148 | MsanFIenssumansuwazinaluladonavinssuuiuanaa, 07 7 aduil 1 o w.a. - 3.8, 2569

N15UsEiuAMNNIWITUULAZNTSERUSUMALULaEva LR UNE LAY
N1suAIMARIUEITIRUNNTBRaTANNUaRR e TuN AN
vildlungamwavnuns
System Quality Evaluation and Technology Acceptance of
an Occupational Health and Safety Incident Reporting
Application at a University in Bangkok Metropoli

To5u wausvou ', Auns anaasey’

Yotin Ponprathom, Kanakorn Savvangcharoenz*

1m¢ﬁmﬁwmmam§qmmw aivenTiewiiwasanulaea iy Angingrmansuazinalulad
NMW%WSW&SiW‘UﬁQJ’MﬁMLﬁﬁ]l,ﬁg]/’]‘l’\lizfﬂ NINNNHATUAT
Zanivnsdanismaluladidviaiients@ine Tadinineds
NMW%WSW&SiW‘UﬁQG’maNLﬁﬁ]Lﬁ?’]Wi%ﬂ? NINNNHATUAT

'Department of Health Science, Occupational Health and Safety Program,

Faculty of Science and Technology, Bansomdejchaopraya Rajabhat University, Bangkok
*Program in Digital Technology Management for Education, Graduate School,
Bansomdejchaopraya Rajabhat University, Bangkok

“Corresponding author email: kanakorn.sa@bsru.ac.th

Received 15 Mar. 2026 Revised 14 May. 2026 Accepted 05 Jun. 2026

UNANED

ARFRRRE

a v

pUsvasaLiie (1) Ussiugunmvesszuuleunaindudiniu
nsusaEAnALIgNIsAIATUe T ITLarA e dEluanuAng (2) Anw
ssfumseensumaluladvesylvny uay (3) Tnsevanuduiusssinsnuamueg
spuy n1sfugUselenu nsfuzauaslunisleeu msseniuinaluled uas
NANTENUABBIANT TABYTAUINIINTBULLIANIINLUUTIABIAINEILS U895 UY

AN5dULNAYDY DelLone hay Mclean LAz LUUTIABINISEBUS ULNALULAE



MsaTImnsumansavmaluladanavnssuuiua, 97 7 adufl 1 dew wa. - S.e. 2569 | 149

(Technology Acceptance Model: TAM) ms39aiiidunsiseidesuna iusiusay
%azdamﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂw 919138 LLa8‘Uqﬂﬁﬂﬂi%@ﬂﬂﬁﬂ%%ﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁl%ﬁ%UULL@UW%LWEIJUGLUW]?LL‘:]}Q
wnauealasade suianausiess 300 au Tnglauuuaeuandueiosiiolunis
fuveya uardinrenoyaneaiinszam laun aade auudsauuwnasgiu wa
meengvanduiusifiesdu ilofnuaruduiussenefud sidnw wan1ide
wun glrnuiianudaifunnuaimuessruy MeugUsslenn masuzaruagly
nslsanu uagniseousuimelulafoglussdiugs uenaintl nansiasgvinuduius

o w aa

WUMAUAMIBITEULIANNF TSI WINee it d Ay nvaindunssuguselesy
warn13sugAuglunslyay vaeinsfuusslevunasnssuanuanelunisly
= L% o i a % L% = L% a a
UL AUFUNUS LT IUINAUNITEBUS ULNALULAE wazni1seausunalulag i
ANUAUNUSITIVINAURANTENUABDIANT NANISANYITLMTALIINITHAUIAMAINYDS
FTUUANTAUNALAZNITODNLUUTZUUN MIIUIUH UNUIMEIA YR 8N TAUETUAT
gousumalulagvewlynu wagaunsavieiinuszansamlunisuinisdnnisniu
a & ) P Yo q a a
oTeudunaranulasnneluaniudnulnesnediusea@nsaw

