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Course theme |I: Towards an understanding of information systems (1S) research

Akhlaghpour, S., Wu, J., Lapointe, L., & Pinsonnealut, A. (2013). The ongoing quest for
the IT artifact: Looking back, moving forward. Journal of Information Technology, 28(2),
150-166.

Alter, S. (2013): Work system theory: overview of core concepts, extensions, and
challenges for the future. Journal of the Association for Information Systems, 72.

Avison, D. & Elliot, S. (2006). Scoping the Discipline of Information Systems in J.L.
King (ed.) Information Systems: The State of the Field. Wiley and Sons, Hoboken NJ, pp
3-18.

Baskerville, R. L., & Myers, M. D. (2002). Information systems as a reference discipline.
MIS Quarterly, 26(1), 1-14.

Benbasat, I., & Zmud, R. W. (2003): The identity crisis within the IS discipline: defining
and communicating the discipline’s core properties, MIS Quarterly, 27(2), 183-194.

Burton-Jones, A., Recker, J., Indulska, M., Green, P. F., & Weber, R. (2017). Assessing
Representation Theory with a Framework for Pursuing Success and Failure. MIS
Quarterly, 41(4), 1307-1333.

Eriksson, O., Johannesson, P., & Bergholtz, M. (2018). Institutional ontology for
conceptual modeling. Journal of Information Technology, 33(2), 105-123.

Glass, R., Ramesh, V., & Vessey, I. (2004). An analysis of research in computing
disciplines, Communications of the ACM, 47(6), 89-94.

Hirschheim, R., & Klein, H. K. (2012). A Glorious and Not-So-Short History of the
Information Systems Field. Journal of the Association for Information Systems, 13(4),
188.

Jarvinen, P. (2000). Research questions guiding selection of an appropriate research



method. Proceedings of the 8th European Conference on Information Systems, 124-131.

Keen, P. G. W. (1980): MIS research: reference disciplines and a cumulative tradition.
Proceedings of the First International Conference on Information Systems, 9-18.

Mumford, E. (2006): The Story of Socio-Technical Design: Reflections on its successes,
failures and potential. Information Systems Journal, 16, 317-342

Orlikowski, W. J., & Barley, S. R. (2001). Technology and institutions: what can research
on Information Technology and research on organizations learn from each other, MIS
Quarterly, 25(2), 145-165.

Orlikowski, W. J., & lacono, C. S. (2001). Research commentary: desperately seeking the
“IT” in IT research—a call to theorizing the IT artifact. Information Systems Research,
12(2), 121-134.

Rowe, F. (2014). What literature review is not: diversity, boundaries and
recommendations. European Journal of Information Systems, 23(3), 241-255.

Walstrom, K. A., & Leonard, L. N. K. (2000). Citation classics from the information
systems literature, Information & Management, 38, 59-72.

Webster, J., & Watson, R. T. (2002). Analyzing the past to prepare for the future: Writing
a literature review. MIS Quarterly, 26(2), xiii-xxiii.

Whitley, E. A. & Galliers, R. D. (2007). An alternative perspective on citation classics:
Evidence from the first 10 years of the European Conference on Information Systems,
Information & Management, 44, 441-455.

Course theme I1: 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 I11: Rigour and relevance
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Course theme I11: Research approaches and pluralism and diversity in IS research
Subtheme I: Qualitative approaches, methodologies, and methods
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