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Abstract

This study is study the accept and usage mobile phone to access information of
university using mobile service acceptant model by Gao et al,, (2008). The samples were
selected through 346 students of faculty of management science, Valayaalongkorn Rajabhat
University under patronage Pathum Thani province using PLS-SEM. The result show that
context are significantly positively related to perceive usefulness and perceive ease of use.
Furthermore, trust, personal initiative and characteristics and perceived ease of use are
significantly positively related to intention to use. Our study proposed that future study could

be study on direct effect of context to intention to use.
Keywords: Information Access, Usage Mobile Phone, Mobile Service Acceptant Model

unin

U990u09ANI53A7 99 mnTIu kaznsAnwIlun1Asy wavionyu sudelseyivu i
auddalunisiimaluladasaumeasarnisdearsuildiniunudielinisuimsnu  wae
andulafnussansninasan uwinszuiumsiauimalulagivd siudsniseeusunasnislydalinng
Inn¥iugs (Kog, Turan, & Okursoy., 2016) lnemalulagaisawnadudadedidgluniside s
mMsdnnsansauma undsiitadenanausznsisadusanlunissensusaznsldinalulad (Bogart
& Wichadee, 2015) migauiuuaylfinaluladlmifubesithufoing wastindunisdiesine
#1AMBU (Koc et al,, 2016) ﬂafqﬁ’umﬂiuiagsuaﬂiwié’i’wﬁmﬁauﬁmmiaﬁ%ﬁuﬁaﬂﬁuiﬁmmzJ
Uszns msdladedladoiivhlidaleunldusmssnsdimnudfy wiluwmeinismsdaiianng
dlalidaauineslsfedusiivinliunldusng (Sarker & Wells, 2003)

psrusznauiitagliuimsinsdmilndouiiuszannmdiia Ao anusiosnisvesiliuins
(Gao, Krogstie, & Siau, 2011) 51@1 (Price)((Blechar, Constantiou, & Damsgaard, 2006) 41013§1U
(Standard) Iﬂim%nﬁugm (Infrastructure) USUNN15LE (Content) (Barnes, 2002) A3l
(Compatibility) szumaa%‘um'ﬂsﬁmﬁ’wﬁmﬁ'auﬁ%mﬂﬂa (Individual mobility) Lazn1sadouAI
nNquv1984 (Subjective norms) (Schierz, Schilke, & Wirtz, 2010) Yasuwaniitnadonisulduinng
finsfnwidesununnifetunmsiaunuinsinsdwindeui suuduadetiandeuiivazszuuld
a8 uRnsANEINIsEeNSUNISIASoYeLAdounildunin (Gao et al, 2011; Koc et al., 2016)
Tne Gao et al. (2008) w@uanuusIaasnsuausuuinsnsiniedeuilug lnseunwidanissensu
weluladflnenauiulassairmauilue Tnesawsuuslulassairan wu mssuimnuaznnues
N5l (Perceived ease of use) m%%iﬂaﬂ%ﬁmﬂ% (Perceived usefulness) mméﬂwﬂ%ﬁmi
(Intention to use) Wukuusiasafidafunuusiassnissensumalulad (Technology Acceptance
Model : TAM) Ygussasdudnvasnisifeilifiedlafeiladedisvinasonsliinsdnindoud
AEUSNsveINMINeNde Fedaiinns@nwrdiuillaiunnin (Koc et al., 2016) laglguuudiana
gausuuinisinsdnsiiadeuiives Gao et al, (2008)

nsAnel Anwnseensunarmsldsyuuudnmsinsdniindaeudl vewindnwaaeingins-

$nns uvinendenuigalaseainsal ileAnwadeiviliinisldnsdiedeunidndainsves
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aodunsine Taglduuvasuniuwes Koc et al. (2016) 393iAsgvissaunisiassad1auuuaIy
w5323 (Covariance based structural equation model) uwsin1sAnwild3saunislasadrards
aa&ﬁaaﬁqwmddau (Partial least square structural equation model) A1elUsiunsu ADANCO
(Henseler & Dijkstra, 2015)

