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AE*x ITHE # K
(KEBRTAFEEEZF¥H, K% 116024)

B E CREAEAEBIGARAPAEEFEFEENHMN. TRE X ENEHESHRALRRERRSE
(AR HERRUBRCER AN AUESFANEFE LR L AL A EHF HER. THZA
BIPCES, LA EI RSN, AXRAZRT ISHR P UGRREENER G RFI B, 8 of kRS
FOICAR A T EERWE L RAARRIF R, B EF IS 8 PILA S E B KRS, it ILE
BRNEH AR AHEAHURELMNLS5, A5 EE It AR E ST ISR TR,

X8 EEER.FERE . RERLER LSHARER

RESES C931.6

TG 77 SCALER AL UL S (fie) , B a0, BATH I TTH P X7 BB S REE, BIMEHE"; BEHF AR
Survival of the fittestGEE4£F), RAASARZB AL SHEZH ASAZE . ER(THES
EFZRBLE, AXBGFRNER. TLE LREBEEALBREZTEEEFEENBN., B
2 BRI EEX LNEHEHRERGEREHR P BAKXKEAHCREHEWE LR, A
DESAMIEF LIt S AR A ES ER TAZAMLE, LEHRTFHNSIK. EXEER
GiogR ISR PUREBEVEMORTIEL EdEEEREET R MR ERE. S EHHE
B HARRE IR, A EE ISR P ICREEM R RS, AHERESN SR, WS FEH
7 A UC Bo 38 4T 1S BESTAT T &t

1 EEARRPHCERBBENX

REARZEEANRNRCHBRTRGIEEESN. LW, ALFRHRFIANAL S5
BAHE N (SRS RD) B RSB BB LIS, SR, LR REER L LR FS
HH¥R KR P EHIL (middle range theories) WEBEHZ N, EW.FELHRELRESE X |
HARHH, LSBT ~RAIBENRITRBNE. FERAOARENM T FE2FTRESH LSS
B3R, HEZHE Van De Ven 1 Drazin LA Venkatraman fl Camillus BIBFST R . FiEMNEH
A #i2 (structural contingency theory) A1 B, T 94 H = Fh X} DU AD B3R MR 5 2. 8 = (selection
approach) .32 H 7} 3 (interaction approach) . & 4t =, (system approach), 3 %X = # iy X847 7 3%
AR, 45 T R 2R X R R 6 7 B3 4 B LSRR RO . TS X AR e B R B AT SR R
Eﬁauﬁﬂnuﬁa\%ﬁ,wﬁﬁuﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%/\%ﬁﬁaﬁﬁEE%Q%’%%%W#%: —REREHBXRANE
REE . UHESHFAHBERMRCENTE,; —_ RERELRESTHEAE T HENHTE. BIEX

» REUE. BERARMFERESIH (71072108,70902033),
WEEE: IRC KERTAEEESSH¥ . BB, E-mail: mingf@dlut, edu. cn,
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P2 B, H R i B B SO P B T B 4 B T SN2 31, BP9 35 (moderation) , 1 4 (mediation) | 4%
{iF fR B (profile deviation) .i& & (matching) .52 £ & (gestalts) . 2£4F (covariation) , # & H T B4k i
BURMS MG T RR B ED., B fi=f‘IiR"5EERXK, ME =M Fr5HEE XK,
F 1A T Venkatraman I3 448975 F UG fic W5 A IE AR RD ,

% 1 Venkatraman J3 44 &Y 7 Fh UC i 3 &K

) A S w A R E R
HEEXNETRNEHAEARRTES =
WHEH ANER K EA AR KT EE REER L EXHHTHXER
(moderation) | BABRS AN ERZAMLAEEZR | (matching) | EKHBERE
MEEREHRER
h BTESHLABZAFEABH T B Hap LA —A5EicHXHWERZE
(mediation) 1, B B B2 82 om 1E A (covariation) | MFEEA AT — 8K
FAE W B LR RS HF BB R T & W REAE 4 & A EeEE EXA—HERREXD AT -
(profile deviation)| FF & HWEBE (gestalts) HABRE U550 EH

ERBHRERBRSTAEAR, AEMEBZL LN, XEFXSATRAES L L&,
BHMBIEFEREMN. FRKE,FE—-MILNREERL ETELHEEERESACHAE
BH LR .

