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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this survey research were to study households’ levels of electricity saving behaviors,
compare electricity saving behaviors among the households’ having different socio-demographic characteristics,
information perception, knowledge and attitude and explore factors influencing households’ electricity

saving behaviors. The sample sizes for quantitative data were 322 households in Maelai Sub-district,
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Phrae Province, divided in proportion households of each village, and convenient sampling was used.
A survey guestionnaires and test-questionnaires were used. Descriptive statistics were used for analyzing
frequency, percentage, mean and standard deviation. Statistical methods used for hypotheses testing
were t-test and Analysis of Variance. Multiple Regression Analysis were used for analyzing factors influencing
households’ electricity saving behaviors with 0.05 level of statistical significance. The results were
as follows:

The households exhibited high level of electricity saving behaviors. The households having different
gender exhibited differences in attitude towards electricity saving, the households having different age
and education exhibited differences in electricity saving behaviors, the households participating in
the project exhibited differences in information perception, knowledge, attitude and electricity saving
behavior, the households having differences in new perception, knowledge and attitude exhibited
differences in electricity saving behaviors. Factors having positively influence on electricity saving behaviors
were attitude, information contents, and frequency of participation, information senders, and married
status. On the other hand, factors having negatively influence on electricity saving behaviors were gender,
income, and information sources.
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