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Course theme I: Towards an understanding of information systems (IS) research 
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Course theme II: Use of theories, theory building and theory testing in IS research 

Subtheme I: Use of theories in IS research 
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Subtheme II: Theory testing and theory building in information systems research 
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Subtheme III: Rigour and relevance 
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Course theme III: Research approaches and pluralism and diversity in IS research 

Subtheme I: Qualitative approaches, methodologies, and methods 
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Subtheme II: Selecting and combining different approaches, methodologies, and methods 
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Subtheme III: Social science and engaged scholarship 
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