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ABSTRACT

The objective of this research is to examine the factors affecting enterprise resource planning (ERP)
system adoption. The samples were collected from the ERP users in the government agencies, state
enterprises and private sectors. Majority of the users uses the financial module in the ERP system. The
results show that behavioral intention to use is significantly related to actual usage behavior. Attitude toward
system use and perceived usefulness have positive correlation with behavioral intention to use. The factors,
including perceived usefulness, perceived ease of use, computer self-efficacy and computer anxiety, are
associated with attitude toward system use.

In addition, the results depict that change management, training and communication are positively
correlated to perceived ease of use. Top management support, change management, shared beliefs in the
benefits of a technology, perceived ease of use and training are associated with perceived usefulness of
ERP implementation. Top management support and training also have positive impacts on computer
self-efficacy. Finally, top management support and computer self-efficacy are negatively related to computer

anxiety of the users.

Keywords: Enterprise Resource Planning, ERP, Acceptance
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Julumunszuiununiegsia ulsuigvesssdns unumviiinnusuinveuvesynains wazweulesdoya
WNAUTZUUIUDY 9 ABaUeela (Davenport & Davis, 1998)

NOBN1INTENINUNANINAKNS (The Theory of Reasoned Action: TRA)

Fishbein and Ajzen (1975) Anfunguinisnszimundnmans dudunidunguinisinineideny
(Social psychology) fild@nwngfnssu AuAn warAUsAnvesyed Tnenungullnesuieauduius
serinenuidonasimuadidnenginssudn manseimnegiawesyed inannsltingraasdeyatszney
nsdinduladn aznsevhnielinserinade daly nsviuengAnssuvesuysdazdesfiansanidedoiineides
videdaasionsindulaveanyud lnedadeNisnswadenisuaniwgfinssuveausiazyana (Individual Behavior)
fio audaladangAnssy (Behavioral Intention) #sléuransenuviteuswdnduaniiaund (Attitude) Fadu
Hafunelu wazussingrumsdsay (Subjective Norm) Badutiaduanguen

ngun1seansumalulad (Technology Acceptance Model: TAM)

nun1sueusumalulad ves Davis, Bagozzi and Warshaw (1989) WaIuU131NKUIAANGYANITNTEY
aamdnmgaa lag TAM iJuuvuiassiilinaaounginssuveslinusessuumaluladansauma lageduie
ngfnssunsseuiumaluladvasyanadn ianaruddlalunisldszuulassvunioosdld aavdsmanseny
RangAnTIuNIsEausULazltIuese TnengAnssuniseeusumaluladlasudnsnauiantdadenan 2 dau lawn
n33u3tauszlend (Perceived Usefulness) Ae sefuaidevasyanadidedn nslieuszule q azdaeidiv
UsgAnSnmuesnisviney uaznnssuiiennudielunisldan (Perceived Ease of Use) Ala sefiuanaiievas
yamaiidedn mslfruszuula q du ligesmsanunereslunslinumnin viedeamslinudie

LAnTemgu] TAM aduayunguf TRA nieuisszydaaudt nginssunisseusumaluladvasyana

o

Wnandadunieslunazanudevesudazyanaiienunissuineusslevd (Perceived Usefulness) uazn1ssui

Y
o

fannudelunisliau (Perceived Ease of Use) urludrunasiladunsuaniu nqud TAM laildszydaay
N8 3IuvaIN1TEaNsuLazn1sdmalulad (Unified Theory of Acceptance and Use of Technology
Model: UTAUT)

Vg usmvesn1seausukaznisldnaluladues Venkatesh Davis and Morris (2003) 1Juni1s@nwn
wgAnssun1sldmaluladildSuusstuindeuainanudslauanamginssy Tnededeiidsnsnadeninudsls
uanINgANTIL Usznoumetadendn 3 Usenis loun anumianislulsza@nsnin (Performance expectancy)
AuAInndsluAuneIeIn (Effort expectancy) wazdnsnani9dsau (Social influence) Tuvuefiann
degrursanuazainlunisldenu (Facilitating Conditions) fauduiuslaenseionginssunisld (Use

Behavior) wagdfuusiasuidnuiu 4 dauds laun e o1y Yszaunisal wazaduadaslalunisldau el
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éw%wasiammé?ﬂﬂLLaquﬁﬂisu (Behavioral Intention) LLaxm’mé?ﬂﬁ]LLaquamiuﬁﬁ]ﬂﬁﬁizw AzdINITNU
HasiangAnssun13lYy (Use Behavior)

MnNsAnwmMgE] UTAUT Afinsseydndsiady wu e 19 wazUszaunisaimsldszuuduniendes
Falanunaula waslinnuuandrsanngud TRA waz TAM Alilddnisnanisfulsiaiudingn nefuus
w@Surewmgul] UTAUT e1aanunsadiunyszendliiunisdnwiniseeniuszuy ERP vaefldau uazdnduses
fnafiudeyausnau i a1y wasUszaunisalliszuy ERP elifinnsundufudfnnuuandsesdoya
flonaintuanmansdnruuvasunimvengstangls
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AUNeNe1y (Effort Expectancy) 8nswani1sdamy (Social Influence) LazanINAISILIEAINETAINTUNIS
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ﬁawﬁmaﬁamméﬁ’ﬂﬁ]mewqaﬂiiu (Behavioral Intention)

Nah Tan and Teh (2004) @nwinaznsraaeuiisafuadeiiiinadoniseoniuszuu ERP veagldeu
idlesanianandniidnazgniungnsin Wuaivnwesmudumadlunisihszuu ErRP anldfe fldnuliidule
videlgeuiunmnirszuu ERP hanldlussdng mnndadiesnisasaaeutladesing q MAeideadivinliglde
Livewsuszuu ERP Tnedadefjruniionsande virusfvesildnuiifiiessuu (Attitudes toward System Use)
waznseeuiuvesildaiu (Symbolic Adoption) Tnsasiasla safsinisdrsdmaud TAM wietdunseuuudfn
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waznnsiuifsnnnumszauned (Perceived Fit) F9o19dsHansenunanssuasynsdausagldan nanisdnw
wuirladenissuitenudeienisldnuwaznisiuinmaihausuiuladnaseiruafvazniseeusuresldssuy
wazn1sSuitmnumInzauneAiinadevinuafve s liseuy

