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Factors Affecting Behavior in Conducting Research: Public

Administration Lecturers in the Rajabhat Universities
Khemmanat Pookongchai*

Abstract

In 2004, the number of public universities increased notably due to the
transformation of the Rajabhat Universities from “Institutes” to “Universities.”
Consequently, quality assurance standards were established which has had a large
impact on many Thai lecturers who are now required to focus more on conducting
research because the number of research publications produced is regarded as
one of the main criteria of a quality university. However, many studies are now
revealing the small publication numbers of these new public universities. Thus, the
purpose of this study is to investigate the factors that affect the behavior of the
lecturers in the Thai Rajabhat University system to conduct research. This study
focuses on the lecturers in the public administration domain, including political

science and local government.

Data were collected at the end of 2013 from a sample of 347
participants at 32 institutions via a questionnaire survey which used a 6-level Likert
scale, from strongly disagree to strongly agree. The survey with the constructs of
predictors was tested and confirmed to contain a good sufficiency of reliability
and validity. The CR values were ranged between .81 - .88. The AVE values
ranged between .58 - .79. Moreover, the Cronbach’s alpha values ranged
between .80 - .88. Structural Equation Modeling was used for hypothesis
testing.

* Department of Public Administration, Faculty of Humanities and Social Science, Udonthani Rajabhat University,

E-mail: khem2513@yahoo.com
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In sum, the results of the hypothesis test showed that the factors that
had statistically significant effects on the behavior of the public administration
lecturers in the conducting of research were facilitating conditions, academic

degree, usefulness and social influence, respectively.

Keywords: Factors affecting behavior in conducting research, public
administration, Rajabhat University, technology acceptance model (TAM), unified

theory of acceptance and use of technology (UTAUT)
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UNU

Goulalunsiuuminendedutihsesuaina (world-class universities) 1 143
ForMuunsIuUSINaNaNWIINNT Fanun uwivendevesineiinanuiereudnees
110 (Intaganok et al.,, 2008; Sangnapaboworn, 2003; Sinlarat, 2004; Sinthunava,
2011; Sombatsompop et al., 2010; Svasti & Asavisanu, 2006) wenang Faiitinide
waneviu Tevihnsd59s I fienassanliFmu wenanuIuYe LIS
F91UUARUTNLBELAY S9nUI AN nlun1sIde989819159NrINedslunnsIu
FalaiJuivmelatn (Numprasertchai & Igel, 2005; Sangnapabowan, 2003; Sinlarat,
2004; Svasti & Asavisanu, 2006) $18819U 115815999 W.A.2542 - 2548 910
30 urnegdenu mnlulveande w.a.2508 unTinendenia 30 wi wanIELE
Tutheszndng 15 - 599 1 Fsdavsananlananddingiuin Stsiinhannluswinends
30 wisl Tnglusunuuminendeiignarsadl iWumninendovessy 28 untinerdy
wasfunmingdveaenyy 2 unineds wenani saeafinuddlduandiidiugni
awzanTInederiniomnsiudunaentas 7 9 ludiesewined wa2542 - 2548
wAnldfies 25 iduintu (Svasti & Asavisanu, 2006) stlaymnishiaulaiided 1ad
NANTENURUS UL T LA UMuMUImaivInisee Seilisuiuenansefiniss
fumismadnnsildannth dedieuiuswaueranssanun (Sangnapaboworn,
2003; Sinlarat, 2004) feg19wu 1wl w.A.2554 Useinalnelanarsduningnae
flavn 50,798 au DT unseasdiosay 66 dumisitsmanansdiesay 22
AUII50IMans1a15E5enaY 11 uavANans1915e%euas 1 uenani Samudn Bausl
9191581u 9 uvingdedutivesussndlng ATl st uramdrnis
1o 9 a8 Fadndufosay 37.71 - 58.66 (Matichon Online, 2011; Sangnapaboworn,
2003)

[

e glidruAeitesedlneazaseniinfsanuddyuenisiiide was
wengalinsatiuayunsinideresenansd uifdsiui smadeftidnuitesinn way
Iadsmasonsustunuunine1dulunsuseimna (Sangnapaboworn, 2003) Ussinelng
Un1INe1d8835] (public university) 31U 79 UNI LAZUMINGIGEVRLBNTY
(private university) 37uU 71 WA (OHEC, 2013) Tusnudsnani dumingded
Jwuminendelud 49 wiv Aouminendesvdy 40 uils wazumIMe &S Ivena

8N 9 WA (Kirtikara, 2012; Savasti & Asavisanu, 2006) La¥aLiIN SEUUNISANYIVES
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Inedslilavihnisdnaiiuresuniinends (university ranking) wanlasiAnuneenuly
N1399NGUUTENNTDIUNINGISe lokA Research university, Specialized university,
Undergraduate-Based university 1158 Community university 39umiinedeusasums
nosdnauladn auareglunduvasuminedeUsennla (Sombatsompop et al, 2010)

dy v aa < Ql' 1 =3 d" 1 (K% <) 1 v
wananil GalldnuatgUsaungnnanite Fedulngdnidundygusiuaiig
LANAI9YINMIINIaeINe WU mnUIguigunguuvninedevessginuiungy
ynInendelvd Fanuin Sanuldwindisuniuluraneusenis Wy unInedetuiin
U a v o0 a v 1 a % 1 a
Y95 ANLLUUNTIITBIUIUN I INEaeIud (Sangnapabowarn, 2003) 8n
madalasunisaduayusiusussanauinndt Mssnuasuntesndt wardlldadiu
9999191590 UNANYINUBENIIY (Kirtikara, 2012) @9U3LMa1UD1AINALANS
HanuAdeiTwINALAnAeiule wenaind Tunsfinwiszduyara Smulmanin
nn1sAumluiten1sinidy e1nsduateiuEuinsfnwauinneitunisil
398 WU NMSTeUlATITINIY MIaNTIEDH WIFBUINTY (Sinthunava, 2011) @4
y Ao & a A v Y & e v aa ' a o aw ¢
wiantitududsasvieuliiiudstadeniinansenudongAnssulunisvinideveteiaisd

a [ 1 I3 ) v v Iy = a [ I & =
wMInendy agelsinu Alulausngudngiunisfinwludelszdng vieliinanu

