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UNANED
LeUnaLedy “muenden” WusTULTIngENT1EsIIaUUTENA AL
Juiiledoansteyaiieriulsafnideldalalsun 2019 (COVID-19) lulszmalve
wagtitoifuromsuimsdanisindu CoVID-19 uAvsswvu seuuvtondox
FamseunauIUUINMIRILANITIsRIinTUUINsEntaTu aeanauNITIBIY
omstrafsandsdniafunagnisvelususesnsdntadu uideiied
TrgUszaAlumsfine il 1. Lﬁaﬁﬂmazé’umaa@mmwﬁﬁ@w%waﬁiamm&gﬂﬂ
wagauanelalunisldnussuu “vaenday” nsdlfnwluwangamnumiuns
2. lefnwitladefifiavsnasonuddlanaseufienelalunislfouszuy
“yionden” nsdiinwiluwansannamiung uay 3. enunadelauoiuyly
NSARIUIAUAINYDITEU “vislonTon”
nsfnwadaifunitedatinn Jsssnsdedldrussuunuendon
I 6.5 MuAu TUANTENNLNUAT NEURIRENALINIINGNTVET Yamane
(1973) ¥d1uan 400 fregns feTEmaduiiegauuuraedumeu (Multi-Stage
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Sampling) ad@nldlunsiinswideyaldud fosas Aade drnudeuuvu
UINTFIY Fuuszavsavisna (B) uaz dulseavnismennsel (Squared Multiple
Correlation: R2) Tagldlanaaunislassasna (Structural Equation Modeling:
SEM) muausAgiunsounLafnnside Addedwamnaadaiisedu 05
namIenuhsriurenunmilavsnaterudtlanarauianelaly
nslfauszuy “vmenden” nsdiAnwiluwanganmamuns Andesmeglu
sefuann Wiy 3.75 WeRansandnadeidusiedu wuin duquam
a1sawna (1Q) dewviiu 3.90 duauamdeya (DQ) dewviiu 3.86
AUANNINTEUU (SQ) HAiu 3.78 snudselevigegauaanisidem (NET)
fifwiniu 3.77 snuanuUasasievesszuu (PSP) firwindu 3.67 nuanuiawel
Tunslszuu (SAT) fewiniu 3.66 uazdunusslalunislden (USE)
firsinan fo 3.62 etlsfimuidlofnsaniladeiifisvanaronuslauasay
fanelalunisldauszuy “vuenson” nsdifnwiluwangamnumuns tngld
aun3lAsaad1s (Structural Equation Modeling: SEM) wuan fities 8 UJadeann
10 Yeduiiidussavdvinaiifuddynsadnfiszdu 05 (B) ndnde dade
AuANUUaendvesssuy (PSP) Uadusunmninaisauwmea (IQ) uavdady
Fruauamdeya (DQ) filidvEnavesgunmamansenusenudilalunsld
nuszuy (USE) Tneiiduuszavaavizna (B) wiiiu 0.42 0.37 ua 0.19 mudd
Failen R2 Wiy 0.59 warladusnununmansauma (1Q) dadoduay
Uaaniueaszuu (PSP) wazsnuamnmdeya (DQ) Aflavinavesnmnim
dswansznusioanufianelalunslinussuu (SAT) Tnefiduussavsavsna (B)
WU 0.2 0.41 wag 0.17 mudndu Tedlen R2 1wirdy 0.64 wazadeduani
dalalunston (USE) waetladusunnuianelalunsléseuu (SAT) f5vdna
yosnunndsHaroUstlovigagavesnislion (NET) Tnefidudszavsavina
(B) Wiy 0.29 waz 0.91 Ay Fedlen R2 Wiy 0.66 du 2 Tadeiilid
duusravsaviwatuddymsadafiszdu 05 (B) Ao Uadesunmninszuu
(5Q) laiitBvEnavesamnmastanusalalunstdou (USE) fidudszAvdavina
B wirfu 0.09 (P = 0.178) wardadesiunaninszuy (SQ) Lfidvwaves

Aunmdsansznusionufenelalunslissuu (SAT) iduszavsavswa (B)
Wiy 0.11 (P = 0.077)
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Abstract

The “MohPrompt” application is a system developed by the Ministry
of Public Health of Thailand to communicate information of the coronavirus
disease 2019 (COVID-19) in Thailand and to administer the COVID-19 vaccine
to the public. The “MohPrompt” application, therefore, is a one-stop-service
system that covers the service of booking appointments, reporting side effects
after vaccination, and requesting vaccination certificates. The objectives of
this study are to 1) examine the level of quality affecting user intention to
use and satisfaction on the “MohPrompt” application in Bangkok, 2) analyze
the factors influencing the user’s intention to use and satisfaction on the
“MohPrompt” application in Bangkok, and 3) collect suggestions to develop
the quality of the “MohPrompt” application.