Ad1Agy: Laundaturiudasaisluaniudnel, AMAINYBITEUY, N5HBUTY

walulag, 913eundswaranuUannng, UselesuupdseuunapdAns



150 | Msansicnssumansiazmaluladonaivnssuuiuaua, 97 7 atud 1 wew wa. - e, 2569

Abstract

This study aims to (1) evaluate the quality of a digital application for
reporting and monitoring occupational health and safety (OHS) incidents in a
university environment, (2) examine users’ level of technology acceptance, and
(3) analyze the relationships among system quality, perceived usefulness,
perceived ease of use, technology acceptance, and organizational impact. The
study integrates the Del.one and McLean Information Systems Success Model
with the Technology Acceptance Model (TAM) to develop a comprehensive
framework for evaluating digital safety management systems in higher education
institutions.  This research employed a quantitative approach. Data were
collected from students, faculty members, and university staff who utilized the
safety reporting application. The sample size consisted of 300 participants. A
structured questionnaire was used as the research instrument. Descriptive
statistics, including mean and standard deviation, were used to describe the
data, while Pearson’ s correlation analysis was conducted to examine the
relationships among the study variables. The findings indicate that users
perceived system quality, perceived usefulness, perceived ease of use, and
technology acceptance at a high level. The correlation analysis revealed that
system quality was positively and significantly related to both perceived
usefulness and perceived ease of use. Furthermore, perceived usefulness and
perceived ease of use were positively associated with technology acceptance,
while technology acceptance showed a positive relationship with organizational
impact. The results suggest that improving system quality and designing user-
friendly digital applications are critical factors for enhancing technology
acceptance among users. Effective implementation of such systems can
strengthen occupational health and safety management in higher education

institutions and support more efficient organizational decision-making processes.

Keywords: Safety Reporting Application, System Quality, Technology

Acceptance, Occupational Health and Safety, Organizational Benefits
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TugAvean1sid sunug enuddsia (Digital Transformation) walulad
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2.2 wsesdloflvlumsiiusiusiuveya fie wuudeuniu (Questionnaire)
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3. N15MT29ABUAIULT ol uTeeLAS el 0398 (Reliability Analysis) il ol
i osfeTdeianuundefio g 3dulansvaey At esturesuuuasuany
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A151991 1 NANTVIAABUANUITRLUTBILUUAB U

fauus 97U | Cronbach's 3LAUAN

h) Alpha \Wasiu
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(Usability)

AMANYBITEUU (System Quality) 7 0.684 AN

A AATNYBIT 85 (Information 6 0.849 AN

Quality)

AAINNNTUINNS (Service Quality) 5 0.729 7

nseeusunislyinalulad 6 0.710 AN

(Technology Acceptance)

NANTENUVEIIZUUNDIANT (Net 6 0.821 AN

Benefits)

sty 37 0.757 AN

21NM15797 1 KAN1TILATIENNUIN AN Cronbach's Alpha mammﬁmﬂiﬁm
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4.1 n19752980UAUATLT A oW1 (Content Validity) & 3 481
wuuauniRaL Ul MsIAand $1UIU 3 MU ATIIAOUANLADNARBITENIN
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7 0.92 1 0.816 | 0.502 | wuULNgUN

Quality)
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21 MUY Jouaz
fna 25 9 225 75.00
25-34 { 38 12.67
35-44 { 20 6.67
45-54 { 12 4.00
55 Jauly 5 1.66
521 300 100.00

NAINT 4 WU yeeuLuUdeUauaIUlgiiony Miind 25  9auau 225

AU (5088 75.00) 509831 laun g 25-3¢ T S1uru 38 Au (Sevay 12.67) 01y

35-44 1 113w 20 AU (08¢ 6.67) a1y 45-50 9 F1uau 12 AU (So8ay 4.00) WAy

55 J3uly 91w 5 au (sevay 1.66) waaslmiuanleauszuvaiulvgdunaudy

Y

AANY
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A1519% 5 f\i’ﬂmuLLaziaaazﬁuaqQmamwuaaummﬁw WUNAUFTLALI U LU IANT

Auvdantiniilussdns U () | Toway
919150 (Lecturer/Faculty) 25 8.33
yAaNsEneatuayy (Administrative/Support Staff) 25 8.33
Un@Anw (Student) 250 83.33
vndinuanuUaonde (Safety Officer) 0 0.00
3u 9 (Other) 0 0.00
Bty 300 100.00

