EMF S5 HEHR. AR AR RIE LN S
— A F A A A 24
Eb OEC ATR

. LM xFaitEu 4Lk, Lk 200439
2. 2B EREFMNZRFLTFR)
#E: ALBIH 79 R LEFTASNGEEARAE, BT T F B LTS EM FAE474E A IR, LEimX
MABRARITAR, AR R, BRI MIEM AR — A R, LIRS A AR R Y
HELHRLGEAX, RERAAEGS VARG AR RGX R, TSR, KA16961872Z 4L
ABTT M H AR Rk G a9 ARy X, B AR S48 AR xd N 8] Sk 4 69 7T Ak R 8 3 A 8 R A AR
/IR R T AE R o BAVGIFT LA R S RARAT AL MM S IATRE T 20048, ALKk

AR B R T Ak,

KA U A BT FERE

FTES L5 F270 X ARARIRA: A

. AR

ASCRTEARI 55 48R AE v ARV DL ST S LA BAR I I AR o 10 R 3 H U T 30
ABHEREEE L B E R 25 LU T ARG ()T R R BT 50 4 H s AL ST,
WITRHERE B2 RGN R I 2 0 H 2 (KaplanfiiNorton, 2001; Van der Stede
&, 2006; Langfield-Smith, 2007). 1fj#h T4 #i% 6| RGc iz O A BV ST RGAER B
UG R R PP 423 B RRIGE AOROR) 52 T T, EEE) T s A1 Clttner
ALarcker, 1998; Chenhall, 2003). f&Zi\k 4Pt 2 4:°H R & B I S48 kR ik se Bl ik
Thft. SEMNE B, XA E ARy, B R 55 Fabm A8 7 B AME R GF (0 ki, A7
ASBELRUELE H B Al = AR AR R VE o BRORABNE T R B Sk UL, VR 2 i B 2 15k
SRR B AE BRI KCE | (Duh%, 2009). B T XF5EiESL 56 T AN, R TAMEER
NSCARAN ST ARk B0 S B AR (Chow%, 1999; O’Connor4s, 2004). i,
B 2 A G I T Sk A B 2 v 558, I nT RR PR A A A B0 T B S5,
MIEVENFIRA . B, FRATA D2 1 i B A AR S5 48R A FH AR, ki xSRI
S FERR BRI A AN G S AT T

S5 I [E ) BT A R EHEM SR bR — e R R . [RINE, 3R S5 FR AT 2
BEZ MW EARIFNSE R, (BRI Z HA—E R R . Xk
FRIG Y MR AR S5 P05 A 2 IR . 7R 8 THEhI R BRI f5, 0 55 4abnim i G
il 1 A AR R A E ST TSR, 31X —AG R AR IR A B 5 A ] B IR T A



PG A T BB AT AR 85 B A W) 0BT RO Al Rl DA A SE AT RSk A . AT K
DA B T HR TS 58 S0 AR S5 4R bR (1 SR ER A, O BE U 5 R S SN EE 0 o [ s
THSESSREAT “TRURSH” (T

ASCOAN R A ZHFI T 58 i B T ST TR B =i AR
WP GW TR SRR SRR R R AW TS 1 S R R

=, BRI EM AR

KR B ARFR NN BN SN 1 F 2 UAVE BT KRG E KR BRI . L4l
S A R ARG TR SRR G B R 2, AN PR S R R AR . HisK
F WX T SL B S AR AR 1 o LG DS PANR R R B S HRhRITE, 1%
FeFebr R Fr TR S B T A A I R RIEAE GBS D T I RRR SR R T e HLEk
ZHIENME, HMELANHIE 3= 08 R AT 2L, SEUEEE TOE KRS MR
b, I TEIEFE SA AT, IERL T & 5 5 B AAME 419478 (Hemmer, 1996; Neely,
1999). 1 H 5 T FR VI RA N HIEbR, ZBEE R T PR R G LU 4l
KRIBERE LM E (Hopwood, 1974; HayesZ:, 1988; Hemmer, 1996). N 1 i flif
GG RGN EREG, FAR TS S SR BB L 1n) 1 Qi S5 . NI s i ol
FH BN H AR S5 Fa bR . B 2200 FARF 4R, AW 554845 1 Je e Rk E K
WAEF Clttners, 1997b; IttnerfllLarcker, 1998). #3544 mh & fb & 1 I 45 AR 55
FRRRI T4 (KaplanFNorton, 2001). XTI 4584510 5, AEW 5548 bR e Bh
g FEH ARG, BeWS TG S PPAN AU 52 TN SR DA H 5% 7 (Banker
&, 2000; Hauser%s, 1994; Kaplan#INorton, 1996) LA K 30HiE ¥ 2 BRI\ 55V 5% (147
A (Robertson, 2005),

