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ST 48 5 @ P 1 0] 8 ( Abernethy %5, 2004) . H AR by i 5 T35 KA i
] 225 A R A2 B N B I, MUAE P K 1 4 A1 Al R 22 23 30 A Ml #7528 %60
T E S m AT BRI ] U A 4 BR S B G LR K L AR ATl A B A A R
GRS AL AT A R B, AR O A B ] R GO A B ST AN R
F LA o e JE AR B 20 TR B TR R, R — [ RN A R PRy
A B LB K AT R DL A A T LA R A 2 o3 B 2 ) Y A A R R A S

5 B #:2010-10-28

ELTA :HEARB¥IESE SWITH (71032005) ; B H # A SCH SR 26 ST S & KW H
(10JJD630005)

EEBN T BLQ978—) o R EE N, RV 26 K2 S 5 W0 45 A 5 Be VRO L 1+
W K(1956—) , 53 VLA TN o LV I 8 K 2R 4 T 45 W 45 1 9 e 2 L P 2R O
XUMEFE (1969 —) s Zr o L AR IR 2 R 2% Be Ol . 11
BT AN AE (1985 —) , 42, I 52 iy M LI AR A o ¥ I 28 R4 i g

e 02 .

i

e

s

e



F ORIGE X NREGUF:pBUSKENTZHRRAR

A A TR 3 S [R] I 0F il R AT 1Y K e 22 E L

A SR 1) 3 9 A5 19 D7 125 %8 ol 23 Mk S T 48 AR 04 1R R AT R BE
FELEER KM e RS 5 3 4% R0l 87 48 5 (Divisional Summary Per-
formance Measures, DSMs) 2Z [] 52 i & 1F AH 3¢ , B 435 22 [A]AR A7 7 8 5 1) £
b B DSMs X 701 28 Bl &1 19 25 2 AE T ook, 3R 58 A8 58 VB g L 2 W)
X DSMs 11 5 R0 A% B8 iy 5 JeJ o A0 BORR B 7, 2 W) BR B DSMs X 73 8 28
PN SN E N . BUA A A BIF5E & 1 4 2 19 2 W 55 5 lE W 55 48 A 19 X
O3 o W AR W KR S M 8 T 80, A SR [0 D7 32 4 0 8 A T e 0 52 e PR R
X S 55 SRR B B 1 S PR OUIR 24 B 8 bR R PR A A BRI R L, AR
R AR N AR AR S S SCHR BRI 8 AR B R4 L e T AR R AL
SR AR LR S IR 3R T T AR 355 45 R R ST B it e 4 T AR B AR
T 2R R UL R R A SO S A R R BR 1

= 3Lk E AN A R AR &

Bouwens 5 (2007) ARy o 24 TE 1Mk 55 DV A J2 iz B9 32 249 2 45238 il 2 e i) 2k
fill ARG H AL SO S B R AW KR ERERER RE LN
2 G R T — RS i A H HL T (Flamholtz 1 Das, 1985) . 273 {114
SEFIRGE B T4 il O Tl ST A XA R I (Otley . 1978) , 1A 153 3] — By
BZE Ve PE BT T ELXT Tk 2 0 A 48 A 5 A 4R i T B Z B 5 o R WD
K. fH Abernethy %5 (2004) 7% [ Bk G 74 FH A A BRA5 ] 2 48 2 18] 7Y O
S =R G &5 w2 a1 B S /N A T R O A 1 s e Y =TT R R R A S YN
21 SR EEAE X AR o S P 2 ) AT AR O 1A 2 MR o 4% A LA