NANT99 5 WU geeukuvaeuamaIulngdy Wnfnw $1u9u 250 Ay

(So8a 83.33) s9daaunidu 919158 91U 25 AU (SP8AY 8.33) uar YAaINTEIY

atuayu 91U 25 A (Segar 8.33) Tuvueil lnufianuAlaenduLaznaudy

9 lunugneuwuudeuny NansiasEAnaaseulmiurlyussuvalng

WunquiinAnwdaduglandnvesseuuneluanufinm

M15199 6 FIUIULATTYATYBIABULUUABUINTUNMNUsEaUNTaslunTly

walulagasaumne
Uszaunisallunisldmalulagasauwme U (AY) | Soway
uaenan 3 72 24.00
3-54 108 36.00
6-10 U 78 26.00
1nn1 10 9 a2 14.00
334U 300 100.00

a ' ¥ ' ' o i *
A1AATITNN 6 NUIN QmauquaaummmuimmmUssaumsmiumﬂ%

weluladansauma 3-5 7 $9u7u 108 AU (Sesag 36.00) 504893 lawn 6-10 0

$1U71 78 AU (5P8aY 26.00) UpBNIT 3 U $1UIU 72 AU (S08aY 24.00) LAY WA

10 U 917w 42 Au (5ewaz 14.00) Fawanslmiuiglvaualngiivssaunsaniu

walulaglusgauuiunans



160 | MsanTicnssumansiazimaluladonaivnssuuiuaua, 97 7 atud 1 wew wa. - e, 2569

A15197 7 ai’wuauuamaaamawjmauquaaummﬁLLuﬂmmwsnmmﬂmzw

32821281N15 143U U (L) Jouaz
upENIN 1 e 140 46.67
1-3 Lhiou 110 36.67
4-6 wnou 40 13.33
11NN 6 Lo 10 3.33
334U 300 100.00

1NM1T199 7 WU WeeUkUUFBUaMEIulrylvuTEUU weenIT 1 Lieu
91U 140 AU (5D8AY 46.67) 5998941 bawA 1-3 LADU 91U 110 AU (SPva
36.67) 4-6 LAY I1UIU 40 AU (SP8aY 13.33) kA UINNIT 6 LABU 91UIU 10 AU

(sewaz 3.33) uansbmiuiszuudseglumiasunuveanmsinilynulussans

f15197 8 ﬁ’]ﬂlﬂLLﬁBi@EJﬁ%“U@ﬂl}Jl@@ULL‘U‘Uﬂ@‘Uﬂ’]@J"SWLL‘LJﬂG]’]lIﬂ??ﬂﬁiﬂﬂ?ﬂ?ﬁﬁﬂi%‘u‘u

neadUnm
ANE sl U (AL) Soway
Tl 18 6.00
1-2 adamedUam 126 42.00
3-5 pSwmaduam 102 34.00
1NN 5 ASInedUnm 54 18.00
334U 300 100.00

INAIFNT 8 WU p;mauquaaummﬁau‘lmﬂ%&mzzw 1-2 pfapedunnu
$1uIU 126 AU (Sevay 42.00) 8989 laun 3-5 aSwmedUn v $1uaw 102 AU (S8
a% 34.00) LAY 4NN 5 adimodunnm S1uaU 54 AU (gaaaz 18.00) Tuveusdt luae
Tyszuu $1Ua 18 AU (5088 6.00) HaNSIATIERsInanazeulmiuszuuiing

Tvauegnamaiiadluseauturunans
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v

M13197 9 IUIULALTELALVDIYMBULUUADUNNIMUNMINgUNTUMEN U1 LY

NUTPUY
gunsafitldidnldanussuy 31U (AY) Sowaz
pouRmaIRalAz MFeluAyn 108 36.00
Tnséwnilode 174 58.00
WAULEn 18 6.00
Bu 9 0 0.00
BN 300 100.00

nadt 9 wun geeuuuudeuawalnglrnuszuui nsdnnilede
$1uam 174 au (s08ar 58.00) se9a9 laun Aewfamesudelunyn Sy 108 Ay
(s088Y 36.00) uar wiiER SN 18 AU (Sopaz 6.00) HaMTIATELARdITTLI
sruuiidnuaznsloauuuy Mobilefirst Sidemmassifunginssunislosumalulad
voylolutaqiu

