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29340115503 Viauad waganuianalavesdldluiuuudnsmiuyiaiaivesnisld (TOU) nanside wudt n1s3u3
Wimuad uwazanuianelavesdliliuuudnsniuginiaivesnisld (TOU) danuuandafiuniume seaun1sing
59l warnguszasdvesnsldliiinedreiidoddameada Tnonquildlwihdidumandgsdnnsiuidoyaniunis
Uszoduiusainmsiiiduginadesndunawie (U = 3647, p = 0.001) Tuvauzidiediu ﬂtjuﬁwmiﬁﬂmszﬁu
froudAnwmeulaneiiviruaidesiign 3o nsldliiiiuuudnsinudisnaesnisld (Tou) aeuiauszannmluns
Tl (H = 10.97, p = 0.004) wazMslalniuuuensImINYTIIa1veINslE (TOU) Fasanalniila (H = 6.150, p =
0.046) uonanil nduiiiimeligeivimuafidauindenislilnihuuusamnutaaiawenisld (To) faunsadioan

nsUdpsfinenisuaulasenlesainaiandsain (H = 33.09, p = 0.0001) uenaini nauiiiinguszasdnisldlui
dmsuthwinodeiimssuiteyariunUsssnduiusannisinihdiuglinintosiian (H = 18.93, p = 0.001) Fdy
wihsnuiiAsrdesmsatuayudoyaietunisldliuuusnsaurianaiveanisls (TO) snunsussandusiug
rutesaseulay Taslamznguildlnimands nguilsuns@nuszdusseufnwineulats nauiifiseldtes uay
nauildlutinluthuinends ieifiunsiuiuasimuniremsldlriimadenlmidieiiunisdndulawazanuiwelaly

msldlwiuuudasnugasiaivensld (Tou) inntuiieativayunisddmdsnuidusssuwazdsduluowian

o o

Addiny: N33uF vieuad anudfisnala nsldliiuuudasmugaiaivensly Jaminuasugy

Abstract

This research aims to compare the perceptions, attitudes, and satisfaction of Time-of-Use Tariff (TOU)
electricity users across different demographic and economic characteristics. The questionnaire was distributed
to 200 TOU electricity users, while descriptive and inferential statistics: the Mann-Whitney U Test, and the

Kruskal-Wallis H Test, were used to compare the mean ranks of the perceptions, attitudes, and satisfaction of
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TOU electricity users. The results reveal that the perceptions, attitudes, and satisfaction of TOU electricity users
differed significantly by sex, education level, income, and purpose of electricity use. Female respondents
reported significantly lower levels of perception of TOU information from the Provincial Electricity Authority
(U=3647, p=0.001). Meanwhile, respondents with a high school education reported the lowest attitude towards
TOU electricity usage, which increases electricity efficiency (H=10.97, p=0.004) and TOU usage reduces electricity
bills (H=6.150, p=0.046). In addition, respondents with high income reported a positive attitude towards TOU
electricity usage, which can help reduce carbon dioxide emissions from the energy sector (H=33.09, p=0.0001).
Further, respondents with residential electricity usage reported the lowest perception of information from the
Provincial Electricity Authority's public relations (H=18.93, p=0.001). Therefore, relevant agencies should support
information about TOU electricity usage through online social media, especially female electricity users, high
school graduates, low-income groups, and those who use electricity in their homes, to enhance perceptions
and attitudes towards alternative electricity usage, to increase decision-making and satisfaction in using TOU

electricity, and to support fair and sustainable energy access in the future.

Keywords: Perception, Attitude, Satisfaction, Time of Use Tariff (TOU), Nakhon Pathom

1. uni

HagtundanuliiindutiododdydensliTinvesywd eaanlutae 10 Yikwsn adRnrmiiosnisnig
1%1Wﬁﬁ1uizﬁuiaﬂﬁLLmiﬁuqaﬂﬁu Sovay 30 (Castillo et al, 2022; International Energy Agency, 2023) TuvmugiAaanu
nssme i ludsemelngly wa. 2566 fuunltufiugstu lnonsliiduginiadnssmunglnihsuiedy
148,976.11 drumiae ve1edafesar 3.04 1nnindszanunIiinininazvenedafesas 2.51 (Provincial Electricity
Authority, 2023) yonand USinainvieaiiowiemineuazsasmdfiisaudstudsaliinmsadissslduas
nMsdenuliiunIngsNakasnIsuINIg saummsl;wmuma@mmmaamﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂwﬂmﬂmu (Kanokworapan, 2018)
pgslsfinny madidndnuliddusssudmadumnimeluniandey faf nseenuuunisiuasiaiil
winzaussinnusuduiieduasuuszansamnislandsnuiodouriundsuiBusssy (Middleton, 2016)

