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Abstract

This research investigates the factors influencing the acceptance of digital signatures in
legal departments in Phuket, using the Technology Acceptance Model (TAM) as the primary
theoretical framework. The key variables studied include Perceived Usefulness (PU), Perceived
Ease of Use (PEOU), Attitude Toward Use (ATU), Intention to Use (ITU), and Usage Behavior (USE).
A quantitative research methodology was employed, collecting data from 200 participants
working in legal organizations in Phuket, including lawyers, accountants, and administrative
personnel. The research utilized a questionnaire with a reliability coefficient of Cronbach’s Alpha
= 0.91 and analyzed the data using Structural Equation Modeling (SEM). The key findings indicated
that only 17.0% of respondents regularly use digital signatures, while 83.0% still rely on
traditional handwritten signatures. At the organizational level, 17.5% of organizations have
adopted digital signatures, and 16.0% enforce their use as an internal requirement. In terms of
factors affecting digital signature adoption, perceived usefulness (PU) had the strongest influence
on intention to use (ITU) (B = 0.64, p < 0.001), indicating that when users perceive digital
signatures as enhancing efficiency and security, they are more likely to adopt them. Perceived
ease of use (PEOU) directly impacted PU (B = 0.57, p < 0.001) and ATU (B = 0.42, p < 0.001),
suggesting that a user-friendly system increases perceived benefits and positive attitudes toward
adoption. Moreover, ATU and ITU significantly influenced actual usage behavior (USE) (B = 0.49,
p < 0.001). The research suggests establishing clear legal guidelines and regulations for digital
signature adoption is essential. Furthermore, increasing awareness and training programs about
digital signatures’ benefits and proper use will enhance adoption rates and trust in legal settings.
Keywords: Digital Signature, Technology Acceptance, Perceived Usefulness, Ease of Use, Influencing

Factors, Legal Departments
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83% VaaNquAI8E1e (166 AY) seudlilaldaivilondva vaeiiiiies 17% (34 aw) Idanelofdvia 39
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aa v o =

Flnsuinmsldaeieddvadalivnivarslunguiiferngiungrunsuasdadluimiagiin aumad
galailssuanudsuenananmsvaaufifsfulseloviveanalulad amnslifuasiuisnisldau
A ¥ o w a I3 ] | ag A aaw > o
wietedninmanaliawazngmnenigluesins diunduinldaeiiedivinenunanarunieulunisld
welulagviorhaulussdnsiatuayunisidinalulaging

meeil 5 nisldaneiiondviavesnguinegig

Do you use a digital signature? Counts % of Total Cumulative %

N 166 83.0% 83.0%

Y 34 17.0% 100.0%

aa

uanIng Mndeyanisnei 6 nsldareiioddiavosesdnsveanguiaegne (Does your

organization use digital signatures?) wuiinguAlegwaIulng seyiteAnsvenu Wlaldaeiioys

J Y 1

Avta (N) §1uau 165 au Anvdu 82.5% mamaumamwwm Tuvausdinguiegafisyyinesdnsves

(%
A d aa v

Faneiledenava (V) 51w 35 au Asdu 17.5% Wit dadiuiazieulindiuiinsldaieiede

=3
=
H

Adiatugiadaladiduiiunsnate anngissrnsdrulng §aluld e1ainan vrmruaszringa

Y

A 12

Ustlowiveaunalulad fnadesnnuvasndsuazanuindefie Sdedrindunguanevdesadeuly
s a' % PN 1% 1% & = % A A ] a
99An3 TuvazNesrnssuldnuwatonndumszdanunssunanalulaguieiulsuiodwasy

UINNTTY

M13197 6 N1sldaTeilenTaveIeIAnITYeINaNRIeE1d

Does your organization use digital signatures? Counts % of Total Cumulative %

N 165 82.5% 82.5%

Y 35 17.5% 100.0%

v v gy 4 4 aa o
ﬂ']iU\iﬂ‘UI’lfaﬁlﬂlla?]a na

Y]

NTeyans1en 7 nstsduldaneiiofTviavetesAnsveanguiagne (Does your organization

IS a

enforce digital signatures?) wuiingusitegvdnlngseuitesdnsveswuliladsduldaviioteniva

(N) S1u2u 168 au Andu 84.0% mamaumamwwm Turnigiinguiegsiseyitesdnsveny
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Jasultaeiiadenaa (Y) 131u7u 32 au Aadu 16.0% wintiu dadruddliiiuinnisusduldansiiets

aa o

Advialunirsaunguungludmingiadiliiluulevendnvesesinsdiulvg Jansiiesdnsdrulng
gelivaruldareiotendvasaasviouiisaiuliniouiernuduatunsiinaluladiuildegradu
NS Feo1aLARANTUAd6e o 1wy nsviaanudnlaneiulsEloruvesaisliedefavia Auima