2 1S ARDPHLEEE

EHBEEERIANMINAEE THERETHRRNEN  HECE ENHTHARNETES B,
REGEEAREMHEE LHABMAEWARSGN, B2 ISEEMN—HUXRNARRE. ik, ¥& |
IS T — RIS R A R, X R Ea A =20 —RUBEARNA
T 5 M7 89 P 8 % E (decision-making school) ;: — B H B A KA L & 55 # (structures) Bt &
¥ 1 00 %) BE 22 UK (institutional school) ; = & # £-H Rk (social-technology school) , 2234 P %
REMEFTEE ERE =R,

P RIS AR M A R B R A IR BB SRR A B BB, — 2 N B AT
ANAFEARAERETH R FEFELNRES., FXEWANEEETURARTEIRA KB AR
HRgEAHSOEFETHEPEY BITEREAARTHNXLEFE. KPP ERARFARRE T
{£ %+ R UG EC (task-technology fit, TTF) MR, B RAT % % 3K 55 AR 2 18] i VT Bic S 8¢ 18 0 951 0 5 2%
R, GXHE.HEXRNECBAERGEMR BIEERAAFERRXEHITMAREAE
B, HIESRAUEARRITEF L FERARTEEHMNAMNANRERET) ., 45U ERHA
¥R BFE A BARFRNEETRHIF—FBEUA . GAFERBEARASH LTI AAME W,
AREFE—FHEHEH. Fl, 3t SEA R %ML (socialtechnical system theory) ik X & # {5 B £
R3TAAKERBR T M SRESHERRAHTREAE.,

BEFROEAFRENESE TR BEBAECHERSYY FIRERERERMLS-
BAR2EF, HAT —RIUEEHEARBESEFHFMEZ R LR TEZOCNERER, NEW
F 15 B 3B B S5 R B R K16 L 4 BRI X U AR A A0 1 A A 0 AR TS AL L AR SR X IR I8 S TR A AL
255 AR 2 IR P #4 VC B 3818 47 B,
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21 RERFPROCEE L

() BEEREHEL

A FBE R T B LR W AE 45 B30 e B X, 4K 3 & F #0 (media richness theory,
MRD™EBAKRREHEL., NEERESZIARMFEENXE, FELE MRT BF T &R IEHEM
AR AEHETHHR. MRT BYIHRAHITTEVEENEHCEEN, 2GRN EMNE
MRT i+ BB N . Daft %4 A& B3 b A5 E M (uncertainty) F1 2 L (equivocality) #E 2
EEALMEEABYTRY DL EF  AHERERBEEATENRE; £ X HEREMHAE
EFEAREBR. FH# - SREGEFHEE (info;mation richness) [ /& #X & £ & & (media
richness) JA#E:E , B RAK 70 24 8 &5 18] 9 08 ATTIAR R A AT X B 3E ) Y BB 7, 3 A R & b i 4K
EFEEERARKY, M FAREERNISF RERBREMNEBRA LIAD R FHTEFSHR,
A& aEAEEERMEE; MEZTEEXEGHEFHUTECHEAREEERNEERER
AR, MRT B EAFEEEENEEASMBEARE FESRENEETEHRTTHRE. X
MEXTANLBERARNORERBTHE.AE—CBELRH T MRT WEREEH. MRT &%
B—ERET RGBS HETLIEHRRELIE MRT, NERBE N2 BEN SR HE
M. ERERHR D FEBRER L MRT B 00 fi5 —~BHARLFERRERS
TRV, BRI R RIS ARE.

