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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to investigate the acceptance of Big Data Technology (BDT) within
the Thailand context, using Technology Acceptance Model (TAM). The informants of this study were 260

participants who were familiar with BDT. Questionnaires were used to collect the data. The structural
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equation model (SEM) was employed to test the hypotheses via AMOS software. The result indicated that
the research model was consistent with the empirical data with the statistics GFI = 0.959, AFGI= 0.929,
SRMR = 0.519, RMSEA = 0.054, NFI= 0.977, CFI= 0.990 and Normed Chi-Square = 1.747. The research
model could explain behavior intention to use BDT for 50%. Perceived usefulness and perceived ease of
use affect the behavior intention to use BDT at 0.71 and 0.45 at statistical significance level of 0.001.
Furthermore, perceived usefulness might be a mediator between the perceived ease of use and behavior
intention to use. However, the results also showed that people would actually use BDT only when it was

easy to use and useful.
Keywords: Technology Acceptance Model, Big Data Technology, Structural Equation Modeling
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finn: Davis, F. D. (1985). A technology acceptance model for empirically testing new end-user
information systems: theory and results. Dissertation, Ph.D. (Management). Boston: Massachusetts

Institute of Technology.
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Variance Extracted: AVE) 4101131 0.5 a2natfissassiiasunnidunisdszifudfad ldifiuin Tasod
wandnsantiasuau 9 adnauaieinasianuuandarisluuizasenusunuiuarinasianuaaiiiasy
Wi dsnduldaine AVE fansuwnsszninesudsudedddnitsndisesues AVE

3.1.3. anwiidefie fs wasiafanusenasasiufiidasmazianseld Wamluia
fudornueslddmaaudsainuniolndidoiu Ysadnldaned audasiudaosdlsznoy (Composite
Reliability: CR) 41nni1 0.7

3.2. lutaalaseans iunsfnsianusunusszninetadouds lasnaansaasldsunsy

AMOS azlwenmssfinanagauin faya@”aLLﬂiﬁLﬁmamau"l,@i”ﬁmmmmmuﬂ”ﬂmmﬁﬁwLauam%avl,xi
waztauaasilueaitinaunefanutindaiisdla lagRansonand1giaanumanzansIu (Overall
Model Fit) [20, 21] uddimInasauaanidn 3 ngw fa

mjuﬁ 1 srkinanureandadiduy ot (Absolute Fit Indices) ariinldRanson laun 1) awilia
JEAUAINNFOAASES (Goodness of Fit Index: GFI) 2) aaftiaszaunnusanaassnUsuuiud (Adjusted
Goodness of Fit Index: AGFI) lagin GFI Laz AGFI ﬁ]:ﬁmagﬂ'szm']a 0 WAz 1 AINAL 1 BNBH9 Luias
ﬁm’mmm:awﬁ‘uﬁagaL%aﬂs:ﬁ‘ﬂﬁﬁﬁq@ wazdrfisansuldnasdenunnnin 0.90 3) arfisnuasiiaie
ﬁ'lﬁ'mawadmmﬂmﬂmsaummg’m (Standardized Root Mean Squared Residual: SRMR) 4) ﬁi’li’mﬁ
aaa‘uadﬂ"]Lafﬁiﬂﬂmwﬂmmﬂﬁaumﬁ'ﬁﬁawaam‘sﬂi:mmm (Root Mean Square Error of Approximation:
RMSEA) idudruanainuasiaiafousaslaias 61 SRMR waz RMSEA fiauin 9§ aa3ikasnin 0.05
BB IaJmaaa@ﬂﬁmﬁuiagm%aﬂizé'ﬂﬁﬁ wazdniansyldnasdatasnin 0.08

mjuﬁ 2 qriiianurennsad TIguNNT (Relative Fit Index) tuazfiivanin Tuiasfitian
aTamaudninluiaadas: (Baseline Model) wniiedla Usznaudie Normed Fit Index (NFI) uas
Comparative Fit Index (CF1) lagfienesud 0 89 1 uazefisensule fie 1nnnin 0.90

ﬂ@;&l“ﬁl 3 uiiiadu 9 laun @1 Normed Chi-square 3o la-auaasaunns (x2/df) inasiild
AT e Iumaﬁmmaa@ﬂﬁaaﬁuﬁagaL%aﬂszﬁ'ﬂﬂm:ﬁuﬁ ledn (x2/df) weanin 3.0
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4. WANIIAERDBYALIZZINTAILFDLTINTTOAW

