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ABSTRACT

IS researchers are using survey methods as a means of determining and explaining practical phénomena.
There is, however, growing concern over the rigor of the research performed by IS researchers. This study
attempts to establish proper criteria to provide a comprehensive guideline for the use of survey method.
Specifically, the discussions are based on different research stages (such as problem identification stage, research
design stage, analysis stage etc.). Finally, several guidelines of MIS survey research are also proposed.
Keywords: Survey Research Methodology, MIS
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.Conceptual Personal e Technologies, .Survey study
Overviews Experience ; Systems,etc. .Development of IS
.Theory .Tools,techniques, | .Description of a ] Instruments 3
Methods,Models, | Specific Application, | .Ex post Descriptions;
Applications ; Systems,Installation, ] .Secondary Data j
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37 B 92 {837 (Delineate hypotheses) « 3 —
BEWERTTHE BEBIFRRE

« AR BB AR

- ERATR(HER AT R - RS

- HFFEROR

MISHIEHRBHAAREER

(Formulate research design) * HE 3287 & {1 /8 K
A1) % & (Determine what and how to measure)
v Y2 1 A (Identify the sample) ~ $ 3 &K 8
£ T H (Design data collection instruments) ~ &
LR (Collect the data) - FEZEERBEHR
MTRERTE BEITENERERR
(Analyze the data and test hypotheses) + fZ {5
B (Interpret the results) + 3 HH & & w
(Develop the implication) - F A H RS EFTH

R -

S ERMISHER R EBBRZEER
T AXFRRE -

RAEHBE  BNUE - B W

25

BB E LN RS



MISSHE I T2 FR T R RERY
e SRR AR AL

TREWFHE, 87 TEIHARR
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AE #E 7k (Analog) I 8 ¥ (Phenomenology)
P53 ¥ (Renovation) 1L 3% ¥ (Consensus)
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BRHORGEE  BEmMAPNBE
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BLi N I F 8 DAE R [Mitroff &
Emshoff 1979] «

« 4} 3% (Extrapolation):FE {# B i 78 3
Bk A HIRHEWRRRATREE H
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o {5l 20 % & 35 <H 7 3R (Expectancy the-
ory) ~ B #E 2% E ## (Goal setting The-
oA ERETIERERKETERR
9 B8 3% A B WUEI Y R % [Rasch&Toshi
1994} -

QFEXE

+ $§¢ 3% (Conjecture) : F| I B A K TR
REBREELME -
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HeKEEME - B BARY
AT)R LA » BBITH S NS ERER
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R 22 50 B MISHE IS H A B Y Top Ten

Key IssuesH i Fefd & -
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HRME -

LREMEMBIER
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g L REEER EEER - AIE
M ERNEERRBREE L ERENE
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o B G 2 — e B R AR B B, -
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B BB R E RIS RUR R
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+ Testable : B E R HWRMANAR
M B R THEIN HAERRETU
o E

+ Customer %Eﬁ%ﬁ%k:@ﬁ“ﬁiﬁ&
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& LR R BT EERR
R © Lucas(199) R S H sh 82
BRI AER "Hp - > HEER > B
o RESHERE R LS HRMMER -
BEBETHARS  #TYRER - Sl
MRS BEREER BT
K ERE LR ETAARRERABLE S
inp v A

BUR 73 Bt 2 5 B RO B 504~ B RTMIS
HnmRE  MARSERTE  URERD
BRCFEEERLR -
(C)ERMNEEY

Imud(19DHEHGERHEEEE » &
HETFshee
L EmBER R R AWNERERY

M EEENWRES ALUNESEE
IR fEERE -

DEmERTEEEERITANTE B
HE R E s -

3E AR IR Je B (key constructs) kS
TE T A PR B 20 U 08 75 T 95 % ] U Ak B ot
FH 58 48 [ 2 # 92 31 £ (phenomenon) -

A HmEREBUREELE - B 2R
(conceptual framework) » {5 /£ 3 18 [ 46 ik 2%
RANENER I B REESEMy .S
A (mental model) » fiLIRBRECE