2. MTIATIENITLAUANLANTALADANNTNVDITEUY

A15199 10 mLaﬁsJLLazameﬁ‘EmLuummigfmmammmmmmaﬂumﬂmmmm

32UV (Usability)

F1en13UTEY Awade | SD. | sTAuUAMNAALIU
svuuillassasndlyanuang 4.31 0.37 1A
Tysulelnglunasiiade 4.14 | 043 1N
ﬂuuazmyaamwummzam 4.27 | 0.39 1
sos¥uyleiiifiugiu T s 4.06 | 046 1N
FOI UMW InEUazSIng Y 419 | 041 170
wansralaruuiiofeuasmeufinmes 4.34 0.34 110
ﬂ’]i?’?ﬂ%’]ﬂ?@%ai?m%’l 4.23 | 0.38 Hah)
ANaAETIY 422 | 0.40 17N
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M7 10 MU ERBULUUABUNLTAARIURBANAnsalunslY
muﬁuaﬁwﬂmmwa@uwﬁu 171 (Mean = 4.22, S.D. = 0.40) iflamﬁﬁﬁh"]m?{aqa
fian loun msuansualafuuguninifiedouazaeuiaines (Mean = 4.34) 50909
laun szuuilaseasndleaiudie (Mean = 4.31) uag Yuuazisydniseenuuud
wanzau (Mean = 4.27) kamsingidananagvoulniunszuulaiuniseonuuy

Tlvnulanewarsessuglyainvaienay

A15199 11 HANSUTEIIUANINUBISEUU (System Quality)

318013 Mean S.D. LAY
SEUULANULEDYS 4.18 0.36 iy
UsvananasIngn 4.23 0.33 ety
3@@%’U;§1€5ﬁi’mauum 4.13 0.41 ety
mmﬂaamﬁmm%uﬂa 4.25 0.38 170
\Foules Power Platform o 4.28 0.35 ety
g1uv0Ya SharePoint fiaTwdangu 4.14 0.40 ly
veneszuuluomanlnme 4.19 0.36 ety
ALadETI 420 | 037 | wn

NAN5197 11 WU ;;mauquaaummﬁmmﬁmﬁuéaﬂmmwmaqswﬂm
s2ueglusEdu 110 (Mean = 4.20, S.D. = 0.37) s18Msfifinedegefian lown 13
doulesitu Microsoft Power Platform ladl (Mean = 4.28) s8asu7 laun 27
Uaamﬁwaﬁa;ﬂa (Mean = 4.25) wag AusInslunsuszanana (Mean = 4.23)

HANTITIATIZVLEN LTINS ZU UL AR shasTUsEANS nwlun159i9u
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M13199 12 wansuseiiiuaunImveya (Information Quality)

579N13 Mean S.D. | 3zAu
voyalu Dashboard gnaes 4.28 0.40 1N
eeuwaznsmirlans 4.23 0.42 UN
Ggau”aéﬂmmwu Real-time 4.16 0.44 Gl
YoyaTlmLALYy 70l 4.13 0.46 UN
5141/1'165@;3615@14%5&518 4.21 0.43 Gl
av0anvoxa PDF/Excel ln 4.25 0.41 Tl
ALRADTI 421 | 042 | an

N5 12 U ;gmauquaaumuﬁmmﬁmLﬁuﬁaﬂmmwwaﬁmﬂdm
saeglusedu 11n (Mean = 4.21, S.D. = 0.42) SteMsiidaLadugafian lown Ay
QnAesvosvayalu Dashboard (Mean = 4.28) s93a9in lakn n1saseantoyaly
JUUUU PDF/Excel (Mean = 4.25) Lay eauLaznamielaag (Mean = 4.21) ua

