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DETC XA M B 0 3 09 GE 0] 52 0, 3X 5 H At A 3 i W 8= A W) A 19 (Mathieson il
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Q00D M HE T Ak 52t ERP R v g BE AU 53 T AT o R AR, A AL 43 SR DU A )2
ARy T E IR FUE 55 75 2K 5 AF: 55 HOR VT 5 80 55 FH PR USSR R 5 08 A 3 0 3
] A SE PR AT Ry I T O R GE M A) ) T BOR SR N Y 22 58k 4% (B o 45 (2004) IR
WA AT 0 3k — AR R AT A A5 B A 1 B R

D BARFI L S BORICEC B IS X TAM #E47 T 40 88 , (52 AT IF R8T AR 1E
FIE 55 BRI X 3 5 50 780 v (%) R At A5 5t A 0] 52 M, 72K B TR0 Sy B 6 G 2R A9 91 15 AR L DTG
7R T IX S R AR, BN, FRE S T AR (2008) DA AR AT P ST 4 M AT 55
R DEBEFE 18 b i A NFRRAE” 54 Sy A N QET PR o A 88 S 450 0 1) 3 7 48 6, i 22 FE A
B JG B FEAR BT P FEAA b, J8 i By PR 6t 8 A P A S ey semm s g 2, FRE 2 3
FVIE(2010) A AT 55 £ AR VEBCHL IS X TAM #4771 40 )8 L Aok £ R FRAE 54T 55 FR A0 45
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(DAL S5 BORIEE IS 5 TAM Z A1 A4 H Al B AH B & L 4R 15 2% 0SB & 722 & 22 8] 1Y
R FR DA B 3 2 705 e X AR SR 94T A 1) 5 )

B TAM Z b, A 238 4 AT 55 BORVE FE B8 5 HAL B A B 5, 32 81 7% R R 26,
Ajzen(1991) ¥ i3 TR 47 I B8 (theory of planned behavior) % F I AT 474 . {H
T LBV A AT X AR AT R .t TAM (R A1 38 70 58 6 . Kankanhalli 48 (2005) . Yu 1
Yu(2010) 38 3 2 A 4T 55 5 K VC B BRIS F it 447 0 B8 (theory of planned behavior) 73 5 W 5%
T HL R PR RNTE 227 2] R e B AR DG 0] L Al A7) 2 B il 5 79 b B8 IS B 4% T 4 b i R 45
BAR g, QY LS (theory of diffusion of innovations) i AT PR 3 F 5 AR A9 7= & 255
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SR E B TR S BHOR  WEE R B (S B L A FRALRE 32 WA 2 e T i D T AT R
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FARZEPEXE P 04T o = BAT 0 28 5 e, S AN 405 AT 55 i AR DG 50 0 AR 25 P 2 S & FH 7
f HZE T R, AHOR A IR R A PRS2 BIAR A5 M R Sy R PE B 52 e, i 5 4 95 BOR TT
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FIGUAT: 55 JF AR AT AR N S8 S 2 1 UL (AR TR 45, 2013) AT DL RN HIAT: 55 BOR UL i i
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A Literature Review of Task-technology
Fit Theory and Tendency Prospects
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Abstract ; The relationship between technology and performance has become a focused issue in

i

management information system area because of the “information paradox” induced by the
“non-equivalence of investments and returns”. Task-technology fit theory provides a meaningful
path to expound this issue. This paper firstly introduces the backgrounds of task-technology
fit theory. Then it sorts out domestic and overseas related literature based on the framework
of basic viewpoints,appliance and relevant variables of task-technology fit theory. And from
two perspectives of electronic services and Chinese society, it excavates future research op-
portunities hided in task-technology fit theory.

Key words:information paradox; task-technology fit theory; technology to performance
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