This study employed a quantitative research approach. The population
was 6.5 M users who used the application in Bangkok with 400 samples
calculated from Yamane (1973) formula. A multi-stage sampling method was
used to collect data. The statistics used for this research were percentages,
means, standard deviations, influence coefficient (ﬁ), and squared Multiple
Correlation (R2) with the structural equation modeling (SEM) based on the
research conceptual framework at the significance level of .05.

The results showed that the mean level of quality factors affecting user
intention to use and satisfaction with the “MohPrompt” application in Bangkok
were high (mean = 3.75). When considering each level of quality, it was found
that all levels of quality’s means were high: Information Quality (IQ) mean =
3.90, Data Quality (DQ) mean = 3.86, System Quality (SQ) mean = 3.78, Net
Benefit (NET) mean = 3.77, Perception Security Privacy (PSP) mean = 3.67,
User Satisfaction (SAT) mean = 3.66, and Intention to Use (USE) mean = 3.62
(lowest). However, it was revealed that only 8 out of 10 factors had statistically
significant influence coefficients (6) at the .05 level. In other words, Perception
Security Privacy (PSP), Information quality factors (IQ), and Data quality factors
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(DQ) had an impact on the quality that affected the intention to use the
system (USE) with influence coefficients (ﬁ) of 0.42,0.37,and 0.19, respectively
with the R2 of 0.59. Furthermore, Information quality factors (IQ), Perception
Security Privacy (PSP), and Data quality factors (DQ) had an impact on the
quality that affected system satisfaction (SAT) with influence coefficients ([3)
of 0.42, 0.41, and 0.17 respectively with the R2 of 0.64. While The USE and
SAT factors influenced the quality that affected the perceived net benefits
(NET), with an influence coefficient (ﬁ) of 0.29 and 0.92 respectively.
Nevertheless, two factors that did not have statistically significant influence
coefficients (ﬁ) at the .05 level were system quality (SQ) having no influence
on the quality that affected the intention to use the system (USE) with an
influence coefficient (ﬁ) of 0.09 (P = 0.178) and system quality (SQ) having
no influence on the quality that affected the satisfaction of using the system
(SAT) with an influence coefficient ([5) of 0.11 (P = 0.077).

Keywords: Factors Influencing and Quality Level; MohPrompt System;

Structural Equation Model
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ueUndiadu Aelusunsy viie nauvedlusunsuiignesnuuudmiugunsal
Siannsedinduuunnm wu Wnsdwisleds wivids Wusu tnglullagiuiinis
waweundndusaninlurainranesuwuulvinssiuaiudensvasly sau
faueundinduiltlunmanisunmdlagianizogadae unaduiiieitesiu
anumsnllsafinideladalalsun 2019 (COVID-19) vangussimadaiulounsly
mMsmunszuumaluladansaume eliidusnarslunisindedeansuas
Usenduiusiuuseanvu

Singh et al. (2020) ldvuymuunALT VLA 46 UnAL 910 19 Uszine
LazNUILeUNAIATUIN SIS 30 wounaiatuazgniunlgluvan
vaneIngUszasd nanfe 15 ueuwdladu (Fewaz 50) grlfiilenisinamgtae
7 usUndiatu (Fevay 24) grlfifleliluiFesnsing 7 ueundiedu (Fovas
24) gnldlunisesivaeunazinnue1n1syUie uag 1 uwounaadu (Sevay 3)
grltlunslitouadu o
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Tuvaivszmalne drinanddansenyasisage iiauueunaindy
MensungiFendn “vaewden” fegaUszasivdn 2 Usznns Ae 1) ilewdy
nanslunisindedeansusyanduius wae 2) WetufinuseiAn1sininduuas
wansenansatdnnsednddudumslasutaduriunie “seuunuonion”

