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Factors Influencing The Adoption of E-Learning System
Case Study : Buchelor Degree Student in Suratthani Rajabhat University

tons Tun"”
A-porn Molee"

UNANED

nsfnuadefiiansnadenisveniunmslissuudiasuiimesminendenviganugisd lae
vhmsveelunanseeniunsiiinelulad iiensiaaounginssuvesld fensgunguiegisuuutadey
nUnAnwsEAUUTYE RS Suu 400 Au finsiiudeyareuuudeua ez IATIEimEaIN1sTlaTEs
HanTlasginud1 JadeimunissuiusylevdlasudnsnalaensaainauninvesdeyauasAnaudeuaenis
T ﬂy’qamﬂﬁadwaﬁiaﬂ'13%’°Uiﬁwuﬂsﬂwﬂumﬂ%zw%’a&Jaz 67 Sﬂf]&qf]a%’w’f’m@mmwmaﬁwuLLaz
Ansansatunsldssuumenuelaninanmsssienisiuitmnuievesnisidssuuiesar 69 dmnis
%’Uiéfmﬂsd%ﬁuamamdwiumﬂ%’azwﬁ'amaimsmﬂﬁ;ﬂ%ﬁmméﬁy’ﬂﬂLﬁﬁ'ﬂ%’muiswﬁﬁaaaz 88 Uade
Hresuslenuddnegluseiugs druimdedniesay 12 Wudviwasndadosudu 9

AdAey : BLasuils sEUUIANIINSREN] nquinisvensumalulad

"o, avunalulagansauna augIngnmansuazimalulad uninedesvdgasugsnd 84100
" Corresponding author: e-mail: apornmolee@gmail.com Tel. 077-355-633



Uadeniidvswasianissensunisldsvuudiasuien . o NIESUVTIVENAeYine
Lons lus 20 Ui 18 adufl 2 nsngA - A 2558

Thaksin.J., Vol.18 (2) July - December 2015

Abstract

This research study focused on the factors that influence the adoption of e-learning system
in Suratthani Rajabhat University by expanding the Technology Acceptance Model to monitor the
behavior of the users which using Accidental Sampling methodology from 400 undergraduate students.
The data was collected from a questionnaire and analyzed statistically by Structural Equation Modeling.
The results of the Structural Equation Modeling found that the perceived usefulness was influenced
directly from information quality and perceived ease of use which these two factors affected to
perceived usefulness at 67 percent. The system quality and self-efficacy which these two factors
affected to perceived ease of use at 69 percent and the perceived usefulness and the perceived ease
of use was affected to the intention to use at 88 percent. All the factors mentioned above, were
related to the adoption of e-learning at high level. The remaining at 12 percent was influenced by
other factors.
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