() BEAR-FREBRE

WRR Daflt FEEFEBHYR S LA -EHMRBE KRR E®LSE XHER A4 E) , McGrath &
A$R 4T - 157 44 UT B2 {8 5 (task-media fit hypnoses, TMF)! WA A& XF MRT 8 —f P B, &
FHEFRBHBTEARR, McGrath ER K TERSF AN UM ERES LR, £REH
(generate task) , B =4 W& 80T R B 1E % 5 38 #R 1T % (choose task /intellective task) , i A IE A L
BIEFIE S B IR EHIEBE S (preference task) , X ¥ K& F AR 8 HIWTE 5 5 WML % (negotiate
task) , MR R P RANF E WA WEFD B H UM EF AR AEMHFEEEEEA L LT EDRT
PLfc (good fit) , AT ARG R AESBIRL . Bt AN =AW S ME SR, REEEA BB LWAR
ALLMERRFNANMEMEES XEATENREZRAEND ., ZERMBEAEEENNSS
MRT B—®# , h ¥ SRS BN M EZTEKFE L. B Jﬂﬂ]%’»‘yﬁﬁﬂﬁiﬂﬁl&m}‘éﬁ&&i
KRG, EXMEREFFEAERSIBRTEEAERFEENEEABLLADRAENSER., ETFxL
EHFRESEIET TMF R

R S EEETEEDFTERLHE, FAWRMMEENBELE-R®. B TFREOABSETY
WA EEE R RIS b, B R SR TR A B, B R MR ST e E 4 B A
& KR F K EE, TMF 3 UG AL i) BEAFF L 35 5250 Venkatraman 432 o 45 00F I 55 09 45 4, B 8 (38
BALRRE A &, OF B 3 9451w 2 BB 4 A& B9 15 B BB X 8 AR,

) RiEY AR

WEHET MRT R RI A A ARK . —F B3 MRT EEASHHK; 5 —KEL MRT ¥
EMRNBRAEFEHNRIE™ ., HEHRATHED T %5 MRT AW AR —KMLL. Carlson
M zmud @ F ¥ MRT #ATEE, KA A -BERMESEMAE, BE TEHBY BHEiL (channel’
expansion theory, CET), i EAEEFRRLESHSEWMER G BROYEXMAMSHE S,
HTRTFTEAEFEERDERE" NEEEHFARRAMNST EEXHWTRE RS MMEESNELR
P TR 6 B R A& R R R 2 00 R AR I L TR B AT TR S B M A R B . Calson
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M Zmud RHHNHEXEE . BENFRAZE BES5EF5ZRNER WHE EEMNESK A4
HAREHEE . BIAA HESSEX XU R A AMREB IR - RETEINEEFRE
WL, gt B X ik E AR, X — i BN B B R AU (channel expansion effect)™/,

St CET MREMRARRIRE EHPEXN CETHBHREUREMZBNBAREEEEER R
HEEE F . Calson #l Zmud iz A CET #5% T PURR 22 56 5018 B3 00 43 51 X B8 #E 44 (E-mail) 4 B £
EENER . ZR2ERN RTHALABREEMEMA=ZFER MW HEMEH S MEX E-mail £ F B KR
|7, Scott Al Stephen #E4T T X LA G 4 (o e #5) FUER A Can BP B S@ TR B2 A ) CET #F R, 45
BRFTUMHZ2ENBRANEEAEEENERER; ZEXEAEERRT Inud FRERHE
B3 HE THNMRAERNEEENAREE(RERR EELEE.MHEAERIESEHED
BRA BB M,

CET & & £% MRT R4k . B EANBSEEEN T HEMANEE HEMATESZHSEMN
HEMER. HR . ZBLERARAXAGABRAEEESHMERZRKILE. 550, % CET #9534k
WRB B, REHE OB T R, 8 76 5 575 T I 3 2 86

() INFIECEIS

A0 VL A2 B3 Ccognitive fit theory, CFT) B ¥ AR MBEMMIFE T BEMRBXFRHEE R
BRERAEREHEESFRHRBEEFNSE . RRMART R XL EBRNERINIRRRR R’
EEL EEE AR TBM\RK TR, CFT £/ 80 /K B A {14 9 (5] 8 & o 58 4Ll 4R
B CFTANREEEMEARBEBELRA—FENS  BEARANTEAR, BERE T X
MEFSRAEEMERMNETHASHELR. FEL REETHAMIESHEBLXB RIS NZHE
FEHRAESES. NAEERREEYRNENREI TR 5ESLXAMELRKARE, SHFENAILE,
(A E RS BREE; BAANNTEM RS SR =4 W, EERAPFRT, Vessey #—
BN AREREBEENMABEAEAD,E CFTY BARMBRE EHFRE REREEE, =&
16 fy DT B2 3t [] 5 e I7) A e 2 9 0545 %2 4E (mental representation)®,