Amoako-Gyampah and Salem (2004) ¥n1sAnwnansznuvesrudesiuiuiassleviiinni avldsu
91nnAlulad (Shared Beliefs in the Benefits of a Technology) ¥83uAaINsluBIANT waziladedefinane
anudalunsiimaluladunld 16un nsilneusy waznisdeans deiinasdonissuiuselond wagnisiuii
anudesensidau laguanisAnvimuin msilneusunaznisdoasinaenuidesauiufesyloviiiainia
wlisu wasiinadon1ssuiussleviuaznssuinemnudesenisldou

Calvert (2006) Anwiluinarein1susnisnisildsuntas (Change Management Model) titotluld
Tunisuimssulassnsiaunszuu ERP lussdng wieifleldlunisuimsaulasinsdninsnvesszuy ERP
Tueedng Calvert (2006) luiaue ERP Change Management Model wialdlunisuinisnisidsuutas
Aeafuauuimslasanisansaumea (IT Project Management) MM5UTUUTINTEUIUNUNI9GINR (Business
Process Reengineering) wazn1susulyszuuimaluladuagsyuu ERP (IT Innovation Adoption and ERP
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Systems) lnof3dovinisdunisaliuimsmesiumaluladvnesanside ierduiladediinadenisuims
nswasuuUaslulasansiamunszuy ERP v3olasinssminsnsyuy ERP mﬂmﬁﬂmﬁmmiaaqﬂﬁﬁaﬁﬁﬁ@
11 Uszmsfidedn WWunalandnveanisuimsnisiasuntasiidndyy (Change Mechanisms) titeldlun1sgsla
fduseuy ERP TBsuutas wasFousfiasldssuu ERP IdatnailssAvnaniy

MnnmsAnwluinavesnisuimsnsiasunlas (Change Management Model) fana1amuin nalandn
i3 11 Yadedandnnvesnisuimanisiddsuutasiidndy danuiiauladuseisnn \esnniduusagelasio
i nlidouualdszuy ERP Idogelivssdving dadu §ifeddlfdentate 4 Suduusn (5 Fauds) Ald
AzuuugeanuazitoddyannIsasunaues Calvert (2006) Lletsnuszgndlduas imunduiudslunuide
asil 1&un nmsdeans (Communication) nsatuayuIeIyuUIMNT (Executive Champion) ﬂaqméﬂ’mﬂﬁaul,l,ﬂm
(Change Strategy) flun1sildsuuyas (Change Team) wazn1sEnausu LY (ERP Training) unldlunisdne
Hadueuiifinasioniseensuszuu ERP vasfldauifisiduse

Shih and Huang (2009) Anwin1sinerszuu ERP unldlusadng Fanisihszuvanliidudsnsuiafiannse
Paganiuyuiaziiinils udafinanuansolunsustulugaamnssy usnisinersyuu ERP ultlueadns
Fenarndunisasmuiifiyadigs uaslinrudsmaisysens dedu Tunats 4 eadnsTaneneufiasAnuds
Hateaudfafasadndulilasinisiierszuu ERP wldenudululdnuinguszasd dadu wanwndld
Anwmgul] TAM (Technology Acceptance Model) uazwnenguiiazeSutenginssuauntlafiazldsyuy
(Behavioral Intention) wagn1sldszuu ERP 939 (Actual Usage) laenisfinsadesing q iisfufionading
son1sisyuy ERP unldliuszauaiiudnsa laun nisaduayuveaduivnis (Top Management Support)
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WanuazAdsduAl 2 AY wazszuu ERP 3lU 3 Ay wnaudulinnnuiiu Usund waziifinuszsausng o wieli
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Tudssinelve ihaulusgiamia n1asy aaenyulssiananaInnssy widvd wazusnig Wudiuau 426 Au
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4.21-5.00 weds  sEAUALLAUGIBNINTIgN

3.41-4.20 189 TEAUANILTAUAILNN

2.61-3.40 UMDY FEAUAMNLTIUAIEUIUNEN

v <

1.81-2.60 #U18D9  STAUAIIULTAUAILUDY

1.00-1.80 wwedie  szAuAUTuAetesign

dwiudeyaninuAniiuseszAuniseeuiusyuu ERP vasdmaunuudouniy §Rdelduinsianisuszunaen

(Rating Scale) Tunsiananudniiuresnguiiodns Ja3eed1dun1seeusussuy ERP Aeus wInfign uan

Y1unang

Woy wardeeign wazavwuuilaazgniuimaAnaie elinsgvikavasuna lngagldinaeilunis

UszlluulfedfunIsInsesuAuAnLY

Aidelinsiraeuaueiiolivestoya lngldduusedns Cronbach’s Alpha warasudnuasiiddnyves

naufiage Ingldadifiiinseiiganssaun (Descriptive Statistics) iBNNsaNAIAIND ANTRERE WagT1EazIBen

19 9 PuunmUAINYT wazladinsziatiAlieeyuu (Inferential Statistic) WBATIIMNANYMS ANLANLAZIY

YOIUITY UATNAITUIANNFUNUS TEMINMLUTDATELaEAILU TR AIunTOURLIAATIULEUS (Proposed

Model) TunsAinuiadeniinasenisuaususeuu ERP lnalauufignu fadl

H,:

H,:

n13auayuaINEUIINS (Top Management Support) danuduiusi@auiniunissusielselevd
(Perceived Usefulness)

v @

N15U3M15n15.UABULYAY (Change Management) fauduiusidauiniunisiuinedselovd
(Perceived Usefulness)