NUNIUITIUNTTUUAZAUUAFIY
wuus1aanseaniumalulad uazuuusiassnseaniuuinsinsdwiindoud

Jadeiidamanonislidmaluladinisfnulunainmaigaivvanisnaie (Wang & Li,
2012) n1514USAsInsdnsiiadoudl (Zhou, 2011) Gﬁ@ﬁmqwﬁLLasLLUUﬁi’ﬁaaqﬁmmmaw 1oy
wuudaesiifoulieaeunginssuglilunisidvavinisianisansaumnafe uuudiassmseniu
wAlulad (The Technology Acceptance Model: TAM) (Davis, 1989) Failuduvensvameuinig
n3eyeaeLsNa (Theory of reasoned action) (Fishbein & Ajzen, 1975) Faduwuusaediidudou
M1A1utd1Talag1y (Legris, Ingham & Collerette, 2003) LWuUd1889 TAM We1nSain1588u5U
walulagvesdllagldmuusunsaudife n133uiuselevinisly (Perceived usefulness) n133us3
AudzAInven15ld (Perceived ease of use) wazngiinssunisasilanduunld (Behavioral
intention) {asgvaanuudansiinanfe linseuaguisuiunveunalulad uagmisldfenadu
Uadudemansenusieniseaniuresildlea (Koc et al., 2016) st Venkatesh and Davis, (2000) 34
USunuusiasdlaeifia nszuiunisdninaniedinn’ waznszuaunsasesdoniatlygn (Cosnitive
instrumental processes)® fidnngqufifeuliluauidenisianisarsaumaildaanisuinnssu
wialulaglui 9 As Ngu)ni1sunInsza1euInnssy (Innovation Diffusion Theory: IDT) Laualag
Roger (1995) Wuud1aes TAM uay IDT wilouduiidiuds mauiuslominsliuazanuazainues
13l wailiifinnslduuudnaes IDT TunAdaieafuusnsinsinindoudinnniin (Gao et al, 2011)
msfnillduuudiaesmes Gao et al. (2008) FsBefu TAM (M3fuinnussloviuasaruazninves
115l Tnewfia Al (Trust) USumnnsld (Context) Ms3i3udienuLes (Personal initiative)
AndnuaizaILyAAa (Individual characteristics) @4 Kog et al. (2016) Tuuudrassfanannuins
goufuLaznslilnsimiindouiuinsvesuminedelulseimansh

msldnsAniiiadoudiihisuinisvasanufne

Hagtumeluladuvedinsfmilndeuannsaldndrofuasuimesdiuyana uaziianld
Jugunsainienisfnwivsziannils frefeilvidndnwidunguyanaiseuu Aanuuazly
waluladansawnelng 9 lunainuatedesnia (rby & Strong, 2015) wagmeaardunisaneiu
wrdaiudiowalulad ssvumaluladarsauma GreliAan1sufzunisdounisaoudulng
(Demirbilek, 2010) Lﬁuﬁiaawﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂmmsvﬁwﬁqmmiﬂé’mn‘fﬁu (Thornton & Houser, 2005)
SainnsldsruuTnsdwiindeuiluaotunsfnwiiiudy (Koc et al,, 2016) lnganzluuningas
(Cheon, Lee, Crooks & Song, 2012) wansaatuanunsadndsunidounulnsdniedoudily Koc et
al. (2016) Anwinsldinsdnriadouiididnisusnse o vewmInedosiuianisiseunisasy

> Wi M3ndesnungud13ds (Subjective norm) 3menan (Voluntarism) wazn1wanual (mage) Wusu
* Fesnieafiuau Job relevance) Aaunmuandn (Output quality) nadwsaiuandliiiuneuld (Result
demonstrability) ms%’uifmmazmﬂsuaqmﬂ%’mu (Perceived ease of use)
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ooulatl wazdsmsthu nmsldnussuulnsdmiledeuiifuuinisvesuvninendeianuieiusiu
othadansldinsdnsiedeouiivesindny (Liu, Li & Carlsson, 2010)

Tuaninendevdigalaseainsal lunssususigudud Jawdaunusii wlidslifissuy
n1siseunsasuntlnansentsesulategeauysal WAN1TUSNITNANE0E19Y0UNINEIRELUA
TiusnsihussuudumesidnfiinAnwinazyanains annsadildiiussuulnsdwiiadeudl gy
AyvEUTBIndnaeu Auvdeyaseinfilaaeuvesmvinerden lnsaansafumdeyannn
aaFou Insfnwn siaien o3 uasdedaou Yeyanyiiou aunsdiunwfeligldssuy
wanstoyatindnuluny Souifldszuufuoansdiivinu wazanmsafinsisredetdndnuiniumg
Bouluivinuls maaeusansdiielvgldszuuimdeyanssaouvesiliszuu lnsaunsadu
Mnmaizeu Imsfnw naFuinAnvuieliglissuuidadetind@nwluseiviiiaeu dwans
SouinAnwuileligldszuvdsmanisSoueeulat gazuuulszifiu Welifldssuuguanisusuiiiu
yostinAnwuAsiunnudiaonela vesiFeusonmnmnsinnisiounsasulazsatiuayumsiSeu
nsaey wuzthisnsdssanisideu Wisligldszuunniinanenaisnslinu