M BB EP,.CFT W UBMERARE SRR ESSREMAERS R byl mT
ic ™ B0 2 7 0L UG R ) BB AR, 22 R E S AR IEVE P R BB A BI B/ B R 4, CFT 78
GFHMARE T B/ ERX R ERRSROERE, KV BEMEAAE - ME R RRESHBIRFHET
RS, CFTHRERYEE, REX¥EMEHET TV R FANABNARARIFR T, RmBAE
$020 R AT B O R AR S i Y %, Ho AR 4 B X RAE T A U L X AE 45 SR E0 B
(3 R

(5) fE%-HrAR I RLE B

F&5-BARER(TTR)ZE ISHRPHRXEA.BEEHRNHRARZEmMIR, BREH#ITRREIT
#0781 Goodhue #1 Thompson 1995 4 7E Delone F1 McLean # i # IS TEMIERCI AR E LR
T HAR-5 %A 2 R (technology-to-performance chain, TPC)M, 8 —KRIERAH T TTF M &kE
i, FEMSES TUARRBME P ERMESEARTRRE A EREA, A —#EEAREEX
AABERBERE A BRI, W AR R A SR AR, MBS ES ML, TTF &
WH—FEREMABTESFHORE. EiEAmiE, TTF WHERREES EARAURA=ZEZEK
REMEE, Goodhue Xt TTF #5E S B & # T —f-MAS 1S PEM a9 A4, AP EARRAH—
BEYEFMEL, AHEE - LER, FHORTES X LT3 H#R, ARALUERREHE
S A% R, MR E W, Goodhue iy TTF B—MEHFEMHBEA MEFHRT HERHRA,

1998 4 Zigurs 1 Buckland & 4 T 4+ % ¥ 40 % ¥ & 4t (group support system, GSS) 3% T 1
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TTF B it A FEF LK REMF GSS H AL FHF T RERBEEANGH. ZERIHME
XM GSS HEARM A EEM T MBI, H BRI #1T TR, B T AR
BT 5T o DS B B9 7S A A, 4 GSS Wiy TTF B SCHHAE S F E A GSS ft 9B AIE B4 4 (ideal
profile)") , B EE T X FHEARH & . FIA WS BB EF . Zigurs F1 Buckland R /i T Campbell LIE % &
ZEANNEE KB ERBTEE SR, EE5 GCSSERN =" HE, AXXUEFENLTHMNDY
HAEA, P RESEMF GSS HAR LT EEE BT BASi .

& W & , Goodhue %} VL B () 3E 4% ¥ il 1] T Venkatraman £ 45 7 #3875 /€ F§ (moderator) , 38 i
BEARMY EFHELURANTE=FZAM3LH; Zigurs 1 Buckland Xf IT AL K & X2 — R AP
SHHE IMEXRETHBETR: BEZEFNESHR . RAENEMESE AN BERLE
ARXF BERE TTF MEHE W . Goodhue & X # TTF EAH —BRE L, BAREHEMIE
F BAREE; Zigurs ) TTF BARINEFERE S GSSEARLER Z RN X RBE T B G ERM. B
I, P 7 A TS B A — X #, Goodhue B TTF fE BB, (B 5 # %HE 45 BR 8 76 Bl 4 UL A
EABLEE—HN.

Goodhue fl Thompson ZE#& H} TPC AW FEA, X HPHEERFTTRRE. EGRZRFT
TTE!}, Staples 1 Seddon 2004 4EZERTH B RRY Xt TPC MBI H#HT TH — B RiE, 45i0F hh X
7T TPCHERM™, LB &R TTF MATARGGTII, Lin, M8 E 0B TR &0 H R
MR BHAWFHARES AP EEREFEFEHMRE Y, BHEEEESHBER
Xt TTF #4749 &, 10 Dishaw 1 Strong ¥ A RNPEA Y TTF &4, 81 TTF 5iHEH A R¥GE
BRERERY BRI,