D

Wi lanusinguudanenavarunsaatvayursstuduladn Jadelatnmd
HANIENUNIOLBNSNAs 0N ANTTLlUN1TYINITEUBI9191TIUMNINGIRBOEIUTDIY A
& v av o v v A A [ Y o o aAad

W YoyauaznasnIdennuludagdudslimemenasiluimuuuuasmuiugiingnay
Preunlulymauusunaanuive wavdeldamnsafavladunuimslunisdaasunse
atuayuniIteveseasdluumnineaela wu nsusuuslusunsunisiineusuanu

19398 Wen sauauuiusuUszana W Jusy

TogUsvaAvenidell iWevinisd1siadn Tadelatnaniinansenudonis
Wevotomsdluszuuuminendesuigussma Wetwanlsannisfinwudszney
NSMUAULEUNE LAZNITINWNUNITUTMINTNINTUYEElUTEUULMININe1§83194])

meilavaunsounuusians ImsJé]y’qaguiuwé’ﬂmﬁsuaqmwﬁﬁdw’hawqﬁmam
vosuud Famsideil alingquiiAetunguingfinssuayud (behavioral theories)
3 nqu lawn

1. VOUINGANTTUAMLKY (theory of planned behavior - TPB) %ﬂmwﬁﬁgﬂ
fiaunlag Ajzen (1991) uaz Decomposition of TPB Zsgniianlag Taylor waz Todd
(1995)
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2. 1/1qwﬁmiaaﬁumﬂ%’mﬂﬂag (technology acceptance model - TAM)
Janquiiignitanlag Davis (1989) uay TAM 2 giimunlng Venkatesh wag Davis
(2000)

3. nguNsEousukaznsltvAlulag (the unified theory of acceptance and
use of technology - UTAUT) %wqwﬁﬁ anWaulae Venkatesh wag Bala (2008)

= & y X A a a ¢ 1 o Y  Aaa a

nyemalgnasiduiieasuiengAnssuvesyudh dladueslstheiiignsna
lunsdndulainagsiwiselivimginssule q viseuywdagyimginssule q wiselituy
& Y 44' . ] a a a 19 = a v X =
Yuagiuauie (beliefs) i1a 9 ludaiie e FamguinquusngnasaWusnINMg ey
miﬂizﬁﬁ’wm&!ma (the theory of reasoned action - TRA) Ing Fishbein way Ajzen Tu
U A.A. 1975 (Taylor & Todd, 1995) Mgufainanddl 3 ANN@eeITes lawn 1) viruas
AangAnssu (attitude toward the behavior) 2) N13ARBEANUNGNS19BY (subjective
norm) 3) M33U3ANEINIETRLINGANTIH (perceived behavioral control) lagau
Wemeuduemanstu TPB azgnididunseulunsviiideedsunsvate wu wuluua
3193 Clarke (2010) wazlunaiuues Huang wag Chuang dwsunguinisdosaans
VBING W NOFNTIUAULKLU (the decomposition of theory of planned behavior) 1
Junguiiimuuszandunan TPB tagldaens 3 anuleves TPB senluifiufiy
pnAIE1TY TiruARsangAnssy (attitude toward the behavior) lagnueneeenidy
Uselovdlu@aussuiiou (relative advantages) Audniule (compatibility) wag
ANududou (complexity) drunsdmgufiunldiu lausingeglunanuvaisiay
WU NA9UYBY Shin kA Fang (2004) agslsiniu nguilunauitldldfinisaseiany
v & a4 A aw A va o A 3 v a 1 &g aw
suilunseadielun1sideiuiueu {Idenusvasdaldnguinguililunsouanuify
gfpsdmgufnauilinUssendie R AnuTues

a oA I aa 13 v J = o

nufnguiass Wunquiiuszenduasiamiuiannguusn wetunldly
nsunledeymivesesdnis Weawnd gninewseyrainsvesesinsiiussauiagly
waluladvdeszuuluml q Aeswmsidunldlussmnis Ingussdumauiinainng
Uszgndlivguidananme ezlshis Tadeiiliyeainsuiasviasveusumsltnalulad
Tl waztadvelsnvieasunenginssuunu Inengug nauilausmauainnge]nis
gauFun1sldinalulad (technology acceptance model - TAM) @egnas1adulag Davis
(1989) sieunlaignihunldilunguiiieasenseulunisfinwegaunsvats uazlasuns
Ao a4 A o & a ¢ a
guduindunIedislunsiuneganudddalunisuansnginssuvesiyud nauf TAM
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Ishauetladefifiavinadengnssunmyudly 2 Yadendnde nsiusfemnuiivsslon
(perceived usefulness of use - PU) wag N133u3emudtelunisly (perceived ease
of use - PE) %ﬂmsﬁﬂmLLazﬂ'151/1@aaumwﬁﬁgﬂwﬂumamwmaﬁﬁu U WA
Chuttur (2009) Pavlou ag Vryonides (2009) Lee, Kozar wag Larsen (2003) Szajna
(1996) uag Swanson (1982) dwiunguf] TAM 2 Suauslay Venkatesh uag Davis
(2000) lsignsimunnnann TAM nanafie Ieinsiiuesdusznaugeslunguues Perceived
usefulness Inevguilunguing TAM wag TAM 2 ldinsasemanusudueiosile
Tun1svA9e (tems in instrument) fireudrautuou waznuin Jadendnii 2 o
Usznauil (perceived usefulness Wag perceived ease) fifnAunswasAILTIes
(validity wae reliability) foudiegs Wy APnuissvesesAUsynauasdly TAM 2
A8 .80 - .98 (Venkatesh & Davis, 2000)

) I3 i oA Yy  a ¢ 44' ° o A
ag13lsfinny nguflunguiaesligniansalunnluizesvesduiuladense

