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Factors effecting intention to reuse internet transaction
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Abstract

This research aimed to investigate whether integration of trust and satisfaction to altogether
with factors corresponding to TAM affected changes in intention to reuse internet transaction. Four
hundred questionnaires in 5 point LIKERT type were disseminated through Facebook to SM users
and data from 300 users who experienced online transaction were analyzed through PLS-graph
and Two-stage Least Square. The findings revealed trust and satisfaction were reciprocally
affected, and incorporated with PEOU, they left a very strong effect to intention to reuse online
transaction with R* of 0.457. Trust and PEOU neither directly affected intention to reuse online
transaction significantly. And, TAM and ECT could appreciatively explain the research questions
under our context.

Keywords: Technology Acceptance Model (TAM), Trust, Satisfaction, PLS
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ganssn mavhganssueeulaidunisvhganssuiiite 1 Wesnaduuaznsendoniudy 4 luayldney
msigsnssufduseasls malggdibnnsedadvhlidvisaiuisatdiauedud/vinisiiudumesiin
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ooulatith Amazon.com ilusedsiivesnshgshusugsnssueeulat \ussnssudilddosdutihiu
(brick and mortar shop) WANEDAVIBLAZAIVIBIIUIULUIFA
dsiidoslimnuaulafeiitiadelathefianusanssgndnlivingsnssussulavfufueifunasaly
ATwiilaYigINTIIE1 (intention to reuse, continuance intention) vesgnéfiodnduilavesnegson
vosiv1e/gusznounis lddresdudliuinisdumesiie (interet service provider: ISP) $1uf1Udn
Siannselind (eretailer) surpnseoulall (e-banking, m-banking) wientesulal (e-broker) @uunedv
gaulard (e-gol M3veshlagansudenisaesieninesulal (e-booking) wazdu 4 fisruiuau®n druuda
N19NIAANA u,azswlﬁmﬂmsﬂsxﬂaumiﬁuaa;ﬂ%u%msma%umaﬁﬁmméwﬁﬁuagﬁ’umi?gﬁ){fﬂ ANLEATY
SUEmJizLﬁuﬁﬁadauiaﬁaﬁwaehﬂﬁww%aqﬂﬁﬂiﬁ%@%‘;ﬁuﬂu 5 Nisonasnll LW?’]%ﬂ’]iﬁ%’NQﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂL%Mﬁ
lddsannmamgnén msairmeideulse TRgn waziBuvhsanssy Jsgsniimsinwgnanaenlid
5 wih msideldarglunisinugnindesas 5 axlinalviaildaneifionsdidunisanasiosay 18
(Bhattacherjee, 2001) fewmdana masddusememintadelateiifisvinatomevinsnsameuladn
mnmanwiluefienuhiiadennueiiiienssnudeanutlargenssudn wu fulsaamgud
nswausumAlulad (technology acceptance model: TAM) (Davis, 1989) A mi%’ué_:mﬂm"w (perceived
ease of use: PEOU) n33u3Uselewtl (perceived usefulness: PU) LLazﬂmu@l’jﬂfﬂLﬁTjawqaﬂiim (behavioral
intention, BI) vonnidmunenuiieladuledonisiidestuauddadesdadeulasiu TAM
H1umgufanueanis-anuaunds expectation-confimation theory: ECT) Inelgaseamia (confirmation)
udesiolifu PU (Bhattacherjee, 2001) waziFeulosgnisliinaluladiinu PEOU smamquiimsunsnszans
winnsau (diffusion of innovation: DON kazdntademilsieauilinde tadeiliesleadniu TAM s TRA
(Pavlou, 2003) wagnnuansAndaszdndiuansdeenuieadessevinemulindaiu PU wag PEOU
(Chircu et. al., 2000; Pavlou, 2003; Gefen et. al., 2003)
Ussinalvedsrunuglidumesitngatustedeiiios Tnelud wa. 2556 fdwnugléfs 21.7 dunu
(@inauafuiif, 2557) ﬁwqaﬂﬁwﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁ (hsevnTrameluladansaumndnaynisdoans, 2557)

d' Ya & @ ° a ;7
M19199 1 nsldBumeiidalulsemalngdwunaiuiansugly

Aanssun1slidau rugUnsalinfoudl | runeuiianes
msldnunsetiudenusoulay 16.22 10.26
21u/Annurnians/eunilideiuisidnnsedng 11.95 10.98
AuMTala 11.72 12.62
aunuesula 9.60 5.23
Fudedia 9.37 14.22
alnsiel/gnmeuns-laingeeulal 9.27 9.54
aulvangeniuIT/AnNay/azAs/inu 7.67 9.74
MFINTTUNNITIY 7.01 6.97
FeveAufuarusnisau 9 6.16 8.07
909/Felavansesvlal] 4.94 6.42
ateyaTIan s AU 4.98 4.77
uq 1.12 1.19
Elety 100.00 100.00

P31 nsEnTivAllladansaumeLazNsdedns (2557)
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Mnaseil 1 iledndidvhgsnssussulatifesay 18 wie 21 Amdudld 3.91 n3e 4.56 Ay
AuNguitnIzhssnssmenstuadsarlaldng 5 wilumnndiinaduioue (nsensanelulad
ansauAuaymMsAeans) ilsimahssnssmanmsiunsaslitesndy 195 vie 228 §wum uarly 3 Weu
awvhgansa 1-5 adsesnirdunudu Sslinmsviganssu 977 vide 1,139 &uum nglussesiaa 3 ey
Fudusenfunmudsuiideutregsiifueasiasandilumdnus mndueaudn/vinmsmsdumesidn
annsnnisgnalvideduidriusruuBumesiinfivanunsnainenelifituauasdnalinisveuuulad
wih$wveneiuaz Suodwmadeniidndny wredunsuszneumsiigUassansdhesnlugranmnssy
(barrier to enter/exit) 611

Anulun1s3de

anufanelanazaulhislasaziudslusuuu TAM annsalfidutiadofimuasliiAanisyi
ganssumedumosidindlivialsl

TMQUILEIAYaINITIY
1. Anwduuunldiesziamsuainnunslavigsnssundumesidag
2. Wasgndvinaldavnvesladenysannisannguang q anulute 1
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N1SNUMIWITIUNIINILNIIREANwIFILUUNSERNTUMALLLAE NaufAuAIAi-Auaunds
aufianela uazaruilingds lnsfnwseidesiuiionisysannsliAadusuuuiiensidenuddiu
i

