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ABSTRACT: Now-a-days, the governmental institutions of UAE are devising new ways with an intention to
provide better service to its citizens, which are easily accessible, accurate, timely, high in quality, and full of
information with the use of smart devices like high-speed wireless Internet connections. The aim of the
present study is to evaluate the impact of the transformational leadership upon the idea of smart government
among the public sector employees in UAE. Survey questionnaire was found as the most suitable tool as
smart government are directly operated through ICT and artificial platforms where the internet tool is
necessary for both service provider and users. Random sampling method was adopted to select the
employees who use smart government services. Only 260 respondents were achieved a response rate of
60.0%, which is considered as a healthier survey response rate. PLS (Partial Least Squares) SEM-VB
(Structural Equation Modelling-Variance Based) was employed to assess the research model by utilising the
software SmartPLS 3.0. The study findings concluded that the transformational leadership based on varied
parameters like idealized influence, inspirational motivation, intellectual stimulation, individualized
consideration did not exhibit any form of significant influence on the actual implementation of the smart
government system. The results of the current study have the potential to give further insights into smart
government actual usage and the role of transformational leadership.
Keywords: Transformational Leadership; Smart Government; UAE.
I. INTRODUCTION
The present smart computerized era, the governmental
and other institutions across the universe are devising
new ways with an intention to provide better service to
its citizens, which are easily accessible, accurate, timely,
high in quality, and full of information with the use of
smart devices like high-speed wireless Internet
connections[1]. The smart governance has been
described as the subset of a smart city domain, wherein
an open dialogue is ensued between the citizens and
the city officials, through the Information and
Communication
Technology
(ICT)
platform.
Furthermore, the smart governance consists of all
“aspects of political participation and services for the
citizens along with the administrations’ functioning” [2].
Based on these definitions, in this study, the researchers
have defined the smart government as a government
which promotes the implementation of smart city
initiatives which can help all the people and the public
administration/ management.
For determining the important factors which affect the
performance of a smart application[3,4] specially
government, the researchers investigated many
research articles. The literature review showed that
many studies investigated the positive and negative
factors which could affect the smart governments and egovernment [3-11]. Thus, the following factors were
seen to be critical factors which affected the
performance of the smart government in Dubai [9,1216].
Integration of the ICT with many developmental projects
can alter the city’s urban landscape and offer several
opportunities, thereby improving the functioning and
management of the city [17]. Elkadi [7] stated that the
Information System (IS) factors directly affect the
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success or the failure of any e-government.
Researchers have observed that the positive factors
causing the success of an information system include
the quality of the system, services and information [6].
Governments, organizations, and Individuals should pay
the greatest attention to the planning and
implementation of information technology in all its
aspects of business, especially in the age of
digitalization. In the age of digitalization or Industry 4.0 /
Fourth industrial revolution, the current automation
trends and data exchange occurs mostly in the
manufacturing related technologies [18,19].
Also, despite the fact that many smart government
initiatives have been implemented in different
governmental departments, these initiatives would fail if
there was a weak relationship between the beneficiaries
and the governmental departments. Al-Shafi &
Weerakkody [3] observed that a weak trust-based
relationship between the public agencies and people
could lead to the failure of many smart government
activities in Qatar, which was in the neighbourhood of
UAE. It is clear that the UAE is trying to become a
leading technology centre based on the innovation
strategy of the 4th Industrial Revolution [19, 20]. Thus, it
could be noted that the strong trust-based relationship
between the government and the people, governmental
departments and public agencies could positively affect
the performance of a smart government. Varied
indicators on global basis will aid in apprehension of the
UAE stature in formulating measures that are
internationally acknowledged [21,22].
In this study, the researchers have tried to evaluate the
impact of the transformational leadership on the actual
benefits of the smart government in the UAE public
sectors.
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II. LITERATURE REVIEW
A. Transformational Leadership (TL)
In previous studies, varied research works have
highlighted about the importance of TL in the success of
an information system or technological adaption like the
smart government. Bass [23] stated that the TL occurred
when the leaders improved the interests of the
employees by creating awareness and acceptance of a
specific purpose, and also motivating them to set high
goals for fulfilling their needs [24]. Thus, TL was defined
using 4 basic elements, i.e., individual consideration,
charisma, inspirational motivation and intellectual
stimulation [24, 25]. Since TL was generally used at the
organisational level [24, 26], it was seen to be a
technique which helped in developing a clear vision,
increasing awareness regarding the problems and
motivating followers to develop novel methods for
improving their existing performance [27].
Additionally, TL could be described as the concept
wherein the leaders used charisma, intellectual
stimulation, inspiration, and individualised consideration
for mobilising their followers so that they developed
beyond their immediate goals to a maturity level which
helped in self-actualisation, achievement, and well-being
of the organisation, other people, even the society [28].
In most contemporary organizations, adopting
technology does not only denote to implementing ICT,
but also using it an instrument to identify, accumulate,
analyze,
measure,
prepare,
interprete,
and
communicate the data that is used to manage and
execute the plan [29-31]. It is further utilized to assess
and control an institution along with assuring proper
usage and accountability of their resources [29, 32, 33].
Use of a smart government in any public sector can
significantly increase the confidence level of the
employees and the people as it offered better facilities,
support and training to the employees, which could
improve the usage of this smart government.
Many researchers have determined the effect of the TL
in various IS fields, wherein it was seen to be positively
related to the IS success based on user satisfaction [34]
and the adaption of IT services [35-37]. In their study,
Ghazali et al. [38] stated that for improving the
generalisation of this parameter, additional studies have
to investigate the correlation between the TL and the IS
success in other countries, cultures and the strategic
information systems [39]. Hofstede & Minkov [40] noted
that in Arabic society, the power distance was high, i.e.,
the Arabic society was centralised. Hence, leadership
was seen to be an important parameter which could
inspire and manage the UAE employees. Thus, the
researchers have proposed the following hypotheses in
this study:
H1:Idealised influence positively affected the actual
usage of a smart government.
H2: Inspirational motivation positively affected the actual
usage of a smart government.
H3: Intellectual stimulation positively affected the actual
usage of a smart government.
H4:Individualised consideration positively affected the
actual usage of a smart government.

