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on Accounting Tool by Technology Acceptance Model
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Fig. 1. Research framework.
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Table 1. Questionnaire items for Technology Acceptance Model

Facets Items Questions
Relative 1 I believe the accounting tools currently used can help me quickly
advantage grasp the overall changes in my personal finances.

2 I believe the accounting tool's financial analysis features currently

being used make it more convenient for me.

3 I believe the accounting tool currently being used is more efficient in
managing personal finances compared to the previous financial
management tool.

Compeatibility 1 I believe the accounting tool I'm currently using aligns perfectly with
the financial management approach I prefer.

2 I believe the accounting tool's financial analysis features currently
being used can meet my time-saving needs.

3 I believe the accounting tool currently being used aligns more with
my regular habits compared to the previous financial management
tool.

Perceived ease 1 I find the operation of the accounting tool I'm currently using to be
of use easy.

2 I believe the functions of the accounting tool I'm currently using are

clear and easy to understand.

3 I think the accounting tool I'm currently using is easy to use.

Perceived 1 I believe the accounting tool I'm currently using can save me time in
usefulness managing my personal finances.
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2 I believe the accounting tool I'm currently using can improve my
efficiency in managing personal finances.

3 I believe the accounting tool I'm currently using is very useful for
managing my personal finances.

Attitude toward 1 I am interested in using the accounting tool that I am currently using.

using 2 I think using the accounting tool I am currently using is a very good
idea.

3 I hold a positive attitude towards the accounting tool I am currently
using.

Behavioral 1 I will frequently use the accounting tool I am currently using in the

intention to use future.

2 I will recommend my friends and family to use the accounting tool |
am currently using.

3 Moving forward, I am willing to continue using the accounting tool I
am currently using.

Safety 1 I believe that the accounting tool I am currently using has
mechanisms in place to ensure the secure transmission of personal
data.

2 I believe the accounting tool I am currently using has sufficient
technology to ensure that personal data is not acquired by third
parties.

3 I believe the accounting tool 1 am currently using is less likely to

disclose personal information to third parties compared to the
previous financial management tool.
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Table 2. Analysis results of measurement mode

Facets Item FacFor Cronbach’a ?or??osite Average Variance
Loadings Reliability Value Extracted
Relative 1 0.959
advantage 2 0.978 0.963 0.976 0.931
3 0.957
Compeatibility 1 0.973
2 0.960 0.963 0.976 0.931
3 0.962
Perceived ease 1 0.965
of use 2 0.975 0.970 0.980 0.943
3 0.973
Perceived 1 0.929
usefulness 2 0.973 0.950 0.968 0.909
3 0.958
Attitude toward 1 0.953
using 2 0.959 0.950 0.968 0.909
3 0.949
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Behavioral 1 0.961
intention to use 2 0.940 0.955 0.971 0.918
3 0.974
Safety 1 0.959
2 0.972 0.966 0.978 0.936
3 0.972

(=)E&FR 5 (Discriminant Validity)
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Table 3. Discriminant validity criteria
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Behavioral

Attitude

. . Perceived  Perceived s Relative
intention  toward Safety Compeatibility
. ease of use  usefulness advantage
to use using
Beha\{mral 0.958
intention to use
Attitude toward
. 0.930 0.954
using
Safety 0.821 0.874 0.968
Perceivedease ) cce 0004 0845 0971
of use
Perceived 0.803 0829  0.793  0.861 0.954
usefulness
Compatibility 0.863 0.898 0.879 0.917 0.842 0.965
Relative
0.845 0.889 0.823 0.927 0.822 0.931 0.965