¢ v

ﬂ’ﬁaLﬂi’]%%ﬁﬂﬂﬁ’]’)ﬁ%%B‘Lﬂ,‘wLﬁU’JWi%UUﬂ’]ﬂﬂiﬂﬁﬁUﬁHﬂﬂ’]i%Lﬂi’w‘lfi‘ﬂaiﬂaLLagﬂ’ﬁ

o

AndulaveuIMsineenliusedninm

A15799 13 Han1sUsTIINANAINNITUINS (Service Quality)

31019 Mean S.D. SZHU
Fuwmunsiviesiag 4.23 0.38 110
aftelaaalang 4.16 0.40 1N
GlII’eNVINLLf;ﬂﬂ’ZyJWPg@Lﬁ]u 4.19 0.39 11N
U%Juﬂgaizwmu%al,aual,l,uz 4.11 0.44 10
syuuuasiousalusivhaulad 4.26 0.34 110
ANaAeTI 4.19 0.39 17N

NATNN 13 WU JRBULUUABUAINTIANARTILABAMAINNNTUSNSINY
sueyluseAy 1N (Mean = 4.19, S.D. = 0.39) ten1sndanRdegelian lawn seuy
WIWADUDAULTAYIOULAR (Mean = 4.26) way AunauIszUUlrALYIgME DR
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590157 (Mean = 4.23) nan1sasiznasvaulviiuiissuuiinisaduayunislynu
LALATIUSNSNTUSEANT AN
3. NNSYAUSUNTINALULAT LA NANTENUYDITEUUNDDIANT

a1519t 14 nseeusumslumelulad (Technology Acceptance)

378013 Mean S.D. 3ZAU
FEUUNIUNUUTLANTNINNITYINUY 4.25 0.39 1N
TruggnINNITEUULAL 4.19 0.42 10
dinanuulanuenuaende 4.16 0.41 17N
nasn1slsEuUneluauAs 4.26 0.36 1A
WeuTImUTsnSwanani sl 3.92 0.51 10
anTUABUNTYINTY 4.24 0.39 110
ANLRAETI 4.17 0.38 110

210913197 14 WU grevkuvasunuiiszdunissensumsluimalulad
Tnosamoglusedy 1n (Mean = 4.17, S.D. = 0.38) s9en1siidinndogsiian lawn
noanslyszuunslusuian (Mean = 4.30) sedasun laun seuumeifinUszansnm
M¥eIU (Mean = 4.25) Ay YroantunounIsvamy (Mean = 4.24) Hansiaaen
wanslmiunglrnuiviruadfifnessuuuarinualuniiaglsnuszuvesmaiiiady

DUIAR

M15199 15 HaNTENUV9SEUUNDDIANS (Net Benefits)

31019 Mean S.D. SZHU
anveRianaalunsey 4.26 0.40 110
AALIAINDUAUDUNANTA 4.20 0.41 1
PeguIsnala 4.23 0.40 ey
auasuimusssuAuUannsty 4.17 0.38 170
annsavenelyiamiingde 4.21 0.35 110
Wuauwuulmmunesnusu 4.13 0.34 110
ALadeTI 4.20 0.38 17N
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NMIF9 15 WU ;JmamwuaaumuﬁmmﬁmLﬁuéawaﬂiwwaﬁww{a
pennslaeineglusedu 11n (Mean = 4.20, S.D. = 0.38) S18M5AiTALRATgeTign
launszuumsaneRanalun131e91U (Mean = 4.26) 509991 lALA BIBHUIMNS
Tunisimdula (Mean = 4.23) uay @unsavenensisnusiaming1dele (Mean =
4.21) wamﬁmwﬁﬁménLLamlﬁLﬁudﬁwuﬁwmwﬁwﬁ’@yiumiaﬂ’uawms
Usmsiamsaueniieunsonasanulasnioniglussnns

4. MyasenALduTUs TS

= ' a ' a ' o o Y .
f13199N 16 ALRRY SIULUYIUUNINTGIU LArANANAUNUSVIRILUS (Correlation