Aiue (predictors) Ifauiutesiiuly Feenaliieaneagldesursngfinsuves

¢ Y U U =Y v o = oA = & aa o |
yAnalueIAnsha fsudslaiinsimuivguilunguiay sadungulivauideain

oAl oo Y ° X & = ) v =
nouflunguitaes Ineddnwiusnusyhueunntufe ngunmsveusukasnislitmalulad
(the unified theory of acceptance and use of technology - UTAUT) &3n15Weaiun
noeiilagriinmsuTeuiiou 8 gUuuuTiaeses 8 naud laun 1) Theory of reasoned
action - TRA 2) Technology of acceptance model - TAM 3) Motivational model
- MM 4) Theory of planned behavior - TPB 5) Model combing the TAM and TPB -
C-TAM-TBP 6) Innovation diffusion theory - IDT 7) Social cognitive theory - SCT 8)
Model of PC utilization - MPCU Iagmgui) UTAUT dUlslaue 4 Jadenseasdusznau
wananusaesuenginssuuyed loun 1) mnuaavistenisuifau (performance
expectancy) 2) AuAIARTIRaAUNEI8uARuUlRUIY (effort expectancy)

a a o . . A 9 = o v A

3) dviznandanu (social influence) 4) Reulvariuayuvseladuanmiindeuiivungay
(facilitating conditions) dusuauAInnIssen1sU{URU (performance expectancy)
gj a [ a U % v Ve = L3 .
Hudlanuvingludnwasiiediuiunissuitmnuiivsylevd (perceived usefulness)
YINguf TAM hazanuaInnissanuneeunauliiueu (effort expectancy)
IS a % % v Ve | . a a.'/
dnnuvanglRediuiunsiuiteaiudig (perceived ease) ¥0angui) TAM Hules
wanan naed UTAUT daliawetadeunsndeudnvanedd wu inAwazyseaunisal
Wudy Feaianuiisawazanunsewes 4 Jadeundndainaninuin dA1Aunsaay
ANUEIEUYULALITY (Venkatesh & Bala, 2008)
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usnantladevidesuusiuneildersdannguifinaguds Tunanisdnw
Aountiddlanuin sedunsFnwweseansd fnaresuiuauiseiienansdunanle
(Clarke, 2010; Kirtikara, 2012; Sangnapabowarn, 2003; Su, 2011) SIUDINTLNUFDY
Y9991915670nI 9 Flusseduavinud finansevuludsausenafienansdldly
MsWaRILATY Sndatinansenuseidedluissuiuresiseitenasinanlasndae
(Hassan et al., 2008; Mitchell & Rebne, 1995) Waiilumsnzdn e191s8deanisand
Weanelun1sAnwitaginguide (Borg, 2007; Borg & Alshumaimeri, 2012)

v ¥ ¥
a v = b
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wAvendovesiggnistuluadiouniafl 5 lneumiivedowiuanio pnasnsnl
uningde Failinguszasdlilewionypannailodniusunis sufsaudesnisian
szuunsAnw liviisuiuuuenseUszma lneuningiaewissnlavinnisUageu
4 pzfo AMZLINEAIERS (the faculty of medicine) AuzigUsEMmAUMEARS (the
faculty of public administration) AugIAINTIUAERS (the faculty of engineering)
waz AuzAaUAIans (the faculty of arts and science) lnglgfinisiauenndianis
seauanUsan (high diploma degree) %aﬁm%mﬁwmiﬁﬂwwgﬂdqLﬁwﬂisaﬁ’ﬂmi
pavthenueg 9 vesisunanuaufiaunisiny fuiu aninerdeiatuans
nMsaewdundn deun eswinAnuneeuiivzadsnnudeimalussarduialds
Fauminendetusn 4 uvis Tl we2484 Tiun avninedusssuenans wninetds
NWRIANERS WiNInedefauing wazunninendeniing sex Ussansuladianudesnis
Anwuntu Sl inerdeiifeglidfismesonudonisvesyssevu Ky
Syuradalsvhmsindamivedoiutusn 2 wi Saduimminedodade imined

FIAMIN UAEUNTINeUalTiBsTTNEI%Y

pg¢lsinu ssuunsanulunminenaeaiulugasidunisSeunisaouly
vossewdundn drudasunliosdarudandisdauszma lngniseuwazand,
amufudandrenealiindnyidnnesniannnifiasamesderudlud 9 Jue
ngAnssuiiehliindnuduasiunsiuaransimiuifienasduenuasinlldaey
Uszifiutona Saginssudenani enflezinsiasusadlunanduduld (Sintarat,
2004) woNIINT Fildnaefuusiingrudmiuennsduminerdeiidunaitounis
#uNNNINITYNIY

FasuSuusssruumsinuvesineldiitedonilstgnnanieiumnie as
WamaATefiinanin msdhdiumiimednng wasmsiiiuanndimsnisinuves
919158 (Kirtikara, 2012; Sinthunava, 2011; Sombatsompop et al., 2010; Svasti &Asavisanu,
2006; Sangapabowarn, 2003; Matichon Online, 2011) lAELANIZIIUIUNAIIUITE
iy Idiunduiadia (criteria) fddnlunsliazuuunmuninvesumineidedae
(Commins et al., 2008) Fathy Jeaunsananaguladn WIS NS OUUNBUT
Rendeatunisinuvedinelutlagtuldlienuddydensuansanuifoinndsdu
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uATefiieadesiuinUsaunionginssulunsinise

wofinssulun15¥139% (behavior in conducting research) \uiudsna
TuaAded Somneanuds munneslunisindsevesasevierunniiesly
nadlufidusauieatesiuniadeluguuuueg 4 lunsdnwnd daumnglndides
vioaseunquiauUsluvans 9 91udde Feleinislddunnenediu Wy fin Research
engagement (e.g., Clarke, 2010), Academic productivity (e.g., Hassan et al., 2008),
Research capability (e.g., Svasti & Asavisanu, 2006), Faculty productivity (e.c., Fairweather,
2002), ag Academic research productivity (e.g., Mitchell & Rebne, 1995) 1Huu
wirhiinslifiunnsedu uitinsinmstasuusvaiilusuuuuiingre 9 fu ndm
Ao TFtuTuvemanunITelugukuung 9 sy

wonnil Mnvane 9 ddeTildenshedndludineduiy vudTeinan Tald
nauisnedafiesunsuaninesiuly wasfuusihuefuandadudie wu nsideves
Clarke (2010) TinguingAnssumuuEi (the theory of planed behavior) 481 Ajzen
\ieaSunefuUseu Research engagement Tagld 3 fuusdase Toun 1) Weuadi
iifie Research engagement 2) Quma\‘i@]}mmﬁwﬁﬁﬁia Research engagement Hag
3) sdfunTaPUANATIAANIALUNTIVITIE Fea3e q wéavia 3 faudsi Saumaneeeng
Wweniutuiuusmsiuiternuiivsglevd (PU) ns¥uinaninudne (PE) uagdninanis
daea (SI) eglunguiimssensumstiimalulad (TAM) viSeaglunguinmseensuuas
nsltinelulad (UTAUT) aadilenanluuwdadney

