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400 Ay o 18Tun1sains1eiidoyauuy T-test, One-
Way Anova uazn15iAsizvinisannsgideny (Multiple
Regression) lagimuatiadeld 5 druAa 1) drunssuf
Usslovd 2) Arunissuiaenaslderndy 3) dadediuaai
goapday 4) davearunisujuisivvaswine uas 5)
taseduulevigesans Tnedided1ymnieadanszay 0.05
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Y9990 715% 19U (Work Life Balance), &1uinaiuiaidousss
(Virtual

Management, ICT Management

Office), Telecommuting, Engineering

ABSTRACT

This research is a study of the attitude of The Study
of Employee's Perspective Attitudes Affecting Towards
Work-From-Home with a model adapted from the
Technology Acceptance Model (TAM). The researcher
had studied about various factors. In Thailand the
internet access rate increases from 82 percent of the
total population. Morover, the researcher has studied
the problem of air pollution as well. Due to in the year
2019 a crisis of PM 2.5 which affects the daily life of
people in Thailand very much. In which the density,
pollution Bangkok is ranked 8 out of 10 in the world,
mainly due to traffic congestion.

Which aside from the above factors. The researcher
has further studied the attitude factors. And the
concept of Corporate Policy and Job Performance can
be considered as one factor that affects working
acceptance from home. The questionnaires were
collected by 400 people who used to work from home to
be used in the T-test, One-Way Anova data analysis,
and Multiple Regression analysis, with 5 factors
determined? 1) perceived benefits 2) perceived ease of
use 3) consistency factors 4) employee performance
factors and 5) organizational policy factors With
statistical significance at the level of 0.05

Keywords: Work from home, Distance work, Work life
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balance (Work Life Balance: WLB), Virtual Office,
Telecommuting,  Engineering  Management, ICT
Management
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voaUszansiulseimalnenudn uinninsesas 68% Y8
aflomannnitanuidsssasiieatudazioulifiuiiay
Inglvinnuddgnistesiudeyadiudminis 75% (We are
social and Hootsuite, 2019)

vhail fAseldrunadeyaiiAvadoadeatutigmmansemy
nanangnseInaduiy esandaediud 2562 IdiAn
Ingansalnisfu PM 2.5 finsznusientsliiinusedniuves
auludszmdalnelagiamzludwminngunnumuns lnglud
2556 saAn1seusielanlausznielil PM 2.5 aglunguansie
uz59 MlidlonadunziSwendndie szduifiouriaiy
wnuduves PM - 25 Tudmiangunnumiuas eglusedu
dumse oA AQI egil 166 Andudu 8 Tu 10 vedlan
(Airvisual, 2562) éTiai“JaGLTzJﬁnﬁzyﬁdaWLﬁﬂﬂmmﬂ!uaxaaq
fanandaunianandymnisanasindadess Tastlagty
Uszinalneddiuiusadzanuuviesauudiuiuuinis
38,428,308 Authusewe dalusiuauiidudiuausaiiisoglu
nyunnumIuAsHY 9,820,987 Au Anlufenay 2556 ves
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2. vuiuazauideiineadas uaz Bn1sanliveu
= o o =
2.1 ngeguuuinassniseausumalulad (TAM)

31nN13AnwIUITeITeladn wuudiaeiniseausy
walulad (Technology Acceptance Model: TAM) ﬁgﬂ
fimuntulay David, FD. (1989) lasfianuifeinuyudas
nsvviddlandouananginssulatu annsaaanisalliann
Ao (Beliefs) virmuaf (Attitudes) uazaudslansesh
(Intention) Fsluvhefigaaudslansesiazdssaneliiians
nsediidu Usznoulusedadondng dad 1) nnsfudds
Usglomd (Perceived  Usefulness) Aanuidovesgldsd
\Aeatestuiesvesszuuin malulad fananvgiduniiy
UsyBvsnimlunisvhanliiedug) dumssuiianslde
§18 (Perceived Fase of Use) sdumudnifiuresynnaiidl
manisseszuunslinuiielidudeu Fsnsfuitasunns
fustannslauineazdamasieivinuadiidsenisldnuin ns
Fuitemnnunissuifanasldaudnelidninasenisiuine
Uselewinag (Davis et al, (1989), Mckechnie et al., (2006),
Rigopoulos et al,, (2008) etc.)) feldifulsndniidrdnues
wuudrassnmseensumalulad (TAM) 3) viruaRidnadensly
91y (Attitudes Toward Using) #ie sirupivesildauiidise
Lwﬂiuiagﬁuﬁawmiﬂﬁwmlﬂémmaquaﬂﬁm L
anuidnaulassinnaassnisssinldem anuidniidde
LMﬂIuIaﬁﬁuﬂ walunddsuinuarideau 1ne Davis et al,
(1989), Fred (1989), Parveen & Sulaiman (2008) laina1ld
31 AauadfiddenisldaruazlFudninainnisiuiis
Usglgvtuaznisuitmnudirglunisldenu 4) wginssunis
felaldamu (Behavioral Intention) 1Hunisuaneenionging
vosflfeuidromeluladiu 1 lngldsudvsnaanssuiie
Ustlowdveunaluladuasiaundiiddonalulad 9
Rigopoulos and Askounis, (2007) naunulun1s@nwiuesnan
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wrimgAnssunisaslaldaulunisdnwveswivzlasusvsna
a1nn1ssuitaseleriuasnisiuitmnudelunisldam g
wdmalngnIwan1slHNULIRS