technology and the usage time. Actual use was defined
as consumption of any IS or its output with regards to its
self-reported or actual usage [42]. Here, the researchers
described this factor as the degree to which the
employees used the capabilities of any smart
government.
Many researchers regarded actual usage as an
important component of the IS field. Several studies
used the actual usage in various contexts and
applications since this was seen to be the final objective
or aim of any technology. Abrego-Almazán et al. [43]
studied the IS in Mexico and noted that the usage factor
showed a positive correlation with many organisational
results. Kim et al. [44] noted that usage could
significantly affect personal performance. The actual
usage was seen to significantly affect user satisfaction
and performance [45]. Stefanovic et al. [46] investigated
the e-government system in Serbia and noted that
usage could influence the Net benefits.
III. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
A. Conceptual Framework
The model proposed in the current study describes the
hypothesised relationships between the proposed
extensions of the UTAUT. Figure 1 presents the
research conceptual framework, which was based on
the UTAUT that was a very popular theory used in any
IS [47]. Furthermore, TL was used in many other models
[38,39].

Fig. 1. The proposed conceptual framework.
B. Formulation of the research Instrument and Data
accumulation
In this study, the researchers used a survey
questionnaire since the smart government operates
through various internet-based artificial platforms and
ICT. A random sampling technique was used for
selecting the employees that used smart government
services. A sample size of 250 employees was selected.
Similarly, 400 beneficiaries of the smart government
initiatives were also randomly selected using the abovementioned criteria. Out of the 400 people, 260
individuals responded. This showed a healthy response
rate of 60.0%.

B. Actual Usage of Smart Government (USE)
IV. ANALYTICAL STUDY OF THE DATA AND STUDY
Actual usage can be described as the manner and the
OUTCOMES
degree to which the users use the capabilities of the
information system. This includes the frequency,
PLS SEM-VB was employed to evaluate the suggested
amount, nature, appropriateness, extent and the
research model by implementing SmartPLS 3.0 software
purpose of this use. Kim et al. [41] stated that this
[48]. Moreover, a different analytical technique was
parameter reflected the frequency of the usage of any
Al-Obthani et al., International Journal on Emerging Technologies 10(1a): 98-104(2019)
99