Matrix)
fiauls | Mean SD us SQ IQ SE TA NB
us 4.2171 | 0.4039 1.00 | .555%** | 4g83*xx 504xx* | 476%x
SQ 4.1967 | 036710 | .555%** | 1.00 | .358*** 329%%% | 3%
IQ 4.2078 | 0.4154 | .483** | 358%* | 100 276%%% | 240%*
SE 4.19 0.39 | 0.512* | 0.463** | 0.401** | 1.00 | 1.000 | 0.498**
TA 4.1656 | 0.3845 | 504*** | 329%* | 276*** | 070** | 100 | .250%**
NB 4.198 | 03846 | .476%* | 320%* | 240%** | 0.64** | 250%** | 1.00

WHIULUR: p < 0.01

1397 16 Fauansanade anudenuuannsgiu uasaanduiusvesd
wUs wuan Mudsiaandianedseglusedugs Ineflnadeeysevang 4.16-4.21 na
n133iATIEnAtanduusvaiiesdu (Pearson Correlation) U171 AauUsviavuni
anuduitusiulusedu Yiunansfeseiugs Inefiadulssansanduiusegsenang
0.240-0.555 wazdaddynieadffiszsu 0.01 UBNINH MU FanUs Mseeusy
nslamelulad (TA) fnrmduiusiu nansenuvssszuunossans (NB) Tuseduga

#an (r= 0.79, p < 0.01) FaUsTIMN1T8UTUTEUUVBIY M UTUNUIMAI AR o
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UsyAndravasszuuluseduosans Taesiuuar namslinszruandvifuin fauds
p11 A28 30U 91YIUYDITEUY AMATNYBITIUY ANNMUBITOYE LAY
ANAMNNTUINTS Sanuduiusideandu msseusumislumaluladuasnanszmy
voszUUReRtAnT aeuandlfiunnanninessruuiunumddyroaudiiaves
naszuumeluladansaunanlalunisdanisauenrenifouazanulasasde

Aeluanufne

anUseNa

N53381509 MsUselluAuAImsTUULAzNsERNTuIAlulagvaseundLAty

Y

n1skaunA1ueITIeudsLarauUasadeluaniudny) Tingussasaiiiofnw

AMAIMYBITEUY Nseausumslymalulaguaslyau LagkanIenuvadTeuune
UseANTNmMUeIeIAns SIuradinsienauduiusseneiiusinetvesiunisly
NUITUY Iﬂsﬂﬁmia‘uLLuaﬁﬂﬁgimﬁﬂﬁﬁizﬁ’aﬂﬂ Information Systems Success Model
wag Technology Acceptance Theory Han15198@1171509AU181 89791015108
dl U a a v a o dl dl ¥ yv ' dgj
Woulpsiuanufigiunsiduwazanuideninesvesladanelul

1. anwazvalvnuszuukarngAnssunslvnumalulad nansfnyimuin
wlyauanlngduinAnwiifiengainan 25 9 wazduszaunisuaiumnalulad

[V '
=

ansauweluszAuiunansiivas lneylyvanuaulngunfssuuriulnsdnnilono g

1% 1%
Y

aznounlusnmslsrumaluladlugeddaiiuumanfsszuuiuguniaiadoud
NansAnYidenAassuLLIAAYeT Fred D. Davis ;;ﬁwm Technology Acceptance
Model (TAM) Gasgyanuszaunsnivesylsuaznisusianmaglumsleaussuy
\Jutedvdfyfiasmanenisousumealulad (Davis, 1989) uenanil wwaluunisley
muizummqﬂﬂiajm?{auﬁé’aaaﬂﬂgaﬂﬁwamsﬁﬂwwm Al-Rahmi et al. (2018)
wag Tarhini et al. (2017) Fnuamandessuuniugunsannmiunumdidane

A5UBUSUTTUUANTAUNATUADIUUNNSANEN
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2. AUNMTBITLUULALNISTYIUTEUY HANNTITENUINAUN TN BITEUY
AMNINYBIVDYA UarAMNINTBINITUIMIoglusEAugaLandlifuatgun Y es
sruuasaumaiinadauinaenislrnussuuuazaafionelavewls wamsfnuil
aamgmﬁ’uumﬁmaq William H. DeLone uag Ephraim R. McLean Tu Information