U3um (Context) msldlnsdwiiadaudl

waluladinsdniindeud dnsusuasuliiuaiotuaue 4 vldazaandenisldoy
Mallat, Rossi, Tuunainen and Oorni (2009) awed1 uSunnisididutiadudfyidamadeniseensy
vosflilnsdmiiadoud Ari1“uiun” danldunnlunmsisemaluladinsdniindeusl Usunnnsly
Insdwsiadouiiduasaumadiuyananiem saumaannzwIndeuiidvsnanerglidumesidnly
Inséwsitadoudl vsunnsldidusmmuasinlfgldnsviivssTovinieldauinovsols 1u
poufimeiflfizisslomiuonnldnuliasandelallfogthuvioaniudivhaiu Dey (2001) wuin
vSunveansiatiuselosiluauidenin Greenberg (2001) l@uedn uSunaesnstaldunaing ns
fuauiunanizyanagarildonn nsinuiiusuiunsesnislliluwuudasdaeimunli
auduiusuanfutadendnlusuusiaes TAM annsafvunauufgiuiiviswazasdléail

auAgud 1 (H1) : Biunnmsldilmnuduiusmennlpensamssunaselomiveamsly

auuAgIud 2 (H2) : Tunmsldfimudutusmsuinlnenssiumssuianuazainues
aelsi

anulingla (Trust)

malinsle Wudadsuansfemnuduiudseninetu treananuliuiuey anmidss
inausgidlunisnouaues muilinslafnein “anudeiu” luyaraviessdnsiinanuaves
msnsevhuazngnssuvesyanauazesdmaty anulinge idnlneflesdusznouddyie arwd
AMUAIU130 (Competence) dxlleuaulinddalivainvaiewuy anulindafennudely
ALAINNTDVRIYAARINIEYINNFYLS (Morgan & Hunt, 1994) aulinslaidnsnaseviruai
Al wazwgAnssy luanarsawmadoulddnwnginssuausilalumaluladnig
diannsediad (Yousafzai, Pallister & Foxall, 2005) anulinslafinnudifse nmsiivlauasuseay
anudfavesmsldszuulnsdmiiadeud aulinsdadedddnausiunzuademedng 1nide
aulavhegnslsiasinanulinsdasgemeiios Koc et al. (2016) w@uein dmuaaulindaay
Wuglassadiagluuinisszuudumasiie LLazLﬁuﬂﬁaﬁﬁmﬁm%@ﬁﬂumﬂ%‘u%ma
Inséniiadeud fitadevansuszmsiidvinadeyanalindalussuulnsdmiidoul wu nssnw

164



U7 12 aduil 1 iWeuliquisu 2560

aududILyAna Nsfunsuiinnaaendslunisiiganssy lunsdvesnisinud unine1ds
Fosasrnnudetiunazlinngda lunislduimsasaumeavesundnends Tnen1svimudyan
povaupInuFosmsvesild hlldndualduinisdn aunsodvunuansfguidded
aufig i 4 (Ha) - aulindafimnuduiusmauanduausilafiagly
ﬂ']‘f‘slémﬁ’nﬂﬁutas‘iLLazﬂlmé’n‘b‘mzé’mqma (Personal initiative and characteristics)
Hadeiugruddyfidsninadenisiiauinnsnluesdnis fe Jadeseduynana
Tnglannzms3i5usenuLes (Personal initiative) 1utiadeiidsnasensifindseansnnuedeadnis
#e (Frese & Fay, 2001) N153BuMenuleILarAuANYUzdLyAnaLanaATulyamdadovany
Usns Wy i sAnw e 81y anuaulaous waznsidaniisiudddnie (Gao Ganapathy,
Gopalakrishnan & Gopalakrishnan, 2012) uauisaudssnistdmalulagifuldyeuldialulagln
(Gao, 2011) Tuvaiziims3iFusenues Ae Flimaasdliinaluladlnl uavqudnuuzdiuyana Ao
Ms¥usinanuanunsavesnuteslunisldinaluladlmi Koc et al. (2016) wuinms3iEusienuies
Audnvauzdluyara Ianuaiuse nsiludnyndn danuduiusiuuiniuusslesivesnsly
szuulnsdwiidoud uagnsiisumenueslazandnvurdyanadamdRusiuuInfuay
dlawnldusns fvuaiduausfigwd 5 fil
aunfguil 5 (H5) - AmAnTEufenulesuazdnunzduyAaiinudiusnsuIndy
Arusdlafiagld
n135u3Uszlevil (Perceived usefulness)
mMssuiusslond Ao sefuaussaugfinainezuiulaannnislidszuy Saldandviing
Ussam fildsslovdannisldmeluladfed 1) Wiwennudlunsieu 2) Wuaussousau 3) i
NARAN 4) IRnUsEANSA MY 5) vheuldnaes wag 6) 1@1’%’11ﬁﬂixiwﬂmmamuﬁﬁwm (Davis,
1986) N135uiUsgleninisld dns@nwiniisvnaunsnatslunisfnwidiusuiaisdiannselind
(Laforet & Li, 2005) ma%’uﬁﬂsﬂwﬂﬁummaﬁaLﬁa’aﬁ’uwammwam AUITOUL LazUTeaNINaVDY
91U (Davis, 1989) s?fﬂﬁmmﬁwﬁ’miuu%miaauiaﬂmaLawwzwwﬂﬁuéSLé‘ﬂmaﬁﬂﬁ (Pavlou, 2003) N5
91udueeulail (Chandra, Srivastava & Theng, 2010) sunA1seoulall (Bhattacherjee, 2001) wag
asaunAaunIn (Mou & Cohen, 2014) n1ssausanUsialensfususglovililunuudnans TAM lag
auufguiderudiiuslaeasstuarudilanldusnms fvuaauuigiuldsd
auuAgIudl 6 (H6) : mMasuiusglomimslidamduiusnsuanduausilatiold
n133uiAuazaInnsly (Perceived ease of use)
nssuiaNazaINNsLY e izé’uﬁqﬂﬂaéfﬂﬁﬁl%&hﬂ%ﬂamwmmmlaimaﬁﬂ (Davis,
1989) 1Hutladudfayfitmunliausesiureinag (Chau, 1996) waznssuiauazainnisléiiu
ﬂﬁaﬁﬁ@ﬁa%msJms%’uﬁﬂﬁﬂwﬁmﬂ%’smﬁamﬂ%azw (Igbaria, Zinatelli, Cragg, & Cavaye
1997) Tunuudraes TAM nsiuiuszlevinisld uaznsiudauazannslfiusud sdfois
HANIENUADNGANTIUNIINAUNLY (Doll & Torkzadeh, 1998) $1UITHINWIUNINUARIAINUAUAUS
Uselogtivasnislauazaiuazainaoanisld (Teo, 2011) @4 Seif, et al. (2012) WUANUFURUS
MansesszninemsiuUselond uazusunnseensy e-learning uwaztiadeiinsznusensuazinbou
Tun1sinldimalulad n1sfuiaiuazainnisldfiddalutiusnveanisldsindailoynnad
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AanuAuagiunsidmaluladivduds silvldmaluladlvaide ausuianuazainnisled
nansznunsuIniumelulad fvunduaunigui 3 wae 7 1w