Perceived
/ Usefulness \
External Attitude Intention Actual
Variables [Towards Use To Use Usage

\ Perceived /

Ease of Use

51/171 ngugnIseeusumAlulad (Technology Acceptance
Mode TAM)
##17: David and F.D. (1989)

2.2 NOANTINAIUUKY (TPB)

NOuNOANTIUAMLNY (Theory of Planned Behavior:
& a a a a o P ° .
TPB) unimnAanguinmedninediauiigninauelag Ajzen
Tul 1985 FagnWwuIINNOUHN1INTETAIUAGLATHE
(Theory of Reasoned Action : TRA) 984 Ajzen way Fishbein
Tul 1975 uay 1980 lagldinisiiiunisiuivesynnalag
= a = v < v A

nanfangAnssudslsznouludsie 3 Usziauvan As A
WaLNEINUNgANTIY ANTBLAEITUNAN81989 (Normative
Beliefs)
(Control Beliefs) lnaaduiaunsiag BduUsusazfiiaunse

wagAUABIAEIfuAINEIN1TaluNISAIUAY

a%maié’éfqﬁ 1) ﬁmuﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁammﬁa A N3UTEIUNATDY
mmmiﬁ] LW@LLamaaﬂqummiuuuﬂ Imamammmnmm
LsnaLﬂmﬂuwasuaﬂﬂ”m,t,aqumﬂﬁuuu winyaratuiiaude
11 nsuanangAnssutuarldunanauiunisuinyaaassd
wultudiay ﬁﬁmuaﬁﬁaﬁiawqaﬂiiuﬁu FusleAndaunily
M13UIN Uﬂﬂamummﬂmmmamﬂﬂ (Intention) 1unwuam
wofnssutu 9 uimnyaraduidod duans qumimuuav
I§suravniau Aezdunliuieeiivauedilifdengfinssudu
(Attitude Toward the behavior) inviruARLUNISAU

2) ussVinguNgue1ada (Subjective Norm) 1Hun1siuives
yaraiaiuANLfesNsvRdseifireyanatulnefiazuans
wAnssunielity Invdiunnazanannsuannginssulag
Ananaudevesyanaiuiifidoaudeanisvesdsny
(Normative beliefs) Tngmnnynma3uiinnguauiifiaaudidsy
sl Tnsianizedradenulnddailldinginssuiug vie
manilfauanamninssuiiu yaratufifuuliufiezades
puLazyAInTy  3)
(Perceived behavioral control) tHunsiudvesynnaiiiie

n13fuiienisaruANNgAns sy

{]ﬁﬂ%mﬁdLa%w‘%a%’mmwmnmquﬁmsmﬁu K]
n3nens fnwe vielonalunisuansnginssudy Snvieds
vieswFnisiug anudesiufiasiliyanaaansauans
wgAnssulduiolal mnyaaaideinuiainisanruguly
anmmsaitudieliiAnnanaiinals yaeaiufas il
%mewqﬁﬂswﬂfuaanmwiuﬁu
Fsnnsfnunuideannsaagulsinnui mayaeaide
Pnsnsevidanaazdaaludeuin agiiuuilduganinee
donuansginssudu uazmniinguvosnuiiisvdnaliuans
waAnssuyanatuiiuualiugefiazadesnuituiu way
Uszifiugatiemnianudeinnisuanginssuduaziong
mufinuesinly vioanunsamuauranisnsyvile yanaaiiy
AfwwnlduflazshmgAnssutusenuniduiy

N

Intention —»{ Behaviour )