M TP 50RO 5255 BT Ih 5C T Anfar R 43 W 55 48 B AR I 55 48
i B L6 A5 DA A8000ah 48 B . AL, Bt A 4R DAl ok R, 43 3B A ol AT A
Rl 2575 DY AN P T B | AR I 55 48 B 50 n] DA DR 1Y 30 T B G TE AR AR R
PRI BIVAE 28 4% 435848 B35 b 5t %) e A, Qo] 38 5 28 ) )23 T 09 48 A 03
JZETH Y F8 B« TS 23 740 487 J0 5 8 08 S 4 M S S ZH AR H AR . VR 2H S R
THEE TR bR 42 1 D BE 9 — AP LR L 0 3 8 1ROl 5595 bR (DSMs) 5t 2 J& T3 7 )2
B G345 . B A B4R (Abernethy 25,2004) 58—, B /B 4 B L
G IO AE — A FE bR b Cand A 5 ROD 5 55 =, B 78 43 38 I K F B3t
N 11 N -8/ N S - 3 N 5 (2 1 7 s o £ NN o T 2 s 0
B R IR N el NS O A SR NG B i o S /A D P TN U R 2 N = T
o, HA Y 238 bR S B T 43 ELAAR T Sl B AR DG AR R, © IR OR B By 3 25 B
1) B A B3 T 2 ) 22 T A A A i 2 ) R A KO 1 T R 43 0l 5L
Z L5 iH DSMs WIPE I 7 T8 Al DL 3% A% 43 38 28 38 17 53 10 B 3, AT
SN AL BRZDEA 23 TN 2w A (R R TTR L DL S ) TR R 8 PR A e A AT
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il P S AR A3 T AT fE P (Zimmerman, 1997) . DSMs A 7E [ 402 7] 19l 55
TEM R Z P23 3 T2 ffi ] (Horngren %,1999; Abernethy %%, 2004) , 1fij H
S P E Al 2 R R TR AR AR . AR SCE AR A b Ml XS R & 3 ER ol 5
R AR I S PR 00 o FH 43 50 8 0K 14 M 25 48 B (DSMs) 18 A H K 1 4 24 W) 3 5
DSMs 42 il 7378 28 B 22 75 % S AR B2 AR IR AU BRAE L iIF 5T DSMs il F 2 2 19
S R GEFEPEE R .

KR BRASIN N s I3 AL ARAE M DL B PR 558 AN 1 o P s i A B 25 3 T H =4
e E IR (Otley,1980) . FRATHYAFFEA i =4~ % JEXT DSMs fifi H]
JIT 7 A Y R R

1. #

SRR BT AR AR A B R R, AL B A A 2 AR Al
B —DEZERR . Jensen(2001) Ay, HATEAT T e B 53 &8 28 BRAT (i e 3R
KDL S i RGeS, A w A R LLEAT o0 RO B, Aol T 05 B R X FR AR
1o DR R 1 5 I8 AR AR 45 T 43 W A FIAR R W 878 DR SRR, 38 1A ) R 43
FAE, B Sy 1 8 A i oMl B (8L Fiy 3 8 28 B4R R HUAT R 9K (Abernethy
85,2004) o AHIEAUH AN LS5 BEZJE X A5 1, IR 245 T 53 F 48 BRSE 22 i AU IR
LAEN B VY 2 A 3 28 LA AUCERAT 19155 B0 . DSMs it 8 Ay dic B A A
I WL 5330 B2 2% AR AR o T HAR S A 40 23 8 B AR B T AR AR L W2 T
38 b5 25 5 20 AR K H AR I A — 2, [RI, Abernethy 45 (2004) IESE T 4342
1l DSMs 14 fff ]2 F#h 5C 28 o BIZS ) 487 B2 B 70 AL 26 2338 o it R T DSMs
AL TR B AR S SO R I A ST . G FRATTAR A R R

fBBE 1 25 43 4 B3 A 0 0 AR B ey, 2 ) 2 8 A 4 3 2 A
545 (DSMs) [ %5 B AEH .

