlsndin Ivedsldmmiiansi
ANNAADDEITININBANEIAIN “HiUTYeailaTe
#fIvelaae unAmInlidal

umsh 1 UA = b, +b PU + b PEOU
umsh 2 UE = b, + b MS + b RC
WM 3 BI = b, +b,UA + b UE + b UETOS

gﬂﬁ 2 : Linear Regression (Realization Phase)

¢ ya o

NAMIAANLIEITlAL 09 Standardized
Coefficient ¥30a1 Beta Tuu@ag ums uazu o
@1 Significance vosdnlsudazilundas ums
é’qgﬂﬁ' 2 wazldn aed Adjust R Square veai

3 w3 U 5

Realization Phase

Sufuslomd

Perceived Usefulness

N

myfuianuieda msls

Perceived Ease of Use

Technology Acceptance Model

aaladmnanssy (%*&‘\\
p=.000" )

Behavioral Intention .

mMIaiU ML TIIMNIEAY 1,

-~+Management Support at All Levels

v v ¢v o
ANUFNRUSIUAUININ

Relationship with Consultants

Uszsumsafvasls =
User.Experience Toward Old System~

*p-value sig. Level 0.10

** p-value sig. Level 0.05
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miN‘I?i 5 : Model Summary of the Regression (Realization Phase)

No Un-standardized Coefficient for Regression Sub-models Adj R’ F (df), p
1 | UA=0.770 + 0.413PU + 0.455PEOU 0.356 11.227 (2, 35) , p=.000**
2 | UE=2.060 + 0.308MS + 0.216RC 0.283 7.512(2,31), p=.002%*
3 | BI=0.140 + 0.708UA + 0.061UE + 0.124UETOS 0.823 55.244 (3, 32), p=.000**

** p-value sig level 0.01

Abbreviations UA = User Attitudes

PU = Perceived Usefulness

PEOU = Perceived Ease of Use

BI = Behavioral Intention

A & < ' 4 v v
NAMINN 5 WU unsh 1 mMe3uj
Usglominaznissuianudredemsldnu 1wisa
atuvdaviauadveflinulaae 35.6% uay
1A ' Vo P
MNUANIIaNA p-value vodudazduslugin 2
udmu aswunmsuilszlenivaznsiuianudie
ganslFnunuiinafuiauafvesdlinunszay
ANNITBBAY 0.1 nazane Standardized Coefficient
Tuzin 2 sgnwuhmsivianudiedensldaui
nanuiAuafveslsmsnanmssuiilseloni

Tu umsi 2 M3 WU YuYeIusmInILaY
uazaNN “NusAUNUIAE1 sasiiuedaany
manaeeflinuldae 28.3% udmniinrsan
A1 p-value vodudazdiudslugun 2 wdau

1 d' s d’ Q!I o/ L% L d
wnUNNIzAuAITeNY 0.1 @Ay “uiug
o/ d' 1 1 o ¥
funUsnm lifinadeanuaaniavesrlsny

W WM 3 dznuhmiauafvedlEnu
ANNMANIIOIIHNU uazllsy umsalvoar ldn
MsaesIBiNAaNNGluBngAnTanlate 82.3%

UE = User Expectation
MS = Management Support at All Levels
RC = Relationships with Consultants

UETOS = User Experience Toward Old System

udmafinsand p-value vosusiazdulslugli 2
wwnuhilssduanuided 0.1 anumanives
dlFaulifinadeanudalufanginisy  uag
maNsana Standardized Coefficient 9zWUN
ﬁﬂuﬂa‘ﬂmNfl%ﬂuﬁ]xﬁmﬁﬁﬂﬂ’)m@?ﬂ%L%quaﬂiiu
nnnse umsalveadld

4.2 wadwsTuduneunisinSeunisdu  ane
(Final Preparation Phase)

Tumnaail 6 szihumsu asdunds dudeaw
MAsgIu uasar “nlsz " nisarvesasouda
vosteyaluduneumaiaionmatu aie wuh
A1 ulse " nidavivesdrnlsiidegsend
0.5695 - 0.934

anndsluudazdlsvesilFnuazidnade
Tegluszdunanyg wazdoululumsay Feaz

uangnalladsnlaluduaaumsmliiiaduase
d! 1
geazaeulylumauin
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P 1 2 oA 1o a Lo o . .
MINN 6 MINUL MNAURQY ANDAUDUNATTIY LAz W3z " nsoavhvesasouta (Final Preparation

