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ABSTRACT

This research was carried out with three major purposes: 1) to study the effects of organization
characteristics, attitudes toward technology, and external pressure from outside organizations on electronic
business adoption levels among small and medium sized enterprises, 2) to study the effects of attitude
toward electronic business on trust in electronic business technology, and 3) to study the influence of trust
in electronic business on electronic business adoption levels among small and medium sized enterprises.

The study was based on survey research. The sample was drawn from small and medium
sized enterprises listed in the auto part manufacturing, electric, and electronic industries in Thailand.
The questionnaire was designed and used in data collection. Ordinary least squares and partial
correlation analysis techniques were adopted to test the hypotheses.

The research results showed that

1. Most small and medium sized enterprises adopted electronic business at the web level.
On average, they had used computer technology for 9 years but had used the Internet technology for only
4 years.

2. Organization Size, pressure from customer, and the trialability dimension of attitude toward
technology had positive effects on levels of electronic business adoption. The pressure from suppliers as
well as the complexity dimension of attitude toward technology had negative effects on electronic
business adoption levels. In addition, the relative advantage and observability dimensions of attitude
toward technology had positive effects on trust in electronic business technology.

3. The implication of this research is that the small and medium sized enterprise association should
provide strategic support on electronic business adoption as well as the development of customer relation
management. The association should get involved in extending the organizational learning boundary in the
area of supply chain management, building trusted relationships, exchanging and transferring knowledge in

supply chain management as well as providing support for adopting higher levels of electronic business.

M ey ganadannsaiin T uinnssn enudaie

Key Words : E-Business, Innovation, Trust



144

Ui
FannmsuazanumIvi lunswann
walulad 15 wnalutagiu lafiunum awy
damsihantszandlfiie u yufanssums
gsfanndu  Tesfiiaguse edluniswanun
nszumawdouazliuins e Heanu
wsalumsudedungsnaldmiianinguads
wazfnnadiudams SHeaaduieuianssy
(Kim and Mauborgne, 2005) “7;1311, UD UMK
uimsitlieeiiandeu aeu uasrnudainms
2090010uay Samalviiiidnsuziawy

NN
q3ﬁﬂ§L§ﬂ%iaﬁﬂ ” (Electronic business)
(E-business)
szUIUMIMagsAafinaziy adidnnsaiin ©
(Jones and Tilley, 2003; Slyke and Bélanger, 2003)
Fansauaguiamsldnuaaninegdidnnseiin

wSaenlagenlndl u

(Electronic Mail) msﬂszqﬂmﬂ%‘swmwuwu
NINEINTYN MAANIeBe1IN  (Enterprise
resource planning:ERP) ms%vammhusxuu
Walddannsatin © (e-commerce) MITUAN
wWasudayasueiaenauiinees viaden
Tagtairszuudale (Electronic data
interchange:EDI) n1511523UKIULATDUNE
318nn38iin * (e-payment) u,axﬁaaﬂssuﬁuﬂ ii
AsEINEULAS DU BILTIN
Aanssugsnadiannsaiin lasunis
ganduinilueiasiiolums Wu yufanssu
yagaRafiiilslemidagsAandann (Mullane,
Peters and Bullington, 2001) Tagaramly
3 wna 1nsavenglan MNMIAAIAYBNNAMS
(Boeth, 2003) Tugaaaalumatsena zain
ndurld 1nsadhdseanalwiiueiade
dumadifiald eaadunulumsdadas 13
Meluwazaauanasdnis (Gottschalte and
Abrahamsan, 2002) Huadaany 1salums

M35 19398 3. (Ue.) 7 (2) : 8. - §.9. 2550

mmlszeanans
andszlemivesgsnadiannsaiin
masguazmhenuiiiedas 16 du yulw
3 wiwmenanuazznagen imsuszandly
gsnadidnnsailn Szaudag  melussdnis
209i WA mdeeseilgiveliany ulassau
nsUszgndldgsiadiannsaiin weed mia
YNNI NUBYUIAGBNNAMITHAN 10838
daniasdnmlunduge Wnssundadu u
srueud Wi wazdidnnseiin® Fengw
20 WnssuaInandungugn mMnIINIUNMS
waoildimaiiauazinaluladusznaunande
Fefidnumzmadiiunuiindieadediu uanan
vudadunguae wnssuiidilam mamsaaa