2. KA

WA 2 B B 2 335 19 7 A2 0 7 A2 1) (Abernethy 5%, 2004) . 4 YK
FEHE B T 35 22 TR 5 a5 95 52 AT 55 19 72 JE (Gerdin, 2005) . MK 1
R 73R 22 B Y AR O R R 5 O R U, R, HOSRIE AN SRR A B
M B AR AT e 23 K o BB VR iy i 52, Xy 3 22 ) 1 2275 RO B A DD Y
KE AR N —C MR Z KA EME, Abernethy 55 (2004) K0, 245
IR Ml 5 52 380 HA 73 5 28 78 3 Sl A SRESZ e I, DSMs 1 T o gl 2 A e Y
HIogk a0 ) 48 B2 St 2 65 (05 B, o DSMs A A Sz e 132 43 19l
St AL S T Al SR ER A IE B . 4T 2, QAR ER A S NP SR S e T H A
4378 DSMs 1Y s F 4 5l 73 8 28 BRPRAT B R Ak B © 43 80l B 1t 55, T A 3¢
Jily 5338 ] 1) 5V LA Bt A AL 43 38 2 ) 9 V5 72 & 7B . A AT & 8L, DSMs AU A7
Pz 8] 2 B ) A 56 58 & . Bushman 28 (1995) 38 1 XF 2 3B 17] 4k ## 37 AR
ALY UE B < AH XS T 20 58K Bk ST A 75 BIKE B T AR 1l St
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ot UM W) R R R R ) J2 20 ) A PR A Ik P 48 ek B, 3l e B 43 A A R h
WEIE T RATTTT LORARAEVEAE Sy — Rl A A= AR o, 2400 30 Z [ A7 FEARAE PRI
DT 23 1 W 6 43 Bk S R 2 F] AR AR 09Ik S A8 P A (Bushman 4§,
1995) HJE & A B EARYE Ak A B R0, AT R R PR R
N FEIR AR B4 B K AN N 3 22 b OG T DSMs, AR B3R 4 B, AT R
B .

ABRIBE 2 2 22 43 05 22 [R] (4 A A7 1 R i BT 2% ) AR A 2 3 5 A% 43 A 14l
S8 bR (DSMs) ,

3. MBI E

PBE 10 AS B 2 M 2 52 el B 0F A B 2 i I &R (Govindarajan,
1984), Flamholtz il Das(1985) AR, Mk i 11 i — H7 B 3R 4t 45 32 | JF FR 3R B
YA . Brownell(1987) L%} PR 1E B AT 55 89 A i € 1 15 25 1 F b B i & (Reli-
ance on Accounting Performance Measures, RAPM) Z [ B ¢ & i#4T T HF5E .
bk %ﬂfﬁfﬁﬁ%‘iﬁﬁﬁ'f RAPM 7KV R 2 AR R Z IR g2 o 3k i B

e g it i 1 i 2 32 B BR 58N 0 8 P L JF HOW A 2 E) AE AR UL R OGRS

DSMs J& 7553 ¥ 2 T FAF AL B R W 556 br . e — A sh B 48 b
PO T T 228 P il SRR T S AL 2% TR X X AR 8 Al R ATl S PE AR
A R W0 55 Ml B2 37461 48 B o A8 19 o 72 52 TH b AR B 05 1 A I 55 458 B
VoIV 55 8 bR B O EEE T4 PREE LB E Al 25k TR RLEOR  H bR 2
AR 373 13 50 A RS A O T2 A Al BB 1] R O 55 oMb St DA 4 A élfT
58 09 AN P TR, ) SRR AW AR i S A AR R B A R Y AR A R
AN E PER P ST R Y EO WR 2 DSMs Eﬁz%ﬁhﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁiﬁfﬁ
o, Pt FRATT B R I T

fERIBE 3+ 24 50 T M 1 B 45 G M AR 22 ) N 3 2 A% O v R A 1Y
Ak B bR (DSMs)

® 1 FHEMEF RAPM # X & (Brownell, 1987)

RAPM
{£55/ 5B 1 s
A A 6 B
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] Jexx Aes

4 B2
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FATHBEA (DR g B 1— R 3, BT .
DSM= a3, Decent+ 3, Interdepend -+, Stability + 3, Size+ s Owner
+8; List+B; Inseg+e (D)

()

1. B A0l S48 br (DSMs)

HRHE Abernethy % (2004) (9 75 1% » FATTR T L 481 43 TE 125 465 i ol XF 53 350
T N NI g i = T S /NI - 2 NI < v o NIV A =
(DSMs) G308 ™= 8 S 18 b5 43 FB AR 5548 b L B L 48 B . @ 32 D7 AR 4 552
Brfg B R 4348 bR (0 BT . ARG, FRATTRE 23 3 R Ik S 48 bR T 0 LG AR
DSMs 19508 - F & 2R 7R 4l X 7 8B 4% {4l 45 45 b 1 S ALAR JEE

2. 43 # (Decent)