Zigurs %@ EBLAE GSS LRHRLRRIET TTF WABHM . Murthy i Kerr thZEB 4
TEPRET TTF AR, ERER, FRTEIEENENRHRE=EBENES P LEE
WEARELR G, ERJLVEMRRT, Zigurs SEBLEUERBN K TTF Big M ER x4
ARHMBEARFEASE - LHR.B/E T LUERX (patterns) BRKNEREREFHFFUDRIHAR
(collaboration technology) 5 HIBAME S Z [E KX &Y, % TTF 5WET N EBHESE S XA WE
iof 78 o B B AR R R HEAT A

22 HEeHFARERWETERES

(D) BRI “

DeSanctis 1 Poole 7E Orlikoski $ 7K 44 ¥4 4 #8 B (structuration model of technology)®* ) 2t Bl
4R 5 I M 25 AL B 2 (adaptive structural theory, AST)IBVREET — M F ARG EHE AR,
HEEHWURANGRZEZRHEEEANER, BE5FE L 2% K Giddens WE WL E S
(structuration theory),DeSanctis fil Poole R EARASH SO BN LR EmMERCY , FHEBTH
AL G5 (structure) M3k A (appropriation) . Hef, “G5#” 8 K 35 AR 1t BE 82 4L 5 800
WIREBE ST ; AR R AR M HIT R B RANEET RATIRNBEARN“EA, AST tit
WH MR 5 BB ARG (454 R 4E ARS8 38 i (spirit)) , WA K A THEFMEAAKRBREH, B
b NEANMAREFRUESTAEFOERY . TSR E S EM /N R B TE e E AT R
EREEMEAXMEHSH, XMEATEEEFRITEAN (athfuD W T EERE FRITEEM
(unfaithful) , FHI WA R AL A X B AR B I FP 540 (BB D B3k Al B B 5 % B AR W 7E45 1F 45 #9 (feature
structure) U A (spirit) AHIC AT . /N B B 22 BB R T 1 AR B9 7] b B 7 B8 R, 3% ELSX b 4
AREEFRITEES,



82 ERAGYHR (Bs)

ASTHIEHFTERERAGEEABAAL P MANENELEMEIE. X—IBK5I AR
FHEREFHEAANARRAONE, BLEZEWMARESGH. Bd0FHAERRAHES. FNR
“HEETESHSIAIREMARB TOMERABANEE.E. A TREEHATHESETHES,
ASTEAEHEERNEE.

ASTHEEENIBET GSSHEFBHAR —RLE R R THEFREREHER
FREMBE, ZHEAR T TS REZHSHAER AN RHE AN AR /BAEmBFRRAEE T AT
PLS- 95 50 A BOREZRL2) | Tk — 3, Wheeler 1 Valacich #3177 1& £ #1814 B % R 5 F 0 i , 48
T o R PR O I A AR AR R R AST BSSE ALSL B, R AT STIER .

(2) DUhg-vE AR

20 42 90 FFRN4EM GSS HEHEMAR P, —FHATHEMAER LA -B(EHFEML
FER) . REEY¥EMBTHN (meta-analysis) I HF B REN XEHMEFENERALSEHE,
WAR T 2 S VA A5 B, 4 A BA LA B BA 7 S L GSS K BRI ENY  (E b — AN RR BT X
B PE S Ve BB ARAESE . Dennis ZE 4R TR FEIRN TTF B MH E¥IRK ASTRE RETT
B 3% F L &) (fit-appropriation model, FAMD®Y | ZEERIRIH GSS HM T ER AWM AKE RN . —
BESS5H @K GSS TIREZ AIMILAT; — & GSS ThEEMmE i . MAI7EST 1980—1999 £ & £ HY 61
£ GSS B AT T/ i it R B, 24 A2 AT 4 B R DT e A3k F ST Rp B, 8 B3 GSS AT RS b = AR W Y
BE ERELHEE.FASESENHEEER ., B4, GSS R SEF LR XM & RABEQR
EHBRAWSSERBERELA sAXFNIBE ISR ERD WEEAE. 2ot
AAERHRE, UE GSSHEFHA—BLERBH TRFNHEE.