(Z)BBiMISIE SR a9 W 2

REMISE—H B MEM CHHTS TR
MBI EHEEMISHEENELSHS
RIS B o T L SR b R B 4B
BUEBRER 2L ELBARBERLER
RS RENTE Rt GEMISHE
MAEEEHEE BREWHE t8SEHE
R E# S W H 3 o FEFI [Lucas 19917 o
Zmud(1995)fEMIS Quarterly 7 3B 7 7 #7 th 3
B oHHTERERNEERRY — -

REEHBHBERAMISHERS B
RTEGEBMISHEERRBE RS AR
776 B 38 & [Lucas 19917 ; 3 B MIST 72 %
HEEH BB % (phenomenon)#g H! 43 4 Y
AETE R o T % R 5 08 3 [Guimaraes
1986] -

(Z) MM SRR TE

— 1 52 BR 3 i P R A 5 1k R A B B B
RERMBE S DBEK - 28 58
Y3 58 JR 1 A BB 2245 5K [Lucas 1981] « Hi4
* Lucas(1981)2 $ & 3 & # & # (IS imple-
mentation)# 17— RIIMHE » EEHEME
EEUAEREREISHEBES  FkE
ABWMBEBS AW EISEBNREASE
Ui (% B R 3% B 3 (factor theory) 82 3% %2 43 #7
(process theory)H #) -

ABRRERMEN SRR AL
KBS REERE AN ARy
ok 5 R AR e o Bl s
BT E 5 (equity theory) 35T i FI & H14E
) Rl [Joshi 19991] » 4% 6 82 1 2 VR AR (T
(resource dependency theory)3g #E 555 % & I
RGOS B PREDN R
(sustainability)[Mata 1995] » {¢ Bt H M2 &4
G # & (portfolio theory) 3 £ 3 MISHY) # & 48
& [Cash 1992] 1L I & KT BE R RBF(1MIS
& (BT FLE IS 0 BT % 2% B 5 B ((reference
point) 38 2 2K B 3 # 48 1 [Culan&Swanson
1986] : (DAL B FEBEHEBNWE LET %
BRES

(MERBREIEER
RERBRIAAREANET  FE
BHI R > Zmud(1995)42 1 F 5 48 8 /5 ¢+

VAR —{EM2 T - LRI RE B A
RLOBEEEBEW CRTES LB AT
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LSRR REA TS - ERENEEE R
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43 MRERRBROEI
(research model and
hypotheses)

A BT ERERDUEARTBRAR
RSB > Lucas(19DREHRF HE L
N RBHERE EEHEER R ERE
v B EER R - Lucas(19)TREHRE
BENERBEEREEE > WLUEERE
{3, (research mode)Hy 155 Bh - AT 23 AU R R
R

(=)B&R

FreE TR, RAREE  AWREA
18 B 90 0 D T B AR TE A AR B — R IR
) g 3t (statement) o Pinsonneault(1993)7E F i
1980-19904F B — .5 MIS F B T h & 5
HWHMERE E52%NREREREREY
e R R R - B A LURE W R E
i S ORI R R R DU RO
2 ESENEREERERBENAEHENH
HESm -

BBWME  BRETINAAG
[Emory&Cooper 1991] :
LSRRI A BbRE -~ RE -
2 BRSE SR B e TR AU SRR
JEEREME L ENRG -
4R - SCEHER -

SESHERGH HERBERRCEE®E

Emory&Cooper (1991)38 5 AR B ILHY X
BHES  (OFERRSWREMEREYN QO
RR T AR » (YRR AR b o R
W - (DDERATUBANBARE O
FAEMEEBNEE -

()&

rs ) BARERAAH 8 BN
WRELEHE - EREWRT  HREBHAS
HMEERSBEREMENRF  HREE
RA{E T LR B BN iR BT R B BRI E
T ERMENEE  RBLEREREE LT
A ARG R AR E B [Lucas 1991] -

