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ABSTRACT 
 
Recently, blended learning has become popular in higher education. In this study, we aim to investigate influential factors that 
could impact student learning in this young and relatively immature environment. Factors from three perspectives – students 
themselves, instructors, and institutional support – were examined. Specifically, these factors are students’ computer self-
efficacy, instructor characteristics, and facilitating conditions. A research model was developed to systematically assess their 
impacts on students’ perceived accomplishment, perceived enjoyment, and satisfaction toward the blended class. We also 
explored the gender differences by testing the research model on the two genders respectively. Interestingly, we found that for 
female students all three factors had significant impacts on their perceived accomplishment and perceived enjoyment, which in 
turn significantly impacted their learning satisfaction; however, for male students, no significant impact was found from 
computer self-efficacy to either perceived accomplishment or perceived enjoyment (the other two factors were significant). 
 
Keywords: Blended learning, User satisfaction, Enjoyment, Student attitudes 
 
 

1. INTRODUCTION 
 
Creation and adoption of new instructional approaches that 
can better assist college students’ learning needs and help 
increase their engagement has been a major focus in higher 
education over the years. With the increased popularity and 
advancements in information technology (IT), technology-
supported learning has gained much attention in 
contemporary higher education. Over the years, higher 
education has gone through three generations of evolution 
(So and Brush, 2008). The first generation is the traditional, 
face-to-face instruction in which students and their 
instructors meet physically in a designated classroom (So 
and Brush, 2008). During the class time, instructors 
disseminate knowledge to students through lecturing or other 
instructional approaches. The second generation is e-learning 
(also called distance learning) which is made possible 
because of the increased maturity and accessibility of 
computer and network technologies (Kulkarni et al., 2013; 
So and Brush, 2008; Sun et al., 2008). Researchers have 
found that learners perceive e-learning as effective since it 
can provide self-paced and multimedia instruction (Liaw, 
Huang, and Chen, 2007). However, concerns about e-
learning also have been identified in previous research, such 

as the time and labor cost to set up, maintain, and use the e-
learning environment (Sun et al., 2008). In addition, such 
environment may give students a feeling of separation from 
both their instructors and classmates, and students without 
high motivation may have difficulties in catching up with the 
class (eLearner Iowa State University, 2014). Thus, it is not 
surprising that some students still prefer face-to-face 
instruction. 

Recently, the third generation – the blended learning 
(also called hybrid learning in some literature) – has come 
into higher education, aiming to combine the advantages of 
both the face-to-face instruction and e-learning in order to 
provide a better learning environment to students (Ahmed, 
2010; Asarta and Schmidt, 2013; Padilla-Meléndez, Aguila-
Obra, and Garrido-Moreno, 2013; So and Brush, 2008). 
Blended learning is defined as the “combination of learning 
delivery methods, including most often face-to-face 
instruction with asynchronous and/or synchronous computer 
technologies” (So and Brush, 2008, p. 321), and it enables 
students to conduct “both online and offline interaction” (So 
and Brush, 2008, p. 322). In other words, blended learning 
utilizes a variety of teaching methods from both face-to-face 
instruction and e-learning. In blended learning, students have 
opportunities to meet their instructors and classmates face-
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to-face in the physical classroom, and also can perform 
certain class activities online by themselves. In terms of time 
frame, e-learning is generally believed to originate during the 
1980’s (Moore, Dickson-Deane, and Galyen, 2011), while 
blended learning started around 2000 (Ahmed, 2010). 

Although the idea of blended learning has existed for 
over a decade, surprisingly, relatively fewer academic 
studies have been done on it (Tselios, Daskalakis, and 
Papadopoulou, 2011). The related existing research mainly 
has focused on describing and evaluating certain class 
structures (Asarta and Schmidt, 2013; So and Brush, 2008). 
Much less has systematically and empirically investigated 
factors that could influence the success of the blended 
learning environment (Ahmed, 2010). To address such gap, 
this study developed a research model to systematically 
examine the impacts of students’ computer-self efficacy, 
instructor characteristics, and facilitating conditions on 
students’ perceived accomplishment, perceived enjoyment, 
and satisfaction toward blended learning. We include the 
three independent variables – students’ computer-self 
efficacy, instructor characteristics, and facilitating conditions 
– because they focus on different perspectives, all of which 
could play important roles in influencing the success of 
blended learning. Specifically, students’ computer-self 
efficacy is a factor related to students themselves. Since 
blended learning always needs the support of information 
technology and systems, students’ computer-self efficacy 
could be an influential factor to examine. Instructor 
characteristics are an important instructor-related factor, 
which could also influence students’ learning in the blended 
environment. In addition, from the infrastructure perspective, 
to make a blended class successful, adequate institutional 
and technical support is needed. Thus, facilitating conditions 
are another factor to consider. 

Previous research has identified certain gender 
differences in terms of Internet usage and computer systems 
adoption (Jackson et al., 2001; Van Slyke, Comunale, and 
Belanger, 2002). For example, women and men 
demonstrated different online shopping patterns (Van Slyke, 
Comunale, and Belanger, 2002), and they used the online 
communication platforms to fulfill different needs (Jackson, 
et al., 2001; Seale, Ziebland, and Charteris-Black, 2006). In 
addition, different factors were identified to influence 
women’s and men’s adoption of computer systems 
separately, such as that ease of use was more influential on 
women’s system use intentions and perceived usefulness was 
more influential toward men’s intentions (Nel and Raleting, 
2012). In education, previous research also identified 
considerable gender differences in various aspects, such as 
team effectiveness (Dunaway, 2013) and computer self-
efficacy (He and Freeman, 2010). To investigate the possible 
existence of gender differences associated with our proposed 
research model, we also conducted an exploratory 
examination by testing the research model on male and 
female students respectively. Interestingly, we found a 
considerable gender difference on the impacts of students’ 
computer self-efficacy on their perceived accomplishment 
and enjoyment. Both impacts were statistically significant 
for females, but not for males. 

This article is organized as follows: Section 2 provides 
the theoretical background and the hypothesis development. 
Section 3 describes the research method. Section 4 presents 

data analyses and results. Section 5 discusses the research 
contributions, implications, and limitations of this study. 
Then, Section 6 concludes the article. 

 
2. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND AND 

HYPOTHESES 
 
In this section, the three influencing factors on student 
learning (i.e., computer self-efficacy, instructor 
characteristics, and facilitating conditions) are discussed with 
the detailed hypothesis development. We then present the 
three learning assessment factors (the dependent variables) 
investigated in this study, including students’ perceived 
accomplishment, perceived enjoyment, and satisfaction, 
followed by a summary of prior research on gender 
differences. 
 
2.1 Computer-Self Efficacy  
Various factors that could influence student learning and 
their learning outcomes have been studied in existing 
literature. One of the most widely adopted factors relate to 
students themselves is their self-efficacy, which is referred to 
as one’s own perception of his/her levels of ability to 
accomplish a given task (Akbulut and Looney, 2007; 
Rosson, Carroll, and Sinha, 2011). Previous research found 
that self-efficacy was positively associated with students’ 
orientation toward careers in computer and information 
systems related areas (Rosson, Carroll, and Sinha, 2011). 
Students with higher self-efficacy tended to be more willing 
to choose computer and information systems as the area of 
study (Rosson, Carroll, and Sinha, 2011). When studying 
students’ behaviors in information security, Yoon, Hwang, 
and Kim (2012) found that computer efficacy had a 
significant positive effect on their behavior intention to 
practice information security. 