1. Technology Acceptance Model (TAM)

TAM sWainlng Fred Davis Tl oA, 1985 vaue@nunszduu3eyayiond Sloan school of management
anfumaluladuagnyand Lufiavanfe S-O-R A Msldnussuuazgnnszduanusislanazusgdla
Qﬂﬂigﬁumﬂﬂaé’amﬂuaﬂﬁ Hudasinedoid nuauHarAMELUTRYEIIEUU (system feature and compatibility)
Judas ﬁLLﬁﬁgﬂﬁ]ﬁﬁ]ﬂ%’mu (user’s motivation to use system) Uuszuy (organism) dn1sldaussuy
(actual system use) tJunaaues miaﬁwmmﬁmﬁlﬂL%uimﬁquwﬁmmaquaﬂsmaejwﬁmqwa
(theory of reasoned action: TRA) fiinnlae Fishbein and Ajzen (1975) TRA 3jsfinwnsuansmgingss
athaflaRlususing 4 711 4 LU (Ajzen and Fishbein, 1980) Imﬁ'mmﬁgﬂaL%qwqamimﬁmmﬂﬁﬂuﬂa
(attitude; A) wagdvEnavesausaui (subjective norms: SN) Ao BI = f(A, SN) Tned BI 1undwsjesiu
fazuanangingsu A WumnuiEniddensuanmginssuenaduanuidnmeunvidomsaudaaus iy
A= Tibie; Tnedt b, Ao arudelunaveimsnszviinesdueesls e Ao namsUsadiunnudoty uifd
SvidwaduBnilends b riug A dau SN AsmnHagusEwIAIeTesyARALABITUALABINSYRIERY
(normative beliefs: nb) ﬁ’uu‘mgﬂ%ﬁ%ﬂauﬁm’m (motivation to comply: mc) e SN= Y; nb;mg;
o trimuesBusenvhnunuaeriwesdsaunntesiiods uenumiionn A wag SN ud1 TRA et
fafidvswadudniiiutladenisuen (external variable) 19U dnwnzvosszuy AuauTRRlY Auaud?
ossu msthlulduszlov Svsnavesdsnn Tnswainsesdng \udu Ndsdvdnag Bl lnoruanmaiauai
amves TAM Tuneuusnitdnuaizdai]
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X1 perceived
usefulness

f 3
X2 attitude toward o 2Ctual system
using use

perceived ease
X3 - of use

mw‘ﬁ 1 TAM 1‘145585&5?1%?&114’1‘1180 Davis
wn: Chuttur (2009, p. 12)

#oa Davis et. al,, (1989) iauodndyanafinsaudadeinssuuivssloniyaeafaozduluddald
nuszuuaelagenalidfesdinisnemvesinuafidenou

d1w3u TAM wuinlaifl sN eglumuuumsiznnsldneufameslussdnsidubesesanuariasle
WealisauAvaueNuUsTa v vt TAM o771 A = f (PU, PEOU) G3m53ana TRA fidadn A 1Anan
A (beliefs) Fafifie PU waz PEOU tiutes Taeidosn PU fidvdwavnsuinse A dau PEOU fidvdna
fovs A uag Bl Ae S1szuuldeudie (PEOU) HldaeantaUseansna (self-efficacy) viaulasasoinis
(control) uazthssnléf (instrumental) windsfinsusuussssuulildnuiebsdudnmuit sy ansua
Wity anusse vhewldinntuvasildndussnuminiga FaasUledn PU = f (PEOU, external variables)
Feuangindaus PU uaz PEOU azusnannfuneliinvmuafudfineadosiu (Chuttur, 2009) fan1ndl 2

perceived
usefulness

'y
external behavioral actual system

vanables intention use

Y

perceived ease
of use

A 2 TAM Sautasasausn
u7: Davis et. al,, (1985, p. 985)

wATisudriruaftAnanaNLde (beliefs) T1szuuldauiouaziiusslovi (Davis et. al, 1989)
\lefiasan PU uaz PEOU WUj’lﬁﬁ’JLLUSﬂ’lﬁJuaﬂ?i&ﬂdﬁﬂ/l’]&ﬂ'ﬁﬂ@iﬁ?uﬂ’iﬁzﬂ 2 1@ 915vuU 2 syuuldanude
ﬁwﬁuﬁy’q@: winszuuladaugndesnnndi gudununs@inenafinmfiautnnin wdedleldnisndn
Tudnnngandn Fadusuusarouen mmsﬁfjﬁamaﬁﬁﬁﬁwamwué PEOU dneuriy fiafuaunns
pnuduiusSadulddsiae PU = APEOU, external variable) uay PEOU = flexternal variable) Amisuuy
TAM 3aUstngfan i 3
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At 3 TAM Usuugendegarie
fis: Chuttur (2009, p. 12)

asuladn TAM 14 TRA W Husadenlesasnunde 2 nqudenguueinissuiinldiuiie (perceived
ease of use: PEOU) waw n133uiiniiuselowtl (perceived usefulness: PU) ngunilsiueusdlaiisngingsy
(behavioral intention) wazmsuanmgAnssudnngumils lnedlingUszasiiiiofnwngAnssunislidmeniiumes

Wintly 1aed

PU fio sfiuAuiesyuuastiginauf iR nufvy

PEOU fie seumuilehszuududodlaivilidsussiedoddenumeneimioudinndadddould
WAsTATd M3y PU wae PEOU Buduannilin®in 14 i lutidwsehidomvennnsinlddunval
fasldnudud 15 au Wiheussdudom mududou eanunauieionarniadingy fualvininstaanas
wide 10 &3 Davis (1989) thanasiafivdenuanas 10 TeTuauslunuu 7 point LIKERT type Tulvninau
U3t 1BM Tudsemaueune s1uau 112 ausey namsinssidass Sessinnuidedsduasaudiomss
Tnalnnsinanawnde 6 & (Davis, 1989; Vankatesh and Davis, 1996; Chuttur, 2009) @dlutildenuas