Tana wasy (2565) namdansleaussuy “wuenion” 31 Uszavu
annsolfsruunuonfeuliiueunaindunayszuu Line OA lunisuanstoya
aunmUsEad 1Wu Digital Health Pass uansteyarufienslanifieniunis
Sutadutiosiudeldalalsun 2019 (COVID-19) Msasamidens ATK way
RT-PCR sasfamanssnumsindieladalalsun 2019 (COVID-19) Tuguuuy
Tufusesnmdadravedlsmeruiaiidng wavanunsansiadeudnsiunis
Shwnfurainenturdeduueeinddhuiidisuluseuu “vuendey Station”
iotaelanansouaninanisnsia ATK Tussuuvsendouldos1sansa

N33R lduuusEuUnIenTounud Tulieuunsian 2565
wnglunganny glianslunisinvmeviaiidiua 7.9 ey udiiduiu
sz “vmenden” Widuu 6.5 e wiadunsnuiuseundiedu
WU 4.4 aupu (598ag 67.69) WAZHIUTZUU Line OA 911U 2.1 d1uAu
($oway 32.31) Mndeyadnandividiuissuumuendoudaiidesitaludos
“AauNMTBITEUUWALLlagaTaumARUES SEUIRIUSEINA” Wagdaudnll
feuszanaudnidusiuiunn Sdunisuiulgessuy “vuendon” szl
UszrnsuldsulsleviluSoinsindedeansussmduiusuaznisiuusnng
duarasnnrediuuleulgaIs suavkasideviniuesiesguunIusedn
NIENTNATITUAVLALUITEIUANLOYNITUNITENNENITUIMTINNG 11330
Sagulosrulsalidalalsun 2019 (COVID-19) uaznsdndsdnslunissnm
WYIUIANIUNNIZUY “UonTon”

Adeluuudnans 2 wuu fis wuudiassniseeusumalulad (Technology
Acceptance Model %38 TAM) 404 Davis (1989) uay Wuudansnudnsa
VBITTUUANTAUNA (Model of Information Systems Success) 984 DelL.one
and McLean (2003) uenaniiddldumdnnisuas Petter and DeLone (2008) 7
wud Anuianelalunisldau (User Satisfaction) veadliusnig lngdiuys
aufianelavesidlunuifnmudisavesssuvarsaumeluiudsdade
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Aunansfidamansznusienislinuszuu nanfe aufianelevieliimelaly
sruvasaumaAvelizdmalagnswenisldnussuuansaumdlulauinvie
Feau uasiilugenuddlalunstiruuasninusslonigaaalunisliny
Frfufideladaiuin mminseuunAsdiisiunnUssgnduasamaaey
seiuvesnmnmuaradeiidsviwaderuddlauazauiemelalumslinu
SUU “nuenden” nsdlAnwiluwansavmumuasiusugunwansauna (Q)
AUAMAINITUU (SQ) MuAMnMUeya (DQ) suaLUaensieveIszuy (PSP)
Fruausdlalunstéou (USE) dumnufiswelalumsldszun (SAT) wasdu
Usloniigeaavesnislion (NET)  annsoduligmilunisfnuideluadsd
definduaugldszuu “wuenden” uazoradunumdumstaulounsly
szuuwalulagansauwmeiuassaguessemdalnaseluluouan

Uz

1. eRnwseiutesamnim ddvswarennuitlauazaufenelalu
nsldausyuy “vitenson” NIdANY lUANTIVINLIUAT

2. e Haduiidavisnarorusdlauazeufimelalumsldnussuy
“viionsen” NIAANYIUYANTINNUNIUAT

3. WeruruteiausuuzlumsianngaamessT Uy “vensey”

LPNAITHAZIIUIVLNNYIVD
ARelavinnsFnwnuAdesng 9 warasuanuuian need wagn1snuniu
255UNTIUINNNUITEMALIV9 NBWILIFS1NTDULUIAANITIVY baRall

WUIRALATNIO B

Davis (1989) @51suuudiassniseensuinalulad (Technology
Acceptance Model 1130 TAM) #ifi 5 Yadddnyiivsuanisdvdnasoniseensu
msidausyuu oun 1. Uselevdannnslaauseuu 2. anueindrglunisly
sz 3. mnaasadelunisliaussuy 4. mandesiudedlviuinng
weUnalATY wag 5. annwinasulunisidaussuu

DeLone and McLean (2003) @35194UUS1809AUEUSIVBITLUY
d1sauna (Model of Information Systems Success) fiflosduszneou 3
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29AUTENOU A 1. AMNINANTAUWA (Information Quality) 2. AMAINIEUY
(System Quality) uag 3. AAINAITUIANS (Service Quality) %ﬂ%ﬁﬂﬂejmm
felalunsidian (intention to Use)

