394 onsans aNIANUANDDY 17 25 aafuii 1 unsnm - miou 2563

Uovdgnidwacionduavivtunistdlusunsus:uu EXPRESS
UDVUNUTYBIUS:QUDQUFANU
Factors Affecting the Intention in Using the EXPRESS Program

of Accountants in Higher Education

a ¢ o = <1
NUNUI Uzad9n

Pimpavee Maneewong®

unfayo
TWsunsuszuy EXPRESS uldsunsuiineuausssenrudeinisvesidnulddniunisdni
F1891UNINSURANTUsZANEAMAsIuLInIgIunsusatlaely uwildsunsugadiaaueindtelunis

v
v Ao

SeuiTedwmadearundlalunsldonu »uideliiingussasdiie 1) Anwszauanuaslalunsiienlyd

'
a

TWsunsuszuudndingg uay 2) ilefnwiiladefidemarenuddlalundonlilusunsussuudndmsa
vaatinAnwdnydluseivgaudn 3%m'i??ﬁ%]LﬁvﬁagaﬁﬁﬁagmiduLLU‘ULLUQ‘USH W 693 AU N
tnAnulusminerdomaluladseusnainulndunsifensunuvasuniy wagiinszideyasions
Anspiuuuiassaunmslasainieitnmseudululdigean iamaidenui 1) anuddlalunisiden
Tfusunsulunmsmeglussiunniign Weflnsandusesunuieglussduanniianyney way 2)
Hatefidemarionnuddlalunindenldlusunsy Wud nsfufaunindoya nsssuiamninszuy
Uszaunisallunisldon wagnsfuimnunglumslilusunsudamalu@auindenisiuiuselovdlumsly
u Msfuiuszlenilunisldnunagnsiuianudglumsldaudmaiauindenauailunisldoy
Tusunsu waznsiuianudelunslilusunsy fasvieusiurimuadlunisidoulusunsuuazussvingiu
vounguinsdeardmaludeuandennuidlalunislilusunsy wardwadeuanmginssunslilusunsm
AUAIRY

o =

Aandgy : Auedla Tusunsusyuy EXPRESS tnUaydluseaugaufing

Q

'919138UsEAvANgn Uy IUnAIN AMZUIINITIAR, uinInendemalulagsvusaaiaulnduns
'Lecturer in Bachelor of Accountancy Program in Faculty of Business Administration, Rajamangala

University of Technology Rattanakosin, Thailand. E-mail : Pimpavee.man@rmutr.ac.th



Journal of the Association of Researchers Vol. 25 No. 1 January — April 2020 395

ABSTRACT

The EXPRESS program is a program that responds well to the needs of users through the
preparation of accounting information, but the program still has difficulty learning so it affects the
intention of use. The objectives of this research were to 1) study level of intention to use the
EXPRESS program and 2) to study factors that influence the intention in choosing the EXPRESS
system of accountants in higher education. The survey and collecting data was conducted by
using 693 stratified random samplings from students in accounting scholars at Rajamangala Uni-
versity of Technology Rattanakosin to answer the questionnaires. The data was analyzed by using
the structural equation model with the highest probability method. The finding found that 1) the
intention of choosing to use the program over all was at the highest level. When considering each
aspect, it was at the highest level in all aspects, and 2) factors that influence the intention to use
the program, including data quality perception, system quality perception in using experience, and
perception of the ease in using the program positively affected the perception in benefits in the
use and also the perception in benefits in the use and perception of the ease in using the program
positively affected the attitude of using the program. In addition, perception of the ease in using
the program that reflected through the attitude of using the program and the norm of the reference
group would have a positive effect on the intention of using the program and also send positive

results to the program usage behavior respectively.

Keywords: Intention, EXPRESS System Program, Accountant in Higher Education
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Feousliie uazvhanudilaldliondudadonisiuimuilumslinu fadumsiuiunmeass
T uuazuszaunsallunslilusunsufazneliiAnsunisiuiifinunm uagtadudfyiiagiliifa
Usgansamlunisidnupedszaunisallunisidaulusunsy