BRI LR EHEEE  (DBEH

WRHEERHEEEE  QREERATANE
BB AEEHBE - RBE - ARBE
(extraneous variables) ~ 14} % & (intervening
variables) + mediate variables% ; BEOERE
BWBERERERREE

A~ AERRTENERE

WEmEERBREBHRILE W
%% DERIE RN R BRE R EF
A B A R 3 3R A [Daft 1985] - HrJEacaT
RAEHEELCHERANER - e H
B OSSR - BRBHWEEBNZAN
EEHEEREYE L BEHEEREL
RGEH AR REHEE G R EREE
EWRERM MG EENER > LIFER
K5 AT -

Lucas(199)R B M B EE TS
(DERTTRERE  QOWERE R R AY
B QRERE  OEHENEETIR R
GCHEEZE - EETERADLHER K
RPREREZEENRETUSBZAH
# [Pinsonneault 1993; Grover 1993; Hufnagel
1994] © (DIFRHRHOEE - BEREHA(
PR T R E ) - SERE T RER
COREA - REEERE QK B
BAERN AR  BRREYE  REEKX
INE L VEREE  BERAH - EilER
REREEFEEAE -

TR ER=EpEERN -

5.1 EMFERETRIEB S
(- RERRAROEE - KE AL T

mHE

—BTE AEWECENNEELE-
T L 5 HE W T B9 5 R (cross-sectional) » B1 7
fE—ECEEY EETEREE - R0 &
— @R —EE TR AE RS SEARE
Bl 2 408 T (longitudina B RHE R 3 » HH
T F T E 5 SR B E B [ Vitalari 1991] -
HEERNEERE T ERYRREER
e H R B ARG
ELRERTE—BRN > LEHRERHES
(time lag) R B R BN BN FE > HEE

BAEHBR - FNUE - H—H
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TR 1 ROR R R R R R R
B Bl E— S RENHRRE T
Lucas(1978) 3% % 3 6 I % W B & & Fa WS R 17
WD o B T R M DL % 5 B 5 = A
5 BUATHT I SL 4% W & 15 9347 [Straub 1994]

(D)ZEREFENEE
Pinsonneault(1993) % 3 1 & 5%/ MIS 34
ERRLEHECHNARSR  flnEEHse
(case study) - B i 2 (field observation)& -
LERWERERMBWRAEHE  MEFLE
12 DA 5 BFF 50 B 0 V0 A 2 G 2 8 {1 R 2 1%
KRR - HE - - B SN EE
REEEYERE  FULtH I M ke
P ERRAODREERY  EHERE—F
SREERSEEREN—EEERR -

(=) % 4 B i (unit of analysis) B3 % iij &
(respondent)2 & 9 R &
Pinsonneault(1993)7F FF {& 1980-1990 4 [

— B MIIS 3 B2 500 ) o 3 0 Y 0 0 36 0 3

» H70%LL EHIMISTH & T 240 DL — (@ A

E-AaRRRLANER SR HENY

S TR R - Bl R E I A

AREEANERIEN  EUHSALA

B RRE  EBEE  ARTE - R

ERAEERAE  THERARHBIHARE

EHEE > MAREHE—EARELEHE

(]

0.2 fEimERERETER S

(—) B4R 4E 28 (sampling frame)f) [ 25
Pinsonneault(1993)7E 7 15 1980-19904E [
—EMSTFEHF P RER SN E RS
P BOO%HIMISH AR R AN SRS [
23R 158 1 B A NE 28 (IR BIVAE A 1 4 2 )
C KRB R UG ES R R E e
B HLEEBNEE  NELRENITE
FoORN—BBLSEAER - NEREER
FRHIE SRR IRE LR R T o B LI I
HRKBMAIERXEER - 24 GroverZ A
(1993)&%{31980-1989@?53—%MISE%§3
I o 8 2 5 P B B, 3 3 A R B P B