LA ) 53 A PR 70t ALY | 38 T AR S5 fa v A M) i (Datars, 2001
Feltham#1Xie, 1994; Hemmer, 1996; Holmstrom, 1979; Lambert, 2001). Datarss (2001)
UEBAE A TH B AR B DL R AR 55 F8 AR 51N H7 0 22 48 0] BARS I 03 x50 £l B AR A
[, Bakers% (1994). BaimanfiRajan (1995) #BUEHH T JEIM 5% F5 bl il 4 IniFAN R Se 1176
Bl R PRI 3 T O 2 AP ) & PRI AT O BA R SOSOPPAR FRIR 5 o [RJIS KRS () SR AT 8 L AR
T AEM S5 ebn A FHIE RS . 9 dnAndersonds (1994, 1997) KIAETTHIRM AT T, %
F AN E B ) 2 R U Z5 1IE AR G . BankerZs (20000 43HT T 1850 A A ) /57 371 %k
W, RIAEM S5 4abr 9 NFH LG, ST INEAE X 486555 71, S8 7S
Hahn. ScottFlTiessen (1999). HoquefilJames (2000) k4 7RSS E, I NIEM S
Fabr I FH fe % 5 B A LR TSt SR 1T JE Br A 10 SR BI 70 A8 SCRF ARV 55 4 b 1 A7 R%
PE. fltnittnerfilLarcker (1995) 737 12495 K H AR EE HI AR, KIESEH] T3
LSRN R G, B2 KM 4R EE AL G S RS, Hlkgit ok i
TEDFHEANE. Ittnerds (2003) BFFT T — %KM 55 A a) K H EUW N Fabr ) 261, 253
A GIUR R EUR 2, A mAT 2R (B B A0 TN 2 B2 o B 7 Rt R4 A f
SRS, XL A —ANRIRTE, R I Z A R ENEART T, R 4518 1
WS . BIAERSR A AR Y 1) 22 A T AR A 45 FE AR A = B AR BE . 9l
Baker (1992) FlHolmstromFIMilgrom (1991) ¥ ¥gH, nitEFabs (gl NIEW 45
FabR) I — A B A A O e Y XU e de 3] 03 T B b, 1T S 2 el PRI PRy [ 35 g g AT 1 v
Eoaa AR R E . XK SRR DL ST RIS A RE e A B . TR EE Z A
R . Rk, AT MR



H1: R0 S Fabn il 5 H 0L S EAE O

T AN AR 25 AR AR GBS 7L, 124 b LT A R B TR B 1) A8 B T
(Interactive Fit) fa %o BRGS0 ARV 55 4845 I8 FHAE R L A5 o0 A 245 RS20 o A lttner
FlLarcker (1997a) A T Ak £ ) A & 75 FH 20 38N 37 I 32 20 v ot == P AN FE s (0 B
B IEA G, DA 3 2 0] B e P X A SR M, 45 SR R B L G078 5 38 IS
IR 7T 07 R e VR ANE B A AZ & (Moderating Variable), #1200 7 AR &
(Mediating Variable) [IEH, FifiARBeERIEM & Fabrde kGt B RIS F2 . Islam Al
Kellermanns (2006) XJ-F-#jit7> R B FE s 7 /A2 A R g B 220k o AT T 3 68 %k
R IRA R N AL RSP A 1 (DS R T v e S S N R e e T T S v i 2752
ST RAE RS TR E . fEAITIE AL B, 1slam (2010) NP4 T4y
REEJIHINAL PR E . XA IV DR REPE R A A & P v R RE
TS SR R BT TE o Hofth 3 YOS KRG IR THH SN G2 8 AR B 1
F, RIE S8 bR BB 5 M0 e SR 1) e B DA R A B8 e L 4 RIS I e 77, N EE S8 b
g g0 B R R SRS AR A O 20, AT TR et e A 2H 40N S (Henri, 2006
Grafton%¥, 2010; Widener, 2007). FATINA, AEMS5-Fa b5 1L GiAH AL T H B 55 Bl
HAUHAT G e . AT, BhmiE A ST. BRI, JEM S e bRae e
B % T REAF I T AR w R, PRAT A B RIS RIS AT BOR, 1E T EE Bh A B BT I R TR
[EIE, AR S5 Faba A BT T ff A =185 77 TH 0 R SR OC &R, i xof % 77 Al o B 4 i 28 R A6 1
I+ By A LA DR AR R HT B R LA TR IR, R B 3 O N RS B I AE
W BES 2. FRYREHE AL 55 o bn B B2 520 B AT 20k o 12 PRI SE B R
e A 2R SR o R, FRATT3E e 5| AT A A AR 5 AR AR A SR R N AR &
KB R AN 25 Fe bR ML S ) BRI RS, IR B 6 R 45 AR AR AR B R, B
EHLNS ik, $EH AN