ludunisiuiusslenilunisldau (Perceived Usefulness) dinaluidsuandevimuailunislden
(Attitude towards Technology) agneiiffeddgymeadia waznsiuinnudielunsldeu (Perceived
Fase of Use) finalu@suinsaviauadlunsldeu (Attitude towards Technology) agaditidAgnisads
anunsaeduieldan TnUdliarudfyreuselevifildannsvhaundenadnsvesnuuinniinis
¥aufiie WesnaszuiunislunisinrhTddanuasududeunasdedddlmmivlunshaunas
wagnhenufidnuarauiivandsiudmalide Tyduaznszuiunmsdnrih Tydunneeiy uwifimise
numnmbenudesnsviloutufe sunsiuiigndestarannsansiaaeulfesnniidede Fedelifiuin
mniisvuudaBinidlunmshouin ey itesnmsivsunsuiineulandmsvhdyfvemmhenuduls
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Tughustmuailunisldau (Attitude towards Technology) Sralui@suandenudslalunisly
5¥UU (Behavior Intention) ageilydAyn19adian wavuIIingIuYaINgNa19ds (Subjective Norm) ina
Tudauansenrusdlalunisliszuu Behavior Intention) egnafiteddaymeadn anunsassuigléd n
Jadtrunplunisldauiinardmasdonnuddalunstdssuunnty WJumstududn dedndaTle
nasodlilusunsusiudrazdolumsFousiunnni msduflfeyannauseudnaionsuenda et
inldlunsindulauazanudlalumsliszu

suaudiusBa I sEninadefiinadengAnssunsltlsunsuwudn Ussaunisalnisly

o o

a1 (Experience) WazANNMYBITEUU (System Quality) suwusisaessiadianuduiusagndidud Ay

17

meadludeuan uagmssuianuielunislden (Perceived Ease of Use) Uagussvingnuveinguensd

Lo

(Subjective Norm) finnuduiusesradiveddynisadiludauin awnsaeduielddn dninIag
Usraumsainisliauazdilisnunmussssuunaziinundeeuidalunstiszuunniu uasintdi
finsfuiladeyannnguussiinguvesngudnsdusiliinnssuianudelunisldou Wunnsgudud
WetnUgddussaunisallunslelusunsuasadiaziiundsuszaunisalialunisvinaunulusin sy
o & A o v v o o q v i A caa
d15agduavilieiinissusnunmuessruuiagyiliesinayldlusunsuseluieduussaunsaiiia uas
Junsdwiedayaluduindeauduibinuaulalunislilusunsy vhlidanssuianudelunisldnu
LLasmiéfmﬁquﬂumﬂ%ivw

P

ezmmamum nandINangllydn

@

vnsadfsangAnssun1slYszuy (Usage Behavior) agell

o

A o v A

Todfmnaada anansaesuneledin WetndadinsuiGewesnunmuestoyatinngnisiuiusslev
U [ ’5[7 v Aa

Tunslfnuuasiangmivauaifiiuddussiiliintyifanuiddanslissuuasinngnsdadula
goufulusunsuszuudndinsaludian

idlefinnsansansynuTmgavnefdmasionginssunisld (Usage Behavior: UB) Tusunsuszuy
Bndmsalumsdavindnyd Jefendnfldsmanssnuanniian fo anudilalunislilusunsuszuudndinga
(Behavior Intention: BI) (Ransenusay = 0.9999) lasausslalunisldarn (Behavior Intention: BI)
TUsunsussuuBndmsalasunansenusmandulsiauailunsideu (Attitude toward Using: ATT)
wnnfign Taeliuansznuwiiu 0.6791 wenanil Ssldunansenulagnsunanussingiureselnddn
visorulunsaunTILazIflours (Subjective Norm: SN) filsinansenuiviniu 0.3037 wagldsunansznums
douvntadenisiuiuselon (Perceived Usefulness) vodlusunsussuudndinsa lnglinanseny
winfu 0.5028 Tuvauzdinanseyusinvesiuysdy dmansznuluseduiinnnin nanfe mssudaude
294n15L9U (Perceived Ease of Use) N135uinninszuu (System Quality) Usgaunisadlunisldanu
(Experience) LLazﬂmmwmaasﬁaqﬂa (Information Quality) daNansEnuLied 0.3635, 0.1398, 0.1214 way
0.0607 MUAPIU

MNHANMTIATIERHANTEMUTINESH anansofeaildin Jeadevdniidiansenulaenssde
wofnssunsldaulusunsuszuudndnsa (Usage Behavior: UB) Aetladuanudslalunislélusunsy
syuudndinsa (Behavior Intention: BI) waztladuddnyiidwansznunisdausenginssunisldau
Tusunsuszuudndinsariedadunissuiuselond (Perceived Usefulness) vaslusunsuszuuidndinsads
agviouin mavensuldsunsuszuudndmsaiinananudslalfonlusunsussuuidndinsaldsusnana

o o

wmdnunssuituselevivesinududfguarnginssunisldnuesaulndiavioaulupseunsn
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A191991 1 NMTIATIEAHANTLNUNATS (Direct Effects) nansznunneeeu (Indirect Effects) Waznansy

NUTI (Total Effects) 2nNaNISUIZHIUAILUUTIADIEUNNTIATIAT (SEM)