Al Sas1mugaaawesnisld (Time of Use Tariff: TOU Tariff) 1umadenlmidmiudld v uite
atfuayunsBsurundsnuiidusssy Tnefinguszasdiiteanysmnaliihgsanuazifinanusiunsnunisdnmlain
(Pudwong et al., 2019; Torriti, 2012) Lﬁaamfmﬁzﬁ'WVL‘V\I‘WWaﬂaa‘dmﬁﬁﬂw%ﬁﬁmqa usunlninaunsausenda
suyunsudnliihiigluraedy uesvanidesmsaironhendalnld dealiuisviniflenaiiosfudlsanslae
n51h8ns178 Tou 1y Tuvazifieadu fuilaeiilemafiozdsendaenlnilasnisivasunisldlniiansasiia
IWWWﬁi’lmgﬂ (On peak) Tdugasdienlniidisnans (Off peak) (Nicolson et al., 2018; Yang et al., 2013)

atalsfinnu ATednlngAnwiAsatunansgnuresnsidlniidasnugianaivenisld (Cosmo et
al,, 2014; Yunusov & Torriti, 2021) viriuafves Ml wuudnsnuyIsIatveanisly (Buryk et al, 2015; Jang et
al,, 2022; Sundt, 2021) warwgAnssuve b A uugnsIn1NY19981983n1518 (Aujirapongpan et al., 2020;
Nicolson et al., 2018; Pudwong et al., 2019; Yang et al., 2013) agalsAnu Foe11991u3d8 TuvSunuseimalne &
mmmiﬁﬂwuﬁ'mﬁumﬁui Weuad wagauianelavesnislagluiwuudnsiningrsa1vesnsly (TOU)
(Aujirapongpan et al., 2020; Pudwong et al., 2019; Youprom & Tongkong, 2021)

Hidudenduneiieiunsusy Jminuasusy Huiuiinw idesnduiuiifidsnuwssanaduiuedng
ooy Andu Souay 0.68 dod Turng we. 2555 &3 2563 a'awaiﬁm’mﬁmmﬂsﬂw%ﬁuuﬂﬁuqasﬁyu (Nakhon
Pathom Provincial Social Development and Human Security Office, 2022) Snn mddeiavanunsaiudareing
msanuiiietestunmsuiuasunginssunislglaiuuuduandunuusnsmutisiaivesnsld (Tou) uas
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atfuayudhminemsitanniiddu (Sustainable Development Goals: SDGs) WWhwsnedl 7 ileasrménysziuinynau
iidsndsouasielnlluseilaunsatonld Bofeld uazddu

1.1 FngUszaeAvRINISIY

AT UsrasdiiiowTouiiounisiud firuad wasaufimelavesldliiuuudasmudiaiaines
nslg (TOU) lugnewdiesuasigy Janinuasusy

1.2 nTUKWIARTUNITIAY

FAdetmunseunnAalunsiselaesinunismuniungu] uwirwAn waseideiiieidos Usznousie
Jademalsznnsuaziasugiafidsasenisius viruad uasanuiiselasensldluiuuudnsnuraaavesmsly
(ToV) Tns mssufidunszuaumsmsdsineusznoudvanmuindomdeiui TneFuaniuidoyaruussamduda
wE TR sHuNIAANTasHUALDY wardnurduyAraliIgnsEUINMINTIARH WU SEaUNMS Rl asvioul uiAuAR WAL
NAnTsH (Knox and Marston, 2016)

AL va o v . y
L. - m3suiiferiumsTelniuuudasaudiniaivenisld (Tou)

- sydumsAnwasgn o . . .
Vo » - viruadsen sldlnuuuasmuginiaivesnsly (Tou)

- teldiatesiafiou

- anuiawelanen s IE A LU UER SR LY a1veINS Y (TOU)

o

- TegUsgasdvaamsldlniiin

Figure 1 Conceptual framework

2. F|NSANEN
2.1 Uszvnsuasnguiaagng
Usgns fe JlElviluuudnsimudianaivesnisld (TOU) 91uu 913 Au (Provincial Electricity
Authority Nakhon Pathom, 2024) fiegjiumiiuiisufinseuvesnsiwiidrugiinnsuneiiomunsugs Tnefmuauunues
nguIE19INgASTRY Taro Yamane (1976) fiszduamnuidesiufesas 93 warsefumumanandouiivensuldliiiudes

o a

gy 7 319U 167 AU llesnanuiminzausenissulssnauasialun1siiliunydde eglsioy fRideduliunisiiu

Joyaannauiegafialudnam 200 au Wefiueani et evesdeya

2.2 159N Y lunuie
2.2.1 nmseenuuusadiafildlunuise

v
N v

w3eslenldlumsiselunded A398 20NLUULUUADU AL TN UTE A kazNTauLLIAATINITITY
Tneiidnwazusainiuwuulalela (Close-Ended Question) dnwagAImauLUULEDNABY (Multiple Choices) Lagn15in
SEULUU Likert Scale 5 svsfu utsoendlu 5 d daeluil

dwil 1 Feyamiluvesiouiuuasuna

duil 2 Snwan sl wuudnsnugasnavenisly (Tou)

il 3 mssudverldlnihuuudnsmutiaiatvesnsly (TO)

duil 4 WiraRveldliuuudasinuyiniaivesnisty (Tou)

dwii 5 rwdiswelaves lEliuuudnsnugisiaweanislyd (Tou)