Derived from the broader concept of self-efficacy, 
computer self-efficacy (CSE) is about one’s self-efficacy 
specifically for computer and information technology 
(Hassan, 2003; Selim, 2007). Roca, Chiu, and Martinez 
(2006) studied CSE in e-learning context and found that 
learners’ CSE could significantly influence their perception 
of the ease of use and satisfaction of the e-learning system. 
Johnson, Hornik, and Salas (2008) found that CSE could 
significantly influence e-learning effectiveness in terms of 
course instrumentality, course performance, and course 
satisfaction. Paraskeva, Bouta, and Papagianni (2008) 
investigated CSE among educators and found that it had a 
significant impact on their integration and development of 
modern technologies in teaching. In the blended learning 
environment, a few studies examined and found a significant 
relationship between students’ CSE and their expectations on 
the learning performance in this environment (Chen, 2014; 
Wu, Tennyson, and Hsia, 2010). 

Previous research found that learners with higher self-
efficacy tended to form a more positive feeling toward the 
subject of learning and were more willing to learn (Durndell 
and Haag, 2002; Roca, Chiu, and Martinez, 2006; Thatcher 
and Perrewé, 2002). When assessing students’ learning in 
Web development, Zhang and Dang (2015) found that 
students’ self-efficacy toward Web development could 
significantly influence both their perceived accomplishment 
and perceived enjoyment. In the blended learning 
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environment, it is argued that increases in CSE can improve 
students’ persistence and their willingness to put more effort 
in learning (Wu, Tennyson, and Hsia, 2010). If students have 
higher CSE, they will possibly perceive the way of teaching 
(in most cases technology supported) in the blended class as 
more useful and valuable, which in turn increases their 
expectations on performance and pleasure in learning (Wu, 
Tennyson, and Hsia, 2010). Thus, we hypothesize: 

 
H1a: Students’ perceived computer self-efficacy will 
positively influence their perceived accomplishment in 
the blended class. 
 
H1b: Students’ perceived computer self-efficacy will 
positively influence their perceived enjoyment in the 
blended class. 
 

2.2 Instructor Characteristics 
Previous research found that instructor factors could 
significantly influence students’ learning outcome (Sun et 
al., 2008). Instructor characteristics have been measured in 
different ways based on the research context (Selim, 2007; 
Sun et al., 2008). For example, Sun et al. (2008) studied 
instructor characteristics as the instructor response timeliness 
and instructor attitude toward the technology in an e-learning 
context, and found that instructor attitude toward the 
technology could significantly influence learners’ 
satisfaction. If the instructor shows his/her own interest in 
teaching the subject, students tend to gain a positive feeling 
in learning the subject (Sun et al., 2008). Selim (2007) 
developed a more comprehensive measure of instructor 
characteristics with items about instructor attitude toward 
technology, teaching style, and control of technology. 

When applying to the blended learning context, previous 
research found that instructor characteristics could 
significantly influence students’ acceptance of the blended 
learning environment since they need to better motivate and 
guide students in this learner-centric environment (Ahmed, 
2010). Thus, the instructor’s personal characteristics as 
perceived by students could also influence students’ own 
levels of affection associated with their learning process as 
well as their sense of accomplishment. So, we hypothesize: 

 
H2a: Instructor characteristics will positively influence 
students’ perceived accomplishment in the blended class. 
 
H2b: Instructor characteristics will positively influence 
students’ perceived enjoyment in the blended class. 

 
2.3 Facilitating Conditions 
Facilitating conditions are about an individual’s belief on the 
existence of organizational and technical support of using an 
information system (Tromp and Pechenizkiy, 2011; 
Venkatesh et al., 2003). This concept has been applied to 
investigate technology-support learning, especially e-
learning. For example, Teo (2010) developed and validated a 
set of measures for e-learning acceptance, focusing on three 
constructs – tutor quality, perceived usefulness, and 
facilitating conditions. For facilitating conditions, after 
conducting a series of factorial validity and reliability tests, a 
measurement instrument with four items were obtained (Teo, 
2010). When examining the adoption of the Web-based 

learning system, Tarhini, Hone, and Liu (2013) found that 
facilitating conditions (as well as computer self-efficacy) 
could significantly influence students’ actual system usage 
behavior. Davis, Vician, and Buche (2012) examined the 
relationship between facilitating conditions and students’ 
performance in e-learning for non-technology intensive 
courses, but didn’t find such relationship to be significant. 

When examining technology-related supporting factors 
in the blended learning environment, previous research has 
investigated the impacts of system quality, information 
quality, and service quality on learners’ behavioral intention 
(Al-Busaidi, 2012), without specifically looking into the 
general factor of facilitating conditions. In our study, we 
believe facilitating conditions is an important factor to 
examine in blended learning, since this learning environment 
is considered as more complex than traditional ones with 
both the in-class and online components, and it can be 
expected that more support is needed for students to get 
familiar with and make effective use of this environment. 
For the online component, similar to e-learning, sufficient 
technical support on students’ use of the online learning 
management system and other related technologies is also 
needed and plays an important role in their learning. Thus, if 
the student perceives there is enough and effective support 
for conducting both the in-class and online activities, he/she 
would be able to adapt to this learning environment more 
easily and better enjoy the flexibility and learner-centric idea 
brought by the blended class. This could then lead to a high 
level of enjoyment in their learning in the blended class, and 
an increased sense of accomplishment. Therefore, we 
hypothesize: 

 
H3a: Facilitating conditions will positively influence 
students’ perceived accomplishment in the blended class. 
 
H3b: Facilitating conditions will positively influence 
students’ perceived enjoyment in the blended class. 

 
2.4 Perceived Accomplishment, Perceived Enjoyment, 
and Satisfaction 
Different factors have been developed to assess information 
systems (IS) success, such as satisfaction, perceived 
accomplishment, and perceived enjoyment (Heijden, 2004; 
Venkatesh et al., 2003), which also can be applied in the 
education context to examine student learning success. In 
this study, we adopt all three of them as the dependent 
variables to examine. 

According to the IS Success Model, satisfaction is a 
widely adopted means to measure users’ opinions of an 
information system, and it is one major measure for 
assessing the success of an information system (DeLone and 
McLean, 1992, 2003). It is argued as a measure of 
“successful interaction by management with the information 
system” (DeLone and McLean, 1992, p. 68). Satisfaction is 
defined as “the extent to which users believe that their needs, 
goals, and desires have been fully met” (Mohammadi, 2015, 
p. 364). In technology-supported learning, satisfaction has 
been applied to assess students’ perceptions toward their 
learning in various classes and contexts. For example, 
Mohammadi (2015) examined students’ satisfaction on e-
learning and its enabling system in Iran, and found that 
various quality-related factors (including educational, 
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service, technical system, and content and information 
quality) could significantly influence students’ satisfaction. 
In the blended learning environment, Wu, Tennyson, and 
Hsia (2010) studied student satisfaction as the dependent 
variable and found that both students’ performance 
expectations and learning climate were significant 
influencing factors. 

In addition to satisfaction, students’ perceived 
accomplishment also has been used as a measure of the 
learning outcome in education (Akbulut and Looney, 2007). 
For example, Pursell (2009) used student accomplishment as 
an assessment of an innovative teaching method that gave 
students the right to revise syllabus to select topics of their 
interest. Firth and Wagner (2007) examined the importance 
and success of learning foreign languages from the 
perspective of social accomplishment that learners could 
gain out of it. However, little research has been found to 
investigate students’ perceived accomplishment in the 
blended learning environment. 