auuAgIud 3 (H3) : M3fuienuazmnueanislifianudusiusmeuindunsius
Usgleninisly

a A v v v v & Y] & a v
allllmz']u‘ﬂ 7 (H7) : ﬂ'ﬁi‘UEﬂ’n@JﬁSﬁnﬂGU'ENﬂ'ﬁs[flfllF’\I'J’]NaQJW‘UﬁVl'NU'JﬂﬂUﬂ'J']iJG]\ﬂﬂVl"ﬂgLsU

NIOULUIANIIY

msfnwilduuudaesiiiauilan Gao et al. (2008) Usgnaufiesuds Uun As3iEy
mgnuBILATAMNYMEdIuYAAa N155UTUTElewInslY wazn1sTuiauazainnsly wazay
Filaagld Fudunmsusuussnnuuudnass TAM uuuudrassmsseniunslilnsdwiiadeud Tae
faunfgiudt 1-7 deimualidrefunasdauduiuddnmi 1

Personal
initiathee and
chamacteristcs

Perceived
Usefulness

Intention

0 use

Parcaived
Ease of
Use

AT 1 wuUTIaeazaNuRgIu

WANUUNTIY

Uszang

fuiidny Ao Augineinisdanis aminerdesivdgilaseainsal Tunssususgudud
Uszang fie dndnwpagineinisdanislugaaaa 1 ieuwiinisdsiaiudeya snuiudiegns
Avsnzaniunsldadfinsiinsginyiinusn sisiuediades 5 Mvesdomaumisfus
(Hair et al., 2010) Msfinwdiiuuuaouniu 32 9o Sruaufegneduiiienisiiussan 160 fegs
msfnmiliiugegnssiun 346 fegns ?jamamqmmmmsﬁ%uﬁw

ROTELIIRH

Fudsnmeuenuszneulise 3 ffe mnalindda mstBudenueuaraadnvuzdiu
yana wazusunnsld siudsnieluvszneuluse 3 dafe nilimsiuiussleninisly assnssud
AwazAnMslde wazanuausdlaiiazld Tnglduuuaouniuain Koc et al. (2016) undn
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Frindeaasdiosiigaursdu