FAM ¥ HT Zigurs P8 TTF X, EEXEME MR A F Zigurs 89 TTF B, IC R BE& R AR R
RTHEVSMNEA, ZEENBYIELHETRESFRMME ., BTN ZFREH#T T,
BY) R FAM T HARIES, i THERLERAE TRERMMNTIERR. M FAM HEFHRE
B, B 2 s 18] A0 HE B , UG TG0 ) XF 46 30K A0 B ) 2 A AR A, A 0 U B AR AR B B B BAGE At S T TR R
5t GSS i1 B, R4 SRS ILEDRA BIF B E A Z B 8 2 510,

23 RERELHFEIR—KFRERSEERLR

4K [7] £ ¥ B 6 (media synchronicity theory, MST) W] Lifi BA X IC LB IS M B & & . Dennis
HHE 1999 AEF KRN T MSTH) B8 ER B AT 2008 4 & RAE MISQ £, ERTEE ARG
HMEFD TES LA SRE WA EEHDICT BT S BIRIERNER. R b R IT K LIERT
REFEBIAR-BNEL. MST ABMKMRABSISF AN —TESFTFENWELE S HKR
AZ A UG R B AR, AR B RS A 5. REHAS WE LB, Dennis B T Fr
EESBTMERH R EAWELR, 1551588 (conveyance process) 1 5 f It 3t 2
(convergence process), {5 BB BREEEBREMHERMFE L HEKE BB IEX LHTL
L BB ETE; EERMIBREETEEMANE T ROER, ZxT AR FE KT
B MARBEREREAS, SRESTFHCITXFAEESE . ARESXA T EETROFTR LG
HFEARS, #—%, % T Shannon-Weaver H ¥ ER R i1 T AR K88 H (BMFR A E KR
) : {£ %3 # (transmission velocity) . 347 # (parallelism) , % 5 £ # 26 (symbol sets) . 7] & 4w B t#
(rehearsability) . B 8 4b 3 ¥ (reprocessability) . X £ 88 1 8% R & (& 69 R 25 PERE J7, BD X/ A
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RR B R EFT R B RE A . AR AR 7 5 18 o B SR 2 1) B VT S 2 i 1 AL
S5 MST BIIA T AJREXT X —ICEGE A T EAMNEAE R, X # A BREE. B 2R
FHUEZRE. BNE 8 MST &£ 5 T B E-38 B -85 %% (time-interaction-performance, TIP) B it ,
DBEEELBERERERRXRRBENEL, L R FEA 64 /D X158 3 B R BUE.

MST 4R m SR, S MmE g aETal, SRR RARE TR ENEm,
R, MST B —MHRREEFIRSHEFRMAESHEL HEERBERNER. K TFLUAE
MR, MST XERRICESAESENE W, IAREFS% REAERL X EFENFEABR
(#n MRT) ,{H MST Hl 28 M EASGRIENRER,

MST BRGFEA M UEBESHTREEITIEME L ANRE X LEREHRE Zigurs 8 TTF M
) » B it T i BB AR T 25 60 8 SO B 7E ] o 49 3 1o A8 7% oK I SR P o] b AR BE 6 8] 25 BB 18 B 4F /O 158 &
M., BYBEEEEES MST EAE THARFMHEA: Murthy #1 Kerr ZEEH BAVE R T XM ¥ 46
MST BRI HTHE  REHLLRFITHE SRR, BHEREREE R MST W&,
Carlson #l George F) | MST A EF T KGR &35 T 40 ES . HR B/ NI, Rigx 9tk
) MST A BB MBS, # 8 A B et b T e B uE ™

3 ISHRPLEMSNEH#N DL

REEMEHEPAHAB LR —R", BE5BRP AR S XNERF AR K2 8GHT
LA b B0 A X “ DU AD VB E B B0, ARt B B L LA B R B MR RIS FIR N EF B
k- RARF IR s DT B BE &8 A L& . o oy B B0 145 8 UG E B AEUR JR O LA A AIE 4 B8
HEOHBEL . Kb, RRBFREOBIRERMEMNER, U E R RIMESFHESEARFIEILRK
EEH B ERACROEESABBHES . HRUWLEKEREEHRZEZNR, FAE
HSHER IR NE . B0, b AR R R R RIS R R TR B A UL BL MR B, RARAT & 1R 1L 1 B B S
SC, AT BT MRS BB AR MK, IR 3 B AR 04T 45 52 R 43 B9 T T 4R A S R IR AR X 1T B, 2%
FEF LB P EORFHMEAE A& (BB N B —. /5 K RE ¥ &9 TA 0 0L BC 28 18 F04F 45 UC Bg 28 8 %4 “ T
BB S T EMBEA R AITE Zigurs MBS RERI b0 “ L ARSI & Fh & UM T PR ID A MR B,
JREMEWHRBITT T HEA.