The third dependent variable used in this study is 
perceived enjoyment (or playfulness) which has been widely 
used to assess the adoption of the information systems and 
technologies (Heijden, 2004). Perceived enjoyment is 
generally defined as the extent to which users perceive the 
information system or technology being used to be enjoyable 
(Heijden, 2004). In education, Ozkan and Koseler (2009) 
studied different types of learners’ attitudes and found that 
their perceived enjoyment of the learning process was the 
most important one. When examining the e-learning system, 
Cheng (2011) found that system response, system 
interactivity, system functionality, and students’ learning 
goal orientation were antecedents of students’ perceived 
enjoyment, which then influenced their attitude toward use 
and intention to use the e-learning system. In the blended 
learning environment, Padilla-Meléndez, Aguila-Obra, and 
Garrido-Moreno (2013) found that perceived playfulness 
significantly influenced students’ perceived usefulness, ease 
of use, and attitude toward the blended learning system (the 
Moodle system that was used to support the online portion of 
their blended class). 

Previous research in computing education has found that 
students’ sense of personal accomplishment can significantly 
influence their interest in learning (Akbulut and Looney, 
2007). When students have a high level of enjoyment in 
class, they are more likely to develop a passion of learning 
(Nemanich, 2009). Such effects can also be expected in the 

blended learning environment. When taking the blended 
class, if the student has a strong sense of accomplishment in 
both the in-class and online learning activities, he/she tends 
to have a positive attitude toward learning in such class, 
which can then lead to an increased level of learning interest 
and satisfaction. Similarly, if the student perceives his/her 
learning experience in the blended class as enjoyable and 
hedonic, he/she tends to gain more passion in learning and 
feel more positively on that his/her learning needs have been 
met. Based on their definitions, perceived enjoyment is about 
one’s hedonic perception (Heijden, 2004), and satisfaction 
refers to the extent to which an individual believes his/her 
needs and goals (in our case they are learning-related needs 
and goals) have been met (Mohammadi, 2015). Therefore, it 
can be expected that perceived enjoyment will influence 
satisfaction. Thus, we propose: 

 
H4: Students’ perceived accomplishment will positively 
influence their satisfaction toward the blended class. 
 
H5: Students’ perceived enjoyment will positively 
influence their satisfaction toward the blended class. 
 
Table 1 shows a summary of the proposed hypotheses. 
 

2.5 Gender Differences 
Understanding gender and its role has been an important task 
in information systems literature. A vast amount of studies 
have investigated gender impact in areas such as feedback 
utilization (Djamasbi and Loiacono, 2008), IT adoption 
(Venkatesh and Morris, 2000), online trust (Midha, 2012), 
and blogger switching behavior (Zhang et al., 2009). 

Online gender differences refer to the differences 
between women and men in their Internet use (Bimber, 
2000). At the early stage of Internet use, the main online 
gender difference was that there were more men than women 
to use the Internet. For example, as in 1999, 53% of U.S. and 
Canadian Internet users were men and 47% were women 
(CommerceNet, 1999). However, with the recent advance 
and development in Internet technologies, such online 
gender difference is believed to be less significant (Pew 
Internet and American Life Project, 2008). Instead, how the 
two genders utilize the Internet in different ways have 
become the new focus of online gender differences (Harp 
and Tremayne, 2006). 

 
Hypothesis Path Impact 

H1a Perceived Computer Self-Efficacy -> Perceived Accomplishment + 
H1b Perceived Computer Self-Efficacy -> Perceived Enjoyment + 
H2a Instructor Characteristics -> Perceived Accomplishment + 
H2b Instructor Characteristics -> Perceived Enjoyment + 
H3a Facilitating conditions -> Perceived Accomplishment + 
H3b Facilitating conditions -> Perceived Enjoyment + 
H4 Perceived Accomplishment -> Satisfaction + 
H5 Perceived Enjoyment -> Satisfaction + 

Table 1. List of Proposed Hypotheses 
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Many studies have been done to systematically examine 
online gender differences in various ways (Jackson et al., 
2001; Seale, Ziebland, and Charteris-Black, 2006; Van 
Slyke, Comunale, and Belanger, 2002). For example, Van 
Slyke, Comunale, and Belanger (2002) examined online 
gender differences in terms of online shopping and found 
that women viewed online shopping less favorable than men. 
They proposed several suggestions to improve women’s 
perceptions of online shopping, such as increasing a sense of 
social community, providing accurate descriptions and 
quality images, and reducing the risk involved in purchasing 
online. In another study, Jackson et al. (2001) found that 
women were more likely to use the Internet as a 
communication tool while men tended to use it as a way of 
information seeking. Seale, Ziebland, and Charteris-Black 
(2006) analyzed Web forum discussions of cancers and 
found that women tended to join the discussions related to 
emotional support and the impact of illness to others, while 
men tended to discuss more about treatment information, 
medical personnel and procedures. 

Studies specifically looking at gender differences in 
adoption of new technology have often focused on factors 
identified in the UTAUT2 model (Venkatesh, Thong, and 
Xu, 2012) and its predecessors. Venkatesh and Morris 
(2000) found women’s intentions to use a new technology 
were more influenced (than men’s) by ease of use and by 
social norms (expectations of bosses and other respected 
authorities). A study of intentions to use chat rooms found 
similarly that women’s intentions to be more influenced than 
men’s by normative pressure (Nysveen, Pedersen, and 
Thorbjornsen, 2005) and that study also found women to be 
more influenced than men by perceived enjoyment in using 
the product. Nel and Raleting (2012) found that ease of use 
was more important in affecting women’s intentions and 
perceived usefulness was more important in explaining 
men’s intentions to use cell phone banking services. Ahuja 
and Thatcher (2005) found that women were more 
negatively impacted than men by quantitative overload 
(work-life balance issues) when it came to willingness to 
innovate in the use of technology, and Ahuja (2002) noted 
that women are perceived by themselves and by other as 
having primary responsibility of child-rearing and 
housework, and thus may be more sensitive to overload. 

In technology-supported learning, previous research also 
identified considerable gender differences (Beyer, 2008; 
Dunaway, 2013; He and Freeman, 2010). When studying 
student teamwork toward problem-based learning in IS 
projects, Dunaway (2013) found significant gender 
differences in the relationships between a team member’s 
awareness of his/her own emotions and perceived team 
effectiveness, as well as between the management of others’ 
emotions and perceived team effectiveness. In another study, 
He and Freeman (2010) investigated gender differences in 
terms of computer knowledge, computer anxiety, current 
computer experience, and their impacts on students’ general 
computer self-efficacy. They found that female students had 
less computer knowledge and fewer computing experiences 
than male students. In addition, female students were more 
anxious about using computers and presented lower levels of 
general computer self-efficacy when compared with their 
male counterparts. When studying gender differences on 
computer self-efficacy, Beyer (2008) found that female 

students’ computer self-efficacy was much lower than that of 
male students; however, they had more positive attitude 
toward the IS field, IS courses, and their instructors than 
male students did. 