foyasruriudeuvuasuny Ainszideyameiaunislasiaanuuidaetesiian
U19d7u (Partial Least Square Structural Equation Model: PLS-SEM ) 3§§ﬁﬁmﬂizmﬁﬂizmm
AMNENRUSSENIIUAaAns ey shisluannslaseasie (Structural model) %38 Inner model
5DIN1IMIANNFURUETE NI LU LR SuazAuUsdunale Tuaun1sn157m (Measurement
model) w3 Outer model wazlufulsurdilagisdsaunsanneadufewandedou 33 PLS &
wUsielafauduiusiBadusuiunusdaunald drean CB-SEM fishuususadnsannnisuseanainis
druusdanald udlsifdmuagaidlunuusians PLS-SEM nsussanmendaudsussiiy sanodfiuay
UizLﬁulﬁmﬁﬁqmaﬂm G?Tuagjﬁumsﬂszmmﬁﬂmwmﬁ’waaﬂ Inner ag Outer (Lee, Pratter,
Fayard & Robinson, 2011) daneaiiulunisuszananis PLS Useneusheauduney fe dunoud 1
UszaaiAIfILaunIg 9 Reafushulsudaieun Tuneud 2 MWauuuvesudsursusiazimuia
A1 BNEwa (Path analysis) 381I19A LU THR A Fupoudl 3 Ussuna Armnsifined 1y A1aed
(Regression constants) Y8R IbUsAFUNALALALAILUTLNG N1TRITUIAUAIMUUUTIABINTIA
fsananaiissmsiwazaudedold Tneanuiisanswseno udeauifismsaduniion
(Convergent validity) uazamnuiiissnsadasiuun (Discriminant validity) SodrpAmimn (Loading)
Adpannin 0.5 uasdiadAyneadn vagfinnufiemsadasiuuninanAanduiussenine
wUsursdAdInI1sInTideaues AVE (Fomell & larcker, 1981) ma1uLiedoldindae Cronbach
alpha, Dijkstra-Henseler's rho (Pa) thag, Joreskog's rho (Po) gadsdAru1nnin 0.7 (Henseler,
Hubona & Ray, 2016) M3lneideyalifadinssuuuaraifoyumdinnesisg fuvvaums
lassairsidsaeaiostigaursainu Ingldlusunsuduiag ADANCO uuudaedlasiaiisfionsanain
A1 Loading wag p-value, R? uay f°

NANISANEN

1. Yoyauszyns

nan1sAnEINUIEegsiiAnwSeray 77.70 WuthAnwmds dnAnwiiesas 65.50 §
$8lddndn 3 Wuumdeidou Sesay 41.60 Hlnsdwiedeuiiniuiunit 5 ¥ szuvdfuanisg
Tnséwiadeudi Smartphone tindnwnldaesszuulug 9 Ao Apple 10S waz Android S1uauseuas
45.40 war 47.70 mud1iu waztinfnwidesar 41.60 MnsdeiAunitiuas 10 Falus faensned 1

M19199 1 Han1sAnwteyalseyng

dayauszynsu1ANL IUIUAIDENN Soway
LN RN 269 77.70
%18 77 22.30
s1elasaLfau $pen31 1,000 UM 64 18.50
1,001-2,000 umn 54 15.60
2,001-3,000 un 74 21.40
11nN71 3,000 UM 154 44.50
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A13199 1 Nan1sANWITeNAUTEYINT (0)

JoyausEyINITYIANIL I1UIUA2DE Souaz
THvsdniiiadoudl Smartphone  Hewnin 13 35 10.10
1nATuE 1-3 9 95 27.50
4-5 72 20.80
11N 5 144 41.60
Tnsénsiiadoudi Smartphone fu  Apple 105 157 45.40
szuule Android 165 47.70
Windows 13 3.80
Blackberry 9 2.60
143 2 0.60
4 Smartphone \Jausia Uosni1 1 Y. 29 8.40
SuwmesiintuasAdalus 1-2 3. 26 7.50
3-4 3. 65 18.80
5-10 . 82 23.70
1711171 10 W 144 41.60

2. MTAATITRRUUTIABIKUUNITIA %58 Outer model
nsfnwiiluwuuinass Reflective AtminfuanInINieInsLTaniounnagindy
0.50 WuvinuasitedAun1eEna LagAfgwsUTIT LN TR NAENSUT LS TE NI LU TUHS

N o

fifneninginiiaesves AVE anudedeldindae Cronbach alpha wag Dijkstra-Henseler's rho (Pa)
NNAIRBILNINATY 0.7

A15199 2 famnaiissnsadamilou (Convergent validity) ALABanTILT9d1UUN
(Discriminant validity) ¥esuasia animingd anndfianiundt 05 Inedadoud 0.7698 fa
0.9509 #19150191NA" AVE SAndaust 0.6281 3 0.9024 uansinunasTndanuiisadansaniou
M3z AVE Mudsuslanndiienunnndt 0.5 (Bagozzi & Yi, 1988) mnanilssasadeduuniionsanann
AVE uazanduiusszninedinusudsiidmniisniiaesues AVE anan1ail 3 Aandusiusvessn
ufdiLLNaﬁuaqﬁaﬁuLaaéfaqgaﬂdﬁamé’uﬁuﬁ‘ﬁaLLNﬂﬁuﬁ’UﬁaLLNaﬁu q Faazfienndisansadeduun Fodl
aosifo Anulinala (Trust) wazmaSiEusmenulosiazaudnuazduyana (Personal initiative
and characteristics) 8138A21ULAE4ATNTITILUNGT UALITONTIVAOUAIEAITIIA 4 HTMT i
avduiusvesniudsfosdiatdosnit 1 Jednldindianuiiemsadaduundmneiiaisniivile
uinul14le waganu3BusenueiazaudnuaduyAnaTA1 0.9034 Wag 0.90139 AuAFY
Fafeuinfunils