implemented that constituted two phases, namely
measurement model analysis and structural model
analysis [49].
A. Detailed evaluation of the data
The mean and SD of the study variables are presented
in Table 1.The measurement were in accordance with
Likert’s scale with significant variables Actual usage of
smart government score the highest with mean 3.574
out of 5.0, with a standard deviation of 1.075.
B. Measurement Model Assessment
The measurement model was examined by
implementing the reliability and validity features of the
constructs (convergent and discriminant validities). The
reliability of each core variable in the measurement
model (construct reliability) was evaluated by using the
individual
Cronbach’s
alpha
coefficients.
The
Cronbach’s alpha coefficient values were recorded in
between 0.896 to 0.939. The composite reliability (CR)

values were in between 0.935 to 0.959, which exceeded
0.7 (Table 1) [50].
The factor loadings aided in analysing the Indicator
Reliability. When the related indicators are very similar,
this is reflected in the construct and signified by the
construct’s high loadings [51-53]. As per , the exceeding
of values beyond 0.70 suggests substantial factor
loadings [54, 55]. Table 1 displays that all items in this
research had factor loadings greater than the suggested
value except for items like IS1 and IC3, which were
eliminated from the scale due to low loadings.
AVE was assessed to analyse the Convergent Validity.
It is reported that this validity shows a positive
correlation with the alternate values of the same
variables. The AVE values range within 0.828 and 0.888
that is more than 0.50 [55]. The convergent validity has
been achieved by all the construct variables in this study
(Table 1).

Table 1: Measurement model assessment.

Constructs
Idealized
Influence
(II)
Inspirational
Motivation
(IM)
Intellectual
Stimulation
(IS)
Individualized
Consideration
(IC)

Item

Loading
(> 0.7)

II1
II2
II3
II4
IM1
IM2
IM3
IM4
IS1
IS2
IS3
IS4
IC1
IC2
IC3
IC4

0.933
0.922
0.904
0.915
0.918
0.919
0.926
0.914
Deleted
0.946
0.945
0.935
0.955
0.950
Deleted
0.908

M

SD

α
(>
0.7)

CR
(>
0.7)

AVE
(>
0.5)

3.355

1.044

0.938

0.956

0.844

3.222

1.040

0.939

0.956

0.845

3.211

0.963

0.937

0.959

0.888

3.442

1.001

0.932

0.956

0.880

Actual Usage
USE1
0.938
of Smart
USE2
0.950
3.574
1.075
0.896
0.935
0.828
Government
USE3
0.838
(USE)
Note: M=Mean; SD=Standard Deviation, α= Cronbach’s alpha; CR = Composite Reliability, AVE = Average Variance
Extracted.
Table 2: Fornell-Larcker criterion.
IC

II

IC
II

0.938
0.653

IM

IS

0.919

IM

0.661

0.661

0.919

IS

0.667

0.656

0.652

0.942

USE

0.507

0.507

0.548

0.510

USE

0.910

Note: Diagonals represent the square root of the average variance extracted while the other entries represent the
correlations.
The bold variables in the table denote the square root
value of the AVE that is more than the corresponding
values, indicating a strong correlation between the
variables and their respective indicators (Table 2). The
exogenous constructs showed a correlation value <0.85,
and thus the better discriminatory validity is satisfied [5658].
Al-Obthani et al.,

C. Structural Model Assessment
Beta (β), R², and the corresponding t-values were
implemented through the bootstrapping mechanism of
5000 resample to evaluate the structural model.
The structural model in the current research supports all
the four proposed hypotheses (Figure 2 and Table 3) for
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the factors/constructs (i.e. II, IM, IS, IC, USE). Hence,
H1, H2, H3 and H4 are accepted with
(β = 0.143, t= 2.101, p <0.05), (β = 0.262, t= 3.911, p
<0.001),
(β = 0.155, t= 2.174, p
<0.05)and
(β = 0.137, t= 2.024, p <0.05)respectively. Thirty-six

percent of the variance in actual usage of smart
government is explained by factors II, IM, IS, and IC.
The values of R² have an acceptable level of
explanatory power, indicating a substantial model [59].