Petter et al. (2008) wu fuUseuiisnelavesdldluinfnainudisa
gasszuvasauwme Wushulsiunansiiddvinasionisliau nanfe aufieels
vsoliflanalalussuvasaumeavegld asdwmalaonseionisldaussuy

ansaunaludinvisedau wavihluganuadalunislinuiesiaUsslovigan

av ad v

NUNIUITTUNITTUUAS U TR TR

Tella (2014) ¥inideBesmssuifannuazmnlunslianu mssusd
Uselewl uaziiruafvesyinonisiiszuunisdissiunidiédnvseiindunldlu
TudGy waznudn Anudielunmslinussuunsdeiuihussuudidnnsednd
(E-payment) figvanasgeunnsensivinasslond siudaviauafuazaiy
flaluntslon

Mao et al. (2021) ﬁﬁé’aS"eNmii’]’ﬂmiﬁﬂmé’wém%’umiixmﬂmy'
voslsafindeli¥alalsun 2019 (COVID-19) nsdifnuummalsivuiu wazwut
msumsinnsteyavunslvaveseundindy Tuanumsaigniduluviosiu
fifnsil ¢ psduszNOU fe 1. MIUTIMMNT (Mitigation) 2. Msls3eunses
(Preparedness) 3. N5 UAUBY (Response) whay 4. m#\le (Recovery)

Marketing Evolution (2022) wuiniliites¥esay 3 vesfuimsiiiins
Huintouatigndes uazfesay 65 vestinmsmamiinnuinafeiuguam
vostoya luvaziiinnismann 6 Tu 10 szyimsuiuusaunmdeyanouth
Foyaluimunnagniiudsdfnyoeieds

n33din1g Ames (2561) viidedesiauniuazausilalunsly
weluladvosnaduaiuosduuiyumefawasauosdusnd uaswuidvina
mensadsuandearudslalunislinumaluloduazdmarenudilabs
ngAnssulumslfineluladuesnguiniuaisiudymueda uasiuaisfudng
Tnefanuidenlostutiaduiiugiu Ao e 01y Ussaunsal wazanuadinsly

faniuial uzdied (2563) idoBeatiadeifidvEnasonissuiuselon
wagruadlunsldnulusunsussuudndinga uagnuin AunNESELmNA
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(Information Quality) AaNINIEUU (System Quality) Uszaunisallunisldeau
(Experience) wavn1ssuianuielunislilusunsuszuudndingd (Perceived
Ease of Use) dwnaluisuinsdenissuiuselevilunisldeu (Perceived
Usefulness) uananianissuiusglesiilunisléo (Perceived Usefulness)
wazn1ssuianudrelunisldau (Perceived Ease of Use) fadanaluideuinsie
ViauaR lunsitaulusunTUsEUUBNBINSE (Attitude toward Using)

35ims Adunmun (2564) ¥ATesesedefiddvnaseniseensunns
Tduszuudds uagnuimsihenudilanaSeuinisidanussuulanei
10 sadsnuhelumsindeunawdy uddsndulunssensunsidou
SEANTISUGIN!

HuAdn
AMNNENTEUMA (Information Quality) Manefs deyainiaseing 9
fifluszansamuazaenademielunuinguszasaiiglinuagldfuimutes
ysnsdeansing 4 auamuestoyaiuasdasiirudelunindila (Ease of
understanding) T3ni339TusioIA1 (Timely) kazgndosanysal (Completeness)
AMANTEUY (System Quality) naned szuumavhauiduluny
TgUszasAraen1siinu vienuAuRewansELtnu inaudelunsly
U (Ease of Use) azminuaziinnutanas (Reliability) Tunsldeu Sdnweusg
yp9ut1ae (Interface) Midnladnemevausasanisldaruluyndiyaian
(Convenience of access) dswavilvigliauauisadildanuszuulaagi
AaeawAad denalildanuaunsalinussuuiasiinUsylovigaan
AunMYBYA (Data Quality) vnefis deyasing q AfaAusausly
szuv ungueddylunisdeduleedsgnieaazasudu ietunieses
voUsznoudunumslunisaassuuueundindu fiorvevinliAnyss o
sefldaulufiuasisugy Jeilosduszneufe nssusiudeyaiiniiy
AsOUAAN (Comprehensiveness) ANX#DAARBY (Consistency) AULIUEN
(Accuracy) §UWUU (Format) UagAugnfes (Accuracy)
ANUaEnAEYRITEUU (Perception Security Privacy) gt 9AUsznau
fiateatunistiann (USE) gldnuaunsadrfessuuldasnin Wesiluena
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Uaoady 13nnuiea uazannundd avvilidlinuanansaldnussuulaegn
asiiawe maenunoUauswefldlsiosTing uarlifiguassdsonisliau
wazlosiunndonsllliudninesanunsawnsndudhundassuuvesesdns

