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Abstract

A researcher in MIS field entertains a hope that her/his research is beneficial to the field. An
ideal survey methodological attributes is helpful for achieving to the purpose. Accordingly, a set of
attributes, called the SMA (ideal survey methodological attributes), was applied to assess the
published surveys, which also can be viewed as a criterion for a well-established survey research.

This article reports the results of a content analysis of the whole years about MIS Quarterly
(MISQ) ~ Journal of Management Information Systems (JMIS) ~ Information Systems Research
(ISR) ~ Communications of the ACM (CACM) ~ Management Science (MS) ~ Decision Support
Systems (DSS)~Information & Management (I&M)~International Journal of Electronic Commerce
(IJEC) ~ Journal of Knowledge Management (JKM) to provide information about the journal
articles, as well as provide insights into the rigor of MIS survey researches by using SMA.

Across all nine attributes, thought the quality of the nine journals are above the average level,
the most two frequently problems with current MIS survey research are the lack of performing a
statistical test to justify the non-response error and not using multiple collection methods which

indicate a need for more survey methodological rigor in the empirical studies of IS field.
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