MATeTAgITsR UM LUTDasEWS R LU (predictors) fidinanszny
fangAnssulun1syinIde
mssuzamImilselen (perceived usefulness - PU) #Uliosn91nasdims
vangasrnsnu IfiAntyvniindeadsiude fuftanulussdnstinasneteuufias
fagldinaluladlva o viowenduas (Software) sl 9 flesdnstu vy deaanu
nengnilunmsmanvaiowtludymnisensudfasmslifng dudsidegnin
uﬂi’ﬁﬁaﬁﬂmdwﬁmam'awqaﬂiiuﬁuaa;ﬁﬂﬁﬁaqmﬁw‘%daj (Chuttur, 2009; Lee et al,
2003; Venkatesh & Davis, 2000; Davis, 1989) kaza1nnsanwnwuin PU @usuusaia
mud RN ITuUsay q SnvelinansnusgeiifedfymeaintussuAus Tl
vosUftRenlunsassiwidolivimginssle q dshegnaesnisussgndldiuust
Lﬁaa‘%mawqamm Wi Tunad1uved Pavlou was Vryonides (2009) 91nN1SNUNIL
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I350UNTINTAU atuayuauuAgIug 1 nssuiteenuiivselevdlunmsviiide (PU)
fnansznunsuinsenginssuluni3vinide (behavior in conducting research)

113535U399m 12918 1UN 7597 (perceived ease - PE) Wngunduaiazgninunly
pudiu PU esnniuaesiuusihuneiifianuddnylu TAM fadu Segminarlélu
nsfnwseuiy uazwuin nansynuedislifvddyymaadatungAnssufigndn
agnalsfinu PE Ty gNNUI 3 (strong/powerful) taendn PU wieluu1aeunisinm
WU PU SasengfnssueegelitudAgnisats ue PE nduluiinasiong@nssy wu lu
nsfnwves Chau TUsunsumensLasfignnaaeudie Microsoft Word way Microsoft
Excel Fslutrsiufioindulusunsuiideuddlm nmsldaoswhuusdisdiu Suianan
TAM 1 waz TAM 2 Juilefevineiidmansenuimginssulunisvinifevesenanss
Fedauin Ymguszasdvasnsadrediudsfingnn agldlunisfnwanvansauma u
ogalsfiniu Teaesudsdananldgnianntumannguingingsy Jaanunsntan
THifleefunenginssulunmsifidevesenansduminendelugiuzyaainsveesdnsle
Wufedty waganmsmumussanssuiisiuldatuayuaisfigiud 2 dnissuii
ANNdelun15viN3de (PE) nansenunnauinsiengingsulunisvitide

SvnaaIndinu (social influence - SI) gRANININTULNINNGL VMY
TAM (s) uazgnsamaglungui UTAUT (Venkatesh & Bala, 2008) Gagniinantdluvans 9
Uy Wy nWiTeTAatunns adoption veennsld wireless LAN technology Tuna
$1UYB3 Anderson uay Schwager uaznsldszuuiuszvduiug Fegnisndluulove
Sgunadiannseiind Tuuszimaldniyu uazlun1s@inerves Wang uaz Shin (2009) 911
mMsnumsTanssuteduldaiuayuammigiui 3 Inslasudvswansdsanludu

Y

N13vI9y Anansznunsuinsengingsulunisvinide

LGJQUZWﬁﬁUﬁyU (facilitating conditions - FC) @nWaLNAULNINNGUVBS
noeg) TAM (s) wazgnsiueglungu)) UTAUT (Venkatesh & Bala, 2008) wWuifigafiu
fatiudegnltidunidusuds

muUsasnagniumegeulunisfineives Wang wag Shin (2009) Flafnu
v o o ea o o a s a s Y v
szuugussdiusmhunldluuleueszuadianusedad Tudssnaldniu uaznis
= Y % =~ oA 9 =
Anw1ueq Anderson uag Schwager Aunishdmalulagnuin Reulvaduayuiinansy
numsuInaen sUasvserensunsivAlulaguasuAaINg AINMTNUNILITIUNTTY
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=]

P13 atfuayuanuAgiun 4 nstasuieulvatuayuluaunisyinide duansemun
vinsiengAnssulunsvinide

S2AUNITANYY/ARIAAIUNITANYT AINMITNUMUITTUNTIUNUI 813758
nfinanaiUsygyeniiagidnenmunnitlunsvininuide (Matichon Online, 2011)
1Yana1nd 91NN1SANEIAIUTATENTNARBN15K150TUNN5T8Ue9TNIVINTIUA U
ATAUASALINTUINIG duEn1TUNSANYIYeIUsEMARNlUNT Jamaica) WUl Seeu

= L2 = Yol 1 v 1 0 Aa v U a
MsAnEUBIdnN1sANElALNanaN1SKNTILYINIeuRIdnITINIT (Clarke, 2010) way
o =~ A v Y = & P ° Av A a v ¢
gatinsAnwfadeiu o FudunsAnIUIUNeIUNITITENNANLAYD 81 TIUTEINA
WnaenuI1 UaduaunandiviseseiuvesUSyn19eie19158 JHasoduiukanuidy