In this study, in addition to examining the proposed 
hypotheses, we also investigate the potential gender 
differences associated with the research model. Since there is 
a lack of theoretical support of evidence from existing 
literature, we don’t specifically propose any hypothesis on 
gender differences in this study. We conduct the exploratory 
analysis to investigate the existence of gender differences by 
testing the research model on males and females separately. 
This way of investigating gender differences has been 
adopted in recent literature (Padilla-Meléndez, Aguila-Obra, 
and Garrido-Moreno, 2013). 
 

3. METHOD 
 
3.1 Study Site 
Our study site is an introduction to computer information 
systems course using the blended instructional method, at a 
major public university located in the United States. It is a 
freshman-level course that incorporates both fundamental 
concepts related to information systems and hands-on 
Microsoft Office 2013 skills instruction. The course is 
required for numerous majors across the university and 
regularly has enrollments nearing 1,000 students each 
semester. Multiple sections of the course are offered and 
taught by different instructors. All aspects of the course are 
tightly coordinated across sections. 

Various online and offline instructional approaches have 
been adopted in the class. First, the course employs an online 
textbook, online assessment software, and Blackboard Learn 
(http://www.blackboard.com/), a standard course 
management system. The online component is designed so 
students may work independently, outside of class time, at 
their own pace and on their own schedule. Second, students 
are required to create weekly outlines of the assigned online 
chapter readings which are then brought to class for use in 
discussions and other related activities. Third, students are 
assessed each week through a pre-quiz using the standard 
test bank within Blackboard Learn that is taken after the 
reading, an in-class group quiz, and a post-quiz taken after 
the week’s in-person class meeting to provide one more 
point of concept reinforcement. 

For the hands-on learning of Microsoft Office 2013 
software applications, students are required to watch a series 
of video lessons embedded in the online digital textbook that 
systematically walk them through how to create a Word 
document, Excel spreadsheet workbook, Access database, 
and PowerPoint presentation. Students download start files 
for each software program and then match the instruction in 
each video segment by completing the tasks in their own 
files. At the end of the lessons, students have completed an 
entire project that encompasses all the skills required for 
proficiency. 
 
3.2 Research Process and Measure 
Survey method was used in this study. The survey invitation 
was sent to all students who enrolled in the class a few 
weeks before the end of the semester. We believe that this 
timing is appropriate as students already experienced and 
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were familiar with the various learning methods used in the 
class. Extra credit (1% of total course points) was provided 
as an incentive for students’ voluntary participation. Each 
participant completed the survey with a set of questions 
using a 7-Likert scale, with 1 being “strongly disagree” and 7 
being “strongly agree.” 

To measure computer self-efficacy, we adopted and 
condensed the measures of efficacy from Law, Lee, and Yu 
(2010) and measures of student characteristics from Selim 
(2007), with wording changes to fit the context of this study. 
To measure instructor characteristics, we condensed and 
adopted the items from Selim (2007) with changes to fit the 
study context. Measures on facilitating conditions were 
adapted from Venkatesh et al. (2003) and Selim (2007). 
Measures on perceived accomplishment and enjoyment were 
adapted from Staples, Wong, and Seddon (2002) (about 
personal accomplishment) and Heijden (2004), respectively. 
Satisfaction measures were adapted from Bhattacherjee 
(2001). 

 
4. DATA ANALYSIS AND RESULTS 

 
4.1 Descriptive Statistics and the Difference between 
Means 
In total, 583 completed responses (all usable) were received 
from a total of 854 students registered in 13 sections of the 
class (a response rate of 68.3%). Table 2 shows the 
descriptive statistics and the mean values of each construct 
between the two genders. The average age of the participants 
was about nineteen and half. On average, they had been in 
college for one and half years. Among them, 263 were males 
and 320 were females. For the mean values across different 
constructs, males’ perceptions on their computer self-
efficacy and enjoyment were higher than those of females, 
while females’ perceptions on facilitating conditions and 
accomplishment were higher than those of males. The mean 
values toward instructor characteristics and satisfaction 
between the two genders were very close to each other. 
Interestingly, the largest gap (difference) among the mean 
values between the two genders was on computer self-
efficacy (5.542 for males and 5.129 for females). By 
conducting the independent group t-tests (two-tailed) on all 
constructs, we found that the differences on computer self-
efficacy (p-value < 0.001) and perceived enjoyment           
(p-value = 0.045) were statistically significant between the 
two genders. No significant results were found on other 
constructs. This, once again, highlights the most salient 
gender difference identified which is computer self-efficacy. 
In addition, no significant difference was found in either age 
or number of years at college with respect to gender. 
 
4.2 Measurement Model Assessment 
Structural equation modeling (SEM) (Oliveira, Cherubini, 
and Oliver, 2013; Xu, Lin, and Chan, 2012) techniques were 
used to assess the research model. Specifically, Smart PLS 
2.0 (M3) beta (Ringle, Wende, and Will, 2005; Xu, Lin, and 
Chan, 2012) was utilized to conduct the analyses. Reliability 
and validity tests were conducted for the latent constructs in 
the research model. Table 3 shows the reliability test results. 
All item loadings are greater than the threshold value of 0.7 
(Au, Ngai, and Cheng, 2008) and statistically significant. In 

addition, the Cronbach’s alpha values for all constructs are 
greater than the 0.7 guideline (Hair et al., 1998; Nunnally, 
1978). 

Table 4 shows the composite reliability, average variance 
extracted (AVE), square root of AVE, and correlations 
among constructs. The composite reliability values are all 
above the recommended level of 0.70, indicating adequate 
internal consistency between items (Au, Ngai, and Cheng, 
2008). Convergent validity is demonstrated as the AVE 
values for all constructs are higher than the suggested 
threshold value of 0.50, which is the same as the requirement 
of the square root of AVE to be at least 0.707 (Gefen, Straub, 
and Boudreau, 2000). Comparing the square root of AVE 
with the correlations among the constructs indicates that 
each construct is more closely related to its own measures 
than to those of other constructs, and discriminant validity is 
therefore supported (Chin, 1998). 
 
4.3 Structural Model Assessment and Hypothesis Testing 
Figures 1 and 2 show the PLS testing results of the research 
model for the two genders, respectively. For male students, 
the results showed that instructor characteristics could 
significantly influence both their perceived accomplishment 
(path coefficient = 0.250, t = 9.042) and perceived 
enjoyment (path coefficient = 0.278, t = 6.270). Therefore, 
H2a and H2b were supported. Significant impacts were also 
found from facilitating conditions to both male students’ 
perceived accomplishment (path coefficient = 0.565,             
t = 16.490) and perceived enjoyment (path              
coefficient = 0.228, t = 5.512), in the support of both H3a 
and H3b. In addition, both perceived accomplishment (path 
coefficient = 0.227, t = 8.384) and perceived enjoyment 
(path coefficient = 0.710, t = 25.666) significantly influenced 
their satisfaction. So, H4 and H5 were supported. However, 
no significant impacts were found from computer self-
efficacy to either perceived accomplishment or perceived 
enjoyment for male students. Thus, H1a and H1b were not 
supported on male students. Instructor characteristics and 
facilitating conditions together explained 55.6 percent       
(R2 = 0.556) of the variance of perceived accomplishment 
and 20.9 percent (R2 = 0.209) of the variance of perceived 
enjoyment, which in turn explained 75.4 percent                
(R2 = 0.754) of the variance of satisfaction. 
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All Students 
 Item Mean Std. Dev. 
 Age 19.419 2.74 
 Number of Years at College 1.583 0.818   

Male vs. Female Students 

  
Male (263 students) Female (320 students) T-Test 
Mean Std. Dev. Mean Std. Dev. p-value 