Fig. 2. PLS algorithm results.
V. DISCUSSION
In this study, the researchers aimed to investigate the
effect of TL with regards to various aforementioned
factors on the actual usage of the smart government
activities. The results indicated that all these factors
helped in determining the actual usage of the smart
government amongst the various employees of the UAE
public sector.
Firstly, Idealised Influence was seen to be a positive
significant predictor of the usage of the smart
government (β= 0.143, t= 2.101, p <0.05),
which
supported the H1. This indicated that the leaders instil
pride in the minds of the employees for being in
connection with their team leads. Thus, the leaders not
only improve the interests of the group, but they also
instil a sense of respect amongst the employees, which
encourages more employees to use the smart
government initiatives.
Secondly, even Inspirational Motivation positively
affected the usage of the smart government activities
amongst the public sector employees in UAE (β= 0.262,
t= 3.311, p <0.001), thus, supporting the H2. This
indicated that when the leaders were optimistic about
the future, they enthusiastically stated what goals had to
be accomplished, and were very confident about
achieving these goals. Thus, more employees would
use smart government initiatives.
Furthermore, Intellectual Stimulation positively affected
the usage of the smart government (β= 0.155, t= 2.174,
p <0.05), which supported H3. This could be explained
by the fact that leaders seek various perspectives while
solving any problem and ask other people to share their
viewpoints regarding the problem. This would help them
complete all assignments rapidly and encourage the
employees to use the smart government.
Al-Obthani et al.,

Lastly, Individualised Consideration showed a positive
impact on the implementation of the smart government
ideology
(β = 0.137, t= 2.024, p <0.05), which
supported the H4. This was attributed to the fact that the
leaders treated other people as individuals rather than
only as group members. They also accepted the fact
that every individual possessed different abilities, needs
and aspirations. They also sought different perspectives
when handling any organisational issue, thereby helping
other individuals to develop their strengths and
encourage people to use smart government initiatives.
Also, TL positively affected the actual usage of the smart
government amongst the public sector employees in the
UAE. This indicated that many employees used smart
government activities when the management stimulated
their intelligence and motivated them by assessing their
efforts if they used smart government activities. Similar
results regarding TL were noted by earlier studies [60].
VI. IMPLICATIONS, LIMITATIONS AND FUTURE
DIRECTIONS
Based on an academic perspective, the findings of the
current research work can be used as foundation for the
future experiments focusing on the role played by the TL
and its various aforementioned factors on the actual
usage of a smart government amongst the UAE public
sector employees.
Investigation of all these parameters would help the
senior management and the policymakers identify better
strategies which could help the usage of the smart
government in the public sector. The significance of
these important findings could benefit not only the
employees but also the UAE public sector, which, in
turn, could benefit the country. Many practical
implications were determined from this study, like
encouraging the employees to use the smart
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government activities in their daily activities, which
would lead to the development of their professional and
personal lives.
However, some limitations in these types of studies
highlighted that biased resulted were deduced when the
researchers used the self-reported measures regarding
usage, because they may lead to the bring variations in
the measurement values of the actual usage [61].
Furthermore, the researchers measured the general
usage of the smart government and did not focus on any
service. The various forms of the smart government
could display different adoption and usage activities.
Furthermore, the present research was not focused on
the impact of the demographic parameters. A few of the
demographic factors could display a vital explanatory
power in the model [62].
In future, the researchers would target the individuals in
the public sector. Hence, future researchers must carry
out studies in the private sectors or compare the results

between the private and public sectors in the UAE.
VII. CONCLUSIONS
This study aimed to investigate the effect of the TL and
all its parameters (i.e. II, IM, IS, IC, USE) on the actual
use of the smart government. The model proposed in
the study offered a better understanding of the effect of
the TL on the use of smart government activities. The
descriptive analysis results indicated a positive effect of
the TL on USE. The researchers concluded that the
public sector in UAE must pay a lot of attention to the TL
characteristics of the management, which could help in
the usage of the smart governmental systems. This
study has presented perspectives of the practitioners
and academicians, discussed the limitations and offered
a few directions for future research.