(DIBFRRMMEE

Pinsonneault(1993)%$ 3 5 70%H MIS3H %
FF 95 I F 3 % 45 1% 19 $ 4 75 % (unsystematic
sampling) » BIATFRAN 75 8 2 (convenience)#y 7
2% » BE IR (snowbal ) H 4% HZ A iR
I 56% ;T $RES R 4 (systematic)B J5 o »
R BEL R ML AR 5 (random) {5 15% » 43 JB EUAE
(stratify){52% » F B 989 B % (purposive){f
15% - 55 4} Grover& A (1993)th &3 » HA
S8.6%MIREM R A RAR LA -

TEREREPORBERO R EEERE
* I BE R B MR fh BRT 3 A 4 B W R
(external validity) & (R KB 5 » 166 A
AYBEHESHRER -

()RR K /I (sample size)RI 5B

R 8 Pinsonneault(1993)49 2 > MISLL{E
NS 4317 B4 (unit of analysis)H 7 50%#y k¢
ABUNAI00A » BLA BB 43 47 B i 9 B 5 2/3
DRRI00A - — M5 HR  BABBSRF  H
Flower(l984)i§7ﬁf§j§§ﬁ%f§ﬂﬂ£IOOE@ZOO
cRE o BB B A B o (precision) i R B 1R A
CRABIREE20001%  BIKERERT
T o RILLHT S B R B E TR A 820089 H
= .

(O EERYENRE

Grover: A (1993)7F T £ 1980-1989 4 i
— B MIS ¥ B F op S5 2 I S0 B0 35 0 b B 3
C A BN RENRETEREREE
B BRI HT -

FIRMEEANE  RIFNFERER
SHERBRWTE - HI40 EMISTI T
1> BT AR F Baroudi B Orlikowski(1988) » Ives

+ Olson J Baroudi(1983) » & Bailey &
Pearson(1983) 7 5 FJ & ¥ & & (user satisfac-
tion)¥#| & ; Chin - Diehl & Norman(1988);~ fifi Fi
% /" T (user interface) )| & : =% & Doll B2
Torkzadeh(1988) .7 #% 8 Bf F % 7% & & (end-
user satisfaction)jf] & -

MEAREHCHRBEEAELRWHER
B RES BRI A BIAASEE
BRI ET BT - B (pretest)BE 24 ] (pilot
test) EEARNEN R ES THRTIEMEER
ERRKRS -

RAEHBE s - F—0
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53 TEHEETH

(— ) Rl & i 3R 63 5030 9 R R

R #8 Pinsonneault(1993)F 2 » H 76%HY
MISE 2 7 92 1% 76 fU Rl (pretest) 554 #l (pilot
test) 45 B HI 2 S I 2358 S DR KU BR AR
—1% o GroverZ A (199)thHH » 1EF26.9%
B SRR 28 A S o B B S
HRHETENARREURSZHERERE
BT RAIE o VW EREWEE > BOE S ERY
ek BMEE RN BREN -

(=) [ M == 49 f &

MR 18 Pinsonneault(1993)F 2 » H 74%H)
MIS i 2r i 48 [E Y R B A 50% » 3EFE A LRI
METERTBEN  RHAEWENER
EREEMAL  BIRERDIEERE - H5
Grover A (1993)th 3 » RE47.6%H FHE
WEREEIWEARE -

ERMAREEKE METILE
(Emory 1991] : (1)ERE ¢ QFESEA + Q)i
HIMBORE  (WEWRECRHA - DUEM
AES GO EBEE  (OMBEE AL
FEH DHZHEEELRE O TEdE
g ORZMBE®RNA -

(E)EBHREREMEA

R #8 Pinsonneault(1993) M T & HIH » &
2HHIMISTHER A H AL ENEREET
o HBEMENAE - EEET4%HESF
M4 » 10%F T SRR 0 10% M EHE
M5 1% ) - GroverZ A (1993)tBH » RE
BI%HHAEREEFASBEHNERAES
5 o

HR AR EREET ST ERE
AWERE  FHEEE  FILMISHERR
EREHERTANERNEES % NERE
LR - B MBE - Wt FETR
EEAREREERBENRE  WEEHELN
B WA DIERBERNEHRE  fRER
BrENRRA - EHRAEHENABERE
- BEREREERMERBRAINTGE -