H2: R0 55 Fia b 4 -5 A 28 1A OG5

H3: AR 55 Fa b ik s A ok 5 41 400 G EAH G

Ha: 7E% 8 T AW S5 4abnik i A R MER 2 5, AR S H8 b 5 LS AR 2
F IR %

=, BARIEEEH R

1. MBS TR 2 HE

PADEBAEIRAS P AN L 22 Fr ) 43 b li A FIE AR AR CORNEAFEHURIE BT 4/l
PRl p = Agt 2 iR 55D o a4 T A W AT FE0 G R X e Albox) i [ 22 5%
WETZ b, XA BORIIEUEE, T AeET BT TE R, AR B 2 vt
BIHT 2 (B £ IEM S (Firth, 1996; O’Connor %%, 2004; Duh %%, 2009). #n%ig#FdE L
AR, WAget MMl %, SB/bRAHMERSTTHE, HA &R R
HIZE RN, LR T SR e R (Power). [ 1 20 vb FH 21 1 32 BEAR & DL I
BHEWMANTR, BAMBIEE 7T =G S, SR, Fra BUAT AR o
AR, RN SR EH ARG RS (CFO) BimBEEHE, i@ Fagpr
AR AT R LT AT EM, 450F 160 R L AR R RNERS NN ERAE, EHm
EH RN R R E SIS WER G CFO B T %A NSO A R i 2 &
Fo NEMEMSZIAE, AWML TEARAE, BEEHT 79 WAL, [HERk
3| 49.38%°.



2. FEARRNTFIEARGE

OIEES CYNIEE Y

GBS NKZ M SN, & 53.16%; A FASi MEEE. Bail il k&
W2 R B M B WIS TAFE LI G . A, BIE 7 N, E# 4 N,
IS TEUS M. IERE SRR A CEO B 1 N IT 60%f3A S # 7E H ATz L
TAETHE L, 81%MIESHERM AR TIE T HFELL L. BT LIRS IFER, A
WHNHBIAS N BH L HE AR TAELKIAS M5 N2

@FNEIb:

RN BT A A — R A BORBIEEE, FEAR T 62.03%0 A R AE A EIRNAE 10
{20 Lo FEIREURNTE 2.50 F] 9.99 {415 27.85%. X PN F] b BIREA LB 1T
90%.

@A

FEARA A, REM G4 RZE, HBITE 59.49%, L2 B Bl 7t sl = A 5 1%,
hi 34.18%, ffaadb iR h A E B A, &t 6.33%.

@17k

FEAR AT CAHE N E, XBAFE G 74.68%; HIEAZIEEH/REEMA, &
7.59%; SRJG RN S AL, HBIFE 5.06%; HoAth Ak 5 ¥ KR 4%.

