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Abstract 
Over the past decade, the international information systems (IS) discipline has 

experienced essential change in the diversity of the research methods. Positivism is no 
longer the dominant research paradigm. The recent research shows no significant 
difference is found between Taiwanese and international IS research topics. Has the IS 
discipline in Taiwan followed the international trend in research methods as the research 
topics In this paper, we examined 403 information systems research articles published 
from 1988 to 2005 in three major domestic IS journals and 159 domestic IS doctoral 
dissertations. The results indicate much IS research in Taiwan reflects a positivistic 
orientation, a research tradition that is rooted in the natural sciences. Reasons for the 
dominance of positivism are discussed, and it is suggested that much can be gained for the 
domestic IS discipline if a plurality of research paradigms is effectively employed to 
investigate IS phenomena.  
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Hamilton  Ives(1982) 15 1970 1979 532
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1988

1986 1988
Mingers(2003)
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(hostile)

(intensive research)3
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(Benbasat & Weber 
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3 Markus  Lee(1999) (qualitative research)
(intensive research)
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4 1
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(  1995 2001)
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5 2005 7
5
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9
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0
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0
0
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0
0
0
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0
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0
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0
0
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9
0
0
0
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0
0
0
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3 404 98%
2% 0%
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( 4)

5
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2001)

6



20

8
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6

/
( %)
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 81  59  0 (0%) 
 91  58  3 (5%) 
159 124 12 (11%) 

( ) 543 404 20 (5%) 
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Auguste Comte
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