p1RanAsdniuegiuUTUNTIANw Wnsiadindnusngaail

A15199 2 U95InUTElevvRISTUU
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| |
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fauuu TAM lésunisimundeidasluanidudnuinlaeifisanis external variables g9y
Yaduneuenvesanig PU vidawang PEOU dwiu TAM2 lifiusaudsaeventiiuame PU 534 7 #
fio BviBwarusaLina (subjective nom: SN) nwidnwal (image) AnaiAgItesaiuayLiivi Gob relevance)
ANNYBINAKER (output quality) NaUTIUTEANY (result demon-strability) Uszaunisal (experience)
wazawasiaslald (voluntariness) Tnedauys 2 faveiilusiudsiiu (Vankatesh and Davis, 2000) uae
d1m5U TAM3 (Venkatesh and Bala, 2008) fvuabiddaduniguanun PEOU LLSﬂLﬂUﬂEjNL%@MIWﬂ’N&J?
(anchon Usznaudeuys anvasnsaldauneufinnes (computer self-efficacy) Anuidoinanunse
mumuAEtadisag 1 (perception of external control) Anafnazesmsldnuassiames (computer
anxiety) warzAnuayniuMsldmauiames (computer playfulness) wuagnguusuma (adjustment) Usenausag
nsSushemumaninau (perceived enjoyment) wagn1slduselenilaasa (objective usability) vl
Funadn TAM2 wag TAM3 Wunisvenenseudulunindl 2 lnsvenennudniizondn extemal variables
Tazdundaau feuntini Venkatesh et. al, (2003) IFaudasiauuu TAM {u UTAUT Seldimuniianiiu
Snuaneanvazluiaisen lnaduds Ussaunisel e 01y wazauadaslalignuzidududstiy
dufulsmeuenausiuiis PU way PEOU dmiu 4 Yaduustnaudae anumaniaudomasiiums
(performance expectancy) e sesfurmuidotsruvansatisuiinasfiunsaty (e PU) anuenemd
SoensTdinnumensnu (effort expectancy) Aeseiuandeinszuuldauie (e PEOU) usindndu
9MN&IAUTOU 9 (social influence) AD mﬁ%fuif’j’mugul,%a’j’]Lﬁwﬂ%’wuizwmnﬁaﬂLﬁsﬂm (M30BvENa
AUTBUTNY, SN) wazAunew (facilitating condition) Ag ﬂ’J’liJlﬂdjl’e]’J"lﬁlﬁﬁﬂﬂiﬁéﬂé’lw)ﬂﬂﬂ’mﬁgﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂ’UaHu
nslgszuuLINtpELEane

2. aAunsnala

AufanelatinainauAIAnrie LLasmmmﬁmi’nawLﬁmmﬂﬂﬁzaumszﬁmm@"?ﬁuﬁﬁﬂﬁmw
wiouansie q fun vieinnnnsdumteyadnansdesiu foharumantaiuaweluiunoudowy
founsde (pre-purchase stage) wazidleinnstetundfianiinanuauniy/ldaunTmum (confirm/
disconfirmation) %Q‘Vi’]ﬂEg%aﬁlﬁﬂ’]ﬂ%%i%m’]ﬂLLGiﬂéJUVLﬁ%JUéQﬁaLﬁUQ’mﬁQSﬁQW@IQ&J’]ﬂLLaSiﬂ%ﬁ’]éjﬂ’]’i%@%ﬂ
(Bhattacherjee, 2001) Anufisweladadunmemednlavesaunneuiiagimafnssudununaumgu]
expectation-disconfirmation model nan13@N®1Y8s Wen et. al,, (2011) Wui1 PU LagA uaunds
(confirmation) dqwaq’mmﬁawdﬁ]LLazmmﬁawdﬁ]ﬁqNaﬁialﬂé’aﬂmm‘?ﬂfu%a%ﬂ

aufianelasnaduSeaduasugia 1y mudud vieiduSewesdnla Wy nsldfudsingstu
ANUABINIIATAITUT YY) VSeAULABAURYIY Singh and Sirdeshmukh (2000) uag Pavlou (2003) #ui
anufianelanelmAnanulingdas Tunsdlvesnsiginssuesulatanuiianelaonafinnnvansanve wu
aaunmvesiuleifianusaldmeuldd dldaunsatmunnmuandidui/usmsldies (customization) Anun
Fne iy mmsIniy mwdnual uasamaweamalllad Wy PEOU uas PU AudniinelmAnarudidla
TngruauAAnSuasa LU (confirmation) anntudainiduanalinda (Suki, 2011)

mufiamelavesgndndl 2 uuuuenmudnuaEveIaUINg nsdlgauimsiignadudnesiimela
wduiusfsaunmsaiieelisurnnseste erugelafildidendumaudn iFauladentedmmmngea
fumuies waresuailaT U T eaufnug ?hu’luﬂsajs?jyamﬂaauiaﬁgﬂﬁwﬁamf‘w‘aﬁaﬂﬁumﬂiuiag
mmﬁdwa%%L“ﬁuﬁawmﬁunu‘lumﬁumﬁﬁa;ﬂasu'nmi ANLilgunseNvastaya AEYANLUNSE 8o
fdoide Ao ldiumaudamianignin wuliuusnm u,axiguummﬂaamﬁwmEJEJ&J'NV‘Q"U']&HTWLﬂutﬁaa
dunafiomududuivegnddgnienanmymnsziiZesodinoumnsens anufmelaluss
2 uwwviFoinudshdyiifnadenuduinesnisue Adamson and Shine (2003) aguinruiionela
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Afedunidunateduresimuaf inseanufianelaazindninuveu (affective component) iy
asAUsEnaUntsvaIAuAR

Fathy @m’%ﬁ“&ﬁ%ﬂ%mmﬁqwdaLmuﬁﬂuﬂ&lumwﬁ TRA, TPB uay TAM ¢ wan1sAnewes Tang,
Tsai and Wu (2003) agulddariisnelaainnistedudn/vimamedumesidaldfunanssnuanain pU
uag Trust Ing Trust avdmansznug PU neuilazdwmaselugsanudianela

aufianelaidonlesiu TAM sungud] Expectation-Confirmation Theory (ECT) (Sendntedn
Expectation-Disconfirmation Theory) (Oliver, 1980) nuna1331 AuAInnisuaznssusHansandung
Sfudeansenuganufienalariuaruamnia (confirmation/disconfirm-ation) ?z’iqﬁ"uﬂmaaej mnaunda
ﬂf\]quwahmﬂimaum&ﬂlumwa% nsy mumilﬁmmﬂm°Uﬂﬂﬂmm’mmmmﬂuaum/mn15Lm"l,:mau
smmaammmﬂmsuaﬂmamamiamummams 91N awammaiummiwﬂﬁlmmmwaﬂgumm
yosEuf/USNTI udnhanuaaniwaziaUfiRnuuUsaiuinduegsls audmiwielyl fwels
innteeiieda eranuudiensted auimelidaluanmemdaiiennmsieuitsurumans
fupueuwla ECT asdoudvnavesaumaniareude (pre-consumption expectation) AUANNAIANIY
Mé’&%@ (post-consumption expectation) Fafresuus expectation wag perceived performance LHALLUT
Taaoafignaadulisheanuaunts (confirmation) uazanufianels winnuaeanisidedosvesauide
(beliefs)

wuzdl PU fifle Awidie Bhattacherjee (2001) 3anuvas ECT Tneti PU wfumnumanmdWe

[

A9t

e

r-"‘f Coon hemaalion H‘
SN

Al 4 Fuvuruduiussening ECT fu TAM
111: Bhattacherjee (2001, p. 356)