3. WHITAY

BTATE R AT T IR AR S febr i S E R B R ER, B
FH B8 A2 53 BT R T VR AR AT AR 5548 AR A VeI AR BR 4%, DA E & AR E N AE R 1)
EH

4, BEILE

AR 55 i b (1) 458 Hh 2 A pp i

BATRAEA 5454 AT B 4% B8 Van der Stede 25 (2006) 17738, HMKYE-F#it &
RN T AE M 5 Fa bR o 4 2%, BFENIREE L GHRlr (WiEr= 77, 808, B
IR ), B TSR aEelr (WiHERE, AR, FVE®RY); HiExS
LS Fa bR AT A, B I B R BUAR RS AL SN S ik Stk
o (WEERGUEAR, RTENGE. HHh, NTRRMNANE SRR, FRATE
ROET “HAMFEART B RARI S H IS . B ANESRAE [0 A AR 5 8 bR 4 1
BUIRTIA R, AER X A B A AU A TN BRI AL B M m R A EN GEH
FROAFNE O G 23 . 3R Likert-5 it BRI, 4 0 MEFRED N
1, {12 Matafah 2, EH 3-4 Matsfiah 3, i 5-6 NMabsfs a4,
7 AL EFRFR S N 5. AR B NFM RRE R FEbR 2 A, HE SO AR 55 Fa br 1) 48 H £
&, [FNRATWSEGAFEARRAFLE 5 Fidets 2T RHAE 0 ffain k5 2 3EM & 81
M TYPE, WRFEARNE HFEFRECRM, B4 TYPE=5, WIREA RHEM T
Fx, W TYPE=0.

@44 (Performance)

BRI, AR SURECE R B — R SER, — A FRXIL S b 4t
WS & A T AN EAT A Ak 2 T Ee A (Tan %%, 1998; 1999). FRATERIAE
NE AT 5o A ] Fr AR T B P340 7K S, i 2 = 4R R A BIAE LR 8507 T R 2R 30 4o«
BENCR; MR ERE; RTER, TIEREEMAE; B miuamsrK:
M A A LEIRRIRE IR IR, SR Likert-7 sid¥syr, @K T-FHKF=1, &



TPHKF=4, me T FHKF=7, HMEREET Y. X 6 DU A E1EE
(Cronbach « )=0.8483 (>0.50), FHIHAKLFHIATEENE. B0 KL 6 TSR R AT
AZEBUS DA T, R Z TSR IAH) 57.278%.

@FEM 55 Fa b ) & A %1 (Effectiveness)

WIHTTA, R 2 =F D NAE 5546 bs 2 B LARe a8 75 Bh2H 28 T G, B4t 1
G2 T A R (A RO FIFIA RAT o« DA R A4 75 A A O3 0T M B (10
W, DM LRI B ARSs 7). MifEisfEidfEd, &, RTMIRSEE, 5
(78 73 HERf 7 EAE AR TH A FIRBE IS AT R, 8 B A RIARYE A 50 R A s . AT I
FEALHE gAMb i s A & 7 T LR G &R, FFERX — AR T R IR AT L. 7
S ECSENL, SR e AR 1) S e VRS, BEE A AR AR, DR ) & T
BEAMO EAFEC B A o TR AR SR AR O, AT AR f1) 8 RGBS AT
J7 TR H DUR o) @ “ R S5 R bn it At 52 A R ME, B 2 KRR T 1G58 7 22410
THHEMESRER: (D THEARIER: (20 WA FRIBZEITHRE; (3) HEhA
ARG RIS TR (4 THREAR & ITHRIBERIC R (5) X[ 587 H 58 4 (1) i
BRMEH; (6) XEEEMHE FIFIERCE MM (7) il 58 i 58 1 e SRR 5
(8) RAIWMHINF IR (9 KIFMHVIELERBUM BN (100 FEA [ 1R TR
A A R (1D HHANMS I R TR AR (12) ER MRS 25 5,
(13) flse LA SN B AT A7, X EiR 13 AN @R Likert-7 f3E it &
Cronbach o =0.9246 (>0.50), FMHEIEATEEMR G . LR TR0z T E T DA
BUZH AT, R 25Tl RILF] 63.370%. i, f5br 1-4, 7, 8 Fl 10 ZEHURA
[RIF 1, MG A s i) 52 R #& Rt (Strategy Formulation/Revision, SF/R); #8455, 6,
9, 11-12 ZHURART 2°, MG AT A 2t (Strategy Execution, SED.

@ ihAr &

FTSERTHIET A (40 O’Connor 2%, 2004; Duh 28, 2009) , AT EI KA (Size)
17k Cindustry) DAL FTAAL (SOE) = AMEiiAr &, Horr, AUBTRTE F 38 Bkl 4
NS AER ATWAE AN AR, J8T RGN 1, JERBE AT 05 A AU e
M AR, & T EA M G E AR 1, BNCA 0.