Computer Self-Efficacy 5.542 1.373 5.129 1.405 <0.001** 
Instructor Characteristics 6.169 1.240 6.177 1.326 0.931 
Facilitating Conditions 5.625 1.389 5.802 1.302 0.082 
Perceived Accomplishment 5.379 1.540 5.430 1.538 0.676 
Perceived Enjoyment 4.972 1.611 4.725 1.601 0.045* 
Satisfaction 5.011 1.525 5.013 1.392 0.992 
Age 19.665 2.864 19.216 2.620 0.051 
Number of Years at College 1.567 0.793 1.597 0.840 0.655 

Note: ** Significant at the 0.001 level; * significant at the 0.05 level. 
Table 2. Descriptive Statistics and Mean Values between the Two Genders 

 
Construct 

(Cronbach's Alpha) Item Loading T-stats 

CSE (0.912) CSE1: I enjoy using computers.  0.923 138.493 
CSE2: I am confident about using computers. 0.926 116.189 
CSE3: In general, I am comfortable with using computers and software applications. 0.910 89.957 

FC (0.892) FC1: I have the resources necessary to assist my learning in this class. 0.899 85.254 
FC2: Peer TAs and instructors are available for assistance. 0.904 102.671 
FC3: I can get enough technical support on accessing the software and/or hardware I 
need in order to learn this class. 0.917 119.370 

IC (0.911) IC1: The instructor is enthusiastic about teaching the class. 0.923 92.256 
IC2: The instructor is friendly towards individual students. 0.924 104.478 
IC3: The instructor is active in teaching the course subjects. 0.918 96.466 

PA (0.954) PA1: My knowledge gained in this class gives me a feeling of accomplishment. 0.973 442.968 
PA2: My knowledge gained in this class gives me a feeling of achievement. 0.969 359.142 
PA3: My knowledge gained in this class can contribute to my professional 
development. 0.928 132.629 

PE (0.921) PE1: This class is: disgusting/enjoyable 0.944 209.009 
PE2: This class is: unpleasant/pleasant 0.944 166.900 
PE3: This class is: boring/interesting 0.900 125.810 

SAT (0.949) SAT1: Overall, taking this class makes me feel: very dissatisfied/very satisfied 0.951 237.391 
SAT2: Overall, taking this class makes me feel: very displeased/very pleased 0.971 453.994 
SAT3: Overall, taking this class makes me feel: very terrible/very delighted 0.935 190.731 

Note: CSE – computer self-efficacy, FC – facilitating conditions, IC – instructor characteristics, PA – perceived 
accomplishment; PE – perceived enjoyment, SAT – satisfaction. 

Table 3. Reliability Test Results 
 

Construct Composite Reliability AVE CSE FC IC PA PE SAT 
CSE 0.943 0.846 0.920                                                                                                                 
FC 0.933 0.822 0.352 0.907                                                                                
IC 0.944 0.850 0.331 0.587 0.922                                                     
PA 0.970 0.916 0.350 0.712 0.553 0.957                            
PE 0.950 0.864 0.260 0.420 0.420 0.631 0.930        

SAT 0.967 0.907 0.269 0.483 0.437 0.688 0.850 0.952 
Note: Diagonal elements in bold case are the square root of average variance extracted (AVE) by constructs from their 
indicators; off-diagonal elements are correlations among constructs.  

Table 4. Validity Test Results 
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Figure 1. Model Test Results for Males (N = 263) 

 

 
Figure 2. Model Test Results for Females (N = 320) 

 
For female students, the results showed that computer 

self-efficacy could significantly influence both their 
perceived accomplishment (path coefficient = 0.126,             
t = 4.434) and perceived enjoyment (path                
coefficient = 0.116, t = 4.018). Therefore, H1a and H1b were 
supported. Similar to what we found on male students, both 
H2a and H2b were supported (path coefficient = 0.147,         
t = 3.728; path coefficient = 0.220, t = 5.442); both H3a and 
H3b were supported (path coefficient = 0.567, t = 13.581; 
path coefficient = 0.276, t = 6.698). In addition, H4 and H5 
also were supported on females (path coefficient = 0.263,      
t = 11.641; path coefficient = 0.687, t = 31.354). The          
R-squared values associated with perceived accomplishment 
and perceived enjoyment are 0.536 and 0.257, respectively. 
The R-squared value for satisfaction is 0.778. 

By comparing the model testing results between the two 
genders, an interesting gender difference was found in terms 
of the impacts of computer self-efficacy on perceived 
accomplishment and enjoyment. These impacts were found 

to be significant for female students, but not for their male 
counterparts. More discussions on this are provided in the 
next section. 
 

5. DISCUSSION 
 
Understanding the adoption of the blended learning 
environment is important for higher education in the modern 
age. Along that line, this research has made several 
contributions to existing literature on blended learning and 
education in general. First, this research systematically and 
empirically examined the impacts of various factors from 
different perspectives (including students themselves, 
instructors, and institutional support) on student learning. 
Specifically, a research model was development to assess the 
impacts of students’ computer self-efficacy, instructor 
characteristics, and facilitating conditions on their perceived 
accomplishment and enjoyment, as well as satisfaction, 
toward the blended class. The data analysis results showed 
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that computer self-efficacy (for female students only), 
instructor characteristics (for both genders), and facilitating 
conditions (for both genders) had significant impacts on both 
students’ perceived accomplishment and enjoyment, which 
in turn significantly influenced their satisfaction toward the 
blended learning environment. 

Another contribution made by this study is the 
identification of an interesting gender difference from the 
proposed research model. By testing the model on male and 
female students separately, we found a considerable gender 
difference on the impacts of students’ computer self-efficacy 
on their perceived accomplishment and enjoyment. 
Specifically, both impacts were statistically significant for 
females, but not for males. For all other causal paths 
proposed in the model, their magnitudes of significance were 
quite similar between males and females. In addition, the 
computer self-efficacy mean value for males was higher than 
that for females, and the difference was statistically 
significant (see Table 2). This result is interesting, and 
indicates that although males tended to have a higher level of 
perception of their computer self-efficacy, such perception 
didn’t seem to lead to an increased feeling of perceived 
accomplishment or enjoyment of the blended class. On the 
contrary, although females rated their computer self-efficacy 
not as high as males did, their perception of computer self-
efficacy significantly and positively influenced their 
perceived accomplishment and enjoyment of the blended 
class. 

Our finding of male students demonstrating higher 
computer self-efficacy than female students is consistent 
with what has been found in previous literature (Ballou and 
Huguenard, 2008; Beyer, 2008; He and Freeman, 2010; 
Karsten and Schmidt, 2008). For example, by conducting a 
longitudinal study with a ten-year time span, Karsten and 
Schmidt (2008) found that male students’ computer self-
efficacy was significantly higher than that of female students 
over years. However, the lower level of computer self-
efficacy doesn’t seem to negatively impact female students’ 
learning attitude or outcome; rather, it serves as a positive 
motivation in their learning (Ballou and Huguenard, 2008). 
As found by Ballou and Huguenard (2008), female students 
could overcome their initial disadvantages in computer self-
efficacy and usage experience through a strong commitment 
in learning, thus leading to the same level or even better 
performance than male students. Consistently, Beyer (2008) 
found that female students’ computer self-efficacy were 
lower than males’, but with more positive attitudes toward 
their IS courses and instructors. 