NNMAALTIUTINTDYS AN TAaUNRUTIIA® 402 At § 276 A% ﬁl,ﬂuvl,ﬂmummeﬁmmna;u
Yszmnadmane usxdl 16 au Ainsuuuusoumulusnsmeuwds fo aaufAULALINUYN AT I8
3daeanINMIAnI wazasdnanmTianzitayalszons asuaasluansnaf 2

NI 2 Namﬁmezﬁﬂ’a;ﬂaﬂsz"mm"uaamjuﬁaaﬂ'w 260 A% WU saulngduwwae
Aaiuiouas 65.38 uaziwanid Aatduiauas 34.62 amqmaamjuﬁ’mahashuimyj flong3zning 30-39 1

Aaluiauaz 38.08 uazngugamnnysy wudn sulngeglungugianadu Aaduiesas 21.02

M157199 2 Tayadszng

3030 awmils Swmanad mu’::saﬂ
LWNE 1Y 170 65.38
RN 90 34.62
a1y 20-29 1 60 23.08
30-39 1 99 38.08
40-49 1 69 26.54
50-59 31 11.92
60 T 4wl 1 0.38
NHUGARIANTIN  LNBATURZAATINNITNDINNT 2 0.77
fudgulnauilng 3 1.15
73MINMITn 57 21.92
fuFaasIMNIIN 17 6.54
aRITNIUNINE LAz BRI 10 3.85
NINBINT 5 1.92
UINY 13 5
wnalulad / m3Fes 49 18.85
mMsdn®s / 398 14 5.38
AUILIUIFLNA 65 25
AUILIUIFIEAND 25 9.62
N 260 100

5. HANIIMAIITHINLAANITIA
5.1. mimmaaum’mﬂﬂamaaﬁaga (Normality Assumption)
“Lumimafﬂaaumm@mmﬁaga iagaa:ﬁmﬁmmammLm'uﬂﬂﬁ Gesnunsonansanldainen
MMINTZ LN FUNIAT (Skewness) HazAIMNFIVBINIINTEINY (Kurtosis) agﬂuﬁ’m +3.0 19 -3.0 NaN13
NARIUNLIN iagaﬁn’mmmmﬂna ‘[@mhmsmza’mﬁaummﬁdnagji:vnho -.785 19 -.189 LAzAIAINY
gmjaamim:mﬂﬁmags:mw -.636 119 .410
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5.2. HaMFAaNzReIAlsEnauL T ugn
HAINNINTIAT=R AUz nauFsEuduluasiusnwuin é1 SRMR Ald de 0.0828 s'fiagmniﬁ
Inaafimrue wazaaudsdiing PEOU3 iludaudsiidenusunusiuassdu (PU uaz INT) Iuizﬁugd
Goonadulyladn snassevessaulssana PEOU3 flanuaguiaie vnltlUsuwninuasoanle aoin
F9¥NIaaaIuUsFEINe PEOU3 aanannmsdans vinldnanisienzresddsenauidsiinauiaaia
mmmmzamawaﬂmmayﬂummﬁﬁmu%’ﬂﬁ fia GFI = 0.959, AGFI = 0.929, SRMR = 0.0519,
RMSEA = 0.054, NFI = 0.977, CFl = 0.990 82 Normed Chi-Square = 1.747
5.3. NAN3ATIIFOLAMUALIATIUAZANNWLTo D
HANN3ATIFELAMUALIATITIMT an uazausdefio uaadlua1ssi 3 uazaNufisIase