2.2.2 MInTIvdaUANWTRLATa N I TueATY

e

FFelathuuvgeunluyihnismeaeutihses (Try - Out) Audld i uuudnsauganaivesnslyd

(ToU) Tuiiuiidwnadissuasugy Jwrinuasugy dnou 30 au wasthiddoyanulusunsudisagunsaifiavnasusn
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AT BT UUABUNM (Reliability Test) NanaaouUNU11 AIAMULT BN UTBILUUABUNIN (Cronbach’s alpha) Wiy
0.80 Fadurrnudeiugs Tneamrudeiuaslisini 0.70 Tumamusiazaiu (Amirrudin et al, 2021)

2.3 Bnsiudoya

v o a

e fiunisuanuuuasuandliiunguiteg e ldluiuuudasmnudisiaivesnisly (TOU) druu
200 au Inevhmsdusiaegnsuuudundl (Stratified Random Sampling) TneuusUszvnseenidunguees (Strata) ausiede
Yol wuudnTmuginiavenisly (Tou) luwsiagduavesdunaiismasusy dminuasuga (M3 1)

Table 1 Stratified Random Sampling

Subdistricts Total Population (N) Sample size (n)
Phra Prathom Chedi 91 20
Bang Khaem 58 13
Phra Prathon 52 11
Thammasala a2 9
Ta Kong 14 3
Map Kae 17 a4
Sanam Chan 90 20
Don Yai Hom 23 5
Thanon Khat 27 6
Bo Phlap 35 8
Nakhon Pathom 78 17
Wang Taku 28 6
Nong Pak Long 45 10
Sam Khwai Phueak 28 6
Thung Noi 10 2
Nong Din Daeng 20 a4
Wang Yen 7 2
Phrong Maduea 43 9
Lam Phaya 89 20
Sa Kathiam 15 3
Suan Pan 5 1
Huai Chorakhe 60 13
Thap Luang 20 4
Nong Ngu Lueam 16 a4
Ban Yang 0 0
Total 913 200
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o

Adevmsdusiesauuutugiilsudsusssnseendutugd wenusssnsiounluwiasiuavessunaios
uAsUgLAEA NS LN a8 A Uam R uvesUsErng vidsntudusiesdluusiasdugleeld3Ensdu
9813978 (Simple Random Sampling) Lﬁalﬁaﬂﬁaamﬂﬁﬂiwmﬁﬂmuﬁﬁmuﬂiuwias%”’ugﬁ
2.4 FBaswpnzidaya
2.4.1 mAasesideyalagldaffonssaun (Descriptive Statistic)
melTziteyalagldadfidomssamn eefusdnuuzvesdoya Usznouseaiaud (Frequency)
uazfouay (Percentage) Ll 0o UNEdNwALMSUTEIINTYBINGUF10E1 I 1A 07y sEiUNsAnw $18ldiade Sy
andnlunsaFou anunmmsansa wasdoyaReatungAnssunsldiwiuuusasmamamaveansly wu nqusvasd
TumsTaini arwilunsld i wagarsnaildlni venani Aade (Mean) uazdrufsauuunsgu (Standard
Deviation) Wdm$uiereiuuiltimesiuys Tnefinasimswarumnevesriedsnsuunluusasd g
FeAzULL 1.00 - 1.80 vanefia Wiushetdosiian
PrepzUUL 1.81 - 2.60 el Wiudeiles
FUATUUL 2,61 — 3.40 M WUAIBUIUNANS
FHATUUY 341 — 4.20 MBI WHLABLN
FAzULL 4.21 - 5,00 vanefia Wiusesniiae
2.4.2 mylnnzvideyalagldafifideoyun (Inferential Statistic)
n1531AS1Z9 A28 Mann-Whitney U Test 14dmsutus suiiisunniad sdusu (Mean Rank) 9834n15503
Viruad wazauianelavesldluiuuudnsnudiiiaivesnisly (TOU) sewinenguuesdaudsdase 2 nau loun e
LAEMFIAT IR Kruskal-Wallis H Test TdwmsunSsuifisudiodedusiu (Mean Rank) 98sn133u3 viruad uazaiy

wenolavesd Il uwuudnsmiudiniaivesnsld (TOU) sewinngudauusdaseiiunnnia 2 nguiiuld laud sedu
msfnw 58l8 warTnguszasdvaamslglni Weiansananuunndnvesrtedssuruludulsudazngy

3. NANSANYIKAZBAUSITNE
3.1 HANISANYI

o o

Han1sAnwNsWIeuiisumsiug vinuad wazanuianelavesldlniuuudnsmiugislaivesnislyd

(Tov) Tugnneilieauasugy Jaminuasugy TRl

Table 2 Descriptive Statistics of Respondents

Variables Frequency Percent
Sex
Male 116 58.00
Female 84 42.00

Highest level of Education

High School 12 6.00
Bachelor Degree 139 69.50
Master Degree and Doctoral Degree 49 24.50