Perceived

\ Behavioural )

g‘l/‘i/:/'Z NYUINGANTSUMIUUEY (Theory of — Planned
Behavior: TPB)

i10: Ajzen (1991)

2.3 L UNAALSRAN N ULENBURSY (Virtual Office)

wudfinlsesd1dnauiaiionass (Vitual  Office) M
(Oxford Dictionary, 1998) 1ol
Aunaeliin Wunisdnfiusuvesgsiansossansid

nauynsuvesdenasa

wiinewimelulagnisiadithy uenaniddidnisevin
Suldlirsivesdin dnaeuaiiowsss (Virtual Office) 13
e 35ga wunaalva (2553) ldeBute 1390 Aensdl
wifnalsidndudeadrunirnuidinauduuszdmntu
Tagerdenisidauiiiculaeideudeniunianalulad
ansaumeaiielvindnaiudaudangulunisiuamise
euiiledlalesianirod19dslulssmadiddesitanednu
fui wwemnuAnSesddnawaiiouass (Virtual Office) 1&
Wawnanuinnssureseadeyainias lneluwinudan
nnsuiRgeamnssy neladnansanisnnuaenndedli
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wngautumsvhanlutlytunndatu Tasianzegisdans
vhauaniithuldgninnvaassiniunsadausnlud 1989
siiteyausngfsnshmaluladreufiamesuvunnmanld
mudeyadnedilulingansvesananisiu (Safi Airway) laglad
n1sUsrendluidagsiaildgnvduenundulssifufiansun
asjmﬂugﬂﬁﬁiiuiu% 1994 1ag Ralph Gregory Q’da&u’w%@’w
Weatunislruinsmaluladdinauaiouluiedluaine s
(Boulden) ¥glelasila (Colorado) Useinmanigoiu3nn Tl
vaesliuundalei vsEndananlavensdlaeanizly
ousnunilevhliiduisdnduluuiudidniudaies
(Intelligent Office)

drlinnuaiiousds (Virtual Office) Fsfieldinduguiiuuy
Tnsivean1svineu uazfsanuiiviuagsaiignasniy
nalavesnsiannmelulad inlrtagtuilissuunisussaiana
Foyauuudinseinduazdumediin saudsguiuuunisdeans
Tyl I8AnTusnnnelainasdunsdssgamslnasurann
(Video Conferencing) fivlranunsadeanslaneninuasdes
Snihadianunsasesfunisiudsenaisuuuviudeiian (Real
Time) [8nde ededing 9 manilsmetaesunenuasaanly
anunavinuuendinanuldedrsazainsiniuazdiienieuin
feiu  lunndenlvmiinsuiiogislnalfussqudimune
ety Inefisjaduludaau (People) Aidesiinisususinund
msialiiinanufuinveuludeseidelunisuimg
Ian1sadenuiesuiniy taeddcdfyfiosdnsaasiy
AudAaRudauFe wwIelunsufuRnu (Processing)
FamasiinisusuldsuibuuiiomnsauAunisvinausinu
drifnaulaiionats 1wy nsruIunInAsafunoun T
\uszuu Workflow)  wagdugavinedadendniiddyide
p3AnsAIsINsAszuUmaluladasaumafinanzaus o
n1sidnfisgudnaisresgrudeyavindrinauldnasaiian
naonauiiszuuiesiuluFesrnulasnfuvesdoyaiivinzan
anee

2.4 WUUINADINAAUUASINNG B L UUINRBIN1THIUTY
walulad (TAM)

YBNINNLUUIIa0In15ansunalulad (Technology
Acceptance Model: TAM) §33eldvinnisAinwisetisladodu
NAUAR LazuwiAnuleuIweAns (Corporate  Policy) uaz
UftRnuveswiinau (Job Performance) Aifioldinutladod
dawaren1sausumsiauIniithuegnsnn
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JU 3 fregrnisifeusiouuy Virtual Private  Network
(vPN) Faiiinisiousoseniteglaary (Usen  fagnialna
9AnsishAunIasvasesRnseInaUnsalindeuiinieg lng
a1AEm st svadoyaasawalUdaaleyi