W99 unUILin Laadlua1en 4

13197 3 Composite Reliability Waz AVE

11298 NIAIIN Factor loading CR AVE

Perceived Usefulness (PU) PU1 0.888 0.94 0.838
PU2 0.942
PU3 0.916

Perceived Ease of use (PEOU) PEOU1 0.93 0.88 0.713
PEOU2 0.914
PEOU4 0.663

Intention to use (INT) INT1 0.91 0.942 0.804
INT2 0.928
INT3 0.907
INT4 0.838

#1319 4 Correlation Table

Mean S.D. PU PEOU INT
PU 5.713 1.046 0.915
PEOU 4.979 1.166 0.451 0.844
INT 5.824 1.074 0.709 0.323 0.897

RHNIELAAC. NNN&§89va9 AVE LLﬁ@NIuLL%’)‘V]LLEN"I]ﬂG@]’]TN

INATNN 3 HAINANITATIIFAUANNLNLIATILTIAN U WU mﬁ'mﬁfﬂmam”mﬂmﬂﬁa
YNNI 0.5 Ao FA1AILA 0.663 D19 0.942 WazA1 AVE ¥1nn3n 0.5 nnauLs waa9 bt AnINaSaslad
ANUNLIATITIL AT LazWLINTA1 CR 1NN 0.7 Ny fo Jeaaue 0.88 D19 0.942 LEAILALAK
' A A A oA A
TaTadNaNANVUNL TN

INAT19N 4 NANTUTLLAUAN VLN LINTILTITILUA WU FRFNWUTIZHINIAIBUSAAGEININ
INNFaIvad AVE Vlﬂé]’mﬂs LEAIIN LL@ia:ﬁaLLﬂsmmmLLamﬁammLﬂuimm%'wvlﬁumﬂdwmiay;

FINNRAUALL DU
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6. WANIIIAIEHINLAALATIAIY

2
R =0.20

Perceived
Usefulness

0.71**

1 2

R =0.50
Behavior
Intention to
Use

H3

Perceived
Ease of Use

= a >
NINN 3 NANIT Lﬂi’]z%ill LR ﬂIﬂi\‘i &3

AN 3 namIItaTzAluealaseaie Vlﬁﬁﬁﬂ@aaummmm:mﬂ@mwagﬂmm“uﬁﬁmﬂ
I@Uﬁﬂlﬁ GFl = 0.959, AFGI= 0.929, SRMR = 0.519, RMSEA = 0.054, NFI= 0.977, CFl= 0.990 Lag
Normed Chi-Square = 1.747 Ganaandnsadauanlwidui lunssuudgiuiianuminzaunudaya
Fadszany uanduluaafiinidedia usznoiluasundg il R? Sonaz 50 Aimansnafuisana
aslauasnwgdnssumsldinalulad Big Data

7. WALBINIINATDUANNAZIWNIIVE

HamInasauaNdgIn wudl H1 uaz H3 ldsunsmivayu lag H1: masuiuslomiinanszny
Tunauandennuaslauaasmgnssunsidinalulad Big Data winriy 0.71 was H3: mysuianuiely
nslfnuiinansznulunisuandamssvidszlomiveinalulad Big Data winfiu 0.45 dau H2 a3y
URECISTEIIN T mysuianudislunsldnuisliduansznula passdannuaslaLEaINgAnsunsle

wnalulad Big Data uddsnanidanrun13Tuilazlos i 0.32 (0.71 x 0.45)

arduazandsana

1. d@yduazandena

ndmanguasmyiseidasmsansniaselumssensuinalulad Big Data lussdnsludszine
Ino laaldngu] TAM lumsaTune wudy luesswadgiudanusaaasasnudayaidadszandluszdud
waziduluimaiinigada I@ﬂmﬂaawagmmmma%msm’m@maLLaquﬁnisumﬂ“ﬁ’mﬂIﬂaﬁ Big
Data o 50 tlafifud uazwan1Inasausun@zIu wudt H1 uaz H3 lasunssiuayu Saagdldd wid
walulad Big Data azaansnlsnuldioudninglilisuitalslomivaanalulad Big Data n3ldou
5oz liaansnifiednle

MnENNGZIUA 1 wuth mﬁ'ujﬂiﬂmﬁa’wam:wulumamﬂ@iamwmgﬂa]LLaquaﬂﬁwmﬂ‘*ﬁ
walulafl Big Data atnsdinadamy Damanndasnunaenuwise [5-7, 16] sresurefduwlyldswiums
ﬁuwuf:mmm]‘mﬂiﬂmﬁmm:mmmaIuTaﬁ Big Data fivandsldaninaluladau 9 fe malulad
Big Data Lﬂumﬂﬁﬂlmjﬁ"ﬁaﬂlﬁmﬂ(ﬂimmsnﬁ'@miﬁwﬁaQaﬂ%mmummaﬁlﬁwﬁuashaimSﬂﬁ il
asdnsiitayaBafinuuniieainilunsaadula 5%\1Nalﬁﬂszﬁ?ﬂ%mwLLa:ﬂs:?m%walums@‘htﬁuqsﬁaﬁﬁu