nalulsematazinalseing

NUNIUIFIUNITN

NOVHMIUNWINIZNBUIONTIN (Diffusion
of innovation theory) ¥®4 Roger lasims@nun
Tagrindmmssthaunsvans lagawizaghais
mathinduwndelumsinsiiedumseansu
matszandldasuu 13 une nouiildasung
sUnvvrasnmssansulszandldniaUft s
wndalni Tesmsuszgndlduianssuiuiy
pgfuamdnyazaasuinnssndalsznaudis
5 auanwae Ussnaumemssuiniussland
(relative advantage) M3 BAABANNUANNADINS
(compatibility) @MNFUFUVBINITIEIU
(complexity) Msilan naasaldny (trialability)
WAENIT INALHUKANITIEIY (observability)
(Roger, 2003) M35usniivszlemininads
wianssuiufinhundedifluaguiadiniims
maoudagdy Mesdmsinauadinuinnssud
Uselood  asmldiinisdszgndlduinnssn
UM BAAABNINUANINABINITYDIUTANTTN
wnganuhuianssuty unsadhiuldiue



KKU Res J (GS) 7 (2) : April - June 2007

flan anudauariaussTnaetaddms msil
wIAN3INHAANN BAAFRIGINE1Y Az W
psdmsfinnliuiiasiimssaniunaziszgnd
TFuianssu

ANNFUTDUUBIUIANTIN AD AN
ennlumsldnu Huanssutufianugennaag
mslFnumnnuianssuiuazgniUfe sanesdms
msiilom nasasldnudamsigissanduionssu
filan leneassldnuuianssn wisuianssu
vy nsanesasldnulaug u dldldd
Tem Tumsneaasldnuuianssuuasiinnnu
fiwala dinasfivnliviiassanduneslscand
winnssuaald  ums wnaiuramsldou
fa mafifuszgndld “anaifiuasdmsauiing
Uszgndlduinnssy arasdnsle wnatiiuus
yaamslssgnduinnssnnnasdmsay wiiua
mbiasamsiwnhinlumssanasuuazUszand
WIANTIN

M558 UVBIYAAIAINUUIAAY DY
Kirton (Kirton’s adaptor-innovator inventory)
(Kirton, 1976) lauieanyasaaimsiauiuas
wilsdaymeanilly 2 ngn Tesnguuiudd
(adaptors) Aonguiifimsdauduazdiiivnuma
ng unguidguuas (innovator) (Hungui
i sauazAumuumalvailumsudlatiam
FouandadnsarmaEeuiuwayanang o
naudadIsmsudladaym ulsusuazanude
TN 938 UUIAAANNEIT DAANDINUNG ]
msuwinszneuianssuiiodingd dnwuza
YAAANNAGDILEELINIYBINITUNINTEANE
wianssn datly wydpuiifsdasiudneme
yeeguivisiiidassdunisussgndgsna
didnnaniin Femwualidsil

NuBgId 1 @'u%wwﬁﬁﬁ'numzwm
msduguasuulannani aziinsdszand
lHuianssugsnadidnnsaiin ‘zasasdnislu

sEAUil i

145

PUNAYBIBIAN S LA UMTAAMTAINH
dnswadanisuszgndldgsnadiannsaiin
ASANEIVEY Zhu, Kraemer and Xu (2003)
WU31I 1wRIBUIANSINLATTUIaE BN T
ynalugnhilmsUszgndldgsiadidnnsaiin
Nl mdafiinaEnnh venantungui
@Iuni (Agency theory) (Eisenhardt, 1989;
Gurbaxani and Whang, 1991; Ross, 1973) gale
25 UNEANY NWUSTENINVNNDIANTUALANIN
daamslumsnuax dieasdmsiivwalwafiu
2 MINABINITLUNITNTEILDIUIAUALNNS
tmalulad 15 wnagrsluniseivanuas