Aulesiufuiuselenifianninazldfuanmalulad (Shared Beliefs in the Benefits of a
Technology) vesymAansluasAns dauduiusidauiniunsiuitaselevi (Perceived Usefulness)
n15d0an3 (Communication) fianuduiudiBeuindunisiusfeusglond (Perceived Usefulness)
n1sEneusy (Training) dAuduiuseuIniun1sSuIasselevi (Perceived Usefulness)
n1s¥uteaudiedenisldau (Perceived Ease of Use) diaudusiusiauiniunisiuneuselevd
(Perceived Usefulness)

n15auayuaINguInIs (Top Management Support) fianuduiusideuiniunisiuiieniudie
fon15M91u (Perceived Ease of Use)

N15U3M15N15ABuLYAY (Change Management) fanuduiusideauiniunissuitennudiegse
N15l89U (Perceived Ease of Use)

Audesiufuiuselenifianninazldfuanmalulad (Shared Beliefs in the Benefits of a
Technology) vasyaaInsluesAng danuduiusisuiniunissuinmudiesenisldau (Perceived
Ease of Use)

n158ea13 (Communication) fAnudusiudiBsuinfunsiuiisnnudiesanislday (Perceived

Ease of Use)
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H,y: n1sEneusy (Training) dAuduiusidauiniunisiuitaiudienanisldeiu (Perceived Ease of Use)

Hy,: M3afuayuaInguinis (Top Management Support) a3uduiusiisuiniuaiuaiunsanianiu
ADUNILADIVOIRULEY (Computer Self-Efficacy)

Hy: A1sRAoUs (Training) IAN@NRUSIBIUINAUAINEINITANIATUABNAILABSYBIAULDY (Computer
Self-Efficacy)

Hye: Msatuayuainguivig (Top Management Support) #Anuduiusiisauiuanuinalunislidssuy
ARNALADS (Computer Anxiety)

Hy: NMsEneusu (Training) finuduiusiteauiuanuimalunisldssuunauiames (Computer Anxiety)

Hy: AMNEINITONNAIUABNNILADIUDIAULEY (Computer Self-Efficacy) danuduiusifsauiuainuia
Tunsldszuuponiames (Computer Anxiety)

H,,: n1ssuitieuselewi (Perceived Usefulness) ﬁmmé’mﬁuﬁ‘@qmﬂﬁuﬁﬂuﬂﬁﬁé‘?ﬂmﬂ%wwmQ‘Lﬁi’fmu
(Attitude toward System Use)

He: N133uteamainesonsldau (Perceived Ease of Use) fanuduiusiauntuiauainddassld
izUU‘U@d;ﬂ%ﬂW (Attitude toward System Use)

Hyo: ANAINITANIATUABLRIADSUBIRAULDY (Computer Self-Efficacy) Sanuduiusifsuiniuiiaua
ﬁé‘?ﬂﬁﬁ]ﬂsﬁ’fizuumawﬂ%ﬁu (Attitude toward System Use)

Hy: Aufsalunisidsyuunsufinnes (Computer Anxiety) finuduiudideauiuriauniigdaayly
33UU‘UEJ\‘1;;TL%'\‘1’M (Attitude toward System Use)

M, n1sSuiiedselevl (Perceived Usefulness) fanuduiudidauansuanuddadmginssufiegld
3¥UU (Behavioral Intention to Use)

H,,: ﬁﬂuﬂﬁﬁéﬂwzﬁswwm;ﬂ%’mu (Attitude toward System Use) fiauduiusieuanifuausila
L‘quwqaﬂiimﬁﬁ]ﬂﬁi’fiwu (Behavioral Intention to Use)

Hy: AudsladengAnssuiiazldszuu (Behavioral Intention to Use) fanuduiusisuaniunisidsyuy
939 (Actual Usage Behavior)

wan1sdvy

n0ULLIANYEIWITEE IfuUsdastie Jadusng q fenaiinasoniseensusyuu ERP uld uasfauusmu
nssoniunazlissuuuaie lneduusdaszuazduusmunndndudulsiBauiuuidssdunsiady
LUUP (Interval Scale) wafildannnsinsgazamnsnagulndunnuduiusluguresaunisidunss uay

o v A

anunsaesunguasiUssuiisunuduiusvesinuUsdassunazinin fudsladutadeddgyitinaseniseensu
J¥UU ERP

a 1Y) |

ngudlegsdulngaunsfinwseuUsyyns viesvauginIlsynies iauluniaensulseian

U o

@ a

gaavnssy widvd uwazuinisAadufesay 59.8 nasgAnludesas 25.3 wazigiawmiadnduiesas 14.9

43 43

91sa1s3818W0nyS N 17 alui 55 AUE9U 2564 43



UnAUIYEY

v Y a I 1

Tnafsundadunidnauszaulfifnisuazszaudusms nqudedaiidssaunisallunisldszuy ERP 1y

Y 9
a I

5 YFulU wazdulngldszuvnusudainistuandudesas 62.8 sesaunie FEUUIUAUUTITIAN5WER
wagadsdumandufesas 15.6 szuvnuiusunuAnduiesas 12.3 uag seuu ERP vhld Anidusosay 9.3

nauitegsanmaivdoyaaunsoasieudssrnadminsldnssmuinguszasdvesnisiideluaded
desnnuideildeanisiinmesinguiegiifiuszaunisallunisliszuu ERP uarlinseianuuandiswes
AlaAreInguineg1e JsUsznaude fMuusdaseeng g liun e 81y seduns@ny) dnwagsna/dnwue
03AnT Munsnu uazdszaumsailunisldszuu ErRP T lulinesidufudsauiifssfunsinduds
vJunms1diu (Ratio Scale) Ao nsgansunazldszuuauase (Actual to Usage)

MANTIATgitoyanuAnfiuiefutadeifinasenissensussuu ERP Tudesdureangusogng
wuin srduanuAnfiudetatefiinaronissensusruy ERP aglussduifiudisunn ieluduiidunissuife
Uselomifldsu nssuideenudedensliou dauafronisliszuy arwddlalunisldssun anuanuisanis
fumpuiamesveInules MsatuayuresuIms msuimsnsivdsuntas anuidesiuiuvesdselenii
anazldduannismalulad nsdeans uazmisiinevsy druanudniuiisafuanuinaifvafunisld
szuvmeuamesegluszdutiunats Auanslunansied 1

i o a & v aa i o
MA1319 1 ‘i%ﬂUﬂ’J’]uﬂ@L‘M‘u(ﬂa‘fjﬁ]f\]EJ‘V]JJN@G]E]ﬂﬁEJE]EJ’iU’i%UU ERP