o & A & 3 & a . X 2~ A o ' 4
[2RNREYE) LNaaﬂﬂﬂiLV\uﬂﬁZTﬂ"ﬁ%"ﬂQGL‘Y]QI%IQU Big Data N']ﬂ"ﬂ%"ﬂ\‘]NLﬂ'lﬁﬂJhlﬂﬂﬁlzlﬁﬂ']%ﬂaﬂ"ﬂu [6]
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aundzaud 2 wudy Tadsmsipianuislunslfulddnansznudaanuailauaasngdnamm
v A Y a Ao o A A o o o A '
M3l Gemanadasnuawian [7] defusiidullldhzinangldaeniviunalulad Big Data a3
suuayUNIzLIUNINITIRaRINNaznatawaNLe uazauazaInauslunIiinueeaIwan
a & A & & aa = A &a ' aa A o &
111 Snnanalulad Big Data mwduismslwi Sinafiauaznagnifiuandrsldaninmauuudy dimu
L2 A =S ] v a Y o v o @ ¥ ] A ] &
milfnufiiedaldldgnatandslasgls ilwnssuinsldnuieliinansznude anuaslauaas
wo@nssumald udadnalsfiany uddimsivimilsnuiealisnansznulasassdaanuaslauaas
wadnsumald udnissuianuislumsldnusinalasdauniu (Indirect Effect) n3iuidszluoi
sundgiui 3 wudn masuianudslunisldnudnansznuluniuindamsiuilslomives
walulad Big Data adviiusdan sunnaiunglaaigsuissaas Wu uaz Chen [22] laglaatusis
Usingnisaiivin masufansdslunmsldrududetsnudunsslunmsweinssinsivilelomd
oA v o, a9 L oA A @ X A o o, A & . Aa o« Ao
winoanud Bssuiiunaluladlinuisdidumilduinniunaziviifidelosl swdsanunwidss
A v a 1 o v ] U 1A 1 09’/ a 1
[23] BleaBuied mysufanudeluntldnuhiinadeanuatlausasngdnssunsldlasass udana
' ¥ ° ' A X v o ' a o a . A v o W v
elunsldrnuazildgnainduvsesmsiuidslood iswdvinunalulad Big Data il gain lai'la
aanisinnalulagazuntiodrwisanuazaintunslsnundininmnalulad dnsldnuninsassina
Tiwanansuiszlominnimaluladlannduuaziiannuadlaazlinuluewaa
2. qouvelartlunongsiuazniel)ia
=S v a 1 A < v
nnuasasnsdns laligulsloilummaue] lasawzedblulszidunansznunsdas
paimaivianuislunisldnunidaanuadlausasnndnsaunmsldiunsiuislomiveanalulad
wugaan aaw masilelomBadududsdshundagsenivmsisianuislunsldnuuszany
aslaugaang@nasn uananimsdnmdiddumislunsamseungufszuumawnandagluuium
a ' . A A ' ad o a o
vaanaluladlni 1w inalulad Big Data Gauandrsarninaluladdu 9 wazaindoaydvesnuiis
Fliiwin nsnyaaaazldinalulad Big Data iiavnyaaatuilaiinaluladaunnldnuldious:
oAl szanTamwmshauldnunanndiy aanu Tudzesmsd fud namsdsosunsashlulaidu
waspulunssinaussasyuanunisudmsumssansumealulad Big Data luasensludszinalngle
lasuwananaany fa 1) mﬁmmmﬁfuaguslﬁqﬂmmﬁ'wjuammaasl,%mulmﬂiuiaﬁ Big Data 911
datsie 9 usiseeldgnminuads mmznsiuildiunalulaglanulaielitudenazsinald
o o o & aN o & o ' o & e 9 o o
winawsuilszlomianimaluladldunnduuazinlugnmssensy 2) asdnsaasgaiuliyaainiivgis
Uszlamivasinalulai Big Data Naunsagistindsedninwuazysedniualiuanmsvinnuaessninan
v . L 6 1 v a a a v d‘p a o
1d iensiufdszlombzdmaldifanisseaniumaluladld uanaindt waannsassaansasilyl
Urzgndldiduumaimilunmsinuaulounsvesniisnuniaig maantw iNasiusyuuazdasulidl

myinalulad Big data anlt Geazasnarinlitszinalnoauisaudstvuaznafisummdssina'la
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