PU ATT
Direct Indirect Total Direct Indirect Total
EX 0.2414%* 0.2414%* 0.1787*** 0.1787%*
IQ 0.1208*** 0.1208*** 0.0895%** 0.0895%**
SQ 0.2780%*** 0.2780%*** 0.2058*** 0.2058***
PEOU 0.4107*** 0.4107*** 0.2312%* 0.5353%**
PU 0.7403%* 0.7403%*
BI uB
Direct Indirect Total Direct Indirect Total
EX 0.1214***  (0.1214*** 0.1214*** 0.1214%**
1Q 0.0607***  0.0607*** 0.0608*** 0.0608***
SQ 0.1398***  (.1398*** 0.1398*** 0.1398***
PU 0.5028***  (0.5028*** 0.5029*** 0.5029***
PEQU 0.3635%**  0.3635%** 0.3636%** 0.3636%***
ATT 0.6791*** 0.6791*** 0.6793%** 0.6793%**
SN 0.3037*** 0.3037*** 0.3038*** 0.3038***
BI 0.9999%** 0.9999***
pNUswwa

viuaRvesfliaulusunsuszuudndinsaifineniseonsulusunsuszuudndinsananisin
WU M3SuiAunndeya (information Quality) AsAMs¥UY (System Quality) Ussaunisadlunsly
U (Experience) wavn1ssuinnuiralunmslilusunsuszuudndinsa(Perceived Ease of Use) danalu
Bsuandensiuiusslenilunislinu (Perceived Usefulness) uenainiisinissuidsslomilunisléon
(Perceived Usefulness) uagnssuianudglunisldeny (Perceived Ease of Use) adanaluiauinse
vimuaitun1sideulusunsuszuudndinga (Attitude toward Using) an1snagevauyfgnuguduin
Audnvazvesldlusunsy (sedunsinu(wdngns) nsmwdsazay s1eldiade wazUszaumsainsly
o) usnssiuiinaerimunfuazenudlalunsiusunsussuudndmsafiunnsatusgtedissdue
iy @onadesiulAnYes Davis (1989) simuadfislionislinuazdmalanswionginssuvesild
Uimsuaznsliauaie (Actual Use) firuadidusudsiifinasionislinusisveld wasvimunindsonts
¥ pdedredinnenulatisvinarenuidleldiniorodmuooulay wazaenndesfiunuues Rogers
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(2003), Rogers, (1983), Rogers, (1995,), Stuart, (2000), Agarwal and Prasad, (1997), Holak and Leh-
mann, (1990), Fliegal and Kivlin, (1996), Kim and Baylor (2008), Venkatesh, (2003), Davis, (1989),

1Y o

Boyd and Mason, (1999) find1371 yaraiavsausuuinnssulne du Juegiunndnuazvesuinngsy

q
v
o 1 v

runsAaituiuinssudy Ssdlewd damen dhiuldtuaouesdseudu lidudoudeen e
annsolunsth Tuneaedduasiinnuannsalumsdunsiuesiusalsie

Hafeiifnaderauafnazaunilalunslilysunsussuudndimsaninuanisdnuainnig
Uszanamuuuiasannislasiaing (SEM) wudt wuudiassiivszinaanls Sanuduiusaonadesty
wuusaesiinisnuillduszandld Tnsmsuunnguiinisnssyimumdniveuazaa (TRA) nguingfinssy
PILLUULAY (TPB) uazuuusasnssensuimalulad (TAM) il nan1snwaenadesiuiuudiaens
sausumalulad (TAM) smuuuiAnves Davis (1989) fiefunedn nssuimnudievesnsiilusunsuszuy
\Ondinsa (Perceived Ease of Use) dsmasionisiuiuszlovivesvaanislilusunsussuudndingg (Per-
ceived Usefulness) 1nifu Haduriaosvdmaserimnisenisvesnstilsunsussuudndinga (Atti-
tude toward EXPRESS) wénasmasaluf anusialalunistilusunsuszuuidndinga (Behavior Intention)
Tumsdavindin? Fdluiignazdmaronginssumslilusunsussuuidndinga (Usage Behavior) uavilady
AIUNTOULUIANTDILUUTIaBINITEaNsUmAlulad (TAM) fnadetladuaindnswan1sdian (Subjective
Norm) annninaasdlalumsld (Behavior Intention) arnmguinsnssvhaumdnuauasia (TRA) ol
WUIAAYDY Ajzen & Fishbein (1980) ﬁizq’jwﬁﬂuv-wasiawqaﬂsiuL‘T;JumammammLﬁ?iﬂ’lquaﬂﬁu (Be-
havior Belief) wagarmidieainnsaseuimsdsny (Normative Belief) waznanisinwiiadeiiinasie
wauafuazaundialunslilusunsussuudndmsalasnisuszandliuuusaesaunislassadne (Struc-
tural Equation Models : SEM) 85U vgﬂﬂﬁ]?a’eL‘fJuIUmuamuagmmﬁﬁﬂmﬁgﬁﬂmammé’mﬁuéﬁﬁm
Hrundnaranuidalunslilusunsussuudndinsauas nstudunnuduiusvosadosng q filse
Haduiitnadermunfuazanuidalunslilusunsussuudndinga