v 3

WU YPUMINDUUALNMITANTYBIBIANT
NuGgIMd 2: 3 wmAnenauaz
yundaniiizurnaednisluainitaziings
Uszandlduinnssugsiadidnnsaiin Tuszau
‘ﬁvﬂﬂ’j'l
M3BauraaNdMIinansznuaans
Ussgneuiansan asdmaiimssuanuiannms
Boudazimsuanildsuaudasznin indnlu
29AM3 (Chaston, Badger and Sadler-Smith, 2001)
nssnegnalumsaa ula waziianudaneu
damsuasunlasnnnh (Caloghirou, Protogerou,
Spanos, and Papagiannakis, 2004 ) msfs'auj"wm
9AmMsgadinansznuaamsgansunaluladiva
(Klempa, 1994) LLazNﬂﬂﬂﬁ1§uﬂﬁﬁﬂ1iﬁﬁﬂﬁ
Hwwaalvinia Seuianssuainaziings
L%ﬂuélLLUU’m‘JaU (double-loop learning) (Argyris
and Schon, 1978) Fatiu MIEUTVBIDIAMS
2997 1MNWUIAEINUALIUIANANIILASUNIS
mamsainiinansznudasEaumsUszgndgsna
dannsaiin °
aufgIud 3: a9AnsfiNnIGau
Funasfinnsdssgndlduinnssngsna
audnnsadin Tuszduil_sni
ANFRINBLANNIBTN WeEuins

a a g

wunikanssnudamsdssgndgsnadannsatin



146

(Zhu et al., 2003) uanmﬂﬁgummg"tﬁ'mﬁ’u
walulad 15 umerpEuImsiunum A6
msdszgndnalulad 15 unAzadd WG
ganuazIAnNaN (Fink, 1998) NNANILNUAD
mslalusunsuyszgned (Thong and Yap, 1995)
M3 U YUEaNHUTMSHUNUIM MAydanu
1159289M 3 ESLUVINUHUNSHEINSY 191e
2999 1MNTUINgaNULEIUIONAIN  (Petroni,
2002) dnadamsUszgndmalulatinsfiaee
Aa 15 (Premkumar and Roberts, 1999).

ninwzamunaluladzaawinouwuii
HansznuaanIsUszgndgInadLlannsain
(Zhu et al., 2003) finwearunalulagzes
winouiinansznudaanudlunsussgnd
Faiudwinnuiidnsedumalulad 15 une
azfimatszgndlaidnt uannniunamside
FaNUNNNBUaTANNFENNRANTENUABANN
°1L§wmmsﬂsans‘fu§mﬂiiu (West, 1992)
wanNNIuMs U yudusulssana miums
Uszgndgshadiannsaiin ©  dawudniuiade
DayaanisUszandinalulad 15 wna
(Fink, 1998) Tagamzagheisd miamnadan
wozrnanaiiidenAaduduny (Burati and
Penco, 2001) 3t 39 WuazD uqagmé’qfr

NuBgd 4: 3 mAanauaz
mnagandidanawianuatasdnsannnitazi
msUszandldgsiaddomsaiin Tuszauil sni

ALNAGUIIN NMWUINGDNAIBUBN
89@n15  HkansznudanisUszgndldssuu
wanuasudayashuadidnnsaiin © wiaddle
(Electronic data interchange) STUUINWKNY
N5WeNns3 1na (Enterprise resource planning)
Uszgndldinalulad 15 umaluasdms suma
msldnudweadifio Faamsnaduan aw
WINADNMBUDNBIAMS LALA ANIZNAGUIINMS
wiey Mngne wazge daiiu fHdeelddvue
W wadgudsil

M35 19398 3. (Ue.) 7 (2) : 8. - §.9. 2550

'
a o

aufgIun 5: 3 mdandarinisel
< a

miqii'uUwsﬁmsﬂszt’gnmﬂﬁq‘sﬁaﬁtaﬂmau
Tuszau sni

anfgIudi 6: 3 wmdadldsuane
NAAUINGM UMK dayaszHINRINIIE
maUszandldgsnadiannsaiin Tuszaud L

Nudgui 7: 3 mﬁaﬁgnﬁﬁﬁmm
daenishnca e 1ueIadsdueasiin
azfinsuszandldasiadiannsaiin Tuszau
*ﬁ'vmh

AMANEMEUINNTINUTENBUMIE NMTH
Uselenyl (Relative advantage) (Premkumar and
Roberts, 1999) @114 2AARBNAUNITINNIY
(compatibility) (Agarwal and Prasad, 1998;
Premkumar and Roberts, 1999) aMNFUTDU
299UINNTIN (complexity) (Premkumar and
Roberts, 1999) nM5NAaadlany (trialability)
(Sadowski, Maitland and Dongen, 2002) Lag
A5 “wnatiuransiEu (observability)
(Teo, Wei and Benbasat, 2003) WUINWS
nsznudamadaulalszanduianssuiiiienda
fuwmaluled 13 una Galudemvue wydsu
Gail