Systems Success Model 1 5zy31an Muo3szuutfusinlsznoudngyueg

1%
Y]

AudSvessyUUaTTaUmA (DeLone & McLean, 2003) uenanildsdenaaeiu
NaN13AN®IBY Petter et al. (2008), Urbach & Miller (2012), Ojo (2017), Rokhman
et al. (2022) wag Rulinawatya et al. (2024) ‘ﬁlwmﬁﬂmmwmawzwLLazmyaaﬂaﬁ
AuduiuslnensatusziunisloaussuuiazUsyans amvesszuvansaumnely
U3UneeAnIuaaatun A

3. mageusumslamalulafuesylvau wans@nwinuglrnuiissduns
pousunslumaluladvassruvoglusedugs uanslmfiuinmsiusfeselovunes
ssuunarauaglunslonuiinanoauisalunislyssuu nanmsdnwiianunse
o3 unelnnluuIAnYee Viswanath Venkatesh lu Unified Theory of Acceptance
and Use of Technology (UTAUT) %Qizqdwﬁaﬁﬂﬁw Syfifinanenisvensunalulad
o wn Performance Expectancy, Effort Expectancy, Social Influence W& ¢
Facilitating Conditions (Venkatesh et al., 2003) uaﬂmﬂﬁj Namiﬁﬂmé’ﬁaamﬂgm
AUUIIYUDY Dwivedi et al. (2019), Al-Emran et al. (2018) wag Al-Rahmi et al.
(2018) finurdasemulsslevnesszuukasanunslunmslonuiiunumddyme
nsgeususTUURITaluaaTuNsAnwwaesnnsade T

4. HANTZNUVDITZUUADUSTANBN MUDI0IANS NANTITENUINNITISTUY
woundintulodmaiduinneuszaninnuesesnns tnsanizluniunisan
%aﬁmwmmiumsswmumqmsaj mnﬁmmmsmL%fﬂumsmauauaw{al,mmﬁzﬁ
wagn1satvayunsiadulavesuinis wanddviiuiinislseussuuinane

HaUSElYTUVBIDIANT HANTITANYIT @aAAADIAUNTBULUIANYDY Delone and
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McLean fliauaanslyssuuansaunAaasnasne Net Benefits #aadans 1y n13
Lﬁuﬂizﬁmﬁmwmaqﬂizmum'ﬁﬁfmmmzﬂ'}iﬂ%ﬁﬂqqmiﬁmﬁﬂﬂL%aﬂaqwé (DeLone
& McLean, 2003) uonaniifaenaanstunanIsAnEwee Seddon (1997), Petter et
al. (2008) uaw Sabeh et al. (2021) finua1n1slysEUVASAUNARINIT0AWARD
UszAnsnmuesannstunansdia

5. AnuduRusTEmIRuAINsEUU nMsseniunalulad uasnadnsvos
99ANT HANTIATIEAAVALTUSHUNALAINYBITEUUTIATIALT LS BaUaNn U
goufumalulad uaznisseusumaluladfiauduiusifauiniunansenuredssuy

MOBIANT FeatiuayuauuRgiu HO-H10 nan1sAnwdazneulmiuieudnsaves

¥ '
= [y [y

syuvansaunaluladusgdumaluladiiistesnufed undlusyfuniseeusures

Y

wlyauuaznnisuululveiddusinns Gsaennasafuauideves Wixom & Todd
(2005), Petter et al. (2008), Al-Rahmi et al. (2018) ey Dwivedi et al. (2019) i
WU’JIWﬂWiyJiOJ’]ﬂ"liiz‘Iﬁ’JI’NIQJLﬂa IS Success Model Wag Technology Acceptance

Theory @ansnasungaLdnsavesssuvasaundlapesiiuss@nsam

v v

Yodmgul)ludmgul uideilvigve1genmugnuszuuasaumnalag
m‘a‘u‘mmmiﬂﬁammjﬁﬂ Information Systems Success Model Wag Technology
dl' a v oo ' ] ¥ =