168



U7 12 aduil 1 iWeuliquisu 2560

A5199 2 ANUNNUNVBIAIANULALEDR INANNLT DB e

Loading P-value  AVE Dijkstra-  Cronbach

Henseler alpha
's rho
(P~

Perceived Usefulness 0.6944 0.8899 0.8898
(Msfuimnuivselon)
1. Msldszuutheinyssansamlunisvhoau <0.001
UszdnTuvesdu 0.8401
2. szuutglidumiiosnayennsiseulu <0.001
unnIneaslagzain 0.8006
3. syvuteliinstuuasydug Ussdduand <0.001
vosulaazain 0.8515
4. syuugliduiviuamaalaa 0.8516  <0.001
5. szuuiluusylevidwsuin@nwn 0.8215  <0.001
Perceived ease of use 0.6281 0.8526 0.8519
(M3sumnuazainlunisld)
1. msiseusldnussuuiianuazain 0.7869  <0.001
2. ansadumndeyanisldszuuliegsaeain 0.7698  <0.001
3. dudnseuszauanudly (User interface) <0.001
Farauldanudne 0.8232
4. gldsyuusnulnsdniavagainauieninglally <0.001
Tnsfun 0.7900
5. duAniszuuldaudng 0.7919  <0.001
Trust 0.6477 0.9097 0.9092
(Anulila)
1. auagldinfinnudnlalussuudaau 0.7966  <0.001
2. fuadldszuudnviliuminededufivensu <0.001
$nlwaening 0.8014
3. duagldisyuvanansateatuanududiusi <0.001
Ve llA 0.7727
a. fuaslifndesiuinannsomuaunisldnuls <0.001
Ngtd 0.8442
5. éfmﬂ%ﬁﬁagﬂaﬁlﬁﬂé’umﬁmmL%ﬁ@l@f 0.8197  <0.001
6. fuaglidraudeilifaudsdunsld 0.7980  <0.001
7. fueglddrdudenideuvasaselunsly 0.7993  <0.001
Personal initiative and character 0.6687 0.9194 09173
(mﬁ%ﬁuﬁwmmaaLLazqmé’ﬂwmzdauqﬂﬂa)
1. duaunsaldszuuls 0.7740  <0.001
2. Fuayniumslaseuy 0.8077  <0.001

=D

3. guifununilsiigeanisldssuy 0.8303 <0.001

a. msldszuuinliauldiseuausuiililalyss uy 0.7878  <0.001

D
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A5199 2 ANUNMINYRIANNLALEDR INANULT NS (5D)

Loading P-value  AVE Dijkstra-  Cronbach

Henseler alpha
's rho
(P~

5. fuarldszuuil Srsvuudalnauldls 0.8468  <0.001
6. Sunnlddslomiannnsldsyuui 0.8363  <0.001
7. msldszuutiuiniduanudaia 0.8383  <0.001
Context 0.6371 0.9059 0.9050
(U3UNBINTT 1)
1. 5‘14%1%%%Lﬁaagﬁﬁwuﬁaﬁﬁwm 0.7724  <0.001
2. fuarldszuuiileu 9 Madldszuvey 0.7956  <0.001
3. guagldsyuulananauldlnsdnridetionans 0.7960 <0.001
4. guagldsyuuinumminedvduasulimindneld  0.7805  <0.001
5. fuagldszuuianunsadnssszuulding 0.8328  <0.001
6. Sungldspuudnddyieatosiunulszsiiu <0.001
999U 0.7878
7. duagldsruualilaldmeuiimesinanneunie <0.001
waufiou 0.8205
Intention to use 0.9024 0.8921 0.8919
(Audslald)
1. duddlansldssuvansaumeavesmingas 0.9490  <0.001
2. fuAan15alNgliTE UUATAULINAYDY <0.001
UNINYRY 0.9509

ﬂmm%aaalﬁijﬂﬂm Cronbach alpha wag Dijkstra-Henseler's rho (Pa) mﬂ'ﬁ%‘iﬁ 1
Cronbach alpha #@A15g%319 0.8519 14 0.9173 YT Dijkstra-Henseler's rho () 3A1 0.8526
29 0.9194 WERIINUINTINVBINSANNLLANULTDDBLA