() i %5 3% &t AY R
MEBRAEMEERARAEERN—E

i CHAERRNEEENRE - £HE
ST 5 T A 78 SR REL 9 7 B SR 5
[Kerlinger 1973; Emory&Cooper 1991] -

LARRE R
- EREIHANHER EARTHLAER

THIEE

- MEN LR BEMEHHEREYE
HREINFE  FENEREENE
DA E—EREMRE  THESHE
 BETEREMAEWKIEL  ME
FAPEERAZ  SEMAENENE
R THREABIRE -

- PR E R E ) R R A R E
FHREARE R — 8 P RE S T DU f
bW SHEE  MENEEER
AR R R -

- ZHEEREE SEMSNHERTE
HERERMBERET  ERNERE
FERAERTMELE  RUEANER
KEREH  ZUEBRGRLEE ME
REKEIRER  RALREFED
st | -

- ZREEEEE  EENERAEMRER
BEAMBRBH  ZTHWERESEHEAK
B ZUERTERRETERN -

LEENERET RS
fERET RSB RIRER: RSO E R B T TE
WIH% 8 T 5 E Hi[Emory&Coopy 1991] - (1)
fif S RO B RERER R LA B A S (3)
AAERERBETREN OTRENE
HERE OFTERERERINTA
FEERRIER T ERBEMOTE
MEMENFIR - AT REmET -

N~ BRI EE

BRHEER - HRBLENBRE DT
WHE  EERNER TR UERGE
e B » it R R A R -

Lucas(199) B H R EEA R TG
TH s — PR ¢ (D)ARET D7 B HOR A ()M ETAR
ERE -

BRAEHEE  BNUE - F—H
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6.1 T 737ARYEH

MR BB AR BUZA > RE
BERAEME S - R RAE RN
MM o A AR R U B R S SR

H:OBENHEREX  QBBHEIKSY

MSHE > QERHRE -
6.2 FRETHRERIE

(—) I B E (instrument validation)§Y ) 58

HREESNE  BRAEEERFAN
TEMERBTRERE Wk FBINE
¥l ¥ F & % [Straub 1989 ; Grover 1993] -
Zmud(1991) K Swanson(19)MXE T ERE
HREWRIEEE  ARECHMAERES
REEHEERNE - Rii > KEHWHRE
WEFBRLVMTEKRE - REB GroverE A
(1993)Ay 2537 » 7£1980-1989F ] —E&EMIST E
B RELR3%MATHEEETIER
'Z'g o

Straub(1989)A B H M ERBHEN S »
EHEEIEHEST " AERE § (internal validity)§2
UM et HEsmak B | (statistical conclusion valid-
ity i ETATNE  BEYUEUREE
STEREWE  WEBREZHH
(empirical finding) #9581k, -

1.4 & (reliability)

Fir 58 {8 & R W] #£ M (trustworthiness) » {&
R R B — B (consistency) B, 18 & 1
(stability) 1 & « R —TEHE  MEHS R
DHIRE RERUN BERE - GENH
BREDABRSBHNBEEREBER SES
REHERNHREEHR LERNEBR
T2 AH & /& [Tull and Hawkins 1993] - R It; »
GEMURBHESESHREZENEE

—BEHR EEUSBZE BUEE
(test-retest reliability) ~ 2§ 2<{E & (alternative-
form reliability) + A & — B {Z & (internal-
consistency reliability) - EEHEN TA R
# {f F Cronbachs alphaff - — ¥ RS E
BERFSES » alphaBiE 0.8 AT LR Z - £ R
RKUEWET - alpha HEZ 0. TR AT 5 0 0.35

EEREIERE R -

2.3 B (validity)

BERNEHEN HUBRECHETR
BEEAHEFRHENFER KR
EmME - —EABRYRERS  AERHER
WERREEREMENENSNETR
%{ o

—BRR RETLIEZE ABANE
(content validity) - .3 2 BH 3 3% & (criteria-
related validity) - B #5%& (construct validity)