APPENDIX

Varible
Idealized
Influence
(II)
Inspirational
Motivation
(IM)

Intellectual
Stimulation
(IS)

Individualized
Consideration
(IC)

Actual Usage
of Smart
Government
(USE)

Appendix A
Instrument for varibles
Measure
II1: Leaders instill pride in others for being associated with them.
II2: Leaders go beyond self-interest for the good of the group.
II3: Leaders act in ways that build others’ respect for them.
II4: Leaders talk about their most important values and beliefs.
IM1: Leaders talk optimistically about the future.
IM2: Leaders talk enthusiastically about what needs to be accomplished.
IM3: Leaders articulate a compelling vision of the future.
IM4: Leaders express confidence that goals will be achieved.
IS1: Leaders re-examine critical assumptions to question whether they
are appropriate.
IS2: Leaders seek differing perspectives when solving problems.
IS3: Leaders get others to look at problems from many different angles.
IS4: Leaders suggest new ways of looking at how to complete
assignments.
IC1: Leaders treat others as individuals rather than just as a member of a
group.
IC2: Leaders consider an individual as having different needs, abilities,
and aspirations from others.
IC3: Leaders seek differing point of view when dealing with
organizational issues.
IC4: Leaders help others to develop their strengths.
USE1: I regularly use Smart Government.
USE2: I prefer to do my job through the Smart Government.
USE3: I promote the use of Smart Government to my colleagues.

Source
[63]

[63]

[63]

[63]

[47]

REFERENCES
[1]. Bagga, T., & Bhatt, M. (2013). A Study of Intrinsic
and Extrinsic Factors Influencing Consumer Buying
Behaviour Online. Asia-Pacific Journal of Management
Research and Innovation, 9(1), 77-90.
[2]. Giffinger R., Fertner C., Kramar H., Kalasek R.,
Milanović N.&Meijers E. (2007). “Smart cities - Ranking
of European medium-sized cities.”Vienna University of
Technology.
[3]. Bagga, T., Sodhi, J., Shukla, B., Qazi, M.(2107).
Smartphone Security Behaviour of the Indian
Smartphone User, Man In India. 97(24), pp. 333-344.
[4] Addanki, A., Pandey, V., Sodhi, J. Bagga, T., (2017).
Next Generation Indian Campuses going SMART.
International Journal of Applied Business and Economic
Research, 15(21), pp. 385-398.
Al-Obthani et al.,

[5]. Chourabi H., Nam T., Walker S., Gil-Garcia J. R.,
Mellouli S., Nahon K., Scholl H. J. (2012).
“Understanding
Smart
Cities:
An
Integrative
Framework.” In 2012 45th Hawaii International
Conference on System Sciences (PP. 2289–
2297).IEEE. https://doi.org/10.1109/HICSS.2012.615
[6]. Petter S., DeLone W. & McLean E. R. (2013).
Information systems success: “The quest for the
independent
variables.”Journal
of
Management
Information Systems, Vol. 29, No. 4, PP. 7–62.
https://doi.org/10.2753/MIS0742-1222290401
[7]. Elkadi H. (2013). “Success and failure factors for egovernment projects: A case from Egypt.”Egyptian
Informatics Journal, Vol.14, No. 2, PP. 165–173.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eij.2013.06.002

International Journal on Emerging Technologies 10(1a): 98-104(2019)