Auialaldiany (Intention to Use) manefl mnudenndesiuyselovi
gsanvesiltons Wedldnusirwarinslalunsldon uazanansnianalsogs
Hugussa iy anuflunislionu nanlumsliou swuedilunaddessuy
susuulunmsldau wasvimuailunisldau WDudu waangisaan (Time
Interval) sgviemnuidlauaznginssudslonafifuilnaasudeuniudiila
ontud ATy ndinsiuiiaselenilds

aufisnelalunisidaiu (User Satisfaction) nuneda Wutladediddy
siorwdISIvessEUUAsaUmA Sainanmsiglduinisidiunsnavauss
demudasnsuazdganuemumania avusdlatunginssu esfianels
avthlugnsiidusaalufonssusing q iunseuiunsmsdsladedensesusa 4
Jumsatiuayliifanginssueewioiiles

Usglenlgegnuaenislday (NET Benefits) vsngfis nisldauszuy
walulagasaumelaegiiussaninmeanagyilvgldnulasudsslevian
nsldnuszuulunmsiy waranusadanaldesiadususssy dafvadetu
arusdlanayauianelaveslda
ABAnliun133de

UszuInsuasnguiaedne Ae naugldauszuy “vuensen” lue
nyavmIvLAs Suauidu 400 auunsfinyiBedn (Survey Research)
Fudushunuvesngusegnavesifeussuus $1uu 6.5 Sruau duanldan
gnsves Yamane (1973) il n = N/ (1 + Ner2) Tagen n = vuianduitesng
N = quneUseanns uag e = SefuAmRaAAAeuisansuls (0.05) nMsuny
Aluans n = 6,500,000 / (1 + 6,500,000(0.05/2)) n = 375.13 Sty wunm
naushegetuinde 376 au srduanudeshilunisinuiidesas 95 Lol
Ieunuiiannsalsitfeyaiideiie
wnsiiofil¥luniside fio uvuaeunuiiumsesamunsadaion

INFNTIAATIUIU 3 v (Index of Consistency/Index of item objective
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congruence/Index of Congruence 3o 10C) ldanadewitu 0.85 TR
Somauuisinuidesiu (Reliability Analysis) iemanduyszanaueari
LaznuI Aunaduunvesusazdedamiidnnnd 0.7 Ssamnsavi Uiy
wanbinguiieg1eld wuuasunuUsEnausle

dit 1 1Huduvesteyadiuyana Wieesuiednunsiugiueandy
feg dnwauzuuudeun 1 JuluunTIadeus 18NS (Check-list) Usgnausie
A 91y sERUMIANYIgNEn 516l endn antuamsdenn anuilunsly
NUITUY kazaugtunisidaussuy

@il 2 Wudniaeuanusadesiusefuresnunimuasdadeid
Svswariamuitlauazauianelalumslinuszuy “vuendon” nsdifnw
Tumnsavmamuns Wnefidnvagvesuugeuauuiuuiasdyssanm
(Rating scale)

il 3 feausuuzvesgmeunuuasuny lnefidnvazidudmaniane
Wa (Open-ended questions)

adanldlunisnisinszsidoya

1. mlnsesideyadiuyana Wanuiuazosas ieaduednuns
fugrumesnguiesns SnvasiuuaeunTULUUITIIAeUTIBNTS (Check-List

2. Mg iuesnma fiidvnarormilauaranuiisels
Tumsl¥nussuu “vwenien” nsdnwiluwanganmamuns Tagvaads
(Mean) uarduidsaiuuansgu (Standard Deviation) wag AnduszAndnis
Wy nTal (Squared Multiple Correlation: R-square, R2)

3. malnngidadeiifavsnasennustlanazenuiianelalunisld
NUIEUU “wnendon” nsalfnwluwangavmuviues tngldaunisiaseasne
(Structural Equation Modeling: SEM)