6 a d{ v v v )
Y9991913811aWe (Hassan et al., 2008) F9ANNITNUMIUITIUNTINT99U InaTiuayy

auuAgIun 5 MseAunsnwasn dnansenunsuindenginssulun1sinide

77929UFON ANNSUSHUNZUNTE N UFDUTE I NURINGIRULNLNUD
SeivuInenaelnlvesy Wy ININeIREsIvagNUIT 91958unINede vl
Aszntiinisaourouttaunn dseraduiaseundsiivinlinaildlunsiisedesas
wardIna s IuYeINanWiITetasaulume (Kirtikara, 2012) agnalsiny 9113w
\BUSHUe9 Mitchell ey Rebne (1995) Wy @ILUIAINANNAADNITNERNAITY
Wowwdertu widunadnslunemssiudng nanfe nuiandildlunisaeusinasdl
nansznuiuuan namie Snavlisiuiunanyisovesenasduniy Wesinanm
wndeuvesdintlnemsnnUssmaanizenin uilvkadilduandaiu dwmsunside
ﬁlﬁﬁgﬁaamagmmm%@amﬁgwu%aa Kirtikara (2012) Wa&aNNSNUNILITIUNTTUBY 9
rastu Feldaiuayuaundsiud 6 Mnsvauaeu Tnansgnumaaudenaililuns
Y11y

el un13v35% gNNulN Anaren1511iTeuese1sda e uiu
(research productivity of academic staff) (Clark, 2010; Mitchell & Rebne, 1995)
LagIINMTMUMIITTAIN ST aduayuanufgiud 7 el lunsinidedina
nsgnunaUINAengAnssNlun1svinIdy
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521 U8UsN5AY

AuUstagninumegeun1sEuiuA1ALgNABIUBILUUTIABY (goodness of
fit) Inen1UN1TIATIZRIAUTEND UGB UG (confirmatory factor analysis - CFA) %38
S wuudaesnista “Measurement model” afinrsananandidiavesuuusiaes
(model fit criteria) MntuImnaeuavuiglagliuuuaesaunislasaadn (structural
equation model or SEM) maelusunsa AMOS 21 nsadelgiuuaauniu (survey design)
diefutoyaifivsnfufion (cross-sectional survey) dammmdnnisues SEM ensliingy
iegvegetiagyszunn 200 viesnndt (Kline, 2005) Tumaiiudeya fiduldd
wuudeun U ainendesusgionun 40 uwis Fallaaouaniguszeauman;
SyrnansuarnUnasesiesiu IFSuLVABUNLRDUNEUTTRALS 1Y 370 WuvABUATX
910 32 wiid L unquinulnduns 4 una nquatAnane 7 wis ngunianzJusenideanie
10 Uie nduAIAMLe 7 WAt Wagnaunald 4 Wi

\w3aediedde

wuvasvatuUsrgndanniaiesiiedde fignimuinaznaasuaininise
Tunane 9 Uszwe wu Chuttur (2009) Lee, Kozar uag Larsen (2003) Pavlou uag
Vryonides (2009) Swanson (1982) Szajna (1996) Venkatesh, Morris, Davis & Davis
(2003) Taylor wag Todd (1995) warivdngiudaduduraniisanss (validity) wag
ANNE DI (reliability) wndusseghansriuiuatsdud (Chuttur, 2009) anadildy
drsuswlsazUsenaulume 4 anafe PU scale, PE scale, Sl scale, way FC scale
(Davis & Venkatesh, 1996; Venkatesh & Bala, 2008; Venkatesh et al., 2003) 578119
Aanalunuudeunves PU way PE $1191nnqul] TAM danannudesi (reliability)
LazAULTBINTS (validity) gﬂuazéfwﬁlﬂuﬁﬂaﬁu (Lee et al., 2003; Doll et al., 1998;
Davis, 1989) léfin1sAnwuaznagaumnuideiuuazanuiivmsivedomaiunie

A9 N15AN®IVBY Davis (1989) Wuin PU LANAINURBIILMNAY .98 way PE IAAINY

=

WaLuWwINAU .94 d1un1sAnwIvas Adams, Nelson wag Todd (1992) wuin PU Lag PE
a1 - v < [ ! I A Y " v a1

fAnAnaigandauulatuiu nanee PU dananandedunigluiniu 0.94 uag PE e
ANugatiungluingy 0.88 dmsu S| uag FC scales FanIu1a1nnguf UTAUT wu
wud1 deranueiiungluaaguiu InlaainaAn Cronbach’s alpha seduveLen
ANUYRIIUYDY SI ABBYTENIN .88 - .94 LilaNAARUIMNVIANLNGNRIDET LagTerUaT



190 THAI JOURNAL OF PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION

AudesiuYes FC Aeagsening 83 - .87 Wlenaaeuanvansnduiegiatuiiaiu
(Venkatesh et al., 2003) dhuaaruniisansaiu Emsmageuuargnussiulag 433
Multitrait, Multimethod (MTMM) %ﬂgﬂ@%ma 1ne Campbell Wag Fiske 31NN1T9AGDU
Fae33E Téwuth feanuilssnssgatuiu (Adams et al,, 1992)

A5 1. WAAINUINTBD19DIIUNITHAILIAILUT

ﬁ'@LLﬂiﬁgnﬁ'ﬂ YUaRuwUs unasiinwiodneda

B research AUTHY Clarke (2010), Fairweather (2002)

PU fulsdase/vinune  the PU scale of TAM2 (Venkatesh & Davis,
2000)

PE fulsdase/vinue  the PE scale of TAM2 (Venkatesh & Davis,
2000)

Sl fulsdase/vinune  the Sl scale of UTAUT (Venkatesh, et al.,
2003)

FC fulsdase/vinune  the FC scale of UTAUT (Venkatesh, et al.,
2003)

TL fulsdase/vinue Borg (2007) Hassan wazAe (2008) Kirtikara

(2012) Sangnapabowarn (2003)

