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Abstract: In the context of economic globalization, the information technology and management tools con-
tinuously integrate. With the level of enterprise IT management gradually increases, its penetration gradually
deepens, and enterprise information strategy to the implementation of capacity is continuously improved.
Because domestic and foreign scholars have limited research on the relationship, this paper will research on
the relationship between information systems strategy and IT management maturity.
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Table 2. The feature items (secondary indicators) which the levels
of IT management maturity level model includes
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Figure 1. Correspondence between information systems strategy
types and IT management maturity level
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