Han1sANYIUNIEAIa 9 A Hong et. al, (2006) wuin PU Lifidvswamemnuitenela ueausumis
(confirmation) {8y wansuansens PU, PEOU waz Auiisnela Roca et. al, (2006) wulmilou Hong et. al.,

°

(2006) weidldudAgyNiEunIe Shipp and Phillips (2012) Anwipuiisnelalunievienisdinueaulal
WU PU fidvswantsuansennuienelais PEOU fidnswanisoenlagoonuuiu PU wazviAua@ Sahin
and Shelley (2008) Anwauiswelavestndnwilunsainisfnevelnanuinauiswelalasunansenu
M9959970 PU AmBinnguuedszuy (flexibility) wagannugiunglunisldnuneuiianes Rajikumar and
Ravindran (2012) Anwnishgsnssuswiansiiulvsdnisieteludsewmeduienudn PU uas Perceived
credibility H8vSwanisuindenuiswalaws PEOU uaz Perceived risk laiflifudAty Kim and Lee (2013)
Anwanuisnelaluusnisaulnsdwidliefiolun manuin PU waz PEOU ddvdwanisuinaeanuiisnela
Mather et. al., (2000) finw1 TAM Tuussernianisdadu/dslildssuulussdinsidenuin PU way PEOU
fiBvwasenufianelaus PEOU liifitudfayde PU uasiindemsneay

ayuladn PU f8vEnansuinseauiesnalaauesntiun1sAny1ves Hong et. al, (2006) 8vgna
984 PEOU #ifisopufiawslaenafiifeddntindhifived @t waroradudvdnameunniienisau PEOU
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onaildvdwasie PU v3aliifld uavenaiidvinamsuiniionsauile dauauaunds (confirmation) fidviwa
yMavInsietia PU PEOU uazaitawela

3. aruliiela

nsvganssiBumeifimiumalinda (rus) trindutlafediauddgnnidledeutusnm
uUNR szenaiaeuRananavs orallnusuresatuseu ﬁlﬁlﬁwwsﬁ Wiy Msranalugiud
duenvmuaugualiiseunsuauiinaligBuiTeyaduimesfldnunaedunnuliilingds mmuildlinds
fiosihgransauresnuidlatotuanisnsnamidumeioniun uasmnlifngsadeufidune
Tumsvigsnssufiasddsmamaugemaddatorunniu eulindafennmsldGuassinsnss doduies
fudulsviasEulila mevigsnssudufiazanmn wndiliiaesinganssufiazdilidunsuazdaadlilinda
ooty mllllindaidoduguassadifyuoansviiganssimsBumediin (Gefen et al, (2003)

aulindladueuszasdiasdeadniuiins wandiifuimmilindafedestuaumnm
U514 (benevolent) prs@ednd (integrity) Aanansalunisadismnugnity uasaaanansamemsneia
waﬁ'%lﬁmmﬂmiﬁmﬁﬁmﬁuéma (prediictability) (Paviou, 2003) prailindadaduladelumsaismnudumius
7 Snalviduyuigsnssuanas arlindusugnindndnldfinsanmnuidedunisvingsnssuas

anulindlafeadestuanudsladhuniufduiug SunumanniislunsAuuuiiy (orick and
mortan) warlunisuuuselat taelidelifonihauidn audile aondesianauazaugu
anunisal yihlvmehganssuhetu ssussnulunsdhsestaiule aansidenaanageunsasden
winvnanulindagniazseaihsyivivleivanihszfansiginssy deadeanumeswluegiaun
TunisAaiihseds nanldinnnulindedannazBsandunugsnssu 1an wazanume1emas (Pavlou,
2003; Chircu et. al., 2000)

ransAnwlusnansEIUssll Chircu et. al, (2000) Anwdvisnavesnnulingde wazALTE MY
Afiderusslaldwidivddidnnseiind Tasdl PU wae PEOU WHusuusdunans farududeuvesgsnssu
usuusiiy nuhenalinda uazmmdemnaduaivnues PU uaz PEOU ensafufiunanisdne
294 Pavlou (2003) uaz Wen et. al, (2011) Anwnstoshuszuuosulanuinnalindadusanssny
11970 PEOU usdenag PU uazauaunisildviznanisuinsda PU uaganuienela Suki (2011) Anw
widlggdidnnseiind iulvsdnidetieluuszmeauiadonudl PU fdvSnanisuindeniuiianels uay
Anufianeladdndnaseanulingda @ PEOU lifigvnSnareniuiianela Tang et. al, (2003) Anwn
nsteauesuladluldniunuin PU uazanulindadiavinasoaufianela Tas PU wag PEOU Taid
Hedrymenuliinga Gefen et. al, (2003) wumulinddasunansgnuutain PEOU uaadswasely
&1 PU uazpnusalate eﬁ&agﬂiﬁmdﬁ’uﬁu Wen et. al, (2011) Muiuin PEOU Tdsndugesdidvsnamnse
dnnudiladerld Santos and Fernandes (2011) Anwndvswaveansuddounniesvesiuludiilite
magaulatiteruindderiuleluysumaun@a Asad and Shamsabadi (2012) Anwinistesvsosula
Tudszmadusu Salehnia et. al, (2018) Anwimusindnesuimsdidnnselindluussmadnsiu wupseiui
aruitmelaiidvswamsuanseeulinda Tumesedng Amini and Akbari (2014) Fnwnisgenseeulat]
Tudsemadus i Chinomona (2013) Anwanusinasensilulsemaewinils Doong et. al., (2008) Anwn
anufndsenstedudmaBumesida Jin and Park (2006) Anwidvsnavesaufelauazeaulinga
Tugnufuusiunanadeslestiadering 4 ganudnfrientstenseeulatlunmalinunsatuimmuilinda
Tavenasiomuiianela

=2 '

asUldinulinsdaiidvdnase PU Aifnwdn PU T8vswasiennulindaffif@nwiwanudn Tdl

HydAny d@udvsnaves PU uag PEOU filmeanuienelatazanulinsdanuindinitdedaguaz 1l

o
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HodRgy dumnuaunImuIisvsnasiers PU uwazeuitonela waznuitanuiteavelatuanalinda
HAudunusaIunaU (reciprocal relationship)

HAINNINUMILITIAUNSsuansaaslidunnnsevuunnudalaseninuazaguiduauyfg
wlon153dulaail

H2

H3 Ht
H10 Intention to reuse
Yu J
‘ H6 HT  HT b
:

AN 5 NTDULLIAILAR

AUNAFIUNITIY

H1: PEOU ﬁﬁw%wam'ammﬁy’ﬁaﬁﬁﬁjﬂsiumaﬁumaiﬁm%ﬁ
H2: PEOU #idvigwasie PU

H3: PEOU ddvdnasioniulinda

H4: anugunisiidvsnans PU

H5: AuaNRItdnsnanonNRanela

Hé: PU fdndwanamnuitanela

H7: AnulingauazanuianeladidnSnadiunau

H8: mWaﬂﬁaN‘Iﬁ]ﬁ5%%wasiamaﬁwq3mmma5uma§l,ﬁmegw
H9: mmﬁﬂwda}ﬁ'?m%‘wam'ams‘v‘hﬁjﬂsiwwﬁ“)uma%lﬁm%w
H10: anulTinglalidnsnase PU

/AT

M3 dun1sidedwSunnifieAnudninaddasiainavesiauuseng 4 a1a TAM wasiuusdy
fanysannsiu TAM aamgud ECT Ao mnuauniauazanufionels wagnansidedaszdny fo
arulindafisnmuduiuudnfuindsvinadernmuidahsnsamduesdedmiel ndudets
fio flédedsnuesulavilnsduuuasunumsdumefuinludanadananlnsdusumiadn $1uu 400 1
uazdmdeniollfamedfiaessnssumedumesidedeivisdu 300 18 wnstausniu 6 nouas 3 o
o PEOU way PU AnLUadsnain Davis (1989); Hong et. al., (2006); Cheng et. al., (2006); Wen et. al,,
(2011); Ho and See-To (2010); Gefen et. al., (2003) m’mmmﬁawa%uawmmmmﬁgﬂw‘hﬁjﬂﬁwgﬂ
finUasuan Gefen et. al., (2003) wazvnnaulinganauuamiain Cheng et. al., (2006); Ho and
See-To (2010); Gefen et. al., (2003) WnsTalssunisnsiaseuarudedioldsae Cronbach’s alpha waz
ATIVEDUANLLTIENNTIAE corrected item-total correlation
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A135°97 4 HANITYARBUNINTIA

construct Cronbach’s alpha Corrected item-total correlation
PEOU 0.732 0.480, 0.561, 0.639
PU 0.641 0.476, 0.491, 0.417
Trust 0.731 0.516, 0.574, 0.588
Confirmation 0.756 0.399, 0.744, 0.657
Intention to reuse 0.811 0.512, 0.770, 0.728
Satisfaction 0.644 0.451, 0.597, 0.399

namsinnaneiesdodouieudmasimuinnasinimanudefioldmunmst innsitush
fio Tadsndn 0.70 (Nunnally and Berndtein, 1994; George and Mallery, 1995) sniumann PU uag
arwitelafishniunasiidntes SarldnsmaeutBned mdsdmaniwarldanevidaelsunsu PLS udh
Feavuanssg CR, loadings wag AVE ‘?iﬂLﬂumﬁiﬁiﬁmm@mmwmmi’mwé’ﬂmiﬁﬁw AmSuAAITIBInTs
wuindmdusiudsenitenzuuusede (item) AuazuuusNTUFUALET (corrected total) aglunasi
inasifdeAuratieglusyduiifiaszasd Ao sewing 0.30-0.70 drsndrdonaldidngy wnndd
9nadauY (Streiner and Norman, 1991) it Kline (1993) wugtiinddignfe 0.20

adanldluns3de

1. afAnssaiun adanliuansdnwaznguivingsnssumdumesidnauermeniiovay aifiliuans
Bowmuesiuusmunseumideiaueieriadsdadudinas q veanguieya mafndladinindeads
Tndiaela (1 89 5 munesilanesv) IWulamamuarumnevesaviu adudssuunasgiu (standard
deviation: SD) l9e5ungE lVideyaiirummeuaussnayinuddeusazananaiendsiuvsedlausni SD
firstiigeiniu 0 Fauansiglideyaidenavionouaussindamilouty SD fidgsuansilideya
fifoyavienauaussdeiadinsneiu Bs SD funnABaunndrefuuin nasifarsands SO dausils
SafeinilarunnlgfansananaduUssansanuduuls (coefficient of variation, CV) Ssfifednsiau
5891979 SD AuAedy A1 OV vsneanazeglut 0.25-050 Fuansidoyalaifunysinn (Singh et. al, 2015)

2. WATIARIMUUENNISIATIAN

PLS Path Modeling fsuazBunagulissi

I X = Xy, Xy oy X3 t0uANENAVRY exogenous latent variable

I & = {&1, &2, s &H} A9 exogenous latent variable

WY = 1Yy, Yy ..., Yid WHuAdanauas endogenous latent variable

WM =My, Ny -, N A8 endogenous latent variable

W E= (T, T, .., {3 Ao mnumanaindiou

aunstassasisio N = P+ ['E + C

AunIALEITLE ST LV fu MV's T block 1n 9 auustel)

Xp=A&G+€5j=12 ., Hh=12_..mweX=AZS+¢g

Fuuszavi A, #ie factor loading Toefl H Aos1uau exogenous latent variable ey m, f®
$aau MV T block 71 j

uaz vy, = AN +E€5i=12 .,K;h=12 - wio Y= AN + €, |

Inef K fied1uiu endogenous latent variable ansauay n; Aa1uiu MV Tu block 1 j

el BE) = a, VE) = 1, EM) = b, VM) = 1, E(€) = 0, V(E) = 1 Amuduriussening LV iy
wsiaz MV lu block 1ne aziussil

10
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=X, +0g;)=12.,H;h=12.,musef=ILx+0
N =T, +0q;i=12.,Kh=12.,nven=ILy+06
AduUsEANS T, AedudseAvtaunsonney atinauildail

1. AvCommun;, = lzp: (loading y )2 = D A = 2 A - AVE,,
2

zlii-‘rp_zﬂ“fu‘ p

2. GoF = 4/commun *R? Tned Rzzlj 208 ¢
2RI egeg > gy

ya 2 J
2

—

D | +20-4)

4. Redundancy filfe Awamsafidulsdaseluauns Ly, = f(LV’s) + {annsaeduie M, I
lngasuienu LY,  ladiiedda Redundancy, = (CommunaLityJ-)*Rf?h ALR88999 Redundancy Ao

3.CR =

P
AvRedundancy = l Z Redundancyj
P

nasidnaule Ae duuszavdidumaliandaus 0.20 feiasedundisvsnaseaduuaremann
(Chin, 1998) CR iAlaitiaandn 0.70 (Forell and Larcker, 1981) AVE dialiidfosnd10.50 (Fomell and
Larcker, 1981) AVE #e Aiaas (Loadings) vedadinlundazning (fauusuils) Loading Ao anduius