M15799 3 Discriminant Validity: Fornell-Larcker Criterion

Construct Context Trust Personal initiative Ease of use Usefulness In:;a:csi:n
Context 0.6371

Trust 0.6141 = 0.6477

Personal initiative ~ 0.6228  0.6794 0.6687

Ease of use 0.6016  0.6228 0.6364 0.6281

Usefulness 0.562 0.5368 0.4846 0.5897 0.6944

Intention to use 0.552 0.4917 0.5094 0.4845 0.3856 0.9024

Squared correlations; VAVE in the diagonal
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Personal initiative

0.221

0.299

0.387

0.082

\ .
0.468 Intention to Use 0851
snten o

0.221

Al 2 wan15AnY
1y
Usefulness
ease of use
Trust

Personal initiative =

Context

Intention to use

nssuiUselevinisly
nsfuimuaEaINnIslY

Anulindda
mmﬁm‘%tﬁ%ué’mmul,ama3a°’ﬂwzuza'auqﬂﬂa
UsUNNIS Y

adslafiagld

15797 4 Discriminant Validity: Heterotrait-Monotrait Ratio of Correlations (HTMT)

Construct Context Trust Personal initiative Ease of use Usefulness In:jrii:n
Context
Trust 0.8633
Personal initiative 0.8654  0.9034
Ease of use 0.8821 0.8967 0.9013
Usefulness 0.8330  0.8142 0.7694 0.8809
Intention to use 0.8270  0.7774 0.7861 0.7980 0.6955

3. N1IATIHLUUINAD91AT985719 %38 Inner model

AUNTLATIASILAANIANUFUNUSTEM I UT LA U L ARUAILUS A ULAE AU DAY

MwlsauAemwlsgnastitn uagimuwlsdassReniulsiegiuniegnas duusnuenalivaigdi

18NNt Inner model Fausznaumesllsunsnnans (Intervening variable) wagidusuusanu

Tuaunislaseasienieg ndniansanuudtaesiguanalukuuinaesdassaineme Ardmdn

171



RMUTT Global Business and Economics Review

(%

(Loading) wiefdulszansidunns (Path coefficient) uay R? fidnadavisansiiangs fifudidama
andnazuuln Hair et al, (2010) w@ua3I1N15WN5AT R? Tunsidemadanuaansuuaduay
SLAUAD SeAUBaU (Weak) 0.25 s¥AuUnans (Moderate) 0.50 sgaunaiiies (Substantial) 0.75 210
A 2 A RZ9eaauds n1ssudustleninigld masudauazainnisld wasnnsdslandunnld
USNN5BNLAYINAY 0.649, 0.602 way 0.572 m:ué’wé’usﬁqa&ﬂuszéﬁ"uﬂaNﬁausﬁwlﬂmﬁzﬁuwalﬂm

M99 5 VIRFOUALLATIY

Effect Original t-value f p-value
coefficient AuNRAgIY
Hi : Context -> Usefulness 0.3867 6.7731 0.1699 0.0000 gauSU
H, : Context -> Ease of use 0.7756 29.4872 | 1.5099 0.0000 gauSy
Hs : Ease of use -> Usefulness 0.4680 8.3083 0.2488 0.0000 89Sy
Ha : Trust -> Intention to Use 0.2213 2.3326 0.0293 0.0197 89Sy
Hs : Personal initiative -> Intention to Use 0.2986 3.3247 0.0547 0.0009 89Sy
Hs : Usefulness -> Intention to Use 0.0816 1.1001 0.0057 0.2714 ‘U,ﬁl,aﬁ
H; : Ease of use -> Intention to Use 0.2206 2.4556 0.0296 0.0141 g9ISU

4. NMSNATIUFNNAFIY

AN951991 5 nadouauNAgiu wui1 §19ielu Henseler, Hubona and Ray (2016) 58411
Cohen (1988) w@u31 14 £ Javuinveswansznufedwanssnuuinnii 0.35, 0.15 uay 0.02 dau
NaNTENUBEILTL (Strong) Nane (Moderate) wazag1asau (Weak) sy Jaaenadasfiuseiu
tfuddnyuese pvalue fimsvonsuauuignd 1 §s 5 uay 7 Ufasauufigiuil 6 el

aundguil 1 viunnsldfiamnuduiusmeuinlaenssnssuinausslomivesnisld was
auuAgiud 2 Usunmsldfianuduiusmaninlagasafunissudmnuazainueanisld aunfgmd 3
mssuianuazainveinsidfianuduiusniuiniunisiufidulsslesivenisld aine p-value
finsweusuanuguifiseiuteddnSevas 99 auufgnd 4 erulindaianuduiusnisuiniy
anusslafiogld auufigindl 5 mnuAedisudeaueasdnunrdinynaiauduiumauandy
arwisslafiold uavauufigiud 7 msduiaruazainvesnislifienuduiusmauandueudsladi
24 91061 p-value fnseenivansiguiiiseiutoddaSosay 95