NAN15IY
HANTITLVDITEAUTDIAUN AL BN SNararuRtlakazALiawalaly
nsldausyuy “nuensen” nIdlAnwlulwanJennumIuAs Landlunnsnei 1

12



260

nNsansuyyemaasia:dabAuAMaassuwnny

!
UR 42 aUUA 2 woumAu - domAU 2567 4\,}*

M99 1 sEAuresnunm ddvSnadeanudtlanazainuianelalunisly
NUTTUU “vitonson” NIAANYILLYANFINNUIIUAT (NNTIL)

FTAUVDIAUNIN UdNTHasaANAIR N13AEUNTT ASEAU  DUAUN

uazauswalalumsldauszuy Anady daudsauy

“ Z ” S
yuandan” nsAny e

UINTFIY

NUNWUAIUAT

- pnuAuAETELIA (1Q) 3.90 639 1N 1
- AMUAMAINTEUL (SQ) 3.78 746 11N 3
- pnuanmMdeya (DQ) 3.86 749 Tl 2
- fumuvasnievesszuy (PSP) 3.67 847 ala) 5
- puanuiawelalunislyau (SAT) 3.62 896 1N 7
- drumrusalalumsidon (USE) 3.66 828 10 6
- aulsglovdasgavesnisldeu (NET) 377 803 1N 4

374 3.75 787 4un

A19197 2 1 Aaseiladeniidvnaseruidauaseuianelalunsldousyuy
“VtenSen” naifnwluwnngavmariues Wneldaunislasase SEM)

Y Wunednsna N1IANTUNTS P R?
X B z
Anuddla  fugmaTETAUMA (Q) 037 542  <0.001* 059
lums  duAMAIMSEUL (SQ) 009 135 0178
TWow  Auauanteya (DQ) 019 369  <0.001*
(USE)  AueuUaensievesssuu (PSP) 042 693 <0.001*
AU AuRMAENTAUWA (1Q) 042 681  <0.001*  0.64
wolaly  AUAMAINTEUU (SQ) 011 177 0.077
nslda Muaunmdeya (DQ) 017 361  <0.001*

(SAT)  Aumnudasasievessyuu (PSP) 041 7.44  <0.001*
Usglowd  auausslalunislda (USE) 029 324  0001* 066

gugnves  aueufienelalumisldan (SAT) 091 9.82  <0.001*
msltau
(NET)

* p < .05 (FuUseAvsdvisnaliiodAynsadfanszau .05)
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@

NANTIASIEIUT NI BNSNaramufslakazAuRenelaluns v
JEUU “vuendeun” nsdlfnwluwansannumunaswandagldaunisiasasg
(SEM) slagunndi 1

ARNTNANTALUNA
(Information Quality)

.
AUNNSELY | Awdlalumsliog
(System Quality) - (Intention to Use)

0.29*

s lunfgeqaaasnisldinu

0.19% (NET Benefits)
Aunmdayn 0a7* A mwdtmelatunsliou 091*

(Data Quality) e (User Satisfaction)

AnuaesiuYesTIY
(Perception Security Privacy)

g‘dﬂﬂwﬁ 1 Iﬂiﬂﬁ%’my(StructuraL Equation Modelling: SEM) taseisidvzna
paANsslakaraNswelalunsltussuy “vuenion” nsdl
AnululnnIuymumiuas
*Jadeiifieduszansdvina (B) dwansznu
d9U afiusena uazdalauauuz
a3V warafusENanIsIY
1. wad19ngdudiegne 400 au wud glnudulngingldanussuy
“vienon” wnfisseray 97 wuadunrndgedosay 60.50 tnAveSeay 35.00
wasinaudon Segay 4.50 nguiieg1lienyszning 18 - 65 U Anlufosas
34.18 dlngjaunsdnwseauldgans (Gevay 61.00) Usyain (Govas
22.25) uazU3nyaien (Fewaz 6.50) Teldindsvosngumeone wadu fey
NIMSEWNAY 20,000 U (Feag 43.25) 20,001 — 30,000 UM (Seuay 24.75)
30,001 - 60,000 UM ($o8a 20.75) 60,001 U Fuld (Fovay 11.25) 013w
finuannitande thidew/infnw ($ovas 38.75) sesaunie wiinnuiziamne/
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1579015 (Fewaz 34.25) dwsuaniunmnedsan wuan dluglan (Govay
74.00) asa (Feway 22.75) uagngniry/vihe/ueniiued (3euay 3.25) woAnssu
nsluszuy “vuendey” nausedwdnlng (Geeaz 71.75) THnussuy
“vasawdow” tosni 2 adsoifeu fiftesdorar 28.25 fldszuuinnnit 2 ads
soliteu imnandnlunslinusyuu “nuenden” wuindl 3 wanavdniigldidn
inldauszuu “mionden” fio aanmansaume (Q) fAnads 3.90 AuAM
Yoya (DQ) fAady 3.86 AUAMITUU (SQ) TAady 3.78