Y. SEiE4ER

1. ABEmiAR g

AR RRA ST AT LLE (R D), BE A 4 Fh2EA R DL ERRI 5545
#& (TYPE $4{6=4.0260), fi (HIEM % HEHR 8 FH AR NFM B F1 (=12.1818) KFE, Ff
ARANVAE— e FEE L T AR S48 bR . R, 28k B SRS R, Y1
X F) 5.0606. A TAEM S5 FER A A %, B ELE VRN EIME N 4.4001. RSB
B 5 T, ARUON T R A TS, <5 A S R TR S AT, B R e L
EAEIEY S CTEANTRN RURSE T R B A P e 4 DA B ke ] s 9 7 i L B A ) L AN
™, EATELE T R ) e R R DL R RIS BT A R o TR R IR 2 O A =] R
AR, HfEMMEZ, H2EG I S EFHAL.

H1BRIORA S

AR B A4 TR N H/ME mKE  BHE PRz
TYPE (AEW 4545 brfdi A 77 2.00 500  4.0260 0.81069
NFM (FEF &bl AR A 77 7.00 2400 12.1818 3.10656




WL BNV SR b 77 1.00 5.00 3.1558  0.97421
= =N

LS A DS e bR 77 1.00 500  2.8182  0.98311
Jei 25 5 e () S A 77  1.00 500  2.4416 0.96646
PAZHZA % 2] 9 3 L SidE br 77 1.00 500 22987  0.84394
He F il gits s 77 1.00 500  1.4675 0.77093

Performance (Mk&i) &Fd 77 3.17 7.00 5.0606  0.85452
BE YR 77 2.00 700 49870  1.16408
JoE 2 P o 77 2.00 700  5.0000 1.06376
RS, TARW AR 77 2.00 7.00 49870  1.09417
B A SR K 77 2.00 700 51039 1.03345
WA FITT S0 i 77 2.00 7.00 50909 1.31971
BN EALOR S Y G 77 3.00 7.00 51948  1.10071

Effectiveness (3E I 45 F5 b 17 di% 1% A 24

V) B 77 225 6.25  4.4091  1.03856
TR A I e 77 2.00 700  4.6623  1.65919
TG A F] RIS IS 4T R 77 2.00 7.00 41818  1.43936
H By o3\ T8 BT () RS ) 77 1.00 7.00 41169  1.40464
TR FIS DT T B R OC & 77 1.00 7.00  4.4026  1.49789

] 5 % 7= il H B e 1) T RN 4 77 2.00 7.00 4.4675  1.33362
X TC T % 7= il HH B e 1 T AN 4 R 77 1.00 7.00 42338 1.31686

890 HE B G g R P SRR 77 2.00 7.00 44286  1.58470
KA HT I AL 77 1.00 6.00  4.2468  1.28918
RN LE B o B AL 77 1.00 6.00 43117  1.15005
FEAF BB vl i s e i $e 77 2.00 700 45065 1.37289
S A& R TS A 77 1.00 7.00  4.6883  1.37898
A MR A5 S 77 1.00 7.00  4.6623  1.31400
ik 5 4 AR GO S0h H 1947 9 77 1.00 7.00  4.0649  1.64906
Size (HA5E) 77 1.00 6.00  4.1818 1.03526
Industry (275 J& T il i 284 A kD 77 0.00 1.00  0.7532  0.43395
SOE G277 T H A4k 77  0.00 1.00  0.3377  0.47601

2. FHIRIERG 5

FSPERG IR R, AR S5 Fabr e (NFMD) BR T S5EHFZE (Type) A EEFERIIE
FHRAM (P<0.01), Ek%: (Performance) LKA it (Effectiveness) 2 [H#RA &3 1)
IEAAZR (P<0.05); 1 dEM 45 FEARIE A2 (Type) R 5L 4H &2 1 IEAHC (P<0.05),
5 EE A 2 (Effectiveness) MNFTEREMI R R; HkI&A MM (Effectiveness) 5%k
(Performance) 2 [HtA &M IEASE (P<0.01),

%2 AR NIRRT

Type Effectiveness Performance Size Industry SOE
NFM 0.510*** 0.289** 0.232** 0.301***  -0.015 0.180