Wit TafufuUu fatu (Loadings)’ 3414 uansrmannsnvesiauUsusdlunisauaua LU

YaaIUsIATInve 151390 AVE wansauifissmsadaniion (convergence validity) §1 AVE e
laitfesndn 0.50 e8I Tatluadmneiiieatiu (converge) Aafauusuretiy snitdesves AVE fe
VAVE {fusnadvanduiugsywineindialumnniendu &1 VAVE fegennanduiusseninwauys
wlafiaulatuiuUsudsdusansindianuiissnsadesuun dmdu Loadings desdialidesnin 0.707
(Hulland, 1999) usfianunsareuUsulddulisindt 050 (Harr et al, 2010) Loadings AiRAmunasitiuansin
nsinfianulsamsadaniiou Ao Tluilfudsulaiensu nasives Loading wavaas AVE Fuunast
LﬁmﬁuﬁajaLLamm’mLﬁmmﬁL%amﬁau GoF faUasuluniua1ves r na1afe r dewwiafu 0.14, 0.36
way 0.51 feileen Urunans waEEININARY (Cohen, 1992) Fathy communality was 1 AfAwinAY
0.020, 0.130 WAy 0.260 FsEeidAe1 Urunana WargwnUaRU ﬁaamﬁlﬁ GoF ailauviniuandusves AVE
79 0.50 Arufutwwisgase ©* ety GoF fiAnuviniu 0.099, 0.255 wag 0.361 FodrdiAsh Ununans way
F9M1UAU dU redundancy agdAiniu 0.010, 0.065 uag 0.130 Aoilds Uhunang WATENINE AU
illdesunghtadvanvnuesiuusudaiidnuanusanangiu (prediction) Afad inveasud suskstu
(ﬁauﬁaﬂﬂfu) Igfitedla waw residual variance fifle MSE 51n7iaaai3unin standard error of estimate
(SEE) {Husiiildinindaudsudevesuden (USen fe duusulmdonsndin) annsaneinsel @xieuenms)
fdTavowmuldisiududinde dvhiianwiiu 0 mesunarldihueafeatu sD

3. ATIZRAMUUYEA Non-recursive model #ae 2LS

W FS1, FS2,..., FS,y, FS,, FS,,Aemzuunilad (construct score) 184 LV, LV2, .., LV, LV, LV,, @4
IFsuannmsdesgismuuuaunsiassadaduusimuali LV, dwansenuse LV, Taed LV, way LV,
\Dusudsdaundu W FS,, = f(FSy, FS,, ..., FSk_y) + € formensaives LV, fofudulsyans
Wuniefiuansd LV, denansynudaundug LV, arldinanaunskS,, = f(FSy) + ¢

11
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WAN15398

nansIssnenduaifnssauuwazaifoyuuiiodasziiiuuuannisiaseasng fil

¥

1. @AANTINU HaINNTIATIERAIUANIBINAURIeE 19 Vigsnssum B umesidanuindunds
e Ussana 2 wih Freneiildunnningidufe 24-41 U Tussinaiosay 74 01gduilifisadntos

naugldngulngfendnanuninensunazendndasesiudulssanasosar 65 ninnuniasgusru

Soway 25 Nudeiludlendndu nsnsyaresdimusgldnuiuandsiulidun dngulngfeseduseld
15,00-25,000 U Teleszauaulaisstumin

A15197 5 ANuENIUITYINTVINGUFIDEN

ANBAENNUTZVINTVRINGUATDEN pwd | Sovay
LN Y 204 68.00
Y18 96 32.00
91 17 U viesnd 4 1.33
18 -23 7 19 6.33
24 - 299 60 20.00
30-351 127 42.33
36 -417 34 11.33
42 - 479 15 5.00
48 - 531 15 5.00
54 - 59 Y 14 4.67
60 JAulY 12 4.00
21wty wniseu/AInAnw 16 5.33
it/ neUu 7 2.33
NUNIUNIALDNTU 171 57.00
Fusrvmy/winausgiamng 75 25.00
D1TNDaTY 26 8.67
du 5 1.67
swldduiedsseLiou 57916 15,000 UM WIBsNI 49 16.33
15,001 - 25,000 U 99 33.00
25,001 - 35,000 um 62 20.67
35,001 — 50,000 un 50 16.67
111N77 50,000 UM 40 13.33

12
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v
=1

A15197 6 Ay drulssuuinnIgIukaAduUTEAEA IR ULV TIR

PIRIFAN] mean SD Y
nssuialdaudng
feudangu Usuldlanaewuy 4.56 0.56 0.12
THnuheawihueadulidomnglunsld 4.13 0.67 0.16
Wltaau wWilala 4.39 0.59 0.13
n1s5uiuselevi

ilrauwaiada 4.19 0.61 0.15
eV auieu 4.07 0.75 0.18
fusyleviideruvewiny 3.40 0.87 0.26
37U 3.89 0.57 0.15

ANUEUATS
nsTeauAMBuIeddnlduaiiunn 3.48 0.80 0.23
SEAUANAINUINIMIDUIeSInlenafiAuan 3.45 0.87 0.25
Tunmsiunstedudmedumesiiinaumn s 3.16 1.01 0.32
37U 3.37 0.74 0.22

AMuNanala
fawauillddedudesulay 4.07 0.75 0.18
finuBuRTildseaudeoulal 3.48 0.80 0.23
fiarududuiilddeduesulan 3.21 1.03 0.32
374 373 0.58 0.16

aulianala
FanUaansdelunisiingsnssy 3.63 0.75 0.21
Welanulwviazunteaillidlaaredoyadium 2.82 0.93 0.33
Boguelilald 323 0.78 0.24
394 3.22 0.66 0.20

Aunslaldan
msgeaudmdumeddnesdumadonusn 3.21 1.03 0.32
flununnsteaudmedumefdsludn 1 Woudhamin 3.40 0.95 0.28
flununisteaudmedumeidslugn 3 Woudhmin 3.37 0.90 0.27
39U 3.33 0.82 0.25

Nege7l 6 nudgldiiudngsnssunBumesidadubesiiussleviun Tdaudeunuas

fenuianelaiilagedumnisesulatiin uianuaunds anulindatazaunslavigsnssugidnegly
szauUunan lneanulindafidnedomnirdadvdunume waasiiuiaulindaiesduglasse
VOIMIGINTIUD wamﬁLﬂiWﬁmmﬁuLmﬂmaﬁmﬁmﬁ SD wagCV wudndarduin dwlug CV

f\]wmm'lmmsz/mum'l (A9 0.25-0.50) LL?W‘I\‘TJ’WNG]@U@JWN@JL‘U@ ALl iruAR LLﬁ‘”ﬂ’NﬂJGNIR]IUVI’]U’eN

Re! ﬁﬂVIu'ﬁ]"W’i]'ﬁm’]L‘W?Jﬂﬁ‘“WUﬂ15%765ﬂ53ﬂ"21'1'€]ﬂ@81/|ﬂ'151/‘l%ﬂ&’]L’JUl“ZJVWWI']IMm"U@ﬂﬂ’)']iJWNLL}ﬂﬂLLa”