'
a = a

NNAFIUN 8: T WNWUIANA LA

a9

a a g a

vadaniisuzhasnadiannsaiin Tusslani

9

= ¥ a a a
mn%mm‘sﬂszanmﬂ’ds‘snaataﬂmaun ”lu

9 9
EANTIRGPR
NUGFIUN 9: I 1WNAIVHIANALY

a9

[ a a o a

rundaniisuiitgsnadiannsaiin T PREY

9
[ o

8AAABINUNITINNIU AIHEN ANNLTaYas

a a g

23AMs aziinisdszgndldasnaddnnsaiin
°lu*széi’uﬁuqni1

anfzIud 10: 3 wmAaTIAnas
uazwmmiamﬁ%’ué’hqsﬁaﬁLﬁﬂmaﬁn Tew
dudaulumsldon aszdinsdszandldasia
a g

aannsaiin Tuszauiianni
NNAFIUN 11: 3 WAV UIANAIN



KKU Res J (GS) 7 (2) : April - June 2007

wazaurndanilafinisnaaasldouldvag
asnadiannsaiin azfinisuszendldagsia
adnnsadin Tuszauil_ani
wufzIud 12: 3 wmdawuianas

wazzIatand “unafiusazasnsuszyne i
Nugsnadidnnsaiin aziinsdszandligna
adnnsadin luszauil_ani

mMsUszgndldinalulad 19 wnad
anafmdasiuanuidede fliiianudeie
waluladinaziionudenmalszgndinalulod
Tunuaziivselond anuidedamaluladigsia
dldnanseiin 7 #dnSwademsldnudunasiiie
29917 (Tan and Walter, 2000) linslaszuu
(Bargh, Janssen and Smit, 2002) ﬁmwm%aﬁ"u
(Croom, 2000) LLathﬁﬂ]WL“'mmnmﬂﬁqm
(i.e., no risk involved) (Friedman, Kahn and Howe,
2000; Yousafzai, Pallister and Foxall, 2003).
anuidaiamaluladiidnswadamsuszgndld
walulad 15 unelueadns (Bassellier, Reich
and Benbasat, 2001) NNINEWATEIANNEDAD
Fanan Femmue wndguld @il

NufigIud 13: HUama mihanne

ﬂm\mawmmiauﬁﬁmﬁm%aﬁaﬁaqsﬁa
awdnnsailn ann azdidndwasansuszyndld
asnvdLannsaiin "waaaqﬁnﬁﬂlussﬁuﬁ”qnh

uanMNLUTAUAGEDIUIMSTTide
ANANYUEUTANTINAINNG VI NITUNINTEANE
WanssN  MainansEnudanuiaie

a g

walulagigsnadiannsailn * damy Jamvueds

v
=

wydgule asil
nufgIui 14 M133u3ingsnae
aidnnsaiin ‘Nusslazann  Hanswarmly
mw&%‘aﬁaqsﬁmatﬁnmaﬁﬂ ’waargju‘%mstﬁaﬁiyu
nufgIuil 15: n133u3ingsnae
AannIaiin WMN aAABIAUMITINGDIY M
fisn anadavatasdnisann fanswarld
mw&%aﬁamﬂ‘[uTaﬁwam:u%msLﬁuﬁ"u

147

nudgIuii 16: n133uFingsna
adnnsaiin Henududaulunisldaniass
ﬁwﬁwaﬁﬂﬁ%zﬁumwmﬁaﬁaqsﬁaﬁtﬁnmaﬁﬂ !
waa@'u%m'stﬁu"?iyu

aufgIun 17: mslanaasasldaou

) W}

shaddnnsaiin Hanswamldszauanaia
aqsﬁaatﬁﬂmaﬁﬂ ’wm@'u%mitﬁaﬁi"u

amagmﬁ 18: 113 “wNATUHYAY
n1sﬂszqnm"°lﬁmuqsﬁa§Lﬁﬂmaﬁﬂ ’wanju‘%ms
ﬁﬁw%waﬁﬂﬁ'mwL%aﬁaqsﬁﬁ)ﬁtﬁnmaﬁﬂ !
waa@'u%muﬁu"?iyu

1. Taduanyaiaadng ,
S 5 o v
- dmspuUsznaumshmsdudilioudas ()
- ARIMS (+)
- msBeuguaiidms (+)
- AMaNSaYBdBIAMS (+)

2, AMENATUIN._ MWARIMEUN
- AMENAAUNNMITUITY (+)
- mznaguanngm (+)