We also hope the results of this study can bring some 
insights to educators who are interested in teaching blended 
classes. As shown in the analysis results, students’ (no matter 
males or females) perceived accomplishment and enjoyment 
toward the blended class could significantly influence their 
learning satisfaction. Because of the reduced face-to-face 
class meeting time and increased use of online systems and 
other related technologies, it is common to expect that 
students need to take more effort to get familiar with and 
make effective use of the blended learning environment. 
Therefore, to help keep them interested in learning, 
educators should put more effort in checking and making 
sure that students enjoy the learning environment and have 
the sense of accomplishment in their learning. 

Based on the research findings of this study, educators 
need to be aware of the influential power of their own 
characteristics and try to improve them, as well as make sure 
there is enough effective support to students’ learning. For 
example, it is important for instructors to be enthusiastic, 
friendly, and active in teaching. Students won’t like the class 
and the subject to learn unless they find that their instructors 
like it and are approachable when they need help. Enough 
and effective support (both technical and pedagogical) also 
plays an important role in influencing student learning in the 
blended environment. Since the whole idea of blended 
learning is to provide learner-centric education, providing 
students with the support they need and in a timely manner 
can help them make the best use of this learning 
environment. 

The results concerning computer self-efficacy also have 
several implications for educators’ implications. For female 
students, since their computer self-efficacy significantly and 
positively influenced their perceptions toward 
accomplishment and enjoyment in learning, it is important 
for educators to help them build their self-efficacy. For 
example, educators can provide step-by-step practices to 
them and give them constructive feedbacks and comments 
on their gradual improvement over the semester. For male 
students, such impact doesn’t seem to exist. However, as 
argued by previous literature, one possible reason could be 
that they were over-confident about their computer 
knowledge and ability, thus leading to less commitment and 
lower effort in learning. In that case, it is important for 
educators to keep this issue in mind, and try to encourage 
them to work hard and value students (especially males) 
based on their commitment and hard work instead of their 
computer proficiency. 

This study also has some limitations that future research 
can further improve. First, we only tested the proposed 
research model on freshmen and sophomores. They are a 
group of students who are new to college education and may 
need more guidance in their study. To further validate the 
research model, future research can test it for juniors and 
seniors (when blended classes are available for these 
students), and compare whether there is any difference 
between the two groups in terms of adapting to the blended 
learning environment. Second, this study focuses only on the 
blended learning instructional method. To gain an in-depth 
understanding of the advantages and disadvantages 
associated with different ways of instruction, future research 
could empirically assess and compare student learning across 
face-to-face, e-learning, and blended learning. When 
possible, an experiment can be conducted by adopting the 
three ways of instruction in three different sections of the 
same class, and then compare students’ performance by 
controlling other factors. Third, because the females in this 
study had statistically significant lower computer self-
efficacy (CSE), there might exist the possibility that the 
differences observed in outcome measures were a function of 
CSE rather than gender itself. Future research could further 
verify this by testing the research model using two data sets 
based on a median split of CSE instead of the gender split 
used in the current study. In addition, the number of 
constructs in the research model can be broadened beyond 
the factors of computer self-efficacy, instructor 
characteristics, and facilitating conditions. 

Journal of Information Systems Education, Vol. 27(2) Spring 2016

127



 
 

6. CONCLUSION 
 
This study developed a research model to systematically and 
empirically investigate influencing factors on students’ 
learning in the blended learning environment from different 
perspectives, including students themselves, instructors, and 
institutional support. Specifically, factors of students’ 
computer self-efficacy, instructor characteristics, and 
facilitating conditions were included, and their impacts on 
students’ perceived accomplishment, perceived enjoyment, 
and satisfaction were examined. The data analysis results 
showed that, for males, both instructor characteristics and 
facilitating conditions could significantly influence their 
perceived accomplishment and enjoyment, which in turn 
impacted their satisfaction toward the blended class. For 
females, all three factors significantly associated with 
perceived accomplishment and enjoyment, which then 
influenced their satisfaction. By comparing the model testing 
results on the two genders, an interesting gender difference 
was found. That is, computer self-efficacy could 
significantly influence female students’ perceived 
accomplishment and enjoyment, but no such impact was 
found for male students. Detailed discussions on the research 
results and the identified gender difference were provided in 
this study. Overall, we believe this research contributes to 
the literature on blended learning as well as higher education 
in general. 
 

7. REFERENCES 
 
Ahmed, H. M. S. (2010). Hybrid E-Learning Acceptance 

Model: Learner Perceptions. Decision Sciences Journal of 
Innovative Education, 8(2), 313-346.   

Ahuja, M. (2002). Information technology and the Gender 
Factor. European Journal of Information Systems, 11, 20-
34.   

Ahuja, M. K. & Thatcher, J. B. (2005). Moving Beyond 
Intentions and Toward the Theory of Trying: Effects of 
Work Environment and Gender on Post-Adoption 
Information Technology Use. MIS Quarterly, 29(3), 427-
459.   

Akbulut, A. Y. & Looney, C. A. (2007). Inspiring Students 
to Pursue Computing Degrees. Communications of the 
ACM, 50(10), 67-71.   

Al-Busaidi, K. A. (2012). Learners' Perspective on Critical 
Factors to LMS Success in Blended Learning: An 
Empirical Investigation. Communications of the 
Association for Information Systems, 30, Article 2.   

Asarta, C. J. & Schmidt, J. R. (2013). Access Patterns of 
Online Materials in a Blended Course. Decision Sciences 
Journal of Innovative Education, 11(1), 107-123.   

Au, N., Ngai, E., & Cheng, T. (2008). Extending the 
Understanding of End User Information Systems 
Satisfaction Formation: An Equitable Needs Fulfillment 
Model Approach. MIS Quarterly, 32(1), 43-66.   

Ballou, D. J. & Huguenard, B. R. (2008). The Impact of 
Students' Perceived Computer Experience on Behavior 
and Performance in an Introductory Information Systems 
Course. Journal of Information Systems Education, 19(1), 
87-97.   

 
Beyer, S. (2008). Gender Differences and Intra-Gender 

Differences amongst Management Information Systems 
Students. Journal of Information Systems Education, 
19(3), 301-310.  

Bhattacherjee, A. (2001). Understanding Information 
Systems Continuance: An Expectation-Confirmation 
Model. MIS Quarterly, 25(3), 351-370.   

Bimber, B. (2000). Measuring the Gender Gap on the 
Internet. Social Science Quarterly, 81(3), 868-876.   

Chen, Y.-C. (2014). An Empirical Examination of Factors 
Affecting College Students' Proactive Stickiness with a 
Web-Based English Learning Environment. Computers in 
Human Behavior, 31, 159-171.   

Cheng, Y.-M. (2011). Antecedents and Consequences of E-
Learning Acceptance. Information Systems Journal, 21(3), 
269-299.   

Chin, W. W. (1998). Issues and Opinions on Structural 
Equation Modeling. MIS Quarterly, 22(1), 7-16.   

CommerceNet. (1999). The CommerceNet/Nielsen Internet 
Demographic Survey (1999). Retrieved November 21, 
2015, from http://www.commerce.net/.   

Davis, L., Vician, C., & Buche, M. (2012). Does Technology 
Acceptance Affect E-Learning in a Non-Technology 
Intensive Course? Journal of Information Systems 
Education, 23(1), 41-50.   