Type 1 -0.028 0.241%* 0.245%* 0131  0.045

Effectiveness 1 0.413*** -0.001 0.081 -0.059
Performance 1 0.206* 0.070 -0.137
Size 1 -0.104  0.434***
Industry 1 -0.228**

D *AE0.L0MIK G R ZFFAI: **£E0.05/KF D ERIFH K ***E0.01KF ) L2
E Y P

3. AEMA S5 HEARAE A 4T

OHEM 55 Fabr i 02

19 K Eianlz g, KESoAE AR S5 fabniid 3 oy o rbofi i (1) 2 4
Bl (42 5% 53.16%), FIXNERA 5 A (21 ;5 26.58%). Bbabh, ] 3 Fhighr4
WA 9 5 (11.39%), i 2 FidebrmidlA 5 %K (6.33%), i 1 Ffats A AT
AR S A 1 Ko X —RIBLFR, 4 BRI FRAR A T B 2 oy 4l
XRS5 48 FR 0 75 2, AHIXRHARRITA S AR B 2. FEAFEA 27 XK

(34.18%) VAR [ B s Wit T AR SRR M AR 45 450

@M 55 Fabr A AP f5 R

XFTAN[RIFR 2 (R FE A 55 F bm By SR (1 5 R 22 e LU, FRATTARAE 7 22 5 e A 3 (1) &5
BRI BN GAA A L7 EZ xR A RE N E R, T ERAFRME. TE K
AN I A 2B B AR S5 8 bR AE A %t (Effectiveness) FINESE (Performance) |2 58
Fo HULIRATAT IS XRS50 FRA R 4B T B 2 sty , M 42
HEN,

@FEM S5 Fabr Al H & &= (1) 5 R

NTRAEM SRR B EN Z EREAEARMNER, BRATHEARTZIEN 55 fa b3
BIKFHES, YRR T A A HR N T 55 T R AL 0 R o s PR, SRS AR
T K5 LA SO St DL S AR S5 HR bR I RIS A A R SR E R E M 2R, 4R K E 7S
HAEN GRS A v AR m TR (3R 3). Bk, BATAEEH EH—D 1
AT b 22 S 7 A ) D A

% 3 AR S5 s bR R Jm R 22 5 LR

AR A SE | R HME | T AL (two-tailed)
Mg (Performance) 5.3333 4.8333 2.657***
WIS M (Effectiveness) 4.7143 4.1548 2.486**

VE: **FIRAE 0.05 [RI7KT L, #**FoR1E 0.01 /KT F &%,
4. A ST bl SAE L B2 o B
FE N AR 25 FE Aol S AR SV R I R R SR AR DGR e, FRATEE S BR AR AT Y, A0
AR 55 AR AR I SR AT R PE 2 BRI S5 4R ARk S AH S T ) 7 A AR S VR - AR
[ H] AT A ETE S = AR EShE G (KD o BT AR S5 SRR 4l
PSR IEASS (3R2) , WAVAA (R4 W& TWEEEMEE (Z2HSFRESE)
HRIERAR, DRI A R IR S AEAE, RS EZAN P EEERY,



SF/IR v

]
SE

B 1 FEips

NFM: 553 bR 0%, SFIR: fR IS & 54 %, SE: MRIEHATH %t PER:
HLW S5 Control: #5645 & .

NFM Control

RASLE/RSMEAL . 55, BAREIAATIL . AT A B =Mz f R R 2 s,
e SRR S5 ST B2 R IEAK (P<0.10) , %133 T Rk, #AY2F13% 1]
AR 5545 b 5 H PR O A R 2 T8 A B IR ARG, RIR2A 3 IR, 5T R AL
6 ARV 55 6 b A F 5 il s ) T R AT R (R Ok AR, ELRE DRI A 1 e /R R AT R
(SF/R) 5EURFIEMK (P<0.01), SMEHATIIARNE (SE) SLESTAFAE R EAMR,
Rk, B3R 2 7 # D RIE. ([EAERAZRME, A T PR s 1A k2 5,
AR S5 AR FR XL ST B RE M 2 1, 100 28] e 4 1] AR B AR P A s o) 2 1 B 1 2
P, RBLASE] T ER 2 S8k