Jedehiiuasion1sgousus:uu ERP Mean Std. Dev. SZAUAUIAU
mi%’uiﬁwiﬂwﬁﬁiﬁ%’u 3.82 0.692 11N
nsfuteanudnesenisldeu 3.77 0.685 un
iAuARRoNTIUITUY 3.56 0.743 110
ausalalunisléfszun 4.23 0.653 wndiae
nsatuayureeUIIg 4.11 0.648 wndiae
MsusmsnsasunUas 3.67 0.630 41N
anudesiuiuvessslenifiaaingldsunnnalulad 3.64 0.794 11N
nsdeans 3.74 0.840 17N
NITRNBUTH 3.78 0.721 1N
ANAINITANNATUADUNILADSVDIF LD 3.62 0.802 110
anufnadertunisldssuuneufiunes 3.16 0.743 Urunang

dmSudoyamnufadiuiedtusziuniseensuszsuu ERP 903anqudied1s da1edueg 3.68 Azuul
wansliiiudn ngudegsdiulngsensunisidnuluszuu ERP agluszauuin
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Aadeldn153AseiauwlsUTILLUY Independent T-Test UagAULUTUTIULUUNIAUFLY (One way
ANOVA) Lilo3in51g9ianuiansinsuesatadoresnguiiogns Sauunauine ey sefunsine dnvairssia/
Fnuureddns dunisny uagdszaunisallunisldszuu ERP TnethluAmseitufulsnudifissfunsindauds
Juwnsdn (Ratio Scale) Ao MspaNFularlisrUUUI (Actual to Usage) Lilomeniadevasngusiagis
Aunnsneiudn azdawaroniseaniunarldszuumuaie (Actual to Usage) wiold Tnefiseiuifoddayfl 0.05
NANTIATIZINUIN Aedefiunndneiuresngueny sedunsAne ngudnuazgifa wazUszaunsallunisly
s%UU ERP Sinasioniseensunarliseuuauaie dauaindefiuandrstiureanauassuvisnulifinasonisseusu
wazldszuuIuas

Y

AIdulanginIsanaae®ang (Multiple Regression Analysis) iefnwiAnuduiussenineiiulsvse

U

Uadasing 9 Mllnasianiseeususzuy ERP vaelda1u annnseulwiAniiaue feil

Yy = Bot Bixy + P+ ... +Px, +E

Toedi B, Wudiusauny y ilefmuali x, =x, = ... = x,0 = 0

Bo Bo ..., B suAduUszANSANOAnDYEIEI (Partial Regression Coefficient) tnefi B, tHuendi
wansden1sdsuntasmassnusany y dlofuusdase X, Wasuld 1 wiae Tnefidauds x ?'J'ue] fiAmsdt wu
§1 x Wasuld 1 whe A1y azdeuly B, wiae 10efl x,, x,, ..., x, AR wazinisasvaeuieuluues
N153ATILNAINOANDETINY il

1. pueaedeu e Wuduusiifinisuanuaanuulni

2. Aadevosmnuaaindsudugud dufe Ee)=0

3, AuUsusiuvesnuraandsudurndiflinsiue Vie) = o

4. e, waz e Wudaszaaiu : i ldwhiv j Hufle Covariance (e, e)=0

5. fuUsdase x, uaz x, feududasziu

dvsunisnaasuanufgiudmiuanuduiussenitnisalvayuanguinis (Top Management
Support: TMS) MMsUMsMsasunas (Change Management: CHG) audesiufudssslevifiainid
sglasuannaluladvesyaainsluesdns (Shared Beliefs in the Benefits of a Technology: SBT) nsdeans
(Communication: COM) n1sAnausy (Training: TRA) LLazmi%’ui’ﬁammd’]asiam'{bi’fmu (Perceived Ease of
Use: PEU) sions3u3fisusslony (Perceived Usefulness: PU) ve3nnsldszuu ERP Ieinadsnnsnadl 2
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A1519% 2 ﬂﬁ]i‘]’ﬂﬁﬁNaﬁiamﬁuiﬁwiﬂwﬁ (Perceived Usefulness: PU)

Aonls Expected Signs Coefficients
(Constant) 0.673*
TMS + 0.263%**
CHG + 0.168**
SBT + 0.112%*
COM + 0.152
TRA + 0.086***
PEU + 0.442%**
Adjusted R? 0.613

*** p-value < 0.01, ** p-value <0.05, * p-value<0.1
NNTIATIENN1TAR00EBINYvaIN13Tuitelselevil (Perceived Usefulness) ¥ean1sldseuu ERP
ienaaeuanuduiusseninsdadedusing o agulsdn Jedeiinaienisnissuifelseloviiveanisldszuu ERP
Aa N13fuitemudesenisldau (Perceived Ease of Use) uagn1sinausy (Training) fianuduiusfiseiu
Hedfny 0.01 uaﬂmﬂﬁi‘]aé’a’amiaﬁuaqumﬂQ’U‘%mi (Top Management Support) N15U3MmsnsiUasuudas
(Change Management) warauidedaufuisdszloviiiaininazldfuainmaluladuesynainsluesdns
(Shared Beliefs in the Benefits of a Technology) fiauduiusfissfutuddey 0.05 Imaﬂa%’aﬁﬁwaﬁams%’ui
feusslevivosnisldszuu ERP wndigade Jadunisfusfsanuitedenisldan faduuszansnisannes
winfu 0.442 sesasnfe Jedunmsatiuayuainduims Tardulszaninisanaseintu 0.263 Jadenisuims
mMaasuulas Sanduusyandnisannesmiafiu 0.168 Jadesuanuidesiufuieuselemifianitarlasuan
wielulagvesyaainslussdns slrduuszansnisanaesvinfu 0.112 uaziladedunsfinousy Sandulszans
nsanaoewiniy 0.086 Tnedadedunsieanshifinanenisuifsloviveanisldszu ERP
dmsumsvegevauuAgiudmsuaudTussEniensatuayuaInguIms (Top Management Support:
TMS) n15U3MIsNIsasuwlas (Change Management: CHG) anaundesiufudsusslavifinninazldsuain
wialulagvasyaainslueddns (Shared Beliefs in the Benefits of a Technology: SBT) An5&ean3s (Communication:
COM) uagn1sineusy (Training: TRA) siansiustiaanuinesianisldau (Perceived Ease of Use: PEU) laka