MM AARERHET LR
(pretest) B4 5 Hll (pilot test) » BT BN L Bl
2057 LA DL #8558 4% (overall index) £ #% #€
(criteria) » ERBEREWHE » TUSE
Campbell & Fiske(1959)# 2 My T £ 0448 -
%EHEERE | (multitrait-multimethod ma-
trix; MTMM)EC i % 2 B (R & 2 17 &%

(factor analysis) ¢

(D)ME DR R

Fiisl " #5177, (statistical power)RE 53
REZERNERBRWENA-P)  TREE
BLRYHERRMEEZES IR - —
fi6e A BFF 70 #0 R BR O B K ¥ alpha( e ) 0 i
B £%0.0580.1 » ARTTE R AR R BRI R i 4%
BREHHN HREGHES-10%HBEERE
BIgER) FHEELBBERERF A
RAREWNRELE - BN ERHWES—
WERE  WRBRSEZHERWEEMBR(
HIgER; B): TMHHE LBEHERRELE
' IREREEWNREE -

TIgE R A ISR B LB R E
BWAO IR R mAIERET I RE
) B ERIIGER  REERNEERL
"(false positive claims)#i B IL"EMRNE E
0 471 (false negative claims) 2 R E BB E
[cohen 1965] - {HIR L & WA IEALL » BB
BAZHEBNASARERBEROA LR
RIRE o QSR B 3% K & #E 28 9 O-Ring H S 3
U ERENER —RH,) BIRIHEAIER
SRR

HIER - BR LR ERABF
—HR ML TR AT (38 AR ML R A Ho)

BAEEHSH  BNE - H—H
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BNgHHR B EEMA -8 HRER
— BRI HE BT TRAT (B 52 8 AR Y Ho)

MRERER o > MAERP - ARIHY 5
BREARRBIERTHE - It - WATRERATHH
FUH) R R A oS B R 18 R — {E (H AR MIS
MABEEE

H4h > Sawyer & Ball(1981)$8 45 BIMIS
WRBHHEAT DN T EMEZEHRME IR
B EREEBEHETLEWERELE A
A48 5 (5 ) H T 8 BR B9 42 52 Hp Baroudi(1989)
RELREEES SRR N EREEHE
“inconclusive” R EWIEH » MABRWESEF
T B R B R B -

EfWEEAEME WEBLEENA
BT ERERUMIBEKH N F2F
Orlikowski&Baroudi(198NHY iR 5% -

6.3 HMEHERAVEERE

ERREBEHAEME  BIUREMR -
WA W - REURE T - REHE
TE - DREMATE TR  HEEH
RIEET DT EGIHRER > ERE—-R
HEARZARRG MRARERVER §

T?U;&%%Z@%[Lucas 1991 Moser 1972; Blal-
ock 1964] :

LERSERBADEE

MEBRORVEEXEANRR DM
CBRREF RS R BFERRERE
HHEHE TEAROE Z2ERBOEAR
B DI 6 A& 2 HE R MEEEN
B GREE » FRER TR E B EBEH
RRRERI RN BREEXREHE
W -

LI ERER ARG :
REMENFEREHR I BEREMH
B0 BHEERERAEREE - FI
 “RT1000K Bk R B BB 3
T —RONERFENE AR A ARE
MEAARMMBEAE” - MABLAHR
BR AR A 5 AR TR 0 fEE SRR T 8E
REBA G EE” TSR EEGH M

B o

S ERMRERERMAEOE ;

MRAENRARERNITHAESR
B 2ERERR ERRRHR TR
BERERG RBREREOFRSEHE
HEENHREAR HE®KE - B
Blalock(196)WE R » HRMBREL ErEE
B ()WMERSEEBENERCRIERF
CQEEREEEENEMER - R
EHREHREHEZNEE 2K
(confounding variable)- J[| E &L iRE S
FEE  HIFREERRREEEMN®R -