102

[8]. Alawadhi S. & Scholl H. (2016). “Smart Governance:
A Cross-Case Analysis of Smart City Initiatives.”In 49th
Hawaii International Conference on System Sciences
(HICSS) (PP. 2953–2963). Koloa, HI, USA.
[9]. Al-Shamsi R., Ameen A., Isaac O., Al-Shibami A. H.
& Sayed Khalifa G. (2018). “The Impact of Innovation
and Smart Government on Happiness: Proposing
Conceptual
Framework.”International
Journal
of
Management and Human Science (IJMHS), Vol. 2, No.
2, PP. 10–26.
[10]. Al-Obthani F. & Ameen A. (2018). “Towards
Customized Smart Government Quality Model.”
International Journal of Software Engineering &
Applications,
Vol.
9,
No.
2,
PP.
41–50.
https://doi.org/10.5121/ijsea.2018.9204
[11]. Al-Obthani F., Ameen A., Nusari M. & Alrajawy I.
(2018). “Proposing SMART-Government Model :
Theoretical
Framework.”International
Journal
of
Management and Human Science (IJMHS), Vol. 2, No.
2, PP. 27–38.
[12]. Albreki S. & Ameen A. (2017). “The Influence of
Quality of Knowledge Management on the Smart
Government: Literature Review.” In 1st International
Conference on Management and Human Science
(ICMHS2017) (p. 2017). Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia.
[13]. Fahad A.-O. & Ameen A. (2017).“Toward
Proposing SMART-Government Maturity Model: Best
Practices, International Standards, and Six-Sigma
Approach.”In
1st
International Conference
on
Management and Human Science (ICMHS 2017) (p.
2017). Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia.
[14]. Al-Ali K., Ameen A. & Alrajawy I. (2018). “The Role
of SMART Government on Enhancing Pubic Service
Quality: Performance Quality Is a Mediator Factor.” In
International Conference on Recent Trends in Business
and Entrepreneurial Ventures (ICRTBEV2018) (p. 23).
[15]. Al-Ali Dawood, Ameen A., Ameen A., Al-Ali D.,
Alshibami A. & Isaac O. (2018). “The Influence of
System Quality and Information Quality on User
Satisfaction: The Case of Smart Government in UAE.”
In 2nd International Conference on Management and
Human Science (ICMHS 2018), PP. 27-28 November
2018, Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia Vol. 7, PP. 58–74.
[16]. Ashamsi O. & Ameen A. (2018). “The Impact of
Smart Government on The Residents ’ Satisfaction in
Dubai : The Performance of Dubai Governmental
Departments as Mediator Variables.” In 2nd
International Conference on Management and Human
Science (ICMHS 2018), PP. 27-28 November 2018,
Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia (p. 2018).
[17]. Odendaal N. (2003). “Information and
communication technology and local governance:
Understanding the difference between cities in
developed and emerging economies.”Computers,
Environment and Urban Systems, Vol. 27.
[18]. Ameen A., Almari H. & Isaac O. (2018).
“Determining Underlying Factors that Influence Online
Social Network Usage among Public Sector Employees
in the UAE.” In B. A. Saeed F., Gazem N., Mohammed
F. (Ed.), 3rd international conference on reliable
information and communication technology 2018 (IRICT
2018), Bangi-Putrajaya, Malaysia (3rd ed., Vol. 843, PP.
945–954).
[19]. Ameen A., Almari H. & Isaac O. (2019).
“Determining Underlying Factors that Influence Online
Social Network Usage Among Public Sector Employees
in the UAE.In Fathey M. Faisal Saeed, Nadhmi Gazem
Al-Obthani et al.,

(Ed.), Recent Trends in Data Science and Soft
Computing.”IRICT 2018.Advances in Intelligent Systems
and Computing (Recent Tre, Vol. 843, PP. 945–954).
Springer Nature Switzerland AG: Springer International
Publishing. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-99007-1
[20]. lkhateri A. S., Abuelhassan A. E., Khalifa G. S. A.,
Nusari M. & Ameen A. (2018). “The Impact of perceived
supervisor support on employees turnover intention :
The Mediating role of job satisfaction and affective
organizational
commitment.”International
Business
Management, Vol.12, No. 7, PP. 477–492.
[21]. Al-Ali W., Ameen A., Issac O., Nusari M. & Ibrhim
Alrajawi. (2018). “Investigate the Influence of Underlying
Happiness Factors on the Job Performance on the Oil
and Gas Industry in UAE.”International Journal of
Management and Human Science (IJMHS),Vol. 2, No.
4, PP. 32.
[22]. Haddad A., Ameen A. & Mukred M. (2018). “The
Impact of Intention of Use on the Success of Big Data
Adoption
Via
Organization
Readiness
Factor.”International Journal of Management and
Human Science (IJMHS),Vol. 2, No.1, PP. 43–51.
[23]. Bass B. M. (1990). “From Transactional to
Transformational Leadership: Learning to Share the
Vision.”Organizational Dynamics, Vol. 18, No. 3, PP.
19–31.
[24]. Riggio R. E. & Bass B. M. (1997).
“Transformational Leadership: Industrial, Military, and
Educational Impact (1st ed.).” New York, London:
Psychology Press.
[25]. Schepers J., Wetzels M. &RuyterK. de. (2005).
“Leadership styles in technology acceptance : do
followers practice what leaders preach ?”Managing
Service Quality: An International Journal,Vol.15, No. 6,
PP. 496–508.
[26]. Elkhani N., Soltani S. &Nazir Ahmad M. (2014).
“The effects of transformational leadership and ERP
system self-efficacy on ERP system usage.”Journal of
Enterprise Information Management, Vol. 27, No.6, PP.
759–785. https://doi.org/10.1108/JEIM-06-2013-0031
[27]. Antonakis J. & House R. J. (2014). “Instrumental
leadership :
Measurement
and
extension
of
transformational – transactional leadership theory .”The
Leadership Quarterly, Vol. 25, No.4, PP.746–771.
[28]. Erkutlu H. (2008). “The impact of transformational
leadership
on
organizational
and
leadership
effectiveness The Turkish case.”Journal of Management
Development, Vol. 27, No. 7, PP. 708–726.
[29]. Ameen A. & Ahmad K. (2011). “The Role of
Finance Information Systems in anti financial
corruptions: A theoretical review.” In 11 International
Conference on Research and Innovation in Information
Systems (ICRIIS’11 (PP. 267–272). Ieee.
[30]. Ameen A. & Ahmad K. (2013b). “Proposing
Strategy for Utilizing Financial Information Systems in
Reducing Corruption.”In 3rd International Conference on
Research and Innovation in Information Systems – 2013
(ICRIIS’13) ,Vol. 2013, PP. 75–80.
[31]. Ameen A. & Ahmad K. (2014). “A Systematic
Strategy for Harnessing Financial Information Systems
in Fighting Corruption Electronically.” In Knowledge
Management International Conference (KMICe) 2014,
PP.12 – 15 August 2014, Malaysia (pp. 12–15).
Retrieved from http://www.kmice.cms.net.my/
[32]. Ameen A. & Ahmad K. (2012). “Towards
Harnessing Financial Information Systems in Reducing
Corruption : A Review of Strategies.”Australian Journal