Phase)
Cronbach
Standard
Construct Mean Coefficient
Deviation
Alphas
mssufilseTomi
3.0642 0.62403 928
Perceived Usefulness (PU)
[ ] 1 Y
ﬂ155‘U§ﬂ'ﬂll\ﬂfJ@]i’Jﬂ151‘lf
2.6208 0.54225 595
Perceived Ease of Use (PEOU)
nrunag 1y
2.9194 0.72800 934
User Attitude (UA)
MsATUAYUYOIRUTHIS
2.7992 0.76567 799
Management Support (MS)
v o Jdo A (=
ﬂ'J'IlllelWHfﬁﬂ‘U‘V]‘]JiﬂHT
3.3354 0.83187 .899
Relationship with Consultants (RC)
@ 9Jq ¥
ﬂ'ﬂllﬂ"lﬂﬂ?\'ﬂ]ﬂ\i@iﬂf
3.0207 0.82493 .909
User Expectation (UE)
Uszaumssivesdls
2.8142 1.09350 917
User Experience Toward Old System (UETOS)
anuadlasnganssu
2.8724 0.64159 .828
Behavioral Intention (BI)

Tumsedt 7 ifumse aedr “udsz™ns
v “uiusvoadios “uduilunan asanu “wiug
TugtiBa “usgwhndmlsudassvosnguilFnu 39
nanmsIanzidenituiullmunseuuifa
TAM #3Te16da15 Tnsfiszduanuiseiiu 0.01 i
dusiiauadvesdls A wiusaudiulsns
sujusglesil wagmssuianuhedemsldnu laed
A “wiusl lufiemaifieafu Sadien r = 559
uaz r = 555 MUMAY
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fulsanumanTaveldasianu “uius
Audnsnms 1y yuveadusms wazdiulsany
“witusfuiidianissfuanuideiu 0.01 lasd
A “wiusl lufiemaifientu Sadleh r = 483
uag r = .554 MUMAU

wennilagiiuiissiuanudeiu 0.01
Frusanudddadangdnssuiianu “uiuslyly
Aamadgiiuiudiunlsnndd  udazianu “unus
fushulsiauadvesdfldinndl a Gafien r = 0.761
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@5NN 7 ML aan sz TN v wiusveaiies T uueanndiuls (Final Preparation Phase)

Pearson Correlations

PU PEOU | UA MS RC UE |UETOS| BI

mssuflseTomi

Perceived Usefulness (PU)

v Y ' ' 9
ﬂWiﬁ‘Uzﬂ'ﬂM\ﬂﬂﬁ@ﬂﬁ%}'

A84%*
Perceived Ease of Use (PEOU)
NGHTERE

559%* | 555%%*
User Attitude (UA)

msaiuayuueIduTNIg
.603%* | 132 | .422%%*
Management Support (MS)

ANuFuIusiuNSawn
S13%* | 397%*% | 662%* | 459%*
Relationship with Consultants (RC)

ANUMIANTuDag 19
655%% | 3045k | 738%% | 483+ | 554%%
User Expectation (UE)

Uszaumssived 1%
A95%* [ 35Q%*k | 642%* | 498%* | 709** | 720%*
User Experience Toward Old System (UETOS)

ANUAL TN AN T
S68F* | A35%* | TO1F* | S38¥F | 576%* | .694%* | [744%*
Behavioral Intention (BI)

¢ va v

- y , v " | ,
NAMIAUANLEITolAL a9 Standardized 3N 3 wazldu aad Adjust R Square ¥4

1 ] i & A
Coefficient ¥30@ Beta luugiay uMs uazy a9ar W3 ums lumswn 8

Significance voIdnUsudaziluvesudazluing
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gﬂ‘ﬁ 38 Linear Regression (Final Preparation Phase)

Final Preparation Phase

Technology Acceptance Model

-~ v (4
fujelonl L H3
Perceived Usefulness La o - m—
anuaslaBang@nasy #
(p =.000*
Behavioral Intention \),‘1//

mssuaruitwdamsly

Perceived Ease of Use

p=.003"

mssdmuvasuimnszay Lk

~+Management Support at All Levels

« o o d
AnuRURUSIUTIUSNIN
Relationship with Consultants

Uszaumsnivasgls
User Experience Toward Old System),

@351MN 8 : Model Summary of the Regression (Final Preparation Phase)

No Un-standardized Coefficient for Regression Sub-models Adj R’ F (df), p
1 UA = 0.257 + 0.442PU + 0.499PEOU 0.397 19.407 (2, 54), p=.000**
2 | UE=0.925+0.303MS + 0.389RC 0.355 15.602 (2, 51), p=.000%*
3 | BI=0.881+0.395UA + 0.057UE + 0.237UETOS 0.675 39.752 (3, 53), p=.000**

** p-value sig level 0.01

Abbreviations

UA = User Attitudes UE = User Expectation

PU = Perceived Usefulness MS = Management Support at All Levels
PEOU = Perceived Ease of Use RC = Relationships with Consultants

BI = Behavioral Intention UETOS = User Experience Toward Old System
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1. mssusUslasu (Perceived Usefulness)
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3. nAURGWTS (User Attitudes)
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4. ms UU yuyoowusmisnns:au (Management Support at All Levels)
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5. Ao WUSAURUSNL (Relationship with Consultants)
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6. AUAAKIDUOOWTS (User Expectation)
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8. nowdAdIBoWNaNssU (Behavioral Intention)
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