DeLone, W. H. & McLean, E. R. (1992). Information 
Systems Success: The Quest for the Dependent Variable. 
Information Systems Research, 3(1), 60-95.   

DeLone, W. H. & McLean, E. R. (2003). The DeLone and 
McLean Model of Information Systems Success: A Ten-
Year Update. Journal of Management Information 
Systems, 19(4), 9-30.   

Djamasbi, S. & Loiacono, E. T. (2008). Do Men and Women 
Use Feedback Provided by their Decision Support 
Systems (DSS) Differently? Decision Support Systems, 
44(4), 854-869.   

Dunaway, M. M. (2013). IS Learning: The Impact of Gender 
and Team Emotional Intelligence. Journal of Information 
Systems Education, 24(3), 189-202.   

Durndell, A. & Haag, Z. (2002). Computer Self Efficacy, 
Computer Anxiety, Attitudes Towards the Internet and 
Reported Experience with the Internet, by Gender, in an 
East European Sample. Computers in Human Behavior, 
18, 521-535.   

eLearner Iowa State University. (2014). Advantages and 
Disadvantages of eLearning. Retrieved March 10, 2015, 
from 
http://www.dso.iastate.edu/asc/academic/elearner/advanta
ge.html. 

Firth, A. & Wagner, J. (2007). Second/Foreign Language 
Learning as a Social Accomplishment: Elaborations on a 
Reconceptualized SLA. The Modern Language Journal, 
91, 800-819.   

Gefen, D., Straub, D. W., & Boudreau, M.-C. (2000). 
Structural Equation Modeling and Regression: Guidelines 
for Research Practice. Communications of the Association 
of Information Systems, 4(7), 1-77.   

Hair, J. F., Anderson, R. E., Tatham, R. L., & Black, W. C. 
(1998). Multivariate Data Analysis. Upper Saddle River, 
NJ: Prentice Hall. 

 

Journal of Information Systems Education, Vol. 27(2) Spring 2016

128



Harp, D. & Tremayne, M. (2006). The Gendered 
Blogosphere: Examining Inequality Using Network and 
Feminist Theory. Journalism and Mass Communication 
Quarterly, 83(2), 247-264.   

Hassan, B. (2003). The Influence of Specific Computer 
Experiences on Computer Self-Efficacy Beliefs. 
Computers and Human Behavior, 19, 443-450.   

He, J. & Freeman, L. A. (2010). Are Men More Technology-
Oriented Than Women? The Role of Gender on the 
Development of General Computer Self-Efficacy of 
College Students. Journal of Information Systems 
Education, 21(2), 203-212.   

Heijden, H. V. D. (2004). User Acceptance of Hedonic 
Information Systems. MIS Quarterly, 28(4), 695-704.  

Jackson, L. A., Ervin, K. S., Gardner, P. D., & Schmitt, N. 
(2001). Gender and the Internet: Women Communicating 
and Men Searching. Sex Roles: A Journal of Research, 
44(5-6), 363-378.   

Johnson, R. D., Hornik, S., & Salas, E. (2008). An Empirical 
Examination of Factors Contributing to the Creation of 
Successful E-Learning Environments. International 
Journal of Human-Computer Studies, 66(5), 356-369. 

Karsten, R. & Schmidt, D. (2008). Business Student 
Computer Self-Efficacy: Ten Years Later. Journal of 
Information Systems Education, 19(4), 445-453.   

Kulkarni, C., Wei, K. P., Le, H., Chia, D., Papadopoulos, K., 
Cheng, J., Koller, D., & Klemmer, S. R. (2013). Peer and 
Self Assessment in Massive Online Classes. ACM 
Transactions on Computer-Human Interaction (TOCHI), 
20(6), 1-31.   

Law, K. M. Y., Lee, V. C. S., & Yu, Y. T. (2010). Learning 
Motivation in E-Learning Facilitated Computer 
Programming Courses. Computers & Education, 55(1), 
218-228.   

Liaw, S.-S., Huang, H.-M., & Chen, G.-D. (2007). Surveying 
Instructor and Learner Attitudes toward E-Learning. 
Computers & Education, 49, 1066-1080.   

Midha, V. (2012). Impact of Consumer Empowerment on 
Online Trust: An Examination across Genders. Decision 
Support Systems, 54(1), 198-205.   

Mohammadi, H. (2015). Investigating Users’ Perspectives on 
E-Learning: An Integration of TAM and IS Success 
Model. Computers in Human Behavior, 45, 359-374. 

Moore, J. L., Dickson-Deane, C., & Galyen, K. (2011). E-
Learning, Online Learning, and Distance Learning 
Environments: Are They the Same? Internet and Higher 
Education, 14(2), 129-135.   

Nel, J. & Raleting, T. (2012). Gender Differences in Low-
Income Non-Users’ Attitude towards Wireless Internet 
Gateway Cellphone Banking. South African Journal of 
Business Management, 43(3), 51-63.   

Nemanich, L. (2009). Enhancing Knowledge Transfer in 
Classroom Versus Online Settings: The Interplay Among 
Instructor, Student, Content, and Context. Decision 
Sciences Journal of Innovative Education, 7(1), 123-148.  

Nunnally, J. C. (1978). Psychometric Theory. New York: 
McGraw-Hill. 

Nysveen, H., Pedersen, P. E., & Thorbjornsen, H. (2005). 
Explaining Intention to Use Mobile Chat Services: 
Moderating Effects of Gender. Journal of Consumer 
Marketing, 22(5), 247-256.   

Oliveira, R. D., Cherubini, M., & Oliver, N. (2013). 
Influence of Personality on Satisfaction with Mobile 
Phone Services. ACM Transactions on Computer-Human 
Interaction (TOCHI), 20(2), 1-23.   

Ozkan, S. & Koseler, R. (2009). Multi-Dimensional 
Students’ Evaluation of E-Learning Systems in the Higher 
Education Context: An Empirical Investigation. 
Computers & Education, 53, 1285-1296.   

Padilla-Meléndez, A., Aguila-Obra, A. R. D., & Garrido-
Moreno, A. (2013). Perceived Playfulness, Gender 
Differences and Technology Acceptance Model in a 
Blended Learning Scenario. Computers & Education, 63, 
306-317.  

Paraskeva, F., Bouta, H., & Papagianni, A. (2008). 
Individual Characteristics and Computer Self-Efficacy in 
Secondary Education Teachers to Integrate Technology in 
Educational Practice. Computers & Education, 50, 1084-
1091.   

Pew Internet and American Life Project. (2008). Retrieved 
November 21, 2015, from http://www.pewinternet.org. 

Pursell, D. P. (2009). Enhancing Interdisciplinary, 
Mathematics, and Physical Science in an Undergraduate 
Life Science Program through Physical Chemistry. CBE-
Life Sciences Education, 8(1), 15-28.   

Ringle, C. M., Wende, S., & Will, A. (2005). SmartPLS 2.0 
(M3) Beta. Retrieved November 21, 2015, from 
http://www.smartpls.de.  

Roca, J. C., Chiu, C.-M., & Martinez, F. J. (2006). 
Understanding E-Learning Continuance Intention: An 
Extension of the Technology Acceptance Model. 
International Journal of Human Computer Studies, 64, 
683-696.   

Rosson, M. B., Carroll, J. M., & Sinha, H. (2011). 
Orientation of Undergraduates Toward Careers in the 
Computer and Information Sciences: Gender, Self-
Efficacy and Social Support. ACM Transactions on 
Computing Education, 11(3), Article 14.   