International Journal on Emerging Technologies 10(1a): 98-104(2019)

103

of Basic and Applied Sciences, Vol. 6, No.8, PP.500–
509.
[33]. Ameen A. & Ahmad, K. (2013a). “A Conceptual
Framework of Financial Information Systems to reduce
corruption.”Journal of Theoretical and Applied
Information Technology, Vol. 54, No.1, PP.59–72.
[34]. Cho J., Park I. & Michel J. W. (2011). “How does
leadership affect information systems success? the role
of
transformational
leadership.”Information
and
Management, Vol. 48, No.7,PP.270–277.
[35]. Dong L., Sun H. & Fang Y. (2007). Do Perceived
Leadership Behaviors Affect User Technology Beliefs?
An Examination of the Impact of Project Champions and
Direct Managers. Communications of the Association for
Information Systems, Vol. 19, No.1, PP.31.
[36]. Neufeld D.J., Dong L. & Higgins C. (2007).
“Charismatic leadership and user acceptance of
information technology.”European Journal of Information
Systems,Vol. 16, No.4, PP. 494–510.
[37]. Ke W. & Kee K. (2008). “Organizational culture and
leadership in ERP implementation.”Decision Support
Systems,Vol.
45,
PP.
208–218.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dss.2007.02.002
[38]. Ghazali R., Ahmad M.N. & Zakaria, N.H. (2015).
“The mediating role of knowledge integration in effect of
leadership
styles
on
enterprise
systems
success.”Journal
of
Enterprise
Information
Management, Vol. 28, No. 4, PP.531–555.
[39]. Rezvani A., Dong L. & Khosravi P. (2017).
“Promoting the continuing usage of strategic information
systems: The role of supervisory leadership in the
successful
implementation
of
enterprise
systems.”International
Journal
of
Information
Management,Vol.37, No.5, PP.417–430.
[40]. Hofstede G., & Minkov M. (2010). “Cultures and
Organizations: Software of the Mind,” Third Edition.
[41]. Kim H.-W., Chan H. C. & Gupta S. (2007). “Valuebased Adoption of Mobile Internet: An empirical
investigation”. Decision Support Systems, Vol. 43, No.
1, PP.111–126.
[42]. Petter S. & McLean E.R. (2009). “A meta-analytic
assessment of the DeLone and McLean IS success
model: An examination of IS success at the individual
level.”Information & Management, Vol.46, No.3,
PP.159–166.
[43]. Abrego-Almazán D., Sánchez-Tovar Y. & MedinaQuintero J. M. (2017). “Influence of information systems
on organizational results.”Contaduríay Administración,
Vol. 62, No.2, PP.321–338.
[44]. Kim C., Lee I.-S., Wang, T. & Mirusmonov M.
(2015). “Evaluating effects of mobile CRM on
employees’ performance.”Industrial Management &
Data Systems,Vol.115, No.4, PP.740–764.
[45]. Isaac O., Abdullah Z., Ramayah T. & Mutahar A.
M. (2017). “Internet usage , user satisfaction , tasktechnology fit , and performance impact among public
sector employees in Yemen.”The International Journal
of Information and Learning Technology,Vol.34, No.3,
PP.210–241.
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJILT-11-20160051
[46]. Stefanovic D., Marjanovic U., Delic M., Culibrk D.
&Lalic B. (2016). “Assessing the success of egovernment
systems :
An
employee
perspective.”Information & Management, Vol.53, No.1,
PP.717–726. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.im.2016.02.007
[47]. Venkatesh V. (2000). “Determinants of Perceived
Ease of Use : Integrating Control , Intrinsic Motivation,
Al-Obthani et al.,