Acceptance Theory Llea5U18 U938 MiaIHanaAINdI5IV0ITEUUANTAUNANIUDNT

TeudsuazanulasnneluusunvssdauAne derisguduaiuaiuisaveslung

1%

waadlunisesurenginssunmslvaumalulagluusunvedainnsniunisfing

a va

YeorBaUiun TudsUjUR nansideuanslniiuinniswauissuvasaume

[ [y

AuANLUaonfuAIstnAUAIAYAUAMNINYBITTUY AULETIETVITIUY ALY
gNMBIvaNuBYa LavUszaun1sauveylyay ieanasunisuensumaluladuaziiiy

Uszdnsninaesnsdnnisauendieuidsuazanuiasnsslussans

v ' '
(Y a

2AVBIN1TINY wUINNUITeRArInveAUNURAA QLN gt uNISUSELEY

o

syuvansaumanuaulasadsluaaudne waddlvedrinuisusenis tawn n1s
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Aureyaannaudessluaadunisnyiiissnaden nislsuvuasunindy
wiosdlevdnlunisifivreya uaznsfnyilurasnainis (cross-sectional study)
vesinsananetadmaneniansalunsiwansisellesuneusuniu 9 1
089Ny 50l

wuvnensidelueunan myideluswanmsfiansanuuamsiineluil

1) Anwlunaeantunsinwiileriumnuanansalunsesuionanisise

2) 1938338uUu mixed methods Lﬁal,ﬂummﬁﬂﬁuaaﬁgaaga

3) Anwdadoiudy wu aud estuntuaiuvaendevesoya

(Information Security Trust) uagUszaun1sadsly (User Experience)

1) Jinsrznlaealdanmgale Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) Ll o

[
[y

NAADUANUFUNUTIZMINIAU ST UTEAUNANTY
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AnANsIUUTTAA

;ﬂ?’? YUV UAM mﬁﬁ‘mawﬁaaw%ﬁgﬂwuauLﬁm{ﬁmzm ﬁiﬁmﬁaﬁuauumi
sifunuiteluadsd Tnsnuidelasy NUAMYUNTITEINUUsTINANUsEId ..
2568 n1elanismiuguares anduideuasiam sninedesesguinanda
Wnsze Sediunumddglunsanaiunagatuayunsiamnnuidensiens
uenNi mu%’aaﬁ’uﬁiﬁuﬁmmiﬁmimLLaz%’UimGTmfﬁﬁJﬁiimmﬁif&iuuuwémﬂ
dufniuanznssun1sasessiunisidelunyee mﬁwmé’aiwﬁgﬁmamﬁa
RNTEEN TnnsguaumsduiumAderdulunumdnaiessaunmsideluuyes uas
aamﬂgaﬁﬁuLLu’Nminmsgmmﬂamuméh International Council for Harmonisation
- Good Clinical Practice (ICH-GCP) Lﬁa{maaaﬁm% Anuvasnsde wazanudu

Y v o

AIUMIYBIINTINNNTILNNALY

=Y

HIT8YDVDUANUNANYI 81397158 UATUARINTVDIUNTINGNEETTLNAINNT XD

[V 7
v

Tunsmeunuvaeuauuagivveyafiiuusslorunensfnyidoassilidussafas

FIFRNIIAUA LT LTEIVIYNNNIUALTAILUZTT VDLEAUBLUY WAZYDARLATY
Fmmssudulslorunanisusulsmasimunuidelndanuanysadau ganie

[

i ideninduessdamansfnwiasaiazdulselovunensiaunssuvansaume
WaatuayunIsInn1snIuedsuduwarauUaendsluan uAng) SueEINnse

ludszgnalylunsimunssuunisianisanuvaeadelussansay 9 aely
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LONETD19

loSu walszoy, uag AMAT @219L938y. (2568). LOUNFIATUAINIUTIENIULAZHTIT
anmutlyniniuerdieurdsuasnuvaendenigluanIvunising) (A
wunveanueundntuiiwauilagly Microsoft Power Apps]. ssuunisly
29ANS.
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