AMEBERVERRE
HAEBRIEREHHEBBENHE

ZHR RERS D B UIERE R RS
> BEG P HE AR R - HEE
UL RERE ROERERK DL
HERPRHARI WIRHNHARORS -
B EHR R ERAKABARNT
ES DB EER M DU RN B R R
HE R HRRE -

SHMABRTREARBRTH :
MR REABRMART HAEETRR
B R R R IR R AR - HRT
{ﬁﬂﬁﬁ%%éﬂ}?%%ﬁ““ﬁﬂﬁ% Bl
BLRRNBRETIRRMER © (DR
R EBRAERE ) QRETR - O
BTREZE  OUETEHERZEEEX
B -

+ ~ MISHEATIAY 3 B 514 28|

R A MIS B2 1l 3 1) 5 A JR] Y 5 i 22 AUl
» BHIAIMISQ  IMIS ~ ISR [Straub 1994] » i
EUEFHEIEREE AR ERSHFEN
T H-—{AMISIF 58 & FE St #15 L¥eHIH
WROTHE > WRARFEM R E SRR
BENREE -

7.1 MISHRH| = ZAVETAL 2R

HR e R R R EER - BT
B R BHTIFAG R R R A - A3
H Straub(1994) A7 £ Hi B MISHF 72 3 1 7 i Bt

EREESE  BNE - F—-H
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RRRE AL MBFR 0 FBFRE
.

EERHERIRER -

MISEE % B9 R T Y T4t 2 Rl

MISQ/
DATA BASE

ISR

CACM

Management
Science

« Relevance + Significance of con-
[+ Objectives

+ Readability

« Organization

« Literature review

» Methodology

+ Quality of evidence

+ Contribution

» Potential contribution

tribution
* Technical adequacy

+ Appropriateness to

journal
« Clarity of presenta-

tion & signigicance

* Technical content
+ Originality
+ Style and organiza-

« Overall quality

« Importance of re-
search

» Impact on discipline

« Impact on practice

+ Presentation

tion

7.2 FREEAVFHLZER]

Straub(1994)4% & ¥ + T MISH T 7
M T I+ M E B RER

1.FF 528k 51 (Research design) * #EWHELH
&~ A B R (subject) ~ MFT T HE - BEH
BEHEEERANTBE -

2. HE M E {EH 75 (Professional style and tone)
| RIFHIRFEOT RIERER 30 B T A

3.J8 B 132 12 (Topic selection) : F H 1% 12
(choice of paradigm) &2 & %l 4 #7 £ 75 (data
analysis technique) [ER B EZHBHEHEBD

4. ¥ E 75 7 5 E B (Contribution to practice) :
WRREEEEMISEB R HEE 2 EM - £
SEMHBARTE > Bk -

5.5 E £ B (Manuscript length): X B E K EH
[:1:1 o

6. 81572 fy B (Adherence): W R P FEHE
BB -

7.8 18 {F W 72 (Replicability of researcy) : Fiig
HHERE AR MR ES ERATLL
B-REEFWHE -

8.7 5% (Theory) : B FAMISERHHME R
BE R EEBRRBREMENRRE -

9. % B TR 72 /5 M) A B 3 (Suggestion for future
research) | ¥ A A S BB KRR R K
HRESE—BHE LR -

WEFTENERE -

11.% 33 % B 8 H Fr & B (Contribution to
knowledge) : B HE ¥ B RIMISE B 1 H 3/
(theory) ~ & A (belief) B¢ f% R (assumption)
EMER -

1275 28 1 3232 88 7 (Presentation level) @ 3L F
HWRZEE"BEMET" BBEHEE -
13,08 1 35 07 28 B 3% (Logical rigor) : 3t
HoNEBGEHERE  WHEOR - W

Fidk - RASRAAE -

BWERERRBENRST B2 FE
(Statistical/Mathematical analysis) @ B3 ¥
METHE AT RERKTBEEEMR
R -

