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(project completion)(budget 

variances)

       

(E. M. Rogers)
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(duality)

(automate)

(informate)

(revolution)

(methodology)

(quantitative 

approach/paradigm (traditional, scientific, experimental, 
hard, reductionist, prescriptive, psychometric))

(qualitative approach/paradigm (iterprtivist, soft, non-
traditional, holistic, descriptive, phenomenological, 

anthropological, naturalistic, illumative))

(objective)

(subjective)
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(constructing)(test)

(data triangulation)

(judgment)

(rounds)

(expert panel)
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n(attribute)(opinion)

(behavior)

(construct)

(measure)

(surrogate)

(scale)
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(communicatons)

(computing)

(level of 

utilization/use/usage)

(diffusion)(infusion)

(spread of use)

(intention)

(Theory of 

Planned Behavior (TPB))
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(validity)

(reliability)

(content validity)

(construct validity)
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(consistency)

(item-item 

correlations)

(Cronbach's alpha 

coefficient)

(ordinal)

(nonparametric statistics)

(Spearman's rho)

(Kendall's tauc)

(Kendall's taub)

(Goodman and Kruskal's tau)
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