Marital Status

Single 28 14.00

Married 158 79.00
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Variables Frequency Percent
Divorce 14 7.00
Variables Mean Standard Deviation (S.D.)
Age (year) 43.63 7.25
Average monthly income (THB) 50,585 16,223.40
Average monthly electricity 2,820.50 1,260.03

expenses (THB)

Household members (persons) 4.24 1.22

Han133de wudh ngudegaldliihuuudnsmnudiiaiveanisld (Tou) Wuwmewe Anduiesay 58.00
wazinends Aniduseraz 42.00 nquiegwdnlngaunisfnwssauliyyns Anduiosar 69.50 wazilaouzausea
Anidudevay 79.00 fenginde 43.63 T meldiade 50,585 umeifiou mlviads 2,820.50 uwselfou S1uaUALNEN
TursaSouade 4 au (M5l 2)

Table 3 Electricity usage patterns of users under the Time of Use Tariff (TOU)

Frequency Percent Frequency Percent
Variables Before switching to the Time After switching to the Time of
of Use Tariff (TOU) Use Tariff (TOU)
Purposes of Electricity Usage
Residence 183 91.50 59 29.50
Small businesses 17 8.50 72 36.00
EV Charging 0 0.00 69 34.50
Periods of Electricity Usage
06.00-12.00 16 8.00 12 6.00
12.00-18.00 39 19.50 24 12.00
18.00-24.00 116 58.00 82 41.00
24.00-06.00 29 14.50 82 41.00
Frequency of Electricity Usage
Everyday 191 95.50 182 91.00
1-5 times per week 9 4.50 15 7.50
1-5 times per two weeks 0 0.00 3 1.50

wenanil dnwarmsldluin wuh deudsunldliiuuudanaiudisnainesnisld (TOU) nquseiad]
Inquszaslunslaliinluthuinerdeialy Andudesay 91.50 uazRansvuinidnifiesiesas 8.50 danarlunisly
Tiaulvg) Tuts 18.00-24.00 u. Asidudesay 58.00 wagldlwimniu egrdlsinu ndaudeunldluiuuudas
AuIIa1veINsly (TOU) wui ﬂij?haemﬁ’imQ'Uimqﬂﬂluﬂﬂﬂ%’lﬁ/\lﬁwﬁw%“uﬁﬁ]mwmmLﬁﬂLLaxmi‘amlw%mnéﬁu
Anufesay 36.00 way 34.50 mudwu Tuvasiiingussasdlumslaliinluthuwinedevily wdewfissfosay 29.50
ﬁﬂﬁgqsthnaﬂumﬂsﬁ”lw%mﬂmgagﬂwm 18.00-24.00 u. wag 24.00-06.00 u. Andusesaz 41.00 wag 41.00

mudvu wazaudlunisldlihdwlngdwmadunniu (msei 3)
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Table 4 Mean and Standard Deviation of perceptions, attitudes, and satisfaction of Time of Use Tariff

(TOU) electricity users

Variables X S.D. Interpretation
Perceptions of TOU usage 3.40 091 Neutral
Perceptions of TOU information from the Provincial
2.87 1.04 Neutral
Electricity Authority
Perceptions of TOU information via social media 371 0.72 Agree
Perceptions of TOU information from the neighbor 3.63 0.96 Agree
Attitudes toward TOU usage 4.07 0.71 Agree
TOU usage reduces electricity bills 4.01 0.55 Agree
TOU usage is just energy transition 3.88 0.59 Agree
TOU usage increases electricity efficiency 4.22 0.72 Strongly Agree
TOU usage reduces carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions from
4.19 0.98 Agree
the energy sector
Satisfaction with TOU electricity usage 4.25 0.47 Strongly Agree

'
| =

3971 4 LLammLaﬁmLazmuwmmummgmmaﬂmi%’ui MiauARLazaLfanelanensidludwuudnsn
AEIAweINs (TOU) nansidenuin mssudifeafunsldluiuuusasmugianasesnisld (Tou) eglu
seAudiunas (X = 3.40, S.D. = 0.91) viruadsen sl uuudaTmingiavesslyd (Tou) egluseduunn
(X = 4.07,SD. = 0.71) hazANUNWalason15t LU UdRITIAINY9Ia1v8In5 Y (TOU) a&ﬂuszﬁumnﬁ'q@

[

(X = 4.25,5D. = 0.47) pgslsAnu leRansannissusineafunsiglniuuudnsmudlwanesnistd (Tou) she

Y

Usziiiu nudn mssuideyariunisussuduiusanmsiniduginiaegluseduiiunas (X = 2.87, SD. = 1.04)
Tuvaued msfuiniudsauseuladeglussduan (X = 3.71, SD. = 0.72) uazmsfuiriuitoutueglusediuunn
(X = 3.63, SD. = 0.96) wonanil Wiefiarsanifauadsionisliluihuvusasmutaaiaesnisld (Tou) Meussidu
wui ngusegsiinmAaiuit msltlifhuuudnsmutianaivesnsld (Tou) euiissyansamlunisldlnii

afﬂuisﬁ’umﬂﬁqﬂ (X =4.22,5D. = 0.72)