and Emotion into the Technology Acceptance Model.”
Information System Research, Vol.11, PP. 342–365.
https://doi.org/10.1287/isre.11.4.342.11872
[48]. Ringle C. M., Wende S. & Becker J.-M. (2015).
SmartPLS 3.Bonningstedt: SmartPLS.
[49]. Anderson J. C. & Gerbing D. W. (1988). “Structural
Equation Modeling in Practice: A Review and
Recommended Two-Step Approach.”Psychological
Bulletin,
Vol.103,
No.3,
PP.411–423.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.103.3.411
[50]. Kannana V.R. & Tan K.C. (2005). “Just in time,
total quality management, and supply chain
management: understanding their linkages and impact
on business performance.”Omega: The International
Journal of Management Science, Vol.33, No.2, PP.153–
162.
[51]. Werts C.E., Linn R.L. & Jöreskog K.G. (1974).
“Intraclass reliability estimates: Testing structural
assumptions.”
Educational
and
Psychological
Measurement, Vol. 34, No.1, PP. 25–33.
[52]. Kline R.B. (2010). “Principles and practice of
structural equation modeling (3rd ed.). New York: The
Guilford Press.”
[53]. Gefen D., Straub D. & Boudreau M.C. (2000).
“Structural equation modeling and regression:
Guidelines for research practice.”Communications of the
Association for Information Systems, Vol. 4, No.1,
PP.1–79.
[54]. Hair J.F.J., Hult G. T.M., Ringle C. & Sarstedt, M.
“A Primer on Partial Least Squares Structural Equation
Modeling (PLS-SEM), 46 Long Range Planning §
(2014). London: Thousand Oaks: SAGE.”
[55]. Hair J.F., Black W.C., Babin B.J. & Anderson R. E.
(2010). “Multivariate Data Analysis.” New Jersey.
[56]. Fornell C. & Larcker D.F. (1981). “Evaluating
structural equation models with unobservable variables
and measurement error.”Journal of Marketing Research,
Vol. 18, No.1, PP.39–50.
[57]. Chin W. W. (1998a). “Issues and opinion on
structural equation modeling.”MIS Quarterly, Vol. 22,
No.1, PP.7–16.
[58]. Awang, Z. (2014). “Structural Equation Modeling
Using AMOS.” Shah Alam.Malaysia: University
Teknologi MARA Publication Center.
[59]. Cohen J. (1988). “Statistical Power Analysis for the
Behavioral Sciences (2nd Editio).” Lawre Associatesnce
Erlbaum.
[60]. Alos-Simo L., Verdu-Jover A. J.& Gomez-Gras, J.M. (2017). “How transformational leadership facilitates
e-business adoption.”Industrial Management & Data
Systems, Vol. 711, No.2, PP. 382–397.
[61]. Straub D., Limayem M. & Karahanna-Evaristo, E.
(1995). “Measuring system usage: implications for IS
theory testing.”Management Science, Vol. 41, No.8,
PP.1328–1342.
[62]. Venkatesh V., Morris M. G., Davis G. B. & Davis,
F. D. (2003). “User Acceptance Of Information
Technology: Toward A Unified View”, Vol. 27, No.3,
PP.425–478.
[63]. Jyoti J. & Dev M. (2015). “The impact of
transformational leadership on employee creativity : the
role of learning orientation.”Journal of Asia Business
Studies, Vol.9, No.1, PP. 78–98.

International Journal on Emerging Technologies 10(1a): 98-104(2019)

104