DL faudsdase/vinune Clarke (2010) Hassan wazame (2008)
Matichon Online (2011) Sangnapaboworn
(2003) Su (2011)

wnewg: B research = ngfinssulun1sinide
PU = winnavisoussgslaiuauiussleyl
PE = wiawavisausegdlasuaudty
s = mgravseusagslafldsunisativayuanyanaseudng
FC = pavidousegafildiunmssiusnuazain
TL = nszudousiodunm uag
DL = s¥aunsAnyIEean
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Han153nIzdaya
myanswiteyaidasiu led1raamegyme (missing values) Agelss
(outliers) warButiudonnanoduvasmaulasng (assumption of normality) %4
firsanananuazailas (skewness and kurtusis) 9MNn1TATERdesdunyi 3
$1unu 23 uvuaeuauiifideyagameluuisiiuds Jadunsgyvenuugunszane
anziisudsladauusnils (missing at random - MAR) fatiu Uoya3N 23 WUUABUNY
wianilgnavudis aumiedoyarioau 347 wuasuaa

Toyamiluresnguiegimuin Ussinadosay 70 [Wumends wazdszana
Soraw 30 (Juname o1gegszning 25 - 60 U lnewafiefe 01guszana 38 U fneu
wuvasuauE@ulngaunsAnuszaulsygnae Sovaz 86.5 LaITAUTDIALNLS
a ] ! (= e 14 [ =
MU dnlvgiduenasdeie Sevay 85.3 dauanslunisned 2
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M19197 2. Toyaluvaangusiiesng

] o 1w '
Foyaniluvanguiegng

b4
ERldGH

(Percent-%)

37U (Frequency)

LW
68 107.0 204.0
RN 69.2 30.8
91938917119 25 - 60 T, 91g@8 = 37.92 (SD = 7.88)
FZAUNIIANY
USeyayn3 2.0 300.0
ERTTRINY 42.0 3.0
Uy ten 0.6 86.5
nasuIgygten 12.1 0.9
FLRUINIIVINTT
919158 300.0 46.0
HYI8ANEnI1A158 46.0 13.3
FOIFANEANTIA15E 1.0 0.2
AR50 0.0 0.0

ANTEUABUTEIING 6 - 30 FalusredUn v Tneiadas 14.73 (SD = 4.26)

Uszaunsainisaousening 1 - 35 U Tnewade 9.20 U (SD = 7.15)

S2YLNAMYRAEINSUNTTYINIY5EMING 0 - 24 FIluesadun taewds 4.20 (SD

= 4.68)

N1534AT1e W avA Usena UTIE Uy DotdulszAnuuudasinisin

(measurement model) Wielidunstudunugnseswesesdiusznaulunuuiiaes iie

naaaunIzassUaiing (goodness of fit) WWaviiaTn 5 ¢3 laund 1) Anlauandsduming

(X/df 2) sriinseduanunaunauUseuiieu (comparative fit index - CFI) 3) sl

TasgAumLNaNndu (goodness-of-fit - GFI) 4) A15INMdE0UBIAILARIALAZEULAY

Uszanad (root-mean-square error of approximation — RMSEA) 5) Asinvadaniade

[ A

MasaesvaAumdaluFUALLULLATEIU (standardized root mean square residual

- SRMR) dususzsuaneausulanazA1fnednd naeiann Kline (2005)



Uadeideanenginssulun1sviTivevese195duse31a1913v15gUsemaumans
U INe1ae5I199) Ussmalneg 193

uvuTiaeutewiy (initial model) azUsenaume ¢ Jadedaludadeily
a3 dnlalagnss (constructs) laun 1) Mssueauiivselewd Wdydnualdons i

(% L3

U 2) msfuiteanudrglunisi [ddydnualgefe i E 3) avsnaaindenu WWdtydnuel

Y v L4

dofle i S waw 4) Heulvaruayu WWdydnuaifdede i F lasusasiladudu Uszneu
shedera 4 Tomau Jsdiaidushulsiidganale (observed variables) nan1s3asies
AN AYDI LN IALNALNEUYDIULUUI A0 §a x&/df = 5.221, CFl = .848, GFI =
845, RMSEA = 110 uaz SRMR = 0868 Asildsasenanmninsziuitseusuls wuu
$ravudesiuisdiaruannadedliffudeyadsszdng fudu uuudassgnuiu il
dlofiansan Factor loadings wudn sauusitdanelé 4 Fasanu léun PEL SI3 S was
FC3 fAsnndn .60 (Hair et al, 2010) 39AI58naananuUUsIaes dmsunisuuzih
989 MI (modification indices) 21nlUswnsu AMOS Aelidioulesnnuduiusesaiiia
wann (errors) sewinasnatlade FasldanunsaloseuduiusvesmAnnaiatusanys
1§ awshldiamznglufuusieaturindu uwudaesiignusu (Revised model) fidn
stluansnunaunay fei x¥/df = 2.563, CFl = 964, GFI = 944, RMSEA = .067 waz
SRMR = .057 edwiluandliiiiudy Innuaenadedlunasifdudeyalesedng dmiu
A1 Factor loadings wag Squared multiple correlations wandlunnsnadl 4 waruuu

a0eUgnUTU (revised model) uanslunnit 2 ssialuil

K-
s ol PU L @D
o
©
PU4 (=2)
.48
O o
& (D)
[ P4 | )
.38 75
©
8T 23
° 21 Si2 @
8o
B FC1 1)
@ § ®
77 80
FCa €19

o ° PN Y] . a I3 ¢ a A o
AW 2. wuU1aee7ignUFu (revised model) vasn1sliATIziesAUsNOURNE LGy
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nuAdeillauanmanguaAuewnsveLaTeloTengnimunie iy
Poyanlavivslunisnuil lnefiansanainamnsaifneeluil

AAIuasi (composite reliability - CR) MWﬂﬁTﬁQQ wanslAiLIN 09
Usznauty 9 Uszneusedemanunitesdiantanuduiusanelufidsesu (ntermal
consistency) Afisensuldvssanuidesiusdeiiie ldassngt 50 (Hair et al, 2010)
TUsunsn AMOS laiansnsadaman CR lalagnse wagnunsamuiaedla

AImIanigensinelu (convergent validity) wiaiifansanlaainen
Average variance extracted evaluation (AVE) Atwensuldvosrufismsainine
T3imsingn 50 (Hair et al, 2010) TUswnsy AMOS lalanunsadnmen AVE lalnenss
WAAINITATLIMLBI LAY