B A BEBEMISH AR EERT R

BABULRRENERGERSEER -

JARE =

fRE LA D AMFE S HMIS
AEMRTEBEEL TR s

LA R
BEEW REXEEBH  FRAI%R -
HEWNERREHER LRENERN ¥
8 E KK (BN Top Ten Key IssuestyRE H)

10.52 8 1 32 A [8] B (Coverage of significant 2&%5@5@5?&&%&5}3@5[& .
literature) © BB R B HIHH R K AERAHEHERERZ—RERH
ENEHBH ENE - F—H 34 BAEEAERE SR



R BRI EREE L B AR B
REMBEHENBRERER KRR E
5 TREPEE S £ SBBRRRHS
M BT ER - TR RREERAREOR
B RRHMEROER  RRETAFESLE
AR BEFAL NN - FRER
B EREEIES TR - (L4 MR-
X EE R 0 MEHRBRBTIIE -

IHRLEAEENNEXREBR

BEWRNEL  EXBREUE L
(DERE - FREIERRE RN
RO SRR B R R T R DA R
BALQEFR - EANRE AW ER
KEMEFEEQ)EZEER @ A2
BEBESE - A BB - moderate B8 -
mediate B B EHE LT - HRERHEOER
B BERNSOL B AENE  HE
B -

ANDEET AR EBENEN(HET
BEImMmEE?)

MEWHERESNAE T ERDY
HWEITE EPENEE —HERRThEE
AR EREAREE RN GHEN
AE#ABELR  ARHEENWHETE -
MISHIHF924EI > B AW TRAARAELE
c MRBHEER ORI IEFRGHX
By BEEHAHAR - AHRHEH
Cl (pretest) > W A A ME L E 4
(Contents Validity Ratio, CVR), EREELT
Sl (pilot test) » FHAEWEHEZTERA
CECEANHRTENEEEIESA
H 8 5 B9 20 B2 (Pinsonneault, 1993) - H4%
BHEERRBTENEE RERE
BENE WENENRAEROLERSR
FHRHTIERAA -

SBBEMS TR
Jick(1979) Fr # 8 = A& R
(Triangulation) +  Pinsonneault(1993)
Straub(1989) Fi7 42 Ky % JT. {1 58 75 ¥
Kaplane Duchon(1989)ffiiR E R ERE
MR H—ERASERRLE BT
A AEREREE DHERIEHHFRER
R EREt:H BT - WL FERZEERGH
B RFIRENEE > KeRER

3 B

KM RE Q)% BE MR RS
%% KW HERE - REOERRRE -
M4 - EAT® - B CHERERENRL
SR AR KRR ERE T
B 8 TE A9 3 7 B8 R T
R o

CRBERMBS(ER)RAKAE
75 8 2 3k F # ¥ (unsystematic) i 3 £
 BARENERLE ERRERNER
RIERGTRERMEEE - Rt BR
HROREHARRENRAEREHE
HEREEN MARRRENERREE
(o
BABREG 2 EM D RNEE TEXD
- —BTE - RABE200 LBRBHEE -
ST B RERZHE RS HARE
BENHMESTEHE-AaRAER AN
CEOHLCIOH & Ky 2 1 #E R I CIO B /5 i
REZEHE AR R - LERRE R
o BRAKRE o B EE KSR
(nonrespondent)#f FE AR - BUINGERER A HI X
Ey

TEREEEEROKHIRT X
THNERRE TRHENWSE T
A& ENEE RRFEREIEL
W R F AR R 2T - R A RS
TR T R PR R R T ORI R R R
HERRMALANBERENINAFEE
THESHA -

SERMANFEPERENGRER

AHERTEAZER ENHRENE
BRZAERBEANE  ERERARERN
43 - — {8 3 A B 90 i B B Y L (output)
BT ERIRES  BEATIIRE: (1)
ERBHRANBHE AR R CRLE
C (QHEERBALLLE - O)ZRWERS
i1~ (ERFRE - OEBWHE LY
EMEER - OEFNEERNER - (D)
R R FEEF -

BE 3

LA BRUE  "EREERHALE
HARZLRERERA" BAETERE

BB RS HNE - H—H
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