HaNTENUNASY (Direct Effects) nansenunnedey (Indirect Effects) wagkansenusiu (Total
Effects) 91nsansuszanaAuuudaesannislasiaie (SEM) wud Jadendnidmansenulngnssde
woRnssunsldaulusunsuszuudndnga (Usage Behavior: UB) Aetladunnudslalunislélusunsy
syuudndinsa (Behavior Intention: BI) uaztladuddnyiidwansgnuniedausenginssunisldau
Tusunsuszuudndinsadie Yadun1siuiuselomd (Perceived Usefulness) vaslusunsuszuudndinsad
agviouin mvensuldsunsuszuudndmsaiinanenudslalfonlusunsussuudndinsaldsusvang
wnanu1nn1ssuitsuselevivesfnududfguazngfinssunislidiuresrulnddansenuly
ATBUAST @ARaRINUIUIYLYBY Gefen and Straub (1997), Karahanna and Straub (1999), Szajna
(1996), Teo et al (2008), Venkatesh et.al. (2003) ﬁﬂemﬁaLwawaﬁpﬂ%ﬂzﬁmﬁﬂ%am%’uLLaﬂ%’mﬂIuIaﬁ
H1uasAUsENaunantuluuItaeIn seausunalulagues Davis (1989) Useneumienissuiuselevy
(Perceived Usefulness) nssuianuazaintunisle (Perceived Ease of Use) USULUIAANIRINNG Y]
nMsnsgyhifivaNaLarnuingAnssuiuuuwmy wwudiassnssensumeluladfoduluudiassdifive
Fewwaveensuiuiily Tnenizluanunseuvansauwa (Dadayan and Ferro, 2005) é’qam@waﬁ'ﬁ']mﬁ

v

gousunvgldmaluladdosnananuddanazld Fudiugiuddgunannmsiuiselond wazn1ssus

L]
o w A

AnuazaIntunsliluluwa TAM fodinissuiusslonidutadeddynuatianiseeusu (Adoption)
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v

wazn1sltinalulad (Usage) lagnissuiusvlewiiidnsnanimssionginssuniseeusu uavnissus

U

UszlavuiidvisnanedeusonisldlaedwiungAnssuniseausu

Uplauduu:
JarausnuzdmiunisunnuItgluly

wan153delunsiinudn fawdsynalukuudnassdinuduiusasnadeeiunsaukuiIfnwuy
$raemesmitesenisdmaludandemuddlalumsdlusunsuszuudndinsaBehavioral Inten-
tion) uazdwaluiBeuandenginssunslilusunsuszuuindinsa (Usage Behavior) faifu PRIENED
I dauﬁﬂfﬂﬂ’m%%ﬁmﬁu‘la&Jau%’umﬂﬂﬁmuiﬂil,l,ﬂimswLﬁﬂsﬁmiaﬁ?u Asfansandedadodu
q Usznoudae wu eanudilaludnuarlasiadwemiieny dnvaugdunianuiviszneunis
fndulaveniulusunsy Wusu lusuvesaniulszneunisanunsaiinanisideunusulddniuununis
alunutaznsuimsnuluiuvesnsiimaluladlmie uldlundisanuseld
Forauauuzdmiunmsiseasesioly

avslinuddnenisinaulsgansannsiilvsunsussuudndmsadefisusulusunsy
Tty wazn1sdseauaaniisneuwnudfinvesinAnudyinsianuansalunsTdlusunsy
dnsagunenistad Wislimhsnuaunsaioudiouussans mmussmsvdyinulusunsudu q uae
iioiiuidsnswstuiunsldmaluladnsnstyuas nsnunuidsyaainsmenisdydiiunig
NauwusuUsTInaofinnsUsEAvEamvnansusdulfAnUselevigeandeflilusunsuuagmieny
Aol

nadnssuus:NIA

miﬁﬂwﬁ%’sﬂ%ﬁﬁwL%ﬂ@dqﬂiﬂlﬁ \lesnnlaunsatuayusuussanuanuming ds
wialulagssuseasnulnduns wazyAaInsmanNIsUnl AnzUIMIsTsne uninedewmalulagsisusea
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