A1519% 6 NANTENUTI (Total Effect) n14am59 (Direct Effect) waznn9aau (Indirect Effect)

Effect Total Effect Direct Effect Indirect Effect
Context -> Ease of use 0.7756 0.7756 -
Context -> Usefulness 0.7497 0.3867 0.3630
Context -> Intention to Use 0.2322 - 0.2322
TRUST -> Intention to Use 0.2213 0.2213 -
Personal initiative -> Intention to Use 0.2986 0.2986 -
Ease of use -> Usefulness 0.4680 0.4680 -
Ease of use -> Intention to Use 0.2588 0.2206 0.0382
Usefulness -> Intention to Use 0.0816 0.0816 -
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5. NANIENU

N153AT1ERBNSNaUsENaUMBRUALEUNIY Iaetdunie Context -> Ease of use (1130
Uunmsld - msfuimnuazainnsld) Wudumeifivuianansznusilvgflanvintu 0.7756
uazifunansgnuniemssiavan 1dune Context -> Usefulness use (Wiausunnnsld -> n1ssud
Usglewinsld) [udumsiifivunnsesasuninansgnusaumintu 0.7497 lnaifunansznunianss
0.3867 UAzHANTENUNIIBBN 0.3630 Uazidunia Ease of use -> Usefulness (M3SuiAUazAIN
1Y > mssuiusglovinnsld) iWudumeifvuianansenusauminiu 0.4680 wazidunanszny
NIRsIRanLe wenantudunieiimasiivuianansznulnesanifudszana 0.2 091 9 Tag
nansenuATivundnignasidunis Usefulness > Intention to Use (M55u3uszloviinnsly -
aruidlafiald) Sluunaiify 0.0816

2AUIYHA

Mnauufs i 1 uay auufgiuil 2 manwidnuaruduiusesnaduudessninaiun
A15LY AUAIIUEEAINVBINTTHY kazUselasuunanshy wulheanu Koc et al. (2016) way Mallat,
Rossi, Tuunainen and Oorni (2009) ﬁwudm%umaamﬂ%’ﬁ]uﬂa%’aﬁwﬁ’@ﬁdawa‘lﬁmamwiamm
agnanvesnsld wagdsglovineansld auufignuil 3 a1 £ uansiauufgiudetvuiaves
AMUAURUSUINNINSEAUBENI UL lUTITEAUNaNa Iuauuagm‘ﬁ 4, 5 kag 7 ha@nain Ay
Pndla mwAn3Busonuesazdnuazdiuyna uazmssuiamnuazainvesnsld feuduiug
nevanfuarusdlaiiglfustauinegiedon

msAnwinuimssuiseloninisldfanuduiusmeuinduaudslafiag]d egnslaid
tludndty aonadestun1sAnuves Kog et al. (2016) Mimanadn sedindnwiduauuiidulan
wioufuneuinmesuasrinsdniiiadoud Selifuauddyilnsdniadousianunsaldusslowils
wanMateuaeilnuazaIn uanaintu Koc et al. (2016) geldnuanuduiuseg1sidodAgy
ITUIN mm%S'm?hamuaul,aau,as@ma‘”ﬂwmzdauqﬂﬂaﬁ’umm&gﬂﬂ%’ﬁms winsAnuiinud
ffodrfyuivuinanuduiusseu oranardldiuiunvesnisldfiauddnyiignlunisld
Insdwipdeuidrdausnsmensfinwvesumingds

SGIGIGIRIE

nsfnuiaiidesfediunansinuvestnAnwlunmuadior wninedier envagy
Funanisdnvndunmsuillidanuin winsfnuiennuaedidunginssunsiduaznnaou
wuusiaesniseensunislduinisinsfmindeudivestnAnviauminendoldsedunids saudenas
Wisulleuidins1gsiuuu CB-SEM wagPLS-SEM eratulseleasenisAnuiluouian saudadu
UsglolunsusuUess uuuiMIansaumATeauvIIne sy kagnsimussuunIsseuniinaniy
szuveaulanluauian uaﬂmﬂﬁumamm’f@ga@mé’ﬂwmzﬁuaqﬁaaEJNﬁﬁwﬁmaﬁaLﬁuﬂsziaﬂﬂﬁaﬂw3
MawnunsAnwdy q Tueuan Fedndnwdnlngineldiesniauiuumseiiouwariinisld
Sumedidninulnsiiiadouiiunnnit 10 Flusetu arsinsfnwdninalaensavesuunnsld
fuanusslafiasld ndmnnuinuiunnslddaansenunsdeunnusslafiorldldinamin uiusun
nsliiBvEnanInssardaNian1ssuUTEleringly wasnisuianuagainnsldreudnegs
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