FA1Z% Gul Al Chia(1994) B J5 %, 4 A AR IR A OS2 PR AL
I3 30 DA 52 e e SREAS 3 7= & 1 T & L N RO 4 BT T b L O e R
TR AL CANFRIBORT 58 77 MBI B I &G B R G0 VBB IR N & E
b ) TR SREAY (AN A 7 / B0 B WY 5 3R R 28 20D LA K N 7 % R TR SR A
ChmBR B3 R A LA T R B P A T 2 W) 45 A 1 A R O BT Y TR i)
AT EPEAT PRy . BRATRA 7 401 (1 FR AR /NRE BE A AR . 7 R AR K
FERE A ACFD T AT, Ze3d cronbach o P EB — B0 56 AR
) cronbach a & 0. 7976, KX+ 0.7 B T R, F B 1 AT H A B4 19— 30k,
ZJE BATTHEAT R 43 07 o B A 0] 828 O — A R Rt 2 STk R
56.032% KT 50% . R AT H v LZERC R — A28, FRATTAH X 1 AT H
B BE T o 3 AU o,

3. KA (Interdepend)

FA12% Abernethy %5 (2004) FY 5 ¥, 5% H 7 4l D\ A 43358 3o A 43356
B S C L 2R ) AR J3 3505 %k JH Al 43 38 08 52 e C T AR A A 5 T 1 5
WAFPE . FRAT ) 43 ER L B [0] . 7E 22 K AR BE b 53 20 W) AR 23 52 20 ) A 43
BB TAE CIL AR A2 KR BE b BT @ 2 ) At 4338 1) T4 4358 ) 5t 2
AL TAECL ZRAEME) 78 2 KRR B b 58 RO T LAt 7030 A Reiz 8 (1L 28
WAE M B 2wl SR A 25 (B 36 D A 43 58 09 72 i 555 55 . T AR IR T 3 3k
W g 2 K mf ) C L 2R . — SR 36 & B, 0 H 4 AL =435 B
B AR DG PR 55 . FRATTRE JE M B3 J5 X At = A1 H Bk AT — Bk 56, 45 21
cronbach o iK% 0. 8015, R =AW HZ HAK&HS N —8E. HFobk
B, HE = AT H AR G b A B — AN A L BT Oy 25 T kR Ik #) 71,634 %,
FATHE AT = A H B BE T =K

4. AEE YRR E P (Stability)

FATE S Gul A Chia(1994) By J5 ¥ , A4S 315 O 0 458 1 7 M 1) SR ok 1
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HIAEREN . BB E AR N T E A T R S R
TR W R T 0T LA B S A 8 A0 A 7S A D TR ST T 1 79 &0 5 B 45 114 8 g P AT
T HEAT 7 A3l (1 R TE R E LT R e M) .

— BRI Y cronbach o 4 0. 6327, /NF 0.7, KB — B AR, 1145
Mr 7T H Z e AR DG BT E 1 I H 6 5 AL H 2 A A e R
T 3 W5 AN 35 H S cronbach o 358 0. 6827, 353T 0. 7, 2 )5 B B 140 7 o 75
BT —ANNHF. BiF 7 Z 50k F A 5 53.463% . R WA B A B4 A0 F k.
BATRMATE 2 W H 3.5 H 4 fImH 5 Z MAEETEABERE .

5. Pl A i

i ) A8 S A 5 FE A (Size) , RN Ak BFE 709 B3 AR R B BT A B R
(Owner) , KR EHE T EA S (EA SN 1, /WK 0> b 2w #H 5
(LisO(EM AR 1, EHARIMTIEAF R 2, LR MW E A 3) 5 40 HF 5
1 H SR XF U (Lnseg) » BT I Al B 14 1 43358 S B0 SR 04,