- MENAaUNNgnA (+)

saumsUsegnaly
wimssugadidmsai

3. Niaundniinessiadidnnsaiin
L
- mssughilsslem’ (+)
Y
- ANY 20AAN (+)
- amnugugau (+)
v v
-ms gmmwmagn‘lmlulﬂ (+)
- maiunamsldnuladomy (+)
- MILHAnTR MBI () ]

|4, amuiiiaiie
- widafamalulad (+)

AW 1 nIpuLINABIFsznauBINagNs TN
nsznudamalszgndlagsnadidnnsaiin ©
2847 mfITMIanaNLazaIagaNTy
Uszinalne:  nsdidnwzssgsialy
80 MNTINMINAATY eusudliih

a s a ks
LASBLINNIDUN

o oets
LLUIUIBIY

Uszznslumsdnmadaiivsznauds
7 WMAWUIANDNUALVUIALBNGN 1YNTTH
naasy ususud  IWihuazddansaiin T
Uszinalng  ngudradilumsdnmaiuiu
975 fHaM3



148

1

§ideld $reuvu suamiiiefu
TunNdayalosuuy auanht ualgnsinn
P 5 Muesa sy nasINtUIh
WUy auaNNaUINUSUUR wasihuuy auy
Aldsumsuiulsainling aufunguiszens

nlildngueanadiaiuu 30 fans

AMA B ILATRNIE

NIA5INALASN tna (Likert’s Scale)
5 szeu (nlifiudieatedaluafiugae
atede) ldlumsiaunuimuasguimslums
Wugdsunlas msBeuiuesasdms anu
WIBNYBIDIANIT NNITNAGUIINAITUAITY
ANENAGUIINGNAT  NIILNAGUIINGA)
audnvazuianssuwazanudeio 2una
aedMyTaNNINUNTINUANDS  IUszAU
msUszgndlagsiadidnnsailn Tadeunasie
wuuZdnudaaninalsuidea na 6 sEU
(@nbilFaslaunsznaldinni )

BIenzidadelaldlunisianiiu
Wigaserenasialagidanmsvyuunuuuy
M3ufind (Varimax) titeidlumsasia auhded
Padudasnsin 1nsadeaglunguidednula
v3old wemsn,a auwuhdnied nnsainag
Tunguidenduld wdmnduldhmaana au
ANuiHaturnaIaviiadaadl “ulss g
asauLIAdan) (Cronbach’s alphas) WAMINTIA
aunuIm “wlse niasauadavhvaduday
wnasiaiia_andh 0.7 weglunasineaniuld
(Nunnally, 1978).

mstiununndaya

wuu aumnildmnisuiudgenas
a979 auguANiaIasiiaFeudeaudr 1d '
neluswdidlugegisznaunisuiaguins
7 MNWNANINUBLVINALEDNIIUIU 975 AIMS
WIBNAIBAAUNIBINHINEYBANINDULATIZH LT
POUUUY BUDINUDE NNAUAIETDINANNNE

M35 19398 3. (Ue.) 7 (2) : 8. - §.9. 2550

aaunauilauuulundoniu deldSuanning
AOUNAUNTBNUUY DUDINT wysalduIu
227 atuAndusannmInaunausauas 21.23
{398 lald353 a1 evidadadiudu
(Confirmatory factor analysis) lagl#lusunsu
Lisrel 8.53 lun19m373 aumINgnaaLds
1A59 519 (construct validity ) (JOreskog and SOrbom,
1996) WANISATIV BUNWUIA lambdas 2BIG
Usdiid auase t-values fiA 91 1.96
(p<0.05) fariy anesialunAdesaienuie
AMUUUTINGUE (Bagozzi ,1981) waanniule
7572 BUMIIN BAABBINElUYBININTIA
AIEA Composite Reliability NaNI905332 BU
WuA1 9071 0.60 (Bagozzi and Yi, 1988,
pp. 74-94; Straub, 1989, pp. 147-169).
ANNTIENATIUUULANGN (Discriminant
validity) 289310599 le@533 dUMEA ¥ NWUS
Lﬁymﬁu (Zero-Order correlation) 289U
NndiNenTIa aud “uls"ns v “uusas
dulsluudazg Tasmnsasa aufiszdu
anudeusasa: 95 wamInIa auUNNg
A1AIN “NWUSIENINGILYsudazguInay
MEANAINNINTZIU 1.96 HAAWSA) Lower bound
WAz Upper bound 2a9zeanuidasiuluvhiy
wiauhlng 1 u edlififiuanasialumadeil
Fanuuanarnuuazliiianududaunulums
79 (Anderson, 1987; Panayides and So, 2005)