Table 5 Comparing the Mean Rank of perceptions, attitudes, and satisfaction between males and females

Female Male
Variables U p-value
Mean Rank
Perceptions of TOU information from the Provincial
85.92 111.06 3647 0.001**

Electricity Authority
Perceptions of TOU information via social media 102.18 99.28 4730.50 0.68
Perceptions of TOU information from the neighbor 102.23 99.25 4726.50 0.66
TOU usage reduces electricity bills 99.92 100.92 4823.50 0.87
TOU usage is just energy transition 103.21 98.53 4644 0.48
TOU usage increases electricity efficiency 106.08 96.46 4403.50 0.20

—
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Female Male
Variables U p-value
Mean Rank
TOU usage reduces carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions
106.33 96.28 4382 0.19
from the energy sector
Satisfaction with TOU electricity usage 104.74 97.43 4515.50 0.33

Note: * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001

M3a7 5 uansransiUSeufisuAedsduiuresnisiuy irusduazanuiimelaluusngumave gl
WUUSnTIMNYIIa1veInsld (TOU) wan1s3de wud mssuideyadunisussuduiusainnisliindiugiininves
glilwihdianuwandnsfiunanmeg elidedAayneadia (U = 3647, p = 0.001) Inenguililuiuuugnsimiugiesa
29301514 (TOU) ‘17'iLﬁuLWﬁM@aﬁmﬁﬁsﬁauar;humiﬂimné’uﬁuémﬂmilw%daugﬁmﬂﬁaaﬂﬂ'n‘wmw8 Tuvauedisn

Y Y

wUsdU 9 ldfimnuunnsiaiu

Table 6 Comparing the Mean Rank of perceptions, attitudes, and satisfaction among levels of education

Higher than
High Bachelor
a Bachelor's

Variables school Degree H p-value
Degree
Mean Rank

Perceptions of TOU information from the

132.08 95.56 106.79 5.89 0.053
Provincial Electricity Authority
Perceptions of TOU information via social media 73.29 100.15 108.16 4.84 0.089
Perceptions of TOU information from the

94.38 101.81 98.30 0.42 0.812
neighbor
TOU usage reduces electricity bills 83.42 97.77 112.42 6.15 0.046*
TOU usage is just energy transition 72.17 104.11 97.19 5.50 0.064
TOU usage increases electricity efficiency 61.00 107.34 90.78 10.97  0.004%**
TOU usage reduces carbon dioxide (CO2)

71.71 101.99 103.32 3.72 0.156
emissions from the energy sector
Satisfaction with TOU electricity usage 91.79 101.80 98.95 0.454 0.797

Note: * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, ** p<0.001

M3 6 uanaansiSeuifisuaadssusurenisiug ruafuazaufisnelavesldluiuuusnsinia
F2a19a1v03n5 14 (TOU) fiflszduns@nuifiuansneiu nan153ds wuin auadvesldluiluFos msldliuuy
Fasmutasiatwesnsld (Tou) iinuszansamlunisldlwihdanuuansadunuszfunsfnwgeanog1ed
WedAgyneada (H = 10.97, p = 0.004) Inenguildlwiuuudasiaugisiaivesnisld (TOU) frumsnwluszdu
fhesdnvneulans fauedsuitiesfiandofioutunguiug uenanid Veuafvesldliinludos msldlwiuuy
8031910 Y9381203M51 (TOU) YrwanaliinladanuuansisiuniussdunisfnyasgnegraidedAgvieada
(H = 6.150, p = 0.046) Im&Jﬂ&jwﬁﬁ?ﬂw%LLUUé’mwmwﬁNL’Jawaqmﬂﬁﬁ (TOU) Aiaunisnuiluseruiisonfneneou

Uane Ivirupdduiltesnigalleisuiunguau Tuvaeiduusdus lianuunnsneiu
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Table 7 Comparing the Mean Rank of perceptions, attitudes, and satisfaction among average monthly

income groups

18,000- 31,668- 45,335- 59,002- 72,669- 86,336-
Variables 31,667 45,334 59,001 72,668 86,335 100,000 H p-value

Mean Rank

Perceptions of TOU
information from the

140.96 108.65 84.34 92.65 91.60 9133 2148  0.001**
Provincial Electricity

Authority

Perceptions of TOU
information via social 89.75 104.89 102.51 99.74 103.65 79.25 2.88 0.72

media

Perceptions of TOU
information from the 58.31 99.89 116.81 103.77  101.10 84.50  27.57 0.0001***
neighbor

TOU usage reduces
94.81 97.74 104.62 102.60  106.45 84.25 2.35 0.80
electricity bills

TOU usage is just
66.50 99.38 115.34 107.42 109.70 33.83 3253  0.0001***
energy transition