L2 ‘NI
AIRITNN 3
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A151991 3 Jadeniinasienisuinemnudigsenisldan (Perceived Ease of Use: PEU)

Aanus Expected Signs Coefficients
(Constant) 0.761*
TMS + 0.138
CHG + 0.367%**
SBT + 0.153
COM + 0.182*%
TRA + 0.247**
Adjusted R’ 0.461

*** p-value < 0.01, ** p-value <0.05, * p-value <0.1
IINMTIATILNNITANNBELTINY VDI UNTTUFTIAINdERBN15 ¥ (Perceived Ease of Use) 5¥UU ERP

WanagauauduiusseniInladesiiunig q asuladn Jadeninarenisuiteauditedenisldeussuy ERP

fio Uaduarunisusmsnisilasunyas (Change Management) finuduiusiseduiiudfg 0.01 n1sHnouTy

o w

(Training) HAudunusNszAutiudAy 0.05 wazn15@9a1s (Communication) AAudunusnsgavtivdifay

o

=l

0.1 lngdadenilnasion1ssuiiennudienanisldeu (Perceived Ease of Use) vaansidszuu ERP wnviande

9
=l

Hasusunisuimsnisasunias (Change Management) SiAnduuszananisanasswiniu 0.367 sesasunie
Hasusunisiineusy (Training) flandudszansnisanaoawiniu 0.247 uastladesunisdeans fladudszans
n1sanneewiiy 0.182 Tnedadeaunisatiuayuainguinis (Top Management Support) wavAudesuiiy
501J58186Uﬂ171'ﬂ’1ﬂ’i1%15§umﬂmﬂiu‘lag%mﬂmﬂﬂua\‘iﬁﬂi (Shared Beliefs in the Benefits of a Technology)
Lifnasianisiuitaauinedenisldaussuy ERP

dmiummegeuauuAgudmuaLduRussEIensatuayuanguInig (Top Management Support:
TMS) tazn15inausy (Training: TRA) flaANUEINITANNAIUABNNILADSTBIRULDS (Computer Self-efficacy:
CSE) narannsed 4
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A15719% 4 JadeiifinasomnuanunsanimiuneuiamesuenuLes (Computer Self-efficacy: CSE)

Aonls Expected Signs Coefficients
(Constant) 1.541%*
TRA + 0.441%
Adjusted R? 0.235

*** p-value < 0.01, ** p-value <0.05, * p-value<0.1

I1NNITIATILVNITANOBETINY VIR TUAILAINITANIATUABLN MBS VIR UL (Computer Self-Efficacy)
984151858V ERP iiennasumnuduiusseninedaduniudie q asuladn Jadeilinasenisaiuainuaiunse
NIAUADUNILADIUBIAULEY (Computer Self-Efficacy) Am MsatiuayuaIngusnis (Top Management
Support) finuduiusiseauiedfy 0.01 wazdaduarunisiineusy (Training) dAudunusiiszautedfgy
0.05 lagdadefifinanaanuaIusanenIuAsLiImesveInuULes (Computer Self-Efficacy) U93n15l453UU ERP

a a Y% = L. Ao a £ Y N Y] )
wnfigaee Jadearunisiineusy (Training) iAndudsyansnisannasiiniu 0.441 sesasunme Jadenisaduayy

Y a a1 U a Q‘ ! U
NFUTMS AAduUszansnisannesviniu 0.346

nsnadeUaNuRgIudmSuANLdITUS eI TatuaRUIINEUIIS (Top Management Support: TMS)
AsHnUTH (Training: TRA) LAZAINNEINITANNAIUABUNILADITBIAULDY (Computer Self-efficacy: CSE)
AoANAMAlUNTITTEUUABNRIADS (Computer Anxiety: CAX) lananin19197 5

A1519% 5 Uadeidinanernunvalunislyssuuneniimes (Computer Anxiety: CAX)

Aonls Expected Signs Coefficients
(Constant) 4.044*
TMS - -0.164**
TRA - -0.174
CSE - -0.133**
Adjusted R? 0.037

*** p-value < 0.01, ** p-value <0.05, * p-value<0.1
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31NNNTIATILINTONNRETINYVBIR1UANA1IRtUNTITsEvUARNAINES (Computer Anxiety) S¥UU
ERP Lilonaaounuduiusszuinetladosnuing q agulédn Jadefiinadennufnalunslissuvaeuiiumes
(Computer Anxiety) fia Jaderunisaduauyuainguinis (Top Management Support) WagAIUAINNTE
MefuAeuiamesveInuLes (Computer Self-Efficacy) fanudunusuuundsuniudiseduifadifay 0.05
Tnstadofifinareninudnalunisldszuuneufinmes (Computer Anxiety) ¥aenisldfszuu ERP unnfignfie
Uaduaunsaiuayuainguins (Top Management Support) flenduuszaninisannoewiniu 0.164 09834
fo Jaduanuanunsaniadunenfunesvetmuies (Computer Self-Efficacy) fenduuszansnisannssminfu
0.133 Inetadeaunsinousu (Training) axlufinanennuinalunislassuuasuiiames (Computer Anxiety)
3%UU ERP

nsnageuaNNAgIudmsuaNFuTusTEnItnsTuIawselev (Perceived Usefulness: PU) nssusas
ANE18ABNITIE9U (Perceived Ease of Use: PEU) A2MNAINITANINAIUADLRILADIUDIAULDY (Computer
Self-Efficacy: CSE) waraufnalunisldszuuneuiiames (Computer Anxiety: CAX) siavinuafiiaslaayly
sruuveslau (Attitude toward System Use: ATU) linadisnns1eil 6

| ]