=0 Bl R U3

AR SCPA A 0] 76 L AR 58 & L Bl W 28 K% MPACC R L) )¢ I ifg [
KT 2EBE M MBA BEUEAT K. 7] 45 %F 42 Sk 28 ) 4 38 11 5 46 B (ol Al L 28
B WSS B %5 EA . S KRN 2007 4 3 1 E 2008 4F 2 H LR
[ 429 £, [l 264 fy o 210 fr A%, FRATEBEH DAY 165 Z 0 ik P4
i 1 B 5 DA 25 R o BT AR e M R AR 7 O KT 1 A AR M g R L BL
W5 A5 RIS ERAT o Lo i e KL 3t 55 5%, i 33. 33 %6 5 HLUR G A i L Ak T A R
A7k, 3 33 58, i 20. 00 %6 s L F ATk Ak T8 =0, 2 26 58, (5 15. 76 06 Al
il AT B 5 L A e 80 LA . ATk A ik B T RRATA R . S5 A, A
FRERU Ak E  EA £ .3t 84 K. 50.90%, Hoh A 2h 8 Al o
8. 48% . E A ML 42. 42 %0 s MGV EL B Ry 26. 66 %6, Horp, Ah R0 5 4 oll
di 16. 36 %, ARG B Al 5 10. 30 % ROGE AL LB 21, 21% . &/ A
A ETHEFRE.. 700602 BT AW ,47. 88 % By Al & BT 2w 1)+
o] oAl 7 42, 420 B RATHFEAR A R4 K ZHOR & i AT,

M SRIE4 R

(=) Bt G it

MG RPEGE T 45 R (W2 2) AT LI DSMs 14 {E N 0. 5812, BRI K
ZHA L BRI bR 1 0T . HFE P A i R BN T 4, BRI X 2L 03
Z A R A AR 5 SR SC R A RS VT A B B S . 53 A 3 AL 3
B IR B 4. 77, UL ER A B2 W B AL X AR B REA Y L ZURRE . 3R
B R P ) R e 0 B DR 22 0 0 T I 14 A1 B BR B 2 LU AR E 1Y

MR 5 FE 2 55 % 7% 2> (the Conference Board) BYTHES , T 30 % )/ BR 4 3
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%2 TEOBBEET

A 45t 44 FR N w/ME | wmKME | CFHE T 22
5384 Al S 48 A (DSMs) 165 0. 00 1. 00 0.5812 0.27367
W AFE M (Interdepen) 165 1. 00 7.00 3.9051 1. 53805
I3 AT (Decent) 165 1. 40 6. 80 4. 7721 1. 14570
PR BE R E 1 (Stability) 165 2.25 7.00 5. 1485 0. 81520
T AU 5 (Owner) 165 0. 00 1. 00 0. 5091 0.50144
HL (Size) 165 3.40 17. 82 10. 3133 2.01766
i & (List) 165 1. 00 3.00 2.3273 0. 64547
S3 R AE 1Y H SR X EL (Lnseg) 165 0. 69 5.04 2.5025 0.96179

P 3T 2 4 ik 37 T w A AN S o BRIV 35 2 5 T mD RN Al i A S [ K F
Arafoll gl 2 5 58 i B e B (Darrough A1 Melumad, 1995), A, A7 2 5
HE—25 T i 8 11 i Ml 250 H A 4 A 04 4 AR B0 L FRATTRE 4 10 AN IX ],
F 5 45 A X T) B AREIORI ET 29 e (I 36 3) o 45 38 22 300 B0 0 1T 0 b 5 s 1) [X Ji)
JE(0.80—0. 901 HHHBCH 41, 4y bk F 24. 85 %6 5 H YR IX [E] J2& (0. 50— 0. 60 ], #
Bl 22, F 4 M 13. 33 % s HEA 58 =AY X JA] 2 (0. 40—0. 507, 5 12. 73 %,

*3 DSMs IS HIERGEIT

DSMs ) 437 [X [ AR HAarH (%)
[0.00—0.10] 8 4. 85
(0.10—0. 20] 15 9. 09
(0.20—0. 30] 16 9.70
(0.30—0. 40] 13 7.88
(0.40—0.50] 21 12.73
(0. 50—0. 60 22 13.33
(0. 60—0. 70 6 3. 64
(0. 70—0. 80] 17 10. 30
(0. 80—0. 90 41 24. 85
(0.90—1.00] 6 3. 64