AIAIUTIN TUFITMUN (discriminant validity) sHiatlazasiadeulalng

Wiguliieuen AVE fduaianuduiusvesesdusenauiiarinuduiusgnaningg

(squared correlations) (Hair et al., 2010)

dm3unisaruguaAteninuulsUTIuiinann15Isnnsnflmiloudy
(controlling for common method variance bias) @8¥35n159antUNISAIUANADAR
aunUsUnuiiiaanmsTalunddedUnaie 1) Mseenuuunssuiunsisuney
msiiudeya way 2) n1skiadluniseuau (Podsakoff et al., 2003; Reio, 2010) {33834
Twatla Harman’s single-factor test (Podsakoff et al., 2003; Reio, 2010) Lﬁawmaau
A1ALLUTUTINAINGD A1AULUTUTIN CMV Bgseninedaeay 20 - 25 309A1AY
wUsusuviaman wanst Jymaes MV azlinsenusenadwiviedeauveannide

AanUsuraziiuususenaulisig 4 Jof1anu Wi AIRUIAIUNITTUTDS
Anufivsglevd (PU) Usenausie 4 dediniude PUL Ga PUG Wudu A1A13iienss
A O ° = Y - =i
warAURel YeauuUTIaeIignUiy uanalily 15199 3 wagansnen 4
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Ly |

A1519% 3. avfiguduannuigmsauarauYeiuvesuuInaefignuiy

fiauds Factor loadings Revised Model

Initial  Revised Sq multiple AVE CR  Cronbach’s

correlations alpha
AUNITSUFRIAMTYTElEnd (PU) 65 .88 87
PU1 83 83 70
PU2 71 71 50
PU3 93 93 86
PU4 73 73 54
AINITIUF9A7417¢ (PE) 61 .82 81
PE1 57 - -
PE2 68 70 50
PE3 86 90 81
PE4 77 73 54
AIuINENAN TR (SI) 79 .88 88
Sit 87 87 76
SI2 86 91 83
SI3 .59 - -
Si4 53 - -
Frudeulyaduayu (FC) 58 81 80
FC1 83 83 69
FC2 68 68 47
FC3 -13 - -

FCa4 A7 N .60
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Ly |

A15199 4. A¥HBUGUAIAINLLTEIRTITENINeTad8 (discriminant validity)

Uady 1 2 3 4
AunsTusternuiivszlewd (PU) 65 05 06 14
A1UNT55U3DNIANOE (PE) .05 61
AUBNSNavINdau (S)) 06 10 79
sruleulvaiuayu (FO) 14 27 37 58

ELYE) AMTNLLINILESIUAD AN AVE (average variance extracted) UagAUONWLLY
Mgy Arpnuduiusseninladvenindsaes (squared correlations between

factors)

NTAATISAUUYTIaeNaAITIATETI (SEM) M5Uszliubuudnass Aa15ad)
nddiEin 5 f Wuenfunisiiesgiesdussneudedudiu enadeunnizanssy
alni (soodness of fit) duuusiassaunsiassEduansiit inTisninsssuflsensu
18 wuusaesenafosiinisuSunuusiass (modification) uenani desiinisiiansand
%84 Factor loadings 3slimstiosndn .60 Snvadasfiansanaanuduiusvesiiados
DaALAwae (residuals) (Hair et al., 2010)

wuusassaun1slassassleinnslasulsdanunsadanaldifiniude seaunis
ANYIU89919138 UAZNITLNUADUTIDT1915E NNTI 3 LARILUUSIABsENNNSTASIESNS
WUV Standardized wagA10aiinAunaundulaaluulnassvouuuInastesnusenay
Fadudu uazuuudiassaunislasiairsagulilunsed 5 mudidy
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AN 3. LUUINARIlATIAS19MUY Standardized

15197 5. ARTTIRLUUINADIEUNITIATIASN

LUUDNADY

=

AUTIALUUINEDY  SYAUNEANSU SUAUA  CFA  WUURIABIEUNISIASIES1S

(XH/(df) <3.0 - 2.563 2.728
CFl >.90 >95 964 947
GFI >.90 >95 944 939
RMSEA <.07 <05 067 068
SRMR <.08 <05  .057 058

Avdriifanuudanslassairedinituuudtassesdusznouideduduinton
ogslsfnm AduilinaunaunduvesuuuiasdassaiaegseninsseAuiiveniule
fesedud Fuanriuuudeedesaidaiuaenadostfudoyadsedng fedu
MIvAdeUALNAgIUEINsaNTEIle
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HANSNAFBUANLFATIY oA N5 1Tmasanandlunisan 6 Aalull
M19199 6. ATMITLRDTINUUUINR04LATIET19 (Unstandardized model)

Paths AUNAgIY  AIWIIEWes  p Sig r’
PU — B HL  (u) 1.03 00  @duayu .03
PE — B H2 (v 48 00  aduayy .01
S — B H3 (u) 81 00  @duayu .02
FC — B H4 () 4.86 00 a@duauy .66
Degee — B H5  (U1n) 1.52 00  advayy .01
Loads — TR H6 (av) -.06 34 : -
TR — B H7T () 094 01 aduayy .01

yekme) TR vanedle anfilddmsunside

a3U aAUTIENE Lazdalauauwug

1 a

9INNIINAAOUANNAFIUNUTY FUNRFIUIIWIU 6 auufgIu laun auuRgiu

o«

=b.

o w a

1 89 5 wazauudgui 7 lasumsativayufie Tnanediwdsmuegalitedfyniead

o

3)

o w a

° o a = K a a o &
ﬁ']%iUﬁlliJG@']um 6 lmﬂJu%aqﬂi‘gmqﬂaﬂm 378@3L@8®@\1@]@1ﬂu

Hadeiiisvisnadenginssulumsiife (Frunwesniide s wenans uazdu
nuitedudureimside Faldmunveutislunuitetul) vesemstumined
iy anfsusseaumand Ssmaniuaznisunasosiosduluningm liud 1) ns
Sudtemnuiivsglovilunsiide (perceived usefulness) Fanu finansenulumi
vIndengAnssulunsviide Avduusyans (B) 1.03 vaneanudn mnn1siuiteany
fusglodlunsinitevesoasdifutunioniy aeinalinginssulunsiiiteres
D193 TNTY 1.03 i Tesduiioddny 001 2) Mefuifemnudiglunisiidoues
9197138 (perceived ease) WU Anansznuluuandengfinssulunisvinideussenaisy
MnAduUsEans (8) .48 osunglein Yededudiasiinansznumeuin usiisvawalsunn
thinseuiisuiutadousn Wesnaduuszans (8) fldesninilonisiusisanny
d']a"Lumaﬁﬁ%’waqa'miémﬂﬁﬁwﬁwmaﬁmaﬁiawqaﬂ'ﬁiﬂumsﬁﬁ%’maqa'miémﬂ

o w

U .48 wiheNszauludAny .001 3) nslasudnsnaandsanluniunisvinide (social
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influence) wui1 AnansenulunsuinsengAnssulunisvinidevesenansd Amdulszans
() .81 nueANNI Wee13dlasudnsnanedauluiiunisvinideannyaaaniiiaiy