A151991 6 Yadeilnaseviaunannlaazldsruuresdldau (Attitude toward System Use: ATU)

AaNus Expected Signs Coefficients
(Constant) 0.129*

PU + 0.682%**
PEU + 0.182%**
CSE + 0.092%**
CAX - 0.047%*
Adjusted R’ 0.769

*** p-value < 0.01, ** p-value <0.05, * p-value<0.1

MnMsiATzinsannesdmyuesiruniisdaaydsruuvesdldaiu (Attitude toward System Use) o
yaaouauduitussenieiladediueing g agulddn Jadeiifnaderiruadiidalaasldsruuvesdldan (Attitude
toward System Use) Aa Uadani1ssuineuselevi (Perceived Usefulness) nsSuifisanudtgsanisldau
(Perceived Ease of Use) LagAMUEINITaNNAIUADNNILADIVDIAULDY (Computer Self-Efficacy) Haaudunus

v v o w

Nszautodfny 0.01 wazmuinalunisldszuuasuiimes (Computer Anxiety) SinudunusNszauludAgy

e

0.05 lnedadeninadevirundnaslaazldssuvveldau (Attitude toward System Use) unnfigadie UJade

o

n135usneUselewil (Perceived Usefulness) fAduuszdnsnisannasiviniu 0.682 sesawnfe Jadenisius

Y

9ANNIIERBNNT MU (Perceived Ease of Use) fiA1dudss@nsnisanaaeinnu 0.182 Jaduainuaiuisa
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NAIUABLRIADSTDINULEY (Computer Self-Efficacy) HA1duUszansnisanassivinniu 0.092 wazA11uia

I3
a a

Tunsldszuupeniames (Computer Anxiety) diAdudszansnisannssiiafiu 0.047

n1InagevanuigIudniuauduiusseninanisiuinuselevil (Perceived Usefulness: PU) uax
fiaunRidslansldsrunvasfldan (Attitude toward System Use: ATU) samnudislaifangfinssuiiasldssuy
(Behavioral Intention to Use: BIU) lduadisnnsned 7

A191991 7 Uadediinasiannunilalangfinssunagldseuu (Behavioral Intention to Use: BIU)

Aonls Expected Signs Coefficients
(Constant) 1.123*

PU + 0.331%**
ATU + 0.492%%**
Adjusted R? 0.517

*** p-value < 0.01, ** p-value <0.05, * p-value<0.1

1NNTIATIFNNITOANBETINVRIAINATlalangAnssuagldseuu (Behavioral Intention to Use)

P o o & ' o v ! v o Aa ' & a a P %
LNDNAABUAITUEUNUSTENIN9UIFATUATS 9 a’:;UVLWN {jf\]f\]EJV]?JNam@ﬂU’]NGNIﬁ]LEUQWE]G]ﬂiill'V]"\]gimﬁgUU
ad o

(Behavioral Intention to Use) fia Jaduauiruainaslaagldseuuvesgldanu (Attitude toward System Use)

wazn1ssustauslevd (Perceived Usefulness) sgauudrdny 0.01 lnsdadeniinadeninudsladangingsy
=

a

flaglfswuu (Behavioral Intention to Use) innilgafie Jafoduiiruaddsdlansldszuuvesilfo (Attitude

toward System Use) farduuszansnisannosiniu 0.492 sesasnie Jadensiuifesslond (Perceived

Usefulness) fiAndudszansnisannosiinfiu 0.331
mﬁ‘wmaauam:,Jagmém%’ummé’uﬁuéiwdwmméﬁu’ﬂﬁ]L%qwqaﬂiiuﬁaﬂﬁﬁizw (Behavioral Intention to

Use: BIU) sionsld5zuuasa (Actual Usage Behavior: ACT) lénasannsneii 8

asnei 8 Jededifinasionisldiszuuase (Actual Usage Behavior: ACT)

Aonls Expected Signs Coefficients
(Constant) 1.176*
BIU + 0.721%%*
Adjusted R? 0.226

*** p-value < 0.01, ** p-value <0.05, * p-value<0.1
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INNITIATIENNTOABETINYVRIN1TERNTULAL T2 UUATY (Actual Usage Behavior) Llenagdaundny

v v ¢

duniusseninemnuatladangfinssuinagldszuu (Behavioral Intention to Use) 3aiuleadn aussla@anginssuy

'
[

Naglseuu (Behavioral Intention to Use) finanoni1seausukazlyszuuase (Actual Usage Behavior) Aisgau

€

pdAy 0.01 TAnduuseansnisanasetyindu 0.721

194

Ya

iadglavinisAinvianizngudilegimivszaunisallunisldnussuunuiudydnisiy nansdne

' = {

wud1 Yadediinasion1seeuiussuuIuunIneInsasAnsvaenguitegsiusraunsallunsldaussuuau

Y [

Frutyfnmstulldanuuandsiunansfnwesngusognslunuided
onuUs1una:asywannsdve

MNMTIATIZIANLUANANYBIARREYBINGLF 081 Tasznausiy fuUsdaszdneq loun e ong
sEAUNSANY Anwalrgsia dnvaresdns duvtanu uazUszaunisallunisliszuu ERP Mavdawareniseeniu
wazldsruunuase (Actual to Usage) Wudn ngueny seAuni1sAnel naudnwaggsia wazdsvaunisailunis
Tseuu ERP wudiiasianisseniunaslszuunuats Ssaenadesfunguisiuvesnsseuiuuagnsliinalulad
(Unified Theory of Acceptance and Use of Technology Model: UTAUT) fitnauslng Venkatesh et al. (2003)
FaoSunotiafunisfnuingAnssunsldimealulad Affwdsiay wu o1y wazUszaunisallunisldszuy
Jusulsbassiifinasionudslauanswgingsy (Behavioral Intention) uazaudslavesnginssuiiazldszuy
YZAINITENURARBNGANIIUNTIY (Use Behavior)