R4 BRAZIIHTES

PR AR A 1 TR 2 Y 3 B 4 1 5
HAS R Performance SE SF/IR Performance  Performance

NFM 0.056* 0.097** 0.115** 0.024

SF/R 0.319*** 0.309***
SE -0.025 -0.036

Size 0.224** -0.179 0.031 0.228** 0.208**
Industry 0.073 -0.098 0.324 -0.029 -0.031

SOE -0.509** -0.248 -0.115 -0.469** -0.482**
Adj.R? 9.70% 5.7% 5.7% 23% 22.5%

F value 3.034** 2.145* 2.151* 5.529*** 4.680***

e *RIRTE 0.01 (K BB, **RIRTE 0.05 K B3, *EIRTE 0.10 K/K-F LE 2

WG FREE R, TATMERA B MR, SR IERERER (B 2): ZHERR
A4 55 Fa bm 2 BT A RE S 38+ ZH SN0 52 HH T L R 68 1 - 5k s 1) /0 R P Ak, o ko
HAN G = BRI . BAKI S, AR S IRbRaeae 7 B A 1L 1 fR A wI IR, PPAL
A TSRS AT IR, T A S RS TR, TRA RS AEMERERR, EA
I 167 PR U1K H i B A PR e, 47 PR o A W SR LT DA B R BRI BT R R L o I
J7 T TGO SR AFAEAR AR o B SR BT R R RE R IE R AR R IER, AT
RE I i R B 2 v T BAE A B A B AT I AF AR 2 1 8. 4 4 53 T T3 5 VA
B CEMHER . R LMz %45 (Chow 4%, 1999; O’Connor %5, 2004), KUt FEEE



W 55 e R BE A Bl Al A B AT FE I B BB ML 72 ISR S = 70, BB
FPMERBIIERE R, HUR IR A L0 S B -

NFM SF/R PER Control

A 4

\ 4

A

K 2 B PIRY

NFM: W 454PRHI%0E; SFR: GRmgHe /AR IIA RE; SE: RIS HAT A 2L
P£; PER: 4045 Control: #%Mi|2FE, QFEHMAEL. 1T AFT AR

f. HRGERERRE

ASCER XS 79 K A TSR, RIPEA N T 556 bn A — e R A8
H, i BRI % Fe bR 06 B0 5 ETE IEFDG, (BRI 2 00 5L Sk i
IR R B, AWM S5 Fabnfh 25 2 gkl , EPRE MR R S48 A S .
BATVE LRI, B 55 Fabmxot 2 m M G (DT iR, 2 308 T - 5 s 1) /0 2 P A A5 P S BRLT
1M G 3 B BAT 1A B R AR o FRATTR P AN ) T B B2 (1) Hp A AR e A8 20 SR
FA S Fabr afr s & = PSR, KR A SO RIET, XK A R T R s 45 S R 55
BRI T AR o

BT AT R I, AT A 2548 b @A I AE A [ A G HE T B A58 1 A
WA ERRIE PR ARV S HR bR ORI, RO A ORI i, T ZE4R H O L ] 70 ) 25
X, BRELT ARAEE S HE bR ) AR B AR AT SR . A5 R F 22 /b B AR AR 45 4R
FRA AN 21 A BE 2 1 77, ek S b AR AT 146 2 K 2 K D 7E 5 Fh AR %5 Fe bR % 1% L.
TERMIIREA A, JEMA 25 FE bR AR BEIOE SRS AT 10 R, HO2 dad ik e il s R 2 1A
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Non-financial Performance Measures, Strategy Effectiveness and
Organizational Performance
——An Evidence from a Survey

Wang Yue', Pan Fei', Chee W. Chow?

(1.Shanghai University of Finance and Economics, School of Accountancy)

Abstract: This paper investigates the current use of non-financial performance measures by
Chinese listed companies, the effects on organizational performance, and the pathways whereby
companies realize performance benefits. Survey data from 79 firms reveal that these firms use
non-financial performance measures to a certain extent, and that a positive relation exists between
the number of non-financial performance measures used and organizational performance. However,
a similar relation is not found for the number of nonfinancial performance measure types that a
company uses. We further advance the literature by finding that non-financial performance measures
play a mediating role by assisting managers’ strategy formulation and revision. These findings can
help guide efforts to improve Chinese firms’ deployment of non-financial performance measures.

They also provide a stronger basis for future research on Chinese firms’ performance measurement
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