'
a

éwﬁﬁyiauﬁaﬂﬁaﬁuﬁ’mmquﬁwﬁwma%ﬁﬂﬁﬁwaGiawqﬁﬂiiﬁlumsv‘fﬁ%’maﬂmmsé
Wiy 81 mhefiszsutedday 001 dwduiaudsi seAuUBVENaTiinasengAnssuly
N5 V09919138 LdVSnanINNIINITTUIAmNNelunsiITevese1asd 4) ns
I#sudeulvatuayuludumsyiiade fommhsrudomsativayuiunuanmheny
AMBUBNNUI ANansznun1suInAenginssulun1siITe9099131358 MARTANAINAT
dudseans (B) 4.86 anunsnaguledn Tadedsnaniidnsnadenginssulunisvinideves
p1sfanTianlseiutddameada 001 mntladednaniifutunimheazyili
AmgRnssulumsviifeiutuie 4.86 miw 5) seunsinyivesennnsd daduns
AnungaanuesenasduasinouLUUasUNuNUT Snansenumananiungnssaluns
¥¥evete19158 AduUsEaAns (8) fie 1.52 fisvutidfuneadd wiiih sefunisfing
vosornsdfudeyauuuidungy witausniumeseuaiiowdutoyauuudsuduld
MNEANUI MnAsERUNSANYITeteRSELiiuy ngRnssuluN19YITeU0I919158

zNTUnUlUME NANFUUTEENS 1.52 Nszdutivdfgtiesni .001 wuan Jaduns

'
=

namilfidvEnasongfnssulunsviidodususuiianssesndatedoulvaduayums
138 uay 6) nanflenasdlifunuidenudt fuansenudauinsdenginsaulunisvh
er04019158 wiegnslsfinny 9nAduUsEaAVS 094 Aiszduilddy 01 asiiudn
dnSwaran1sviMITuteeuIN dUSUNTTUAOUVBIDINTENUIN WITNANTENUNISETA
nanginssulunsIteve919158

AmnusUTIuvesihuUsaudsgnesuelilaeiuusdasy (effect size) o
ALUTUTIU (variance) vesnaAnssulunsiidevesenanse (Fhuuseu) Fsannsn
osuneldlneuysdasevidemuusviung fnsanldana @ (ei 6) Yadedadu
fusvnefiesueamiuilsusuremaAnsslumsinideveserasdldunnian
fio Jedudoulvariuayu (factor conditions) Ae .66 3o 66 Wadliud dmiladuduys

Munedu q eduglatesuin

MnagUHanITeAUTIBNaNIARe UANNRS Y anunsoagUTeiaueuue il

1. amnAnendesvigrsenguiiuimsmstimnuddgiutladoieulvatvayy
Tushumsinideunnninthdedu q nansveaeuauuiigiunui aenrdeaiuanuiseves
Wang ag Shin (2009) nuﬂgwﬂuﬁé’]’wm Anderson g Schwager %qﬁﬂwwwqaﬂiim
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nsidwmelulagvesypainsnuin YadeReulvatvayuinansenunsuinsenisufias
wserauiumsltmalulagvesyaainsluesnnis

ogalsfinu Jededeulvaduayulushumeivideinaneussin usnanmsli
yuatiuayuud fufetosiuBomsduaiunnufifsiunmsinidese wu anudmly
fiReriuneide Sumeunsive uazadifivanzautuamAdousasdos wanilesnmnu
HpsadarlitunaAfedining varnmewiednisduieadestulusunsumsenius
vaneviingie iy wnivendes asfimsdadansfumudietiomiouarlvisiuingm
THunenansdeiidesnsiisose

2. Yadeduduansfo AuAMAINISANYIT04919158 MINUMTINEITE HBINTT
dusanAaludunuiTe msaduayuliornsdiinandifiutu WesmnanuAtefiAedes
WU 919158TIUNsEnE iUy nenduunliufiianuaiunsalunsvinisele
1NN FedenadefunuITeves Hassan, Tymms wag Ismail (2008) i dadesu
ADAIVITOTEAUVDIUTYEY 1109019 TILNARBTIUIUNANUIILVD90713758

3. aduiunisiuitsnnuiisslevivesnisinidedululeduddgydniedy
vilsfienslianudifey nande mne1asduitennuiiuszleviveansvinidennnasd
wunlthilunsvinddeuntu uasfaudfin nuansvaaeuamRgIuny masuiinnu

o v A

Weenvizedrwealiddny undeddnfe 9137158lasu I sihnuddesiusele %
MR 4 9o Feliidusinnsiuisanuiivssloviveanisvinisenuin
Fofaud 2 Fanavin “nsviisetediiunandslunisian” denssaunisliaswy
Mnfmeuuuuaunuteniian s 4 devestiademsiuifeenuiivselo
wonand Sensansiuldannan Factor loading vastorany PU2 (.71) Fasninan
Factor loadings ¥0taA1a13 PU1, PU3, uay PU4 Tago1ansdaiulngonaussin 91u
edilllvdnmilwemandn (productivity) fio19138lesu Souuzihiidamudenndos
FunuAsedasedndues Friedrich uag Michalak (1983) Fawuin anuduiussewing
NM5NUIIBAUNTADY (research vs. teaching) Fevovndallnrudnudaiu et ns

0 Aa IS
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