JEM SSHEHR. ERERAR

—E&T-HRSRAENZLRILE

M Fn2E 20l 45

T, &S, AERS
(1.2.LBMERZLITEWSMER , L, 200433 ;
SEERMTFMIKE)

BE  ABEIX 79 REFTLRFANAERE , B 7 HELTRAREMSERERANIOR, L FHHEx
MUKk B4R, SITRRBREAN , BEAXFANEMSERE —ERENER , M AEWSIERERN
BESWSERX , BEAMNKNSONEUSIAAINRR, X TUERR , BNWEIH2L
RERTEMSEREWULANEASR  FEVSEFRNARLSNTEHREEIHEREFTRR
TARREBAN RN ER. BMNOMRNXSRETNEAEVSERRERTELRIERE , Bt ARk
MR RE T E4t,

KA : FEUSFES ; LHRR; ASEE

FESHES . F270 MEFRIRE - A

. AR

AR AR 5 FR bR AE R B A D SRR P DA BRI AR o 12 i) ) £ HR R T 30
REBHZ D B E XS5 U TR & S i 5 4 H g T,
WAt BLA S F 2 R0 LRI E X EE (KaplanfiNorton, 2001; Van der Stede
2, 2006; Langfield-Smith, 2007). MfikhT-4& FE 6] KRG OISR RS
AR 23 5% R B K1) YA 2H 23 H B 35 B AN 0R fR T 7 T, #RAE 3 T B I/E R (Tttner
MlLarcker, 1998; Chenhall, 2003). G\ Gii T R 48K R & B IS H8 bR ik 928l b
AR FEINEZRE, R ERU, BRI S5 F bR A8 7R B AME 1R G (1 RE
IS BELRAEAE H B Al = 2R A R AR A o BRAAES T RE B SR U, VF 2 1) [ i B 2t
LEMIRE AR BARIIAKE | (DuhZ, 2009). [ T X 2eiksc 6 T sk, 5 TATEAE
ER A SO AR AT ST A0 Ak (8 7 07 A B’ (Chow’%, 1999; 07 Connor%, 2004). ik,
B2 B AL N T Jedb A BT E S 2%, AT BB AN B TR PidE S5 AL,
MEIEN IR R, FRATE 25 T b B A AR 55 Fa bn A F R, 4k i e FE
S FERR B R E A B SR S AT T

S5 R E ) BT A R HEM S e br A — e BRI . [RIN, JE S5 FR bR Al 2
BEREZMMIEFRINSER, HEMEMAMMEZEA—E W RIS R. XEHE
PR MR R AR SRR A BN . TEHRE T AR E RG2S FE bR i S



8 /A R R A AERIERTE TS, XA RO R RS B A ] R T
DAL 2> F] RIS AT AR B2 W R (R TR A Bt SR A i s S . AT
A B T 3R TH S 58 S0 AR S5 4R bR (0 SR ER A, O BE U S R SR SNy EE S o [ s
THSESS AT “TORSLH” (T

ALy A R . 28 A R B r SWE UL 58 = A
WP GH TR SR RS SIEE R R R AW TS 1 S R R

= HiotrER AR

AR STARPR A B S PNR Fo2 SRS BT RGO AL o £ GEH
SR R 2N TR e SRRV G OSBRI R, s R . R AR, K
T IZN TSI LR S R AR o AL G DGR R R B B SRR ER, %
FARbR RS2 b R S 1 B I AN I BS 7 I RIRR L, SRR BdE T e HLER
ZHTHEYE, HMELLW TER G = i D B AR AT Ak, S EUE B TO0E RN A B I AR
o, T Teikde A RNAT S, &R 1 B B AAE 24478 (Hemmer, 1996; Neely,
19990, 1y H 53 T FUR RVEPH RGN 4R R, B EL B4 1 PR R 48 LA Al
RIEERBEERKEK (Hopwood, 1974; HayesZ, 1988; Hemmer, 1996). N T 7ofRfLst
WGP RSV GREE, AR FMISESS AR B O e ) 1 Il B . NS g
MR QAR S Fabr i o N EHEZE90EARTITAG, R 45 Fabm i Se 1E A ik [ 58 35 s
f§iF] (IttnerZE, 1997b; IttnerflLarcker, 1998). fx N MRS T 553k
ZARARIPAT > (KaplanfiNorton, 2001). MXF T8 kR1 S, AR 546 hrReEs
BB F A LURKRINL ST, Re % SEAG 2 o0 AU 51 T o8 40 23 DA H () 55 )
(Banker®%, 2000; Hauser®s, 1994; KaplanfiiNorton, 1996) LK 3% #2055
M G417~ (Robertson, 2005).

A 87 PRI 70 AR b S 4 T AR S5 FR bR IR B9 AR (Datars, 2001;
FelthamflXie, 1994; Hemmer, 1996; Holmstrom, 1979; Lambert, 2001). DatarZs (2001)
UEBILE A T E A G O T R AR 55 48 A5 51 N5 22 G ] RASE 0 63 268 Ak H AR A
[F. Baker%® (1994). BaimanflRajan (1995) #EiERA T AEM 5536 brid i B e RS
Y0 [ SR PR 572 A 29 AV R 25 R AT A L R BRI O e o RIS, RO AR 1) SERIE AT 98 B
87 AW % 5hna M RIESE . BlinAnderson® (1994, 1997) KRILFETTFE LA F H,
P T A F) I 2 i AU 2 IE AR OG . BankerE (2000) 234 1 18 v ik 8] ¢ 371
B, KIAEM S IEbR I NFTM 2L )5, ST A X e b5 55 77, IS8 7k St
BIEAN . ScottFTiessen (1999). HoquefllJames (2000) k45 7RIS, A NIE
A 25 Fabn A FH e 5 Bh A0 2R Tl S SR AR BT 1 SEIERT 7R SCRF R S5 48 bR 10
M. BT ttnerfMLlarcker (1995) Z3#T T 249K KM A M EE T AR, KIAEEEH]
T HANE SR K2R 5, B2 R A PR A AR G S RG Ak, ok Sigf
RIET AR AL Tttnerd (2003) WHIT T — KW 55wl K H EWPFA Fa br 1) 2241,
SERUNEUR R UK 2, A AT IR B B A0REEE T URON I 3E B B2 . B T IR FE 2518
A 7B, R TIEA — AN RRNE, 2 e 2 N R BUNEARDTTT, B4t
R 1 22 o BV SR 20 B R AR ) 22 A T R AR X AR S5 Fehn A FH 2= IR . 41
WBaker (1992) MHolmstromfiMilgrom (1991) k¥ H& i, Bhnit&Eftr (gl AL
FEEAR ) BBkl A2 T R A RV G g 381 B0 T B b, T 2 o6 IR 6 [ A R g AT D
T~ m BRI ERE . X RPN & HEFR LS SR A R e A8 18 . I TR ETE £ 1



FUEHE . Bk, AT R

Hl: R S5 FE bR M8 S 2H 200 7 IEAH 5%

T AN AR 55 AR AR GBS 7L, 124 b LT A e B TR B 1) A8 B T
(Interactive Fit) KL, BIASES IR 5548 b B4 FH 78 FE 263085~ X 2 A2 .
WiTttnerMLarcker (1997a) ke 1 Ak o & i B A2 73 A 22 3N 37 I 32 24 vh ot & v AR
TRPRIE B IEARDE, DAL 3 Z RS EC S b SR e, 45 R B S