’ﬁllﬂ\‘lVlVi’J&i’J‘Ll‘U ﬁ?u@?’mh’ﬁﬂﬁmﬂLﬂﬂ‘\]’]ﬂﬂ'ﬁlﬂi’lﬂaa&%'}ﬁjﬂi’iu ATSUUNIAITIINNABYRINLALLANE

13
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msuense ynldvihgsnssuudnaraunmiluiidud/vinsuarnisuinisuagligadsanududiuda
fenanszdulsiAnmsigsnssueunnty
3. MIUATIRWAUUANNITIATIAINS
3.1 AANAUUUENNITNINTIA wns Tty 5 point LIKERT type nawnmIsiasghsiauuy
aumslassaiafe PLS-graph 3.0 (Chin, 2001) Us1nguadansnei 7

M99 7 ANINFIMUUANNITUINT IS AR

Latent variable] mean |Loading |t statistics |Residual Variance Communality| Redundancy
PEOU1 4.56 0.749 23.201 0.439 0.561 0.000
PEOU2 4.13 0.818 25.270 0.332 0.668 0.000
PEOU3 4.39 0.856 48.768 0.267 0.733 0.000
PU1 4.19 0.740 17.567 0.453 0.547 0.237
PU2 4.07 0.809 29.106 0.345 0.655 0.283
PU3 3.4 0.756 19.792 0.428 0.572 0.247
CNFRM1 3.48 0.810 48.387 0.344 0.656 0.000
CNFRM2 3.45 0.838 28.168 0.299 0.702 0.000
CNFRM3 3.16 0.780 27.078 0.391 0.609 0.000
SAT2 4.07 0.698 14.896 0.513 0.487 0.394
SAT3 3.48 0.857 46.968 0.265 0.735 0.595
SAT4 321 0.745 24.064 0.446 0.554 0.449
TRST1 3.63 0.806 29.487 0.350 0.650 0.179
TRST2 2.82 0.796 22.067 0.367 0.633 0.175
TRST3 3.23 0.821 29.256 0.326 0.674 0.186
INT1 3.21 0.814 37.266 0.337 0.663 0.303
INT2 3.40 0.889 47.815 0.210 0.790 0.361
INT3 3.37 0.858 35.565 0.263 0.737 0.337

9937 7 WU loadings TAsiigawiniu 0.740 Slegeganindy 0.889 Fegenininasiae 0.707
wansidad nannsaldfadauysudsldgendinme wazdan t-statistics 1Inn97 1.96 YnFakanedn
DudATailiasiounimavesiaulsuldass e residual variance sinftgawinifu 0.210 geaiiy 0.510
Fenundladlsutuaiaeie wanviaunsuiasiafe Xp=AG+ € 5j=1,2,H;h=12.,m
WAz Yy = A+ €50 = 1,2, ., K h = 1,2, ., 0, @10150A10AZIAIAD US98 1E55 UUgIns Ty
medumesidalawiug A1 communality sewing 0.487 - 0.790 LLamd'}ﬁaLLUSLLB\Imwa@iﬁa%ﬁmiﬁﬁ genin
Lﬂm%%qum Cohen (1992) (Ao R Wi 0.020, 0.130 wax0.260 foinilas Urunaa RS NRHG RN
W92 communality fifie A e R® Wwes @1 redundancy 521313 0.175-0.595 %ﬂQQﬂdﬂtﬂmﬂﬁ%uqn
%84 Cohen (1992) (Fewiniu 0,010, 0.06 uag 0.130 AeilA 1 Urunans wazgemuandiu) uansinduysus
Aduadvamgmuaunislasadiianninninaziufitinvosfuy sudsiidunadwsléd agiaunis
wnstafinanimgs fiafimuiismsadaniiou aeaadoatunamsvndeuuuuasunmioulddisonie
fnudfiannaniiewssaannm
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3.2 AMATWAMUUANNISIATIATS

M19199 8 AMNINTEAURILUTURS

Latent variable 2 |Average Residual Average Average Composite

(Block) Mean | 5D R variance Communality | Redundancy | reliability (CR) AVE
PEQOU 436 | 0.49 | 0.000 0.346 0.654 0.000 0.850 0.654
PU 3.89 | 0.57 | 0.433 0.409 0.591 0.256 0.813 0.591
Confirmation 337 | 0.74 | 0.000 0.345 0.656 0.000 0.851 0.656
Satisfaction 373 | 058 | 0.810 0.408 0.592 0.479 0.812 0.592
Trust 322 | 0.66 | 0.276 0.348 0.653 0.180 0.849 0.652
Intention 333 | 0.82 | 0.457 0.270 0.730 0.333 0.890 0.730
Average - - 0.395 0.304 0.513 0.250 - -

GoF = 0.450

9NPN91971 8 WuILUsEIVRTR AL SHad NS MuNsBUN T duAeaunnslassang Intention
to reuse = f (PEOU, Trust, Satisfaction) +C , Satisfaction = f (Trust, PU, Confirmation) + é, Trust = f
(PEOU, Satisfaction) + & wag PU = f (PEOU, Confirmation) + & finmnmdsiifie Jadeammansnsnedue
AaEuLUsTesRuUTHAANSIAR Tid1 R 1dewindu 0.395 uay R maf?\’uqmdﬁmmﬁy’uqq (Ao R = 0.260)
NNF7 Average Residual variance frsmnndladieuturiedsnansinfudsulmanzuai Trvesmues
Fuslugh fien AVE (@efiferindsves communality vesuden) Q&ﬂdﬂmmﬁ%uﬁﬂﬁa 0.50 WARTINFIUTUR S
AUANATITILUTTIRR T InawnuldR wnsTnadindifiaufissmsadaviion (convergence
validity) i CR gasn@eszving 0.812-0.890 geninnausidusih (e 0.60) wansinunsTavosiauusun
nndiianudedelss

9nadl 9 aznuirdavluwunuesiion VAVE dsiifie ,/average communality fiAngani

v o & v S v o .:4' ' o ' < Yo o A & v do vy
anduussE Il UsuRstuiumLUsuRDuLan IR s Invessaruaealddiu Asluunnsiniinle
@NLBII1IveNU (discriminant validity) wasduuuinnugenndesiutoyaidalssdndaanndung
1ndIAN gaNIunaunivue (naeiAeiiAnyindu 0.020, 0.130 wag 0.260 fa3ndiA e U1unane Lazgwnuafu)