2. seuretamnIN Snansenusomuidlauazaafianelalunsldan
3 “vuonden” nsdiAnwiluwangavmayuas Aederimeglusgiuin
Wity 3.75 WeRimnsanidusiedu wui fugunmansaune (Q) Aade
Winfu 3.90 fuAunmdeya (DQ) AaRBWTY 3.86 MuAMAIMIZUY (SQ)
Aadowiniu 3.78 sudstlevigegauesnsldanu (NET) dedewinfu 3.77
suraUasnABYeasEUL (PSP) Aadsiyiniu 3.67 snunnufswelalumsly
$EUU (SAT) Aaleiiniu 3.66 wasduarudilalunsldon (USE) fesian
Ao 3.62

3. Yedeiiiavnadsiomnusdlauazenuiianelalunslénussuy “vue
wien” nsdiAnwluwansannuvuas Iaun1siaseasa (Structural Equation
Modeling: SEM) tneueneanidu 3 lassasne fo

1) Uadeniidnsnananinusalalunislyau (USE) ddudseansansna

'
v o w aaa (%

AdvdrAuneaianseau .05 Felldadiuvesnnuudsusiu (R2) YoYU

o

Wiy 0.59 Tawn Jadesuainudasnnevasszuu (PSP) wuil d8nswaunn

D.

A (%

fign Ao duUszansaviswa (B) wiriu 0.42 Hadeduaniwansaumea (Q) 3
vidnasesasun fe duussavsaviwa (B) wihritu 0.37 uazdadusdunmuam
Foya (DQ) Tdvidwariosiign Ae dudsyaviavawa (B) wintu 0.19 Fsaonades
AuuudnaeIn1seausumalulad (Technology Acceptance Model %38 TAM)
Tne Davis (1989) wuin 5 Uadeddnfifidninareniseeusunisldau
woundiaty A 1) Usslevtianmsldauueundindu 2) anueindrelunisly
suueUnalady 3) mavasndtlunsidouneundindu 6) Araidesiusiefls

USSR UNAATY kag 5) @nnwindaulunislitauseunandu drudadoniu
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AAMIEUY (SQ) lifiBvswarenrmsdlalumsldan (USE) Ae duusyas
dvina (B) winfu 0.09 Fsaenndosriu Davis (1989) wag Venkatesh (2000)
HWoFeamssudieselon msiuiemnuielunisldon wagmssonsuves
Jidnaluladansauma nuinuanvesszuulidsualnensssomnansdiiu
domaluladviossulatl uilnadensnizyimsdninemsosimuafvesld
FedawasiongAnssunsliauuazarudlalumsifony

U aAaa a ' & P ) a Sa a
2) Yavgniidnsnasnemnundbatunsivany (USE) dduuseansanswadl

aad

tudndnneaiitisesu .05 Falldndruvasauulsusiu (R2) vesiuds wihiu
0.64 l¢iur Jadesuaninmansaumna (Q) wu Taviswawniign fe duuseans
dvswa (B) whiu 0.42 Yadesumulasnduvesszuy (PSP) fidvSwases
awn Ao dudszAnsaviwa (B) wihiu 0.41 wasiladesnuaunmdeya (0Q) 3
Svswatoniign Ae duuszAvsdvina (B) winfu 0.17 Fsaenrdesiu wuy
SavsrnudSavessruvasauma (Model of Information Systems Success)
989 Delone and MclLean (2003) fiAgadasiuasdusznausugunn
a13auwme (Information Quality) kagAMNINTZUY (System Quality) Feazih
luganuislalunisléou (ntention to Use) uazaenndaafuuuusianinis
gausuwmalulad (Technology Acceptance Model %38 TAM) Iag) Davis (1989)
wuharaaendelumsliiuueuniinduiuosdussnouresnnuidalunis
T dndadoduamamszuy (SQ) luiavisnasomusalalumsldnu (USE)
Ao duUseansavisna (ﬁ) WU 0.11 Fedenmadesiu Freeze et al., (2010) ¥
WoFedlumamudiiavesszuvamsauma luuunssuuFoudidnnseting
(e-Learning) M1uN155UFvRINEEY kasNUINRUIITEUUILTAMA NG
fidsnilaifiuszaunisaluazanmdenglunisliaussuu agiluganals
flanelalunslinuuasiiaenndesiu Yakubu and Dasuki (2018) AnwiiFes
M35z UU e-Learning TUldludssimamasimuisgneludize wuandiawdin
szuvazdinuammduiifianelauazfinunin wivingldlifesnsldany wie
gnUsAulldans ssdluganuliiianela