N3atuaYUIINEUIMS (Top Management Support) AMsUIMsnsasuula (Change Management)
wazn1sineusy (Training) 1Wudladunisuen (External Variables) fiflnasian1ssuidaselony (Perceived

i

Usefulness) 184n15ld52uu ERP waznssuiiannudiesenisldeiu (Perceived Ease of Use) Alnasionissus

Y
s

Seuselewd (Perceived Usefulness) dasufiu dsnanisiveilaonndssiunuisovscuusianinnudusius
5¥113190338614 9 vamgufniseeusumalulal (Technology Acceptance Model: TAM) 484 Davis et al.
(1989) flaBunedn Jaduaneuen (Exteral Variables) fidvswasonissuifsuselon (Perceived Usefulness)
Famnefls sduanudevesyanaiiledn mslduszuule q ssdieifinUszansamussnsviinuld uagnis
Suitanuigsiansldey (Perceived Ease of Use) agilnasian1inissuinauselew (Perceived Usefulness)

nan153seildaonndosiunuidons Calvert (2006) AldAnwlunavosnisumsnisiasuuas
(Change Management Model) wiadnanluldlunisudmsaulasanisiauiszuu ERP Tussdns fiedunelidn
nsuUimsnsasunlas sl dueiesliefivaslunisgdlagidauszuy ERP IHUAsuLUas uazSouifiasld
svuv ERP ldegefiuszaninaunniuld saudedaonndosiuauiseves Shih and Huang (2009) #ildasune
131 msarfuayuvesuims (Top Management Support) uiladedifinasionisthszuy ERP anldlviuszau
Audndasie eg9lsfinin nsdeans (Communication) Fududadenisuen ldlddanuduiusidauaniu

ms3usTsusslond (Perceived Usefulness) mufildmaud TAM leinanald
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ASUSIINISIUABULYAS (Change Management) n1sHnaUT (Training) wavn15dea1s (Communication)
\uiladeiifinasienisiuifsaudieronisldaussuy (Perceived Ease of Use) Fsaanadasfuauidsves
Calvert (2006) l@Anwilunavean1sudmsnisiUasuudas (Change Management Model) iotiianluldly
AsUIMIsulasinsRmuiszuy ERP Tuesans Tasldeduielidn dasedildnanudredudunalnndnves
mMsuImsmsasuulasiiddnuasfutedeiligdledidamussuu ERP IuasuulasazBouiiazldsyuu ERP
I§ogsiivszansnmanntu Tnenaiseiaonadosfunuisevosuuusiansauduiusseninadadosing 5 VDY
naun1seausunalulal (Technology Acceptance Model: TAM) 984 Davis et al. (1989) fieduiedn Yade
nguen (External Variables) d8viznasian1siuinannudtesanisldai (Perceived Ease of Use)

n1satduayuaINguinis (Top Management Support) haifiaauduiusigeuindunisiuifeainudng
Ron1slausEu ERP (Perceived Ease of Use) dedmudaiuauideves Shih and Huang (2009) fiedune
1$91 nnsafuayuveaguins (Top Management Support) azteviliiunsiuidennnudesenisldau
(Perceived Ease of Use) la

n15enausy (Training) kagA1saduayuaINEUINIT (Top Management Support) Huladeiifinade
ANNANINTITNITUABNTILAB FYBIRLLES (Computer Self-efficacy) n3avaafldsnu Fiaanndosiuauide shih
and Huang (2009) filde3u1eliin nsatfuayuvesiums (Top Management Support) Sraluiauandy
AILANLITONAIUADURIADTVDINULDY (Computer Self-Efficacy) wazvaziinasionisurszuy ERP Tl
Usvauaudsa

N15auaLUIINEUINIT (Top Management Support) HaZANEINITONIAIUADUTILADTVBINULDS
(Computer Self-Efficacy) \utladediinasoninufmalunislissuuneufinnes (Computer Anxiety)
donAdauawiTeves Shih and Huang (2009) fildauneliin Uadenmsaduayuresusms (Top Management
Support) tJutladanisuen wavaruaIsanIuRBLRIMeIUe U (Computer Self-Efficacy) finasia
Aufalunisldssuuaaufinmes (Computer Anxiety) agnalsiniy Jadeaiunisineusy (Training) lule
fnalunistisananuinatunsldssuunauiinmnes (Computer Anxiety) Tfiugldau

n135u3nelselentd (Perceived Usefulness) n133uineaiiudnesanisldanu (Perceived Ease of Use)
AUAINNITANIIATUABUR LMD TUBINULEY (Computer Self-Efficacy) wazarudnalunisltszuunsuiames
(Computer Anxiety) Lﬁuﬂf\]%’aﬁﬁNam'aﬁﬂuﬂﬁﬁé’?ﬂwﬂ%’szuwm;ﬁ%mu (Attitude toward System Use)
Fsaenndasiuauideves Shih and Huang (2009) Alfesurely wazidulumunsouuunfnnguives TAM

siauaffinslongldszuuvasgldany (Attitude toward System Use) uagnissuifeusslowt (Perceived
Usefulness) iJudaseiifinasieninudslalnginssufiagldszuu (Behavioral Intention to Use) #aduly
AINNTOULUIAANGUA VD TAM Taguandlifiiulddn nsaduayuauduiusidsuinvesiauaflunisldeu
warnafiun1suiiUseloniveanslisruy wdnaviliiAengAnssuanuddlalumsldssuuls

52  91sd1sduiwlngd U 17 adun 55 NUg9U 2564



J939RTwaf oN1SEoUSUS:UUIIIWUNSWEINSDIANS

arunalaBangAnssufiegldssuu (Behavioral Intention to Use) finasenisuonunasldszuuass
(Actual Usage Behavion) duulununseuuuifnnguives TAM uageuideves Nah et al. (2004) fieduns
1491 sieuadvosgfldamiiiseszuu (Attitudes Toward System Use) finasian1sseuiuszuuveaglday
(Symbolic Adoption)

vodsUnazvolduainu:

MnuaannsAny i limuiaadeifinadeniseensuszuu ERP vosgldau ilethludsuldlunisuims
sulassinisindessuu ERP Winmngauuazndulumuunuauiidivunly Werduuumdlumstaninssuiuns
gonsunslauszuy ERP Tanunsonevaussaudesnisaodldauldfuniy suiafiodudeyaiiugiu
dwiuesAnsiavirszuu ERP Il lunsifiugsiadely nslinuaisluesdngeing q uasvi il sumsaiiuayuy
ngfldaulduniy

NN Teyaidesrainimaniveldauiinasenisseniunisldszuu ERP leud eng széiu
13N Anwazgsin Snvazesdnsfigldsuwhaueglutiagdy wasdsraunisallunisldszuy ERP dady
foyaludruiasidulsslonidmivesdnsiiostissuy ErRP TUldlun1sdndussia Tnsdudeudnisiuun
vodnassninnufiesandugldamssuy ERP (Key User/ End User) @9agdasfiansaniseny szdunsne
wazuszaunisallunisldszuu ERP Gldeuidssdunisdnunluszduganinuyaing asamnsoseniuuay
T¥szuuauaie Idnnnda fldsnuidssiunsfnuilusefuuiyyas wazimniiyyas auddu i
foyaludruiazannsniunlivssgndtunsuimsdnnisaulasenisnauny senuuuuagiamszuy ERP 18
wagnudn Jadefiezyiligldauarunsasoniuszuu ERP dundigade n1sfuitesslevivesnsldszuy
(Perceived Usefulness) dsaziinanarinuninanislisyuu (Attitude toward Using) wavdenaliiinarumale
Tunsldszuuiangfnssy (Behavioral Intention to Use) uavtensuuarldsnuadeld (Actual) sy osdns
#na 9 fifdsfiansanaztiienszuu ERP Whuld Sududesiinislianuiuasdeyasiie o Augldou ielildn
Suiteuselvvasnisiiienssuu ERP unldegadaiau

uennBnHan1Ifedmudn masuiiemudieronsliu (Perceived Ease of Use) fnarianisusis
Uselomi (Perceived Usefulness) waamslfiszuu ERP datu sunuumstiausismsliszuy ERP dofldo
Fudusosanslifldaiuisanudie azen Ligwndudou Fefasyinligldaniviauaddonisldszuy Erp
(Attitude toward Using) luideuanuindu uazdsmaliinaanudelalunisléssuuidmgiinssy (Behavioral
Intention to Use) wazeausuuazltauasela (Actual to Usage)

N3atuayUIINEUIMS (Top Management Support) MsUIMsnIsasuula (Change Management)
waznsEneusH (Training) dadudiaduniouen (External Variables) uariinasianisiuiiasslony (Perceived
Usefulness) waamsldiszun ERP datiu Feyalududazannsntunldvssandiunsuimedanisaulasemnis
UKL PENKUVLAETATEUY ERP 18 Tnelududusinisdadeiinaulasanis uazfuununumuaswei
Ausvinreurefiiazidunisadeslusulasinisdingn Tnsarunsatidoyasuitedlulfidudeya
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e 9 Tuslasams weliaulassnmsdidaldmuunudidinualy sadsdndudesdimissnuviediuinvey
fninilunisuinsnisisuntas viefinrsandadoarudesing g ferafatussndtanisdiiuey
Tasans wenandinisdanisiinevsy WeliiAnauiarudilalussuy ERP azdrsdaasulfiAnnissusas
Ustlowtivesszuu ERP undudazdmanenissoniuuaslissuuauais

115U31I5N15.UEBURUAS (Change Management) n1580415 (Communication) wazn1sinausy
(Training) azdswaligliuiuifemnuitesonisliay (Perceived Ease of Use) szuu ERP Iduiniu faiy
HaN19338a101508uEUTEENAAUNITUTIITTANITIIUIATINITIINUAY BBNLUULATNAUITEUY ERP L6
Tnesududeatiunszuaunsuastuneulunsdomstudlfon lunsdndsssuniomsiafineusy el
Susfannudnesenisldam (Perceived Ease of Use) szuu ERP iteligldaufisimuniia uazdiwasanis
gousunaglysruuuaiele uaﬂmﬂﬁ?uﬂ’rﬁaﬁumgummﬁu%ms (Top Management Support) agildgiuaigln
Fldnudiunnuivlaieriuauaninsansiuneufiamesvesnuies (Computer Self-Efficacy) uazaioan
Aufsaieafunisldssuy ERP (Computer Anxiety) vasgldaruls’ Gamnnguimslinisatuayunas
dliemuwazudeyminig q Tunulasainisimuiszuy ERP Augldauednalnadn agvilvigldauanauiag
Tunsldszuu ERP uazvinloigldauiivinuadiia

Y a =

aety Juimsinduuswdndusazussaduayulidldnwiniauaiffuazdinasoniseeusunasly
TLUUNUITE Uenninisdaiineusy (Training) TAugldau agdigiiuauaunsanisinunsuiiamesves
Aldaulduindu (Computer Self-Efficacy) Jausazesansiiddsiiansanthssuy ERP wldau dududes

13001509 NeUTHLAEIAW S BNIUUsEINad S UaTuayun sl neusu Iz ay

Usglewfiild3uannniside

ua1nnsAnuluadsdiiulédn aenedeuazatuayunguilunissouiumalulad Tnegitelddnu
WulUlutaseiiflanuddysenisldnuess fudu winosdnseng q Ussasdassniunisiauiuaziadesyuy
ERP saludauvesnisiarivaivieuiuussszuuiiy aglfduumisdunisfinnsandetadesis 4 fifuase
nssenfukaznislidauldasdusdng uenanilfudunisanaudesiionnintulddmiuinsenisia
ANUFUTDULAZ A UES Turazifeafumnannsadiduniswauuasfadaszuy ERP eidSagas awise
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