& it 165 100

(Z) JZIEZS

1. 278 5 1Y Pearson ¢ R 807t

M R B EE R F (LR 4) 43 AU DSMs FAH OGP 35, By 16 745 4 1
W, AR E S DSMs 3 1E A OC, W AF & FAT A . H AR A7 M
DSMs B F LA, SRAT BB IFA —3., RS DSMs & 3% 1M
K UL Al R B — 48 bR A o A BRI B AR . 40 A B r AR
5 DSMs ARG AHAN 3. A w34 1 70 M & it 5 DSMs & 2 1A OC
A RE I 5L PR TR T R 5 R 2 W) Bl 43 PR A b =2 18] ) 4 L 5 TH B Bl
g, Feha . WATERM, L AR T HEE A E DSMs M/ER, Bl AR sk B A
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BN & I 430 A W) 8 DSMs 2k % 2 & BT 0k 55,
F* 4 TEH Pearson tHX RE

Interdepend Decent Stability Owner Size Lnseg List
DSMs 0.218""" 0.195"" 0.233"" 0.294°"" —0.107 0.231°" —0.2917""
Interdepend 1 —0.019 0.105 —0.032 0.176"" 0.123 —0.038

Decent 1 0.058 0.148 0. 106 0.041 —0.266"""
Stability 1 0.153"" 0.092 0.051 —0.183"
Owner 1 0.215°"" 0.164"°" 0.311°""

Size 1 0.188"" —0.101
Lnseg 1 —0.092

WL A BIZEIRE 0.01.0. 05,0, 10 BIZK P E R ECGUR) , F#H,

2. DSMs 52 i K 2 43 #

3 HB B ARl 25 4 b i T R 2 TR S AR AR 2 SRR B (DL 3k 5) AR AR R R
M) DSMs 1) G 8 PR 28, AR 2 005 1) 5 AT A MR B2 AH I . 78 P<<0. 01 /K7 |
BERIE ., B FIRATAREAER &R oL 75 258 A & BRI 75T, X ke 7E
S5 HA AN R EeF RN SR A MRS A SN TR
GYEWPE A C R s . I 57 B AE O R A Aol v o AR A7 1 5, 2 )
A o R R RO B (DSMs) , LB il 43 4 B4 T+ A B 19k 5. Aber-
nethy 45 (2004) Y AIF 53 P AR B 3 RE A9 25 3% L A 16 P 2R AK A7 P (IMPACT
—THEM #l IMPACT —YOU) 43 il 5| AR HEAT K56 o & 30 e 73350 11 B 7
St H At 43 3 5w 19 4R A7 (IMPACT — THEM) 5 DSMs 1 L 45 5 3 17 4
O T 52 W Al 433508 4% sl 6 A% 4338 52 i (4 4K A7 4 (IMPACT — YOU) 5 DSMs
1 E B S R A G . JE AN RS AT B O S I (R AT A S X
— R M55 B JE N (informativeness principle) & —F ), ® BRI B DSMs fE 1%
J W 0 2 B 5 A G M AR B T A IR Y A A . B4 DSMs 14 R X A
i 2 A% 4338 6 B A B 3 1) ) A VR O RO R O AT F S R A P
G307 K B PR A 1T DL AE O — AN 28 PR [ B A T 430 LAt 435 1Y
S A LA 53 FE X AS A3 FR A 2, S5 b X MRS 5 X 4 HEARRE
e, UL IS A TR T . X2 IRANTX Abernethy 45 (2004) 14 75 15 1)

&5 DSMs 0 EZH K = JFEE

H 722 &t 155 T £ 4
Intercept 0. 345"
Interdepend — 0.041"""
Decent + 0.032"
Stability + 0.051""
Owner ? 0.131"""
Size ? —0.038"""
Lnseg ? 0.053""
List ? —0.066""

Adj.R*=27.0% .F=9. 654, P<C0. 000
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Bl . R RS DSMs B8 HT T AH OG5 B B 2 W AR 23 SR P B R T
HH AL ER A BT AE SR o A B A gt .