TOU usage increases
68.94 101.08 117.08 97.96 105.50 57.92 19.25  0.002**
electricity efficiency

TOU usage reduces
carbon dioxide (CO2)

47.67 98.73 113.94 116.94 108.05 70.92 33.09  0.0001***
emissions from the

energy sector

Satisfaction with TOU
66.94 100.57 112.59 10250  102.50 92.83 13.17 0.02*
electricity usage

Note: * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, ** p<0.001

v o a

M3l 7 wansmansiUSsuiisudndssusuresnisiuy viruaduazanufianeloszninangugldlniiuuy
Sasmnutiaatvesnsld (Tou) fiflselsiaduneiioufiuanaeiu nan1s3se wun siauafidenisTdluiwuusng
AUYINIA1WBINSHY (TOU) Freannisuaseinamisusulaeenlan (CO2) amnaianasnuiiniuuanateiuniusiele
La?{w\'aLﬁauaﬂwﬁﬁaﬁﬁmmnaaﬁ (H=33.09, p=0.0001) Imaﬂejuﬁaaemﬁﬁiwlﬁlumq 59,002-72,668 UMFBLAau il
saundduiinniian Tuvasdinguiedaifesldlugag 18,000-31,667 vwseiieu Hruaddnuiltesiian wenainil
iauaidonslliwuusasmutiaiveansld (Tou) iumswasuiundsnuidusssufinnuunnsnetuni
?mléfl,a?iwialﬁauasiNﬁﬁaﬁ’lﬁmmqaaa (H=32.53, p=0.0001) Immzjms?f*aa&iwﬁﬁmalé‘iuﬁw 45,335-59,001 UNA®
ou Svauafduthinnian Tuvasfinguiegaifesldlugae 86,336-100,000 vindeifieu dvaundsuiieniian

wenng mi%’uﬁagammﬁauﬁm (H=27.57, p=0.0001) fimnuuananeiuniuseldad o eioust g

Y

fvdAyneada Inenguiiegafifisielalugiag 45,335-59,001 umsiafiou In155uiTayanuiioud1uuInNTgn
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Turnedinguinegieiifissldlugag 18,000- 31,667 vwsaieu fmssuiteyaruieututioniian 3nits n1siud
FoyarumsUszaduiusannislaiinduniag (H=21.48, p=0.001) Tarmuandnfuniuseldiadedelfiousgiad
fudAgyneada Inengufegaiisisglaluag 18,000-31,667 vimdeiiou dnsfuiteyasiiunisussvduiusan
nslindrunfinmamniige luvazfinguiegeiidseldlutg 45,335-59,001 vwdeldeu TnsfuTeyaniiuns
Uszanduiusannsiiidiugiiniadesiign

Tuvazifoaiu siauadnensliluiuuusnsnutisianwesnsld (Tou) wiuuszansamlunisldlii
(H=19.25, p=0.002) fiauuansrsiunmseldiadssoidousdwiduddyneada lnongudegsidselaluris
45,335-59,001 Umdaiieu Truafdutiinnian Tuwasiinguiegnefidseldlutag 86,336-100,000 vinseiion &
vaundduiitosiian ogndlsfiniy arufianelatenisllwiuuudnsniurisaaivesnisld (Tou) (M = 13.17, p =
0.02) fnuuandsfunuseliadesoieustnived fynnsada Imaﬂdmﬁaaﬂwﬁﬁswlmuﬂm 45,335-59,001
vwiseiiou fimufiawelouniian Tuvafinguiegisiifiseldlugig 18,000-31,667 vwsiaifiou fauiswelatos
ign

Table 8 Comparing the Mean Rank of perceptions, attitudes, and satisfaction among different purposes

Variables Residences Small EV H p-value

business  Charging

Mean Rank
Perceptions of TOU information from the 74.97 108.47 114.01 18.93  0.001%**
Provincial Electricity Authority
Perceptions of TOU information via social 106.79 91.28 104.74 3.98 0.136
media
Perceptions of TOU information from the 113.36 104.00 85.85 11.47  0.003**
neighbor
TOU usage reduces electricity bills 102.30 101.43 97.99 0.37 0.832
TOU usage is just energy transition 112.53 96.50 94.38 5.64 0.06
TOU usage increases electricity efficiency 113.01 94.26 96.32 4.87 0.088
TOU usage reduces carbon dioxide (CO2) 113.48 90.15 100.20 6.17 0.046*
emissions from the energy sector
Satisfaction with TOU electricity usage 108.22 95.48 99.14 1.96 0.375

Note: * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, ** p<0.001

o

A159 8 uansmamsiUTeuiisuAnaiieduduren1siusl ruaduarauiianelasenitengugldlnfiuuy

81319109 291381830751% (TOU) NilTnguszasdvesnsldlniiniiunnaieiu nan1s3denudn n1ssuivayariunis