advantage
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Table 4. Cross loadings
. Perceived . Attitude Behavioral
Facets Item Relative Compatibility  ease of Perceived toward  intention  Safety
advantage use usefulness using o use
Relative 1 0.959 0.840 0.864 0.754 0.823 0.754  0.769
advantage 2 0.978 0.916 0.932 0.837 0.872 0.833  0.805
3 0.957 0.939 0.884 0.786 0.877 0.858  0.808
Compatibility 1 0.938 0.973 0.918 0.815 0.895 0.833 0.853
2 0.888 0.960 0.857 0.773 0.840 0.831  0.805
3 0.870 0.962 0.879 0.846 0.861 0.835  0.884
Perceived 1 0.887 0.882 0.965 0.871 0.874 0.832 0.826
case of use 2 0.917 0.900 0.975 0.835 0.893 0.872  0.819
3 0.895 0.891 0.973 0.802 0.865 0.824 0816
Perceived 1 0.709 0.758 0.751 0.929 0.734 0.715 0.748
usefirlness 2 0815 0.823 0.851 0973 0812 0792  0.765
3 0.822 0.823 0.856 0.958 0.822 0.787  0.755
Attitude 1 0.869 0.882 0.889 0.816 0.953 0.871  0.885
towardusing 5 (ge3 0.858 0.866 0781 0959 0894  0.834
3 0.811 0.828 0.829 0.774 0.949 0.896  0.781
Behavioral 1 0.807 0.819 0.857 0.759 0.894 0.961 0.811
intentionto 5 797 0.817 0.776 0744 0.842 0940  0.741
e 3 0.826 0.845 0.860 0.804 0.934 0.974  0.806
Safety 1 0.836 0.855 0.829 0.794 0.858 0.787  0.959
2 0.781 0.852 0.815 0.741 0.833 0.788  0.972
3 0.773 0.844 0.809 0.766 0.847 0.809  0.972
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Table 5. The basic information of interviewed youth farmers

Item Category Frequency %
Gender Male 106 75.2
Female 35 24.8
Main occupation Professional farmer 103 73.0
Part-time farmer 38 27.0
Second generation Yes 90 63.8
No 51 36.2
Graduated from Yes 22 15.6
Agricultural school
No 119 84.4
Primary source of Yes 98 69.5
economic factors in
the family No 43 30.5
Education Junior high school 4 2.8
Senior high school/Higher vocational 41 29.1
University/Junior college 81 57.4

Graduate School 15 10.6
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Crop Rice grains 33 234
Vegetables 36 25.5
Fruit trees 42 29.8
flowers 5 3.5
Cereals 6 4.3
Special crops 9 6.4
Mushrooms 6 4.3
Other 4 2.8
Working capital of the Less than 1,000,000 68 48.2
past three years (NTS) 5, 000-1ess than 2,000,000 42 29.8
2,000,000-less than 5,000,000 24 17.0
5,000,000-less than 10,000,000 5 3.5
Above 10,000,000 2 1.4
Average revolving Less than 1,000,000 96 68.1
funds per year (NTS) 1 00,000-less than 2,000,000 29 20.6
2,000,000-less than 5,000,000 11 7.8
5,000,000-less than 10,000,000 4 2.8
Above 10,000,000 1 0.7
Mode Bookkeeping 83 58.9
Microsoft Excel 42 29.8
Google form 6 4.3
Agricultural accounting software 1 0.7
Other 9 6.4
Accounting frequency Everyday 44 31.2
Once every 3 days 15 10.6
Once a week 20 14.2
Once a month 14 9.9
Irregular 48 34.0
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Willingness to use Unwilling 17 12.1
agrlcultl.lral Sign up for a trial 39 27.7
accounting software

Interested 85 60.3
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Table 6. Research facets descriptive statistics

Facets Number of questions Average value Standard deviation
Relative advantage 3 3.70 0.70
Compeatibility 3 3.71 0.69
Perceived ease of use 3 3.76 0.69
Perceived usefulness 3 3.80 0.67
Attitude toward using 3 3.76 0.70
Behavioral intention to use 3 3.73 0.69
Safety 3 3.70 0.72
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AFE(E SmartPLS 4.0 fa IR ES (S (A8 (path coefficient, f {E)E S EESHT ERIBE
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RS EAEARERITEME - Z1RLL " Bootstrap ; A2 ¢ {EH#E(T A EBIE ARG DU I
HiatBEERIE © I > AWEE JoRG SRR IR RS (AR A0 LA Bootstrapping)
AR RES AR <~ IR EEE IR - DABE #EliEE 5,000 ZGETE ¢ -