3) Uadeiitlavsnasioustlovigegauesnsldany (NET) wuin Uadesny
auiianelalunisléons (SAT) fdvswamnilan Ae duuszansavswa (B)
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JsansuyyEmMadasiia-abAUMaassuwnny 4?
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)
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a Y A

Wwindu 0.91 wazdadesuanusslalunisitaiu (USE) d8vSwatiesdan A

q

©

No o aad

duuszansdvisna (B) winiu 0.29 TnediduuszavsdninalidudAgymnieeading

= v

58U .05 FefldnauvasnnuuysUsIu (R2) wasiiuds whiu 0.66 Ssaanndoes
fiu Petter and DelLone (2008) wui1 faudsauiisnalavesdldanuluiuafa
AnudISveasruvansauna (udnusdunansiiidninasenisldem
mnglfauiiauiianelalussuuasauna avdmalagnsianisldanuszuy
ansauwmetunauan waziilldanuaanisasinusslevdanslunislda

foruauuzanmsinunisendel

1. ensatiuayuiasnanaulainsiweUnGAatY InganzAUAA I
asauna (1Q) Auamunntaya (DQ) kavsuamnMszu (SQ) ilasnadas
violunuinguszasdigldanuaslfiuiudemansdoasing q auamues
foyathuazdestinmuielunsdila (Ease of understanding) TInEiusio
nan (Timely) wazgnéiaaanysal (Completeness) s7usiutioadianunsoungy
(Comprehensiveness) mu@anAaad (Consistency) AULILET (Accuracy)
JULUU (Format) uagAmgneies (Accuracy) kagiianuwaizuaemti1ae (interface)
fidladoneuaussionsldalunniinninan (Convenience of access) s
019zt lAnAwslalumslda (USE) wasduaufanelalunislészuy
(SAT) iy

2. psliauddnAsfuladedutadosuainulaondoressyuy
(PSP) tadesuamnmansauna (Q) uazdladesuamnmieya (DQ) il

(%

Sviswademansynusaaudslalunsidiussuy (USE) uavensiiaruddy
Rendutiadesunmuaimansaumea Q) tadusuruvasnsevesszuu (PSP)
uazsnunuandeya (DQ) MidvEnadsransyusionmfianslalunisldan
s2UU (SAT) Bsawihlugnisimuniladesunnudslalunstdon (USE) uas
Uadusnuanuiisnalalunisliszuu (SAT) lngazdmariousslovigegnlunis
Tafamu (NET)

3. msSeudlsussuy “puendon” fussuudy q ldusnnsludnuas
Py Gaazthluguummansivunluigasnsae aenndesuasnauaues

NMINRWIAMNIMAIRveIUsvrITULasnalulagasaumaiuans 1saguae Ly
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wieliAnuUsglovigsgavosnislian (NET Benefits) Tnonnsasreuszaunisal
wazanu@vglunisiinussuunazihluganuiienelalumsldon (User
Satisfaction)

forausnuzdmiunaiduaialy

1. Anwanudesnsvesdlitiudia weimunssudlnsatuanudesnis
youlianuszuy “nuendon” fazihlgnadnsiiusUssmmesmslinuszuu
Tdwasiagua v ol

2. Anwsedurasnmnm fansenuserusidlauazaufiemelalums
Tdauszuu “vaenien” nsdifnuiluwnduiisnds

3. Anwniadeiiidvinadsmansenuraruiilanazaufemelaluns
THuszuu “vuenden” Wisuiisutuszuudy o Alruinisiudnuasiontu
Fsazthluguumenmsimusulouigansisais denndesiazaeUaUBIN WAL
AN NTInvRUTENYULaTInAlulagasaumAR WS 1UaUsia LY
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