Seale, C., Ziebland, S., & Charteris-Black, J. (2006). Gender, 
Cancer Experience and Internet Use: A Comparative 
Keyword Analysis of Interviews and Online Cancer 
Support Groups. Social Science and Medicine, 62(10), 
2577-2590.   

Selim, H. M. (2007). Critical Success Factors for E-Learning 
Acceptance: Confirmatory Factor Models. Computers & 
Education, 49(2), 396-413.   

So, H.-J. & Brush, T. A. (2008). Student Perceptions of 
Collaborative Learning, Social Presence and Satisfaction 
in a Blended Learning Environment: Relationships and 
Critical Factors. Computers & Education, 51(1), 318-336. 

Staples, D. S., Wong, I., & Seddon, P. B. (2002). Having 
Expectations of Information Systems Benefits that Match 
Received Benefits: Does it Really Matter? Information & 
Management, 40(2), 115-131.   

Sun, P.-C., Tsai, R. J., Finger, G., Chen, Y.-Y., & Yeh, D. 
(2008). What Drives a Successful E-Learning? An 
Empirical Investigation of the Critical Factors Influencing 
Learner Satisfaction. Computers & Education, 50, 1183-
1202.   

 
 
 

Journal of Information Systems Education, Vol. 27(2) Spring 2016

129



Tarhini, A., Hone, K., & Liu, X. (2013). User Acceptance 
Towards Web-based Learning Systems: Investigating the 
role of Social, Organizational and Individual factors in 
European Higher Education. Procedia Computer Science, 
17(1), 189-197.   

Teo, T. (2010). Development and Validation of the E-
learning Acceptance Measure (ElAM). Internet and 
Higher Education, 13(3), 148-152.   

Thatcher, J. B. & Perrewé, P. L. (2002). An Empirical 
Examination of Individual Traits as Antecedents to 
Computer Anxiety and Computer Self-Efficacy. MIS 
Quarterly, 26(4), 381-396.   

Tromp, E. & Pechenizkiy, M. (2011). Senticorr: Multilingual 
Sentiment Analysis of Personal Correspondence. IEEE 
11th International Conference on Data Mining Workshops 
(ICDMW), Vancouver, Canada. 

Tselios, N., Daskalakis, S., & Papadopoulou, M. (2011). 
Assessing the Acceptance of a Blended Learning 
University Course. Educational Technology & Society, 
14(2), 224-235.   

Van Slyke, C., Comunale, C. L., & Belanger, F. (2002). 
Gender Differences in Perceptions of Web-Based 
Shopping. Communications of the ACM, 45(8), 82-86. 

Venkatesh, V. & Morris, M. G. (2000). Why Don't Men Ever 
Stop to Ask For Directions? Gender, Social Influence, and 
Their Role in Technology Acceptance and Usage 
Behavior. MIS Quarterly, 24(1), 115-139.   

Venkatesh, V., Morris, M. G., Davis, G. B., & Davis, F. D. 
(2003). User Acceptance of Information Technology: 
Towards a Unified View. MIS Quarterly, 27(3), 425-478. 

Venkatesh, V., Thong, J. Y., & Xu, X. (2012). Consumer 
Acceptance and Use of Information Technology: 
Extending the Unified Theory of Acceptance and Use of 
Technology. MIS Quarterly, 36(1), 157-178.   

Wu, J.-H., Tennyson, R. D., & Hsia, T.-L. (2010). A Study 
of Student Satisfaction in a Blended E-Learning System 
Environment. Computers & Education, 55(1), 155-164. 

Xu, L., Lin, J., & Chan, H. C. (2012). The Moderating 
Effects of Utilitarian and Hedonic Values on Information 
Technology Continuance. ACM Transactions on 
Computer-Human Interaction (TOCHI), 19(2), 1-26.   

Yoon, C., Hwang, J.-W., & Kim, R. (2012). Exploring 
Factors That Influence Students' Behaviors in Information 
Security. Journal of Information Systems Education, 
23(4), 407-415.   

Zhang, K. Z. K., Lee, M. K. O., Cheung, C. M. K., & Chen, 
H. (2009). Understanding the Role of Gender in Bloggers’ 
Switching Behavior. Decision Support Systems, 47(4), 
540-546.   

Zhang, Y. G. & Dang, Y. M. (2015). Investigating Essential 
Factors on Students' Perceived Accomplishment and 
Enjoyment and Intention to Learn in Web Development. 
ACM Transactions on Computing Education (TOCE), 
15(1), Article No. 3. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AUTHOR BIOGRAPHIES 
 
Yan (Mandy) Dang is an Assistant Professor of Information 

Systems in the W.A. Franke College 
of Business at Northern Arizona 
University. She received her Ph.D. in 
Management Information Systems 
from the University of Arizona. Her 
research interests include 
implementation and adoption of 
information systems, knowledge 
management, and computing 
education. Her research articles have 

appeared in Journal of Management Information Systems 
(JMIS), Decision Support Systems (DSS), Information 
Systems Frontiers, and etc.  
 
Yulei (Gavin) Zhang is an Associate Professor of 

Information Systems in the W.A. 
Franke College of Business at 
Northern Arizona University. He 
received his Ph.D. in Management 
Information Systems from the 
University of Arizona. His research 
interests include social media 
analytics, Web and text mining, and 
computing education. His research 

articles have appeared in Journal of Management 
Information Systems (JMIS), Decision Support Systems 
(DSS), Information Systems Frontiers, and etc. 
 
Sury Ravindran is an Associate Professor of Information 

Systems in the W.A. Franke College 
of Business at Northern Arizona 
University. He received his Ph.D. in 
Business Administration-Information 
Systems, from the University of 
Texas at Austin. His research interests 
include innovative practices and 
trends in the IT industry, and value of 
IT investments. Currently, he is 

working on research projects in the areas of Sports and 
Business Analytics, as well as Knowledge Management. He 
has published in journals such as Management Science, 
Journal of MIS, Journal of AIS, CACM, and IEEE 
Transactions on Systems, Man and Cybernetics. 
 
Talai Osmonbekov is an Associate Professor of Marketing 

in the W.A. Franke College of 
Business at Northern Arizona 
University. He obtained his Ph.D. in 
Marketing from Georgia State 
University in 2003. His research 
interest is technology empowered 
customer relationships. His articles 
have appeared in Journal of the 
Academy of Marketing Science, 

Industrial Marketing Management, and Journal of Business 
Research, among others. 

Journal of Information Systems Education, Vol. 27(2) Spring 2016

130



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

STATEMENT OF PEER REVIEW INTEGRITY 
 

All papers published in the Journal of Information Systems Education have undergone rigorous peer review. This includes an 
initial editor screening and double-blind refereeing by three or more expert referees. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Copyright ©2016 by the Education Special Interest Group (EDSIG) of the Association of Information Technology Professionals. 
Permission to make digital or hard copies of all or part of this journal for personal or classroom use is granted without fee 
provided that copies are not made or distributed for profit or commercial use. All copies must bear this notice and full citation. 
Permission from the Editor is required to post to servers, redistribute to lists, or utilize in a for-profit or commercial use. 
Permission requests should be sent to Dr. Lee Freeman, Editor-in-Chief, Journal of Information Systems Education, 19000 
Hubbard Drive, College of Business, University of Michigan-Dearborn, Dearborn, MI 48128. 
 
ISSN 1055-3096 