[

WedtuaulaeaislazaNgNABIRIUNgVaNg ¥38n15U1AlAsEseugIuMamAlulag s vay
{ o

Tumansetutny asrnsnveruldatsiiadendnandronadussdnsninduriailunisyimaluladunly

VBN UL AN A NLALAATUNBUNISYINUNT UL DU

M19199 7 nsUsduldaneiiefIviavetesrnsveangusiieg

Does your organization enforce digital % of Cumulative
Counts

signatures? Total %

N 168 84.0% 84.0%

Y 32 16.0% 100.0%

AIAULYDIUYBIYAAIATY

@A Item Reliability Statistics NnausiiuA1adaiuvessionisaay (items) laglden

2
Y [y

F1Us¥aANS Cronbach’s QL kag McDonald’s W Fadusdinanuasnndasnislussakuuaauniy 119

LA o =2 |oa ' - v o o = ¢ a a a a
@093l aRaws 0 B9 1 lgAfigendn 0.7 felndunveusudmiunmsineRidadninguagnginssy
mans Tunsalil A1 Cronbach’s O Uag McDonald’s W dmiuusazdoiiAiUszana 0.989-0.991 @eua
vanhilanuaenndesmeluigunn wansdannuiigeieveswuuasunuluseauaiey

AMUEDAAADIVDILULAR

[y

nsiasiendviauaennaesadliing (Fit Indices) YreUsedivinlumanldiasigiveyadl

' '
v I

AMUMINEANNIN oL Ne gl futnaAlund tewn CFL TLI, RNI, GFI, RMSEA kag SRMR dlgiiiadn

>

v a

ANUUANFANTERILIan AR saniulueanugy (null model) nadwsuansdn CFl = 0.982 uag
TLI = 0.940 &slagluAfiunnndt 0.90 fednegluszauneeusuls wazAfuinndi 0.95 315N

wona Nt GFl = 0.999 way Adjusted GFI = 0.994 Ysuaninluaaiaiuisneiuiedayalad lu

| o ad A v Y Aa

YuzAEInUY ARstAngIRuToRaNa1nYeluLAa (Error-based Fit Indices) 11 RMSEA = 0.182 wag

'
I

Paansndosiu (95% CN) ogffl 0.117 - 0.255 Foingeninriiuugii dalagvialu RMSEA fifindn 0.08
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A & A LY

fodnduilventu wardriishindr 0.05 Fodifiun dedu TunatonaddifoRinwanusedieiifosfulse
Tumamsefiudu SRMR = 0.020 Fasndndn 0.08 uandlififiuinniunainirdeulaesieglussius
) Aa X o Y ! a £ o d' ! < =
Fedgyyiiinueaandnnunguimedieiineudiesiuszunn 200 Ay ae1alsing AIC uag BIC 39
Wwguiigulanea fA1egn 1229 war 1279 audwy Arfiainivangddaeaiivinzauniiile
Wisulsudulieadu 9 lavasy leadinnuwmsnzauluseauaniuaiauiduneda wu CFl, GFI uag
SRMR usigaiivadnfinluizes RMSEA 71gq @9019desUSulsalumatiiauds i n1siiudnuiungusiiegns

AsLLA U NETRInsaUSTUlASIAS 9l a AL LN AU

NSNAHBUANNAFIY
A15199 8 WAAIAINISITLABS T kA AINBUUTIABIEUNTTEATIAS 1 (SEM) Taad @kl snny

(Dependent: Dep) wagsanuswernsal (Predictor: Pred) saugieA1uUseun (Estimate), A1AI1UAANA
LAAOUNINTFIU (SE) ¥29A2T0NU 95% (Lower — Upper) Adudszdnduinsgiu (B) a1 z-score uaz

ATEENAYNI9EDRR (p-value) TnenuANUFUNUSIENINFILUTANN 9 Adwmananisuausuaiiieds

o auaslalunsly (1ITU) ddnSwaidsause waAnssuni1sly (USE) Taedia1ussuna

o w

(Estimate) Wi -0.216 wazlufimudedfgmieana (p = 0.124) §30198710UIAIM

o

aalalunisldanefietendvaonaludwmalaunsidonginssunisldaislunsUfoR edaalsh

A1 ViruARRaN1sldau (ATU) d8vEnadauinede anﬂiimmﬂif (USE) agnsfidada
(Estimate = 0.501, p < 0.001) Fliuiirunfnindemeluladduddylunisiundou

NOANTIUNITLBIIUDTY

CY ) o./

o JirupRnon1slTeu (ATU) I8nSwaidsuanse aruaslalunisly (ITU) sy1sdivdAgy

(Estimate = 0.421, p < 0.001) waz N155uiUsylavd (PU) AdEnSna@auinse Auddla

Tunnsld (ITU) Wiy Estimate = 0.210, p = 0.048) wandWiiiuinviauaRa AuarnITung

'
=)