RUE RS A RATB B L X5 Abernethy 45 (2004) B B 5
R — 2, MAh, BB RS E M AT S FRATT A0 B BT, AR E R R v BOHORE T
DSMs A T, 420728 5 07 1m0, = A Al He AR FE A Al 38 8 4L DSMs % 1%
3T 28 BB M Bt 5 T 8 A W ASE 8 R B T B AN MR T DSMs 1 45 A 5 A
Sy b2 E 8 43 F AT e R ] DSMs B0l i 46 A o AT RE S P Ay 33 26 £ Ml T
UEME Xt BT A A WA, B T ROAVROE Z M F5 45, © ffi 53X 88 |-
Wi Al fE R L B i) . [ 98 F B A SRR 8L i 8 41 (DSMs) .

A AREGESHRE

A SCAR B ] A ok 5 [R) o 08 A, BE SR T 4 Rk BT A AR R A BR A
DSMs i g2 ma B 2R . 5 7268 H 5 A& et K v [ 4l 5 4 1l 2% 4% 43 30 Ml
T (o A LR B 2

AT R B, B R i 520 DSM il ik A7 1 5 DSMs 1 3 1E AH
Ko B 43 38 2 6] AR A P B e 1 20 W) R B DSMs X 43 3 28 B 19 M 5 5 W AR
o SRR A B ARAE VT B 7K IR A AR & B X T )& T A3 e (19 43
PS4 T S T 2 el 43 358 =2 (1) B 33 o DX 40 4 e 1 S AT Ak Bt . —
o fige e o 19 A 5 D ) 0 D 2 ) S5 Jil 4% 43 9 0 A B B3 B 2 B9 R A
R Z (B A 3 AU A AE G R . BRIk S B 45 R R 2 R A7
PERY b T X DSMs 1 5 A0, S 38 /0 & 5, PR B A Pk g, 2 |6
DSMs By SRR B . PR i 7R RS RRE 1E O0 K, DSMs 1Y 31 3 51 o HE
FIAT 35 M2 A8/ 3 il 50 07 i A5 KRR X A S 1T A L A AR A 2L R X T
DSMs 520 5 2 0 1E . 3X 5 Abernethy %5 (2004) Y BF 5T 2598 — 20, BRI 43 FAURR
FEAL T, DSMs 1Y% B AE i 2,

1 F FRAT A BIF 5 4 57 76 435 0] 2 8 A ZHE SE A L, AH OC AR B 20 i 1 4
1530, R IR 0T AR R BR M , 55 ROk — DR, B S AR REALAE A
PR 7 4508 1 8 a1 5 LUK, T o R 22 R W BB SE W BR s 5 . DSMOE G i
o BB — P RE ., B2, RATH PSR T LI RO % f8 in
FEE I 55 458 Fr Xl 23 10l B P R S8 . 2 T E A An B M i o . 7R S A Al
H #3534 2 104 K, WAl 46 24 3 23 AS [5] J22 1 A9l 2 07 0 48 A A4 fiE T8 47 b 457 34 45
AorEE AR EE AR, HARRAT R R 5], B SEARR R
Tk G 6 A & R BSOS 55 5 1 A 1 46 A DA T 47 b B A B

* AXBERZ LBEMZRFAITFRT—Z"AR21] TR ZZX =R B GHE®
AR, R EGETHRFT SR IFHAMERALL R LEMZRFLHEM SRR K
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B, BRMHELFRAGERIBIRL AL E WP, SR, L7E K.

TR

O 4 S5 7™ J e 2 07 UAC e 30 ) e 3 L P T R R SR I 55 S AR W S5 AR AT
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The Determinants of Divisional Summary
Performance Measures: Evidence from
an Enterprise Survey in China

WANG Yue', PAN Fei', LIU Yan-jun®*, A Ru-han’

(1.Institute of Accounting and Finance , Shanghai University of Finance and
Economics s Shanghai 200433, China ;2.Business School, Newcastle University »
UK ;3.School of Accounting s Shanghai University of Finance and Economics ,

Shanghai 200433, China)

Abstract; Based on 165 valid questionnaires from divisions of manufac-
turing firms in China, this paper investigates the determinants of divisional
summary performance measures (DSMs). The results show that interde-
pendence, environment uncertainty and decentralization have significant
effects on DSMs. And the interdependence has significant positive effect on
DSMs, which shows the top management encourages the divisions to strive
for success and realize win-win cooperation.

Key words: divisional performance measures; determinant; interde-

pendence (WAEHRE & )
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