A15199 9 N1ATILYANILNLINTATITUN

PEOU PU Confirmation | Satisfaction | Trust | Intention
PEOU 0.809
PU 0.550 0.769
Confirmation 0.462 0.535 0.890
Satisfaction 0.477 0.714 0.845 0.769
Trust 0.315 0.462 0.553 0.519 0.807
Intention 0.351 0.356 0.720 0.675 0.371 0.954
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@

v s

3.3 nan1saAszidkuuaunislssadisaznisuageuauyfigiu anamsieluidadunadn
1NNTIATIENTeYaIY PLS-graph 3.0 uay 2LS wudl

PEOU Ns
0.036
0.370%* 0.087*
PU 0.209** Trust Ns Intention to reuse
R’ =0.433 R’ = 0.276 0.026 R’ = 0.457
A
0.249%* 0.367%* 064>

0.579% 0478

\4

Confirmation
0.648**

Satisfaction
R’ =0.810

AT 6 HANTSIATIEFILUUNITINE

TUANTIWAWMUTAN 9 AHANTENUNNATINIUINGTUANEUNGUIN ANHFUTUEAEUN1N
Arwaunds (B =0.249) mauiusslomd (B =0364, B = 0.648) audiswsla (B =0.645) garmala
vhgsnsaungenn aduayungud ECT anuduiusaiy TAM iHusiwnungquiuasnnsfinsideUssdng
fle PEOU {i8vizwasie PU &1 ([3 =0.370) PEOU fidvisnadennuiilavingnssusie (B =0.036) luiid
laifiudndny iesandaruilindamdunarsiils PU Sianedvdwansdousonudslarhganssue
wagdlAngd (E = 0.241) wamsaseianulingds nuhanulindalisnwdmusdunduivanuiianela

gannvia 219 (B = 0579, B = 0.478) usianulinsadidvzwammssioanuadlaingsnssumsesulai
drtorannuarliiidedAaeedia (B =0.024) willdvdwaniadeugunn (E = 0.438) uaziidndnaniemse

slo PU ganniguiiy (B =0.209) seaudvinadisaudsiisetumuaunisiasaiisusingfmissi 10

A15199 10 NANNTIATIZVDVNENANIINTILALDNENANI9D DY

Endogenous variable R’ Effect antecedent
PEOU PU Confirmation Trust Satisfaction
direct 0036 | 0.000 0.000 0.024" 0.645%**
Intention to reuse 0.457 indirect 0.124 0.241 0.636 0.438 0.214
total 0.160 0.241 0.636 0.462 0.859
direct 0.087* 0.000 0.000 N/A 0.478%**
Trust 0.276 indirect 0.065 0.175 0.353 N/A 0.000
total 0.152 0.175 0.353 N/A 0.478
direct 0.000 0.367%** 0.648*** 0.579%** N/A
Satisfaction 0.810 indirect 0.192 0.000 0.091 0.077 N/A
total 0.192 0.367 0.739 0.656 N/A
direct 0.370*** N/A 0.249%** 0.209*** N/A
PU 0.433 indirect 0.000 N/A 0.065 0.000 N/A
total 0.370 N/A 0.314 0.209 N/A

NUELUG ** MU p-value < 0.01 * N8 p-value < 0.10 ns = non-significant, N/A = not applicable
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M 10 wuidadeiidvsnarusomudalavingnssuealatsifennufiswela (TE = 0.859)
anawa (TE = 0.636) A1ulindla (TE = 0.462) PU (TE = 0.241) uag PEOU (TE = 0.160) annduriu
sy InefidvEnanemsswes PEOU uaganubindaliitod ey uifiidnsnanedon wanaitlunisl
U'%mi%amamaﬁuma%l,ﬁm;ﬂﬁu‘%miﬁamﬂaﬁmmia%’w Anuianela Anuanwiswazaulinga
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anudlanisldnunaintunountig

WeRsanaufisnels nuhdedefifdvsnanuundesanvduiufie euaunda (TE =0.739)
aalindla (TE = 0.656) PU (TE =0.367) wag PEOU (TE =0.192) lefiansanaulinda wuirdade
fifiavwaynnevanudutuie amuRanele (TE =0.478) Anuaunsa (TE =0.353) PU (TE =0.175) uaz
PEOU (TE =0.152) uaziilefinsan PU wuiadeiifidvinasiuunniiesaavduiufie PEOU (TE =0.370)
Anuauvs (TE =0.314) uazanulinga (TE =0.209) velidaunmitenuaumisasdanuddydususui 1
¥39 2 lauelay PEOU dxiimnudfaysusugaineiaussniiunnuduiudiu PU wansinauaunistady
Hadeidonles TAM uaz ECT iutlhdviifinnuddalumaysannismguiiiaes

nanveaevauyAgivdulua dulumunguiuasnanisfnwdslszdndluedia

A1919% 11 HANTNAFBUANYAFIY

AUNRFIU 5“},15351"% t-statistics | p-value | Wan15AN®
e LHUNIY

PEOU —* Intention to reuse 0.036 0.691 0490 | lalatiuayu
PEOU — PU 0.370 6.169 0.000 aﬁuaﬂéu
PEOU —> Trust 0.087 1.734 0.084 OIS
Confirmation — PU 0.249 3.622 0.000 aﬁfuaw
Confirmation — Satisfaction 0.648 20.039 0.000 auayy
PU — Satisfaction 0.367 11.156 0.000 TGN
Trust — Satisfaction 0.579 12.190 0.000 aﬁuaﬂéu
Trust — Intention to reuse 0.024 0.507 0.613 Talatiuayu
Satisfaction —> Trust 0.478 7.714 0.000 aduayu
Satisfaction —> Intention to reuse 0.645 15.621 0.000 GG
Trust — Intention to reuse 0.209 3.258 0.000 TGN

910597 11 sgnuindeyadaussnddmiuuiunnsvhgsnssumadumesidely Usswelne
NI aduayunauyAgIu entiuldun1anuduiug PEOU —Intention to reuse way Trust —>
Intention to reuse TiduUsEANSEUNsiA warliftodfyuansin PEOU uwazanulinadalidsvina
yansateauialavigsnssuosulatt uwiiisvnandon erwlindaidviwanedeugunn (€ = 0.462)
vauel PEOU idviswamadengeuiunana (E = 0.160)

dsunauazanusnena

Na?ﬂ']ﬂﬂ']Sﬁﬂ‘w?W‘Ujﬂ‘u.ﬂWWi’J@Jé]‘ﬁWﬁjﬂiimaaulaﬂlﬁujﬁﬂ1iﬁﬁﬁqiﬂiiuaﬁ]u‘laﬁlﬂmdﬁiaﬂﬁsﬁdﬂﬂ
flusylpytunnuazitansloun wiludrumuaunds anudlalda uazanulinsdeegluszAuuunans
Tngrmailindlatisydusnintaseduimun
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