Y U

UsgmdunusainnisiiirdrugdaiadanuunnasdunuingUssasdvaanisldiniieg el dvddgyniead

(H = 18.93, p = 0.001) lnenguildlniuuudasnugiaiaivesnisld (Tou) Filnauszasdnslalndindgmsudusin

q

o o Yy ' v o & ' a o ] a1 o |
aqﬂﬁluﬂqiﬁugﬁﬂE]HaN’]uﬂ'ﬁﬂ336117a@JWuﬁﬁ]’]ﬂﬂ’]ﬁlw%’]a?uﬂuﬂﬂqﬂuaﬂwqﬂ slumzuxwﬂaqwﬂ“ﬂi/\lﬂﬁ LUUBRITNIUY NI

voemsld (TOU) nilTmguszasdnsldlwihdmsunmswsasalnd (EV Can) uwazfanisawiadindnissuiunnd

= o vy ' ~ Y i o o s | A v o w aa
UBNIINU ﬂ'ﬁi‘U?UaHaN’]uLW@UUWUNQ?W@JLLG\ﬂGﬂQﬂuW’]M'ﬂﬁf}ﬂﬁgﬂﬂﬂmaﬂﬂ’ﬁimwm’]aﬂqﬂmuﬂa?ﬂ@mﬁﬂﬁﬂm

(H = 11.47, p = 0.003) Inonguildlwiuuudnsmutisiavesnsld (Tou) Afiaguszasdnsldlaindniums

o

sasabifin (EV Can) Susruiieududesfian Tuvaeiinguildlniuuudnsimudiniaiveanisld (Tou) d
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@

nnUsrasAdmsuiuinandeiiluiinissuiteyarwiieutuunniign 8nvis dauasenisldl wiluuugasniu
1819093 lY (TOU) Hwannsuassfigarsueulaeenled (CO2) Mnaandsnulanuunnaafiunuingussasd
voanslilwihegaditduddameadia (H = 6.17, p = 0.046) nengudlelvvhuuugnsmuiiiaivenisly (TOU) 7l

@

Taguszasansldlihdmsugsisvuadniiviruafduiltesiian Turaeifudsdug ldfianuwnnsieiu

4

3.2 anusiena

v
Ao aAdao

AT IngUsTasdiaeuiieun1sius viruad wazanuianelaveadldlihuuudnsniuyiniaivenis

q

o

14 (Tou) fifima sziunsfnwigegn Teldiaddoiieu uaringuszasdvesmsldliifiuandnetu lusineldes
unsUgy dmiauasugy nams3ds wui mamelisedunissuideyaieatunslédluihuuudnsmudisanueanisly
(TOU) Hunsuszdunusvainsiniirdiugiaiauinnitnangs %amaazﬁauﬁqmml,mﬂﬁhqmqwﬁ%’uiuazm'i
Whflsdeyasenianameuazinands lag Nielsen et al. (2010) wud inameiinuiliuiadusewmalulaglyiuinnii
weanda nsangludundsnusazimaluladfifsadostunisandunu 8nts Buryk et al. (2015) wudn e
wnldufiagiiudae funisldliuuusnsnusanaivensld (Tou) mnndunands Gaeraluangddaivili
mamedinsiuiitertumsldliiiwuusnsmataanaenisld (Tou) sumsdssnduiusvesnislifingugiinag

3
wnnd fey ﬂﬁﬂizﬁmé’mﬁuﬁ"ﬁayja‘uaamﬂwﬂwa’augﬁﬂ1ﬂmﬂﬁmmﬁwﬁzﬁuﬂﬁjmwwzﬁammsﬁuL‘ﬁaLﬁmzﬁums
sufiAsatunsldlaiuuusnsmurisnavesnisld (Tou) wazenailugmsdadulauiuiasuguuuunsldlin
younAnglalusunn
wenanil nauftaunsneiluseduiisesfnumeuans Sauadsenisldlifimuudnanurasaivesnisld
(TOU) fianansatheandlniiinlddesiian Weisuiisuiunguiifissdunisfnuigsnin aenadesiu Cosmo et al.
(2014) wudh nguiifiszfumMsAnwniiiuunlimassesiunsldlwihuuusnsmurasiawesmsld (Tou) tdeendn
Tuaiedl Jang et al. (2022) wuin {18l fszdun1s@nunged uasiiauadidauande nisldlnfuuusngang
P23901909n1518 (TOU) aguiullddn sedfunmsfinuiiged udswadonisivimuaiidsandensldlniuuusngny
Paanawesnisld (Tou) fvdu mslwihdaugiiniaenadnfanssuioduasumsiidiusmvonguildlni tnsiany
naufisunsfinusedudsenaeiiteieduainvimunidonsliluiuuussnutsisaweamsld (Tou) Wiiuiu
wenantl nquiiiseldfigeaziiuuiliiumsiu vimuad worarufianelasonislélaihuuudnamudaaaan
yaamsld (Tou) fnndu ifesann nguseldgaldsuusslosdonmaldliihuuusnmnudiniavesmsld (Tou) Tng
fszsunslolaiAsudrelugranariiinsldlningsge Jsenaflamguianguuuunsyiinu msinsiou uas
Aunssumsdieuiiuanisiungudug Snedaiiruafidainuasianelasonislélafiuuudasnudisnaesnisld
(TOU) (Jang et al., 2022; Yunusov & Torriti, 2021) ot seauseladedinasnonssus viruad uaranufisnaladeonis