ﬁil?: A New Virtual Private Networks Access Model ,
Researchgate (2013)

wnAaviaunf (Attitude) udfifisngudwyisnanaiwn
a1fud “Aptus”  Fawvadnludesedraninzay wasld
thanldfusgaunsvanedn “Attitude”  lummuvanediin
viruad WunuduiusiiAsitusenineanuddn mnude
videnisiuesyana Auuuildufiaziingdnssuldneulunisla
maiklihasdudniolauiivsdmasongfinssuiioz
wansoonieaiwInETe eI ARatY naafe Viruad 1y
Feswasinle vinit anuidniindn wasarwlindeswasyana
Aflsiodoyatnans uaznsiUndu Inednisuszanananuus
SnwadalaenuiinAnvesyanatuy q Alduandesiiuli
viauaR Usenousne arwAaiifinasesnsunl wagauddniu
WAZQNUAAIDBNINIAENNINGANTTY

wnANNTUFTRvesNinaIu (Job Performance) n157l
wifnauusiazau amrsaviedluniiidauldsuueumngli
vssquimmneaufinanisiimualilaglddadonisina
nange é’ﬂulﬂuﬁ’;%’i@?}aﬁwé’ﬂmiﬁﬁwﬁzgmiﬂﬁﬂ’awuasjw
wiinuazmelingsuifovvesudsm nssuivewhmiiise
nsUfRnuveminaludsiaveinuiesdenansesnuniu
AzuuuMsRTsUsiiunad i LS uildfmun

wwAnuleu1eesAns (Corporate Policy) tlunseudmsu
nsdndulavesuinisludnuazuandiiuiaiinme uasna
wran1sALiue ﬁgqmiawLLmumU@muﬁﬂmiﬁ’maau”lwia
AIEVSTAT Y Fauleuneiifdonlneusenausiediuiiddy
Fodwatvaylifinsdnaulafigndesuazinuluge Snis
ilinisusnsaudulumeanuiivszdnian lneduns
mquﬁy’uﬁugmﬁummiﬂﬁﬁamu WunaliiAnanuuiueu
wazduindeunisufuAcusing q tilelesdnsussgaia
Wivaneaiidald Ssarnnsnuifedomnidgifedslii
Technology Acceptance Model: TAM (David and F.D,,
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1989) UszgnalagiiinaunisufiAnuveminauuagaiu
wlevwesAnsidlumeliialinseuideininuaseunquuann
gaqu

1Y

2.5N50ULUIANIIUILT

fuusildlunsnyiruadluusowemiinnuiiinase
nsiuaniidiulaefaunusdu Funisiuiusslevd
(Perceived Usefulness: PU), dun1ssuitenisldauine
(Perceived Fase of Use: PE), #1UAMUADAA&DITU
(Compatibility: Comp.), AunIsUURMUveningIu (Job
Performance: Job Perf) snuuleunsvetesdns (Corporate
Policy: Corp.) uaz@uusniy Ao anmwﬁﬁwlﬂgjmiﬁwm

NNV

Uszwnseand
Uszaunsaiunimineuenitu (fanses),

i, B, ANTUNTH, AUV, Ussumgsie

PP o )
wﬂuﬁwnam‘m‘mumnwﬁw

nndnsauiidhlugniaineuainiit
Behavioral Intention to

Work-From-Home

Munsufiinuveaniingu

(Job Performance)

msiufiansarunumn@ngs

#uulaungvasasdng (Corporate Policy)

gt/ﬁ 4 nsoukuaRneiteid  The Modified Technology
Acceptance Model: TAM David and F.D.,(1989)

3. wauazn159AUsIY

nMdedifunsidedesiinm Taefiseiiununndoya
nuvasdeyaugugll (Primary Data) ldnsiiudeyauuuigy
PigFnwlivinmsnunuteyauuvasunudszsnnsilily
nsAnwaSsidlan ﬂq'mﬂizﬁmﬂiéhasiﬂq’;’aﬁwﬁumqéhwi 22
Buluaerharuainiitiu S1uau 400 g Tasmsasituiiiu
LuvaBuAINiIuALLeY Saufenisiivuuvasuaiuesulall
Josuiidaudansesfiodoniomegiierauainitiy
wiify Snvislunuuaeuaudsdinsuianguussiangsianieg
sonidu 19 nguiteliiiiudannuunndrsveswinesudy
Usziangsiaudaziuuiinaderimuaffidon1sineuainnis
vhaumniituegisls mnduasindeyaiifinnuauysaih
n15eseiidaiflaenisldlusunsunisadfidnsa (SPSs)
wuvaeunaiefuteyavialuesimeunuvasuny Anuay
wuvaeua uduuvudanela (Close-Ended-Question)