Uselgruvesaneilatenavialaiudan Tumimummmﬂﬂuﬂ'ﬁ%mﬂu‘lfﬁ

e n153uiUselevi (PU) d8nSnwaidsuinegnaiideddnysie iauainan1sidau (ATU)
(Estimate = 0.819, p < 0.001) wag n135uiaudelunislda (PEOU) AfidnSnaideuan

siovia simunfinensldan (ATU) Estimate = 0.123, p = 0.011) uay ns¥udsslond (PU)
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(Estimate = 0.998, p < 0.001) agviouliiuiinissuiteauielunsidanuiulade

| a v

dAnydwadionsTuiUsElonluasviruainadewmalulagaeiiotenivia

n1519% 8 nsUsduldaneilesdiavetesAnsveIngudizeg

95% Confidence Intervals

Dep Pred Estimate SE Lower Upper B z p

USE ITU -0.216 0.1406 -0.49208 0.0592 -0.173 -1.54 0.124
USE ATU 0.501 0.1090 0.28746 0.7147 0.516 4.60 <.001
TU  ATU 0.421 0.1105 0.20458 0.6378 0.543 3.81 <.001
TU  PU 0.210 0.1059 0.00212 0.4173 0.282 1.98 0.048
ATU PU 0.819 0.0435 0.73364 0.9042 0.854 18.82 <.001
ATU PEOU  0.123 0.0483 0.02834 0.2176 0.116 2.55 0.011
PU  PEOU  0.998 0.0343 0.93086 1.0654 0.899 29.09 <.001

AAUFUTUS eI AUTansaasuladn Uadedns 9 wu n1sfuianudislunisldau
(PEOV) wagnssuiuselewnd (PU) dunumdrdglunisivuavinuasisenisldanu (ATU) uazaudla
Tun1sld (ITU) Fedawaranginssunisidaedievendsia (USE) Tumelda nisTmsieitigaelvidnla

o v 6 1 (Y 1 o A ¢ A 1 a
ANNENRUSIENIdadunng 9 wavarwnsainlUldlunisesnuuuuleviensonagnsiioduasunis
) A A aa o | Y 1 o~ a a ~ ) )
gousuaeilotoRdvialuniisrunguuielaeg1aiiusednsaim Amd 1 uan Path Diagram vadduUs

AN NIAIINLUUINADIENNTIATIAS 19T UANS199 8

.50 - il
Jool_ 0.82

3

A% 1 Path Diagram AuduWusvasiuUsleluemulde
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A30iNa

NnransAnyINUI Jadendniidmarioniseensuaeiletenivia Ae n1ssuiiesslend (PU)
waznssusiannudielunisldan (PEOU) Fsaenadesiunsdnuiluszdumunnd wu snideves
Santosa & Alamsjah (2022) iwud1 yngldifiuinnsldanefiefediviaamnsnanina andunu uas
inanuuaenss ynwasduunlduiiashluldinndu egidlsinng Tunsdvesssmalnedsd o
fnadungrneuazeusivlalumalulad GeaenadesiunanisAnuives Ngalomba & Mhina (2023)

N3eydn mnsemalagaldiinseunguunendaauiierivateietendna n1siluldagardmisegn

A

inluasau luusunveslsswelng wianelletenivaazlasunisiusemenguunaluuiadyy wids
Lifiwwamendanuisidunstiiduldlunasguasea tneglddadivednaieliu anulasndenialy

wes wazanudsslunisiasuuwlasansiieBefdva fsoraluglassadidgsanissausuluiening

dyuna

a v dyd o aa 1 o v A4 A aa o 1 Y (Y <@
31U ‘EJ‘IMﬂ'@'ﬁ]"ﬂﬁ]EJ‘VIZLINE‘W\E]ﬂ?iEJ’e]lliUﬂ’]iI‘Uﬁ’]EJ%JE]“UE]GH]‘VI@SL‘UMU’JEN']‘IJﬂ{]WZﬂEJIU‘\NWJﬂQLﬂ@

'
=

lngldlumanisveniumalulad (TAM) iednsendmiulsiieg wu mssuitsselewd (PU) n1s3uiia

'
aada i

Aanudnelunsldau (PEOU) viruadnddanislaanu (ATU) anusdlanaglyd (ITU) wazwginssunisly

a = Ay &g v J Y 1 A @ Y v v A v Y al d‘
9149549 (USE) ‘Uflﬂ?iﬁ"ﬂEJ‘ULﬂ‘U“U@Hﬁ‘\]’]ﬂﬂﬁj‘uﬁnaﬂ’]\‘mL‘lJu‘Llﬂﬂ{]‘Vill’]EJ UNUY LLﬁ%L‘\]’]MU’]WN’WEJﬁq“Jﬂ’]iV]

'
¥ [y [

Werdestunisldionasmenguineludmingin nan133denudn Yadeniinaseniseensuaieiiete
aa o A - o wee ¢ | Y & A A aa o PN Y

AdviaNNTign fie n13susneuselevid (PU) W vngldiviuinaneilededviatieiiuanulasnsdouay
UszdnSanlunmisviinu mnnazgeusuuazldauunniu wenaintd nssuaaiudiglunisldau
(PEOV) failnasianissusneuseleviuavimuainiaanisldau (ATU) lneminnisldaeileteniviaing

wazlidudou fliazgausumaluladilndieyu

AnRNISUUIZAA
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