ANNaUdgdlunIsnaunay

1190573 auanuaudaslunisaau
néduBasuy aumusEuenguietiinauly
F9usNFe wUU aumndeEas 75 flasUNaUIN
o warnguilnaundsdn wuu sumalu u
Zowar 25 7 NNIMenas 19 86 Two sample
t-test TUMTNA BUANNUANGANYBINIUIUNTINNILY
Wune sreznaraImsldnudunasiiiouas
M5 EAaNAIUADS IUBNANS HANITNA DUNU



KKU Res J (GS) 7 (2) : April - June 2007

NMIULLY pumNzIe asngu lifianu
uanehaRuiszeuTTe 05y .05 (p>0.10) Fratias
Feldfieuiauideslunisnaunavzas
WUy aunIN (Nonresponse Bias) (Hair et al,
1998)

Tunisasia svanudut “unsesiu
ad1ann  givelanasandiananuniu
(Tolerance) LazA Variance inflation factor (VIF)
HANITNG DUWUTIA tolerance fioNTI_Aud4
NAIAAAI A1 0.1 (Foxall and yani-de-
Soriano, 2005) wazA VIF 284810570 141U
33pild1ani1 10 (Belsley, 1991; Netter,
Wasserman and Kutner, 1985) %ﬁﬂgﬂumm%
PANEMING BUL MaNMuUsuaazallilasu

a

ansSwannaudsduq wazlaufanudul “unse

saufuastuivegludamuuazaanisldis
ALV ADDLLTINY

HANISINY

M3ATILW0N 088 BINY  (Multiple
regression analysis) P RD] Ordinary least squares
Tflumane oy uydigiu FuamIIAT 09
Tumse 1

HamsIezinuNi 5 daulsiiue
nsznuad ity Mdydastaumsdszandssna
5innsaiin 7 Feiamereiny “NRusypHa
nsznudiuluony sydiguiimvuald dudsid
NANSENUAINEIIUIENBUAIBAIILNAAUIIN
anA (p < 0.001) 2WIABNAMS (p < 0.001)
ANUNSDNVDIBIAMS (p < 0.05) MsHlam
naaalinu (p < 0.05) anududaulumsldanu
(p <0.5) iy uqﬁgmﬁ 2,4,7,10 uaz 11
Alasums v yu luweaz@gduaizneau
Nngadnansznudaszaunsuszgndldgina
518nnsaiin ‘ualunansznuiiiinamenseiu
1IN us\gagwuﬁﬁmumﬁ (p < 0.01) Fariy

wydgnAslilasunms Wy yu

149

Table 1 Multiple regression analysis results

Standardized t-value Sig.

Beta

INNOVATOR- 0.015 -0.210 0.834

SIZE 0.233 3.598  0.000%**
ORGANIZATIONAL 0.016 0.200 0.842
LEARNING

ORGANIZATION 0.232 2.472  0.014*
READINESS

TRUST - 0.077 - 0.922 0.358
REALATIVE ADVANTAGE - 0.040 - 0.456 0.649
COMPATIBILITY 0.034 0.351 0.726
COMPLEXITY -0.167 -2.591 0.010**
TRIALABILITY 0.232 2.563  0.011*
OBSERVEABILITY -0.097 -1.180 0.240
COMPETITION PRESURE - 0.002 - 0.016 0.987
SUPPLIER PRESSURE -0.291 -3.390 0.001**
CUSTOMER PRESSURE 0.298 3.412 0.001**

N=183 R®=.356 F=7.181 sig=0.000
*** sig. 0.001

** sig 0.01

*sig 0.05

* fiszaunle A 0.05

a
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Partial ~ t-value Sig.
correlation
REALATIVE ADVANTAGE 0.437 6.456  0.000%**
COMPATIBILITY 0.002  0.026  0.979
COMPLEXITY -0.086 -1.146 0.253
TRIALABILITY 0.100  1.337  0.183
OBSERVEABILITY 0.185 2.505 0.013*

N=183 R*=.356 F=19.502 sig=0.000
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* Hszeuily e 0.01
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