AT BT AR AR MBS R AT 2 BB BRI (A B B £5-0.023(1=0.078,
p=0.938) » BURTHEHES S RATA IR BAECR ¢ M EHESS R 2 I T AR LR A AL
B 5 0.545(:=3.765, p<0.01) » BRFHEHEEERA 7 A A BEAVIE R ET] © AR ERIA M
Ve Z B BRI IR EL B By 0.388(:=1.351, p=0.177) - BURHB MERT I FTE S BA BRI
PESBSRHI 2 FATE Z LRSS EL B By 0.41(:=2.714, p<0.01)> BURHZE VLR U1 2 A B HYIE
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PSR HTE I A BERTIE RS2 ¢ JRAI 55 I M (0 P RE R ERR TR B B TRy 0.734(1=.374,
p<0.01) » BUREVHIZ RIVESHE R A B E AV IE RIS R )+ B PP I RR I A B RR A
5E B Ky 0.841(1=8.94, p<0.01) » BURIEAIF FI M FHRR A BERVIE R 28] © WA PP
PR Z B LRSS (R E B Ry 0.197(:=1.942, p<0.1)> BERIEURIA FATEREHE L ERA B 1V IR 2
775 [ FHRE S AR BB (SR B B 0.101(=1.22, p=0.223) » BUR(EFREE B (E A B R
FEAFEA e M R 2 B BRI A E B K 0.006(1=0.068, p=0.946) » BRZE =M}
EFERA B AEENR -

o~ PLS BRISARBUITEER
Table 7. PLS path coefficient analysis results

Path Path coefficient Sample mean Standard deviation ¢ statistics p value
HI -0.023 -0.024 0.3 0.078 0.938
H2 0.545 0.55 0.145 3.765 *rx
H3 0.338 0.346 0.25 1.351 0.177
H4 0.41 0.404 0.151 2.714 *rx
H5 0.573 0.566 0.243 2.356 *
H6 0.734 0.734 0.1 7.374 *rx
H7 0.841 0.845 0.094 8.94 Hrx
HS8 0.197 0.197 0.101 1.942 *

H9 0.101 0.1 0.083 1.22 0.223
H10 0.006 0.003 0.081 0.068 0.946

%£p<0.10, **p<0.05, ***p<0.01

HHES TSR ITEE A, - ISRIADTSE(RER H2 ~ He ~ HS ~ H6 ~ H7 } H8 B 1 HI ~ H3
HY }z H10 AR BAA s EEEUR - (R L PSR E BT 78 2 TR A B RS (A B - i FE st eSS
REBEDEGRET » T RER eSS R AR RO (E ) -
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Compatibility ereetve I 0.006
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B~ BT IR B R A (A B -
Fig. 2. Research framework and path coefficient. Note: Arrows represent links, with significant paths
shown as solid lines and non-significant paths shown as broken lines.
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| ntention on Accounting Tool by Technology
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ABSTRACT

Farm accounting is considered the first step in financial management. Its purpose is to understand
and analyze financial situations through bookkeeping, assisting in operational planning and management.
This study is based on the Technology Acceptance Model (TAM) and incorporates external variables such
as relative advantage, compatibility, and security into the research framework to investigate young
farmers' attitudes and willingness to use the current accounting tools. Using a questionnaire survey
method, the main sample consists of young farmers in the central region. After conducting the survey, 141
valid questionnaires were collected, and Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) analysis was performed
using SmartPLS 4.0 software. The research results indicate that relative advantage and compatibility have
a positive and significant impact on the perceived ease of use of accounting tools. Perceived ease of use
positively affects the perceived usefulness and attitude toward accounting tools. Perceived usefulness has
a positive and significant impact on the attitude and intention to use accounting tools. It is recommended
that the government develop accounting tools suitable for the financial management habits of young
farmers and enhance the compatibility and security of these tools to increase the willingness of young

farmers to use them.

Keywor ds: accounting ~ young farmers ~ financial management - technology acceptance model
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