F2 FHLP'ERBELSE

RELFER #HE-HRER

Hit g DI it &R I & &% %
BAREEERE . ’ iE NS e A

(Daft,1984) R b R (DeSanctis & Poole,1994) B

A AU B i N UE 2 B R
(Vessey,1991) B (Dennis, 2001) HAERRE
fE5%5-BARICR N
(Goodhue,1995) AR kR SRR 5 TEAR S
£ %-H AR LR . (Dennis, 2008)

(Zigurs,1998)
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FEERFROABEA - ERZRBEAE TRE R ZR P BEAROEMIER, dh it 2R P
HEABBGIABEWE P, H b DCE " HEE K B9 AT A 455 R UG 2 3850 A 445 1T 0 35 ) 58
SHBNRFESFERTHERFEHERE T A FANRE., EERENE M- B RERY
CEBLMATALERTERRNMHEANZE, DERSHEHEZ BT, 5902 RHE
R P e, R TIP BT ie e AR A A & R B AR TRk, R —
BAERAR , F BA B B B9 2R 72 BE LA R T A LA R AE (N3t 2 000D 2 B R FHE & 8 B A
FIEHS .

4 HARBR

B IR B gL IT 45t BUUC T A HE &, A B4 B % B — 18] B LA 22 3 X B 1k TR 3 gl
R, ALK R RRUET RIFMWE ISR, ME 1SRG BEAM AL M EAITIE,
BEBEZHEZELABBFRMENGIALRMOE S, BEBRT —RIIHEXHE. NEERIBAHS
HLERERRIESERPHA—RELRTELRRBROD N . FHERRLFRPVELEE. HE
FA TTF B P A —-HERGHB, FENFHERERRP O EABSSIAER S, FLHF
ERRIBARYPEERAFAEAERSBHGHEN, BHAH S BEREREEMHE,

EEBLHEILTHENER CEHERSB. BEHTHBRNAZZEYE, TRBBIKRKRE IS
MRV HHEEFTEAEC, BN EEUAN FEREWERAN. B TFHFS/BIFFELEIHRMA
B, R LZACEELHNEKEHREEFER. TUBRRLAE, LEEEHBESIEREMST
%, LA M BE Y A RO E ISER PSS A EREME. MBIMALEEGF MST i
FABi 5, IE 40 Schiller #1 Mandviwalla(2007) %t MST &3EH #1470, MST ZE 2 A #1 £ (cumulative
nature of science) .f#¥&RE 7 (explanatory power) . Wil 88 }7 (predictive power) . iR F ¥ B (cope or
generalizability) . A] i #£ (testability) . & & #t { (heuristic value) % 5, 8RB A8, HE R
MEMUXEMEH. NEERARBEERE MST hHANGTARS N EREERERITEFART
R, R T BN TN, R REEPISEBFE R AR,

AXETRGLGR ISHAPULRBESEMBY AT B L, AEEFCRBEHNRBIKE, T
WIEACE i W RIE R, v BN R A 5 B A7 s AL BC 3 iR A% 51 £ .
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The Overview of Fit Theories in IS Research

MIN Qingfei, WANG Jianjun, XIE Bo
(Faculty of Management & Economics of Dalian University of Technology,Dalian,China,116024)

Abstract Fit idea has very important position in human consciousness system. Whether for the broad sense management
research or for information systems(IS) research,there is a stream of theories based on the idea to fit. These fit based
theories guide people to achieve better {it among society, organizations, people, tasks, technologies and tools, in turn to
achieve the better performance. This paper systematically examines the fit theories in IS research by reviewing their
background,understanding of fit, the main theoretical constructs and the relevant validation studies. The authors try to
clarify the development map and the frontiers of fit theories. The purpose of this paper is to fuel the further fit based IS
research by presenting the overview of fit theories in IS field.

Key words Fit theories, IS, Decision-making school, Social-technology school
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