Tglfuuudnsmuginiatveanisly (TOU) dulu mMsUssnduiusteya n15dnfanssy wagnsansiarAbifinuuy

Y -

Snsmutaaiaenisld (Tou) masdathluiinguselddonduddy Weatuussdlalifuaunguilannsaidis
wagldlnihlalussezen

aglsfinin masuiuwaziiauafveu]ldlifuuudnsniugawiaivesnisld (TOU) fanuwnnaieiuniu
Inquszasdlunislalin Tnongudldsalaiindnissuiteyaiferiunslaliiuuudnsmurianawesnisly (Tou)
rumsUsznduiusannslwiduginrsnnningudu esan ﬂfjuﬁm’mlﬁmsﬁmﬁuﬂ’lﬂﬁifli/\lﬁ'u,ﬁam%mﬂw%
TngnssdafanualauazAnamdeyaiisdiunisldluiimnnniingudug deaenndosiuaidoves Kumar et al.

(2020) AiszyI1 MsUsearduiusiyadludmnguildnumalulagvsondsnuasondinadon1ssuidoyauazns

U U
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o

daduladsuulamginssuogedideddey duiu nsusssduiusannisinihdugiiniamsliaruddydunda
thuinorfousziansuuadntuiodfiusedumssuiteyanisldlifuuudarmutaaiaivesmsld (Tou)
luraugiieniu ngudiuinanfedvinuafaensidliiwuudnsaiugisiaivenisld (TOU) anunsayiean
Usinumfueulaeenledluniandsauldinnniingudu aennadesiu sundt (2021) wuin nguildlninlundauiou
Uszinawasudaoudrniud a3 nsldlniwuudnsiniuyiniaivesnisld (TOU) awsaannisiaesing
arsuaulaoenledld Snvis Vimuafidsuniigeluardmareussgdlafiazdonldluiuuudanmuraaavesnisly
(TOU) 3nndu (Sundt, 2021) agslsfinna nquAantsawadniiiaunidiuiidesiian ninsnuiliieadosnisduaia
afuazystleviarnnisldlwiiuuusasnutaanavesnisld (Tou) Taegadiluiinguiansvumdnidundnite
aswiruafildsuindensldlniuuudasnudiaaweinisld (Tou) uasidumsatuayunislindsnulniiegied

Useansnmuwazdsduluounen

4. syUuazdalauauug

4.1 ey

33U vimuad wazanuianelaveldlviuuudnsmiudianiaivesnisld (TOU) fianuuanadnsiuniy
Wi sEAun1sAne 518ld wazdnguszasAveansidiniregradideddyneads lnginangedisedun1ssuiveya
Renfunslélaiuuudnsmugisiaivenisld (Tou) sumsdsznduiusvesmsliihduginiatosninase
nauiitunsAnulusedusiseadnuineulaneiiviruaddenisléluiuuusnsnutisaiweanisly (Tou) fause
Prwanalwitildtosnindudug Snianduiiiselétionfinisiuy fimued wazanufiseladenislélvifuuudasin
Fasnmvesnisld (TOU) tesningudug Snts nauiiiiingusvasdldlnirludwinedimssuidesaiioafunisld
Tihuuusasnugisnaivesnstd (Tou) iumsdsesnduiusanmsliiidugiiniatesninngudug Tuvasdings
Aansvunaaniviauafdensldlnihuuusnsmuginiainenisld (TOU) aunsadieanusunanisueulaeenludly
mandanutiesningudue

4.2 Yarauauue

1) daiauanuzdmiunisimansideluly

1A

MgUNNgItaInIsidkwInILginagnsnamsaantaelinudAy lunngumandgs nguiiau

nmsfnwseiuisesany nausieldtos nauiiflinguszasdldlainlutwuinerdonagnduiensuumdnlviuiniulag
Ussmduiusdeyarnansiisasunisldliinuuudnsinugaiawesnisld (Tou) warnvanegemislinseiu
naudmsne Taslawzdednueaulatl dafanssueusalianuiifieaswimundvalunsldlifiuuusasmudianan
voamsld (ToU) uazdnlusluduansnaaifadauazalnihdmsugindounlslifuoudasmutainaivonisld
(TOU) wleuinusagsladmsuglalndtilue uazifinszivanufianslavesldliinduluszozen

2) Horuauuzdwiunsideaiadaly

Adeidaidesitalutesestudszna szozina wazswaunguiaes e Muidundaseluaast
nsuiiumwanguiteduarMsIAswiaunsiasiaine (Structural Equation Modelling: SEM) Lioad1auuusiass
nsldlihuuusnsmurisnaemsld (Tou) finseusquanntu
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