uoniul§33¥avesdiasm (Likert Scale) Tnsutanisusziiiv
sonilu 5 szdu {3deldinaridadsluniseiusiona ua
wlamuningatazuu Iagldgnsn1sAuinnuningwes
Sunsnatu Seuansuanssiuin fail (@3990 183300 way
Ay, 2549) 18 sulanassiuauAniuaLLUY Likert
Scale ¥ia 5 33U
Taemsfidelatinismaasuquaimiadesiieldlunside
MImAILTigenss (Validity) Ingldtinausuvuasuniuse
919138 Usnwnaridervaiiieviinisnsisasunugnies
wasifissnsadaiion warusulgaudlaligniomuduurin
yososEivInuuaziduimauielaenndeatugausyacd
993910338 (100) 1nausin1siarsandl fedaiufiaranse
iluldldagdosdamnnniwienidu 05 uld Tagldgns
AuIuveelsiiuad uazuauiladu (Rovinelli and
Hambleton, 1977) waznisymauLdosiu (Reliability) Tnglé
afunnudeshilunsihuuuasuanilunaaeu (Pretest) fu
nguUszansiidnvuglndidssfunguiias Anwiduau 30
518 Toethlvieszsimanuidetulusete (item Analysis)
Audsn1smAIduUsEANS aTeuusIABana (Cronbach’s
Alpha Coefficient) Sans3deiiinausioenuegii 0.7 Fuly
F93iAsninisanaseng (Multiple
Analysis) wastladeiia 5 FrungAnssufiiilugnisvhamanii
trunudn Jadeaunissuiusvlond Jadeiuiunissuins

Regression

msldauite Jadeiusunisufifenuveaninay Jade
pusuuleuIBYeIIRn iRy eEdanTEAU 0.05

M15999 1 WanI5IATIZYNITaRaegnyaal (Multiple

Regression Analysis) HIW59a9t98919 5 97U
Unstandardized Standardized

fuus Coefficients Coefficients Sig.

B Std. Error Beta

AAafl (Constant) 0.073 0.174 0677

Perceived Usefulness 0.393 0.056 0.32 .000*

Perceived Ease of Use 0.003 0.051 0.003 0.951

Compatibility 0.204 0.04 0.23 .000*

Job Performance 0.169 0.056 0.148 .003*

Corporate Policy 0.27 0.035 0.281 .000*

R = 0.800 R = 0.640 Adjusted R'= 0.635 Std. Err. = 0.496

N15auA1dNUsEANSan0eeNInsEIU (Beta)  wanda
Auduus szl sAuRuMILUII L 91NNzl
31 frunisfuiuselend (PU) d8vSwasenginssunisinu

o v a A a P~ a
IINATUNNNGALTD99NIIAT Beta gafianil 0.32 89893
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ddu 2 Ao suuleuievesesdns (Corp) A1 Beta gl
0281  diuduAU 3 B AIUAIINABAARDITUNITIINIY
(Comp.) fifin Beta agil 0.23 dusiuil 4 fio sumsufdanu
yosmiinau (Job Perf) fifn Beta agil 0.148 uazdiugning
fio sumsiuiienisldaudng (PE) fen Beta agit 0.003 1l
finrsunArdulseavdavduiusnnauuosiiuUdassves
Haderts 5y AilEvEwasengAnssunsieaniituleg
fasananen Sie. fitfosndn 0.05 Frthuaranunsadouaunis

o w a

pnnoeldadu dudfymeadafisysu 0.05 aed
Y = 0.073+ 0.393* (PU) + 0.003(PE) + 0.204*(Comp.)
+ 0.169*(Job Perf.) + 0.270*(Corp.)

4. ayUNanIsANTuNISIdY

nansAnwszRUANANIuYe R ukuUde UL luiY
woAnssuiifinadenisinsuainiidiuainnguiney
wuuaeuam wui dAnedsegsinlusziuiiusemn Tagun
fsandusededawignouwuuasuaslimnuiiuegly
swiusniigndte Aeiinisvhauaindichuasiivsslevinntu
Tuswian Andinishauainditiuagnianusuldlusadng
YowuIny uazdegaThedeusetumsinsuaniithu

1) sunssuiusslevl d8vswaldauindengfinssunis
vhaaniithu Inenavesauufgiuaonadoafuaunfig i
1 flesnenAseildimsdansoanduiiogafiasyiauann
fithu vilvinadldsuinangiduszaunisal Snitatermanui
ngumeeslilviszAudaziuugeanfo Andnnsvihauaind
trudasanaldsne 1wy A101m13 AAunie Wudu 3
donPaesTuUATeeee Audrone Nakrogiene et al., (2019) #i
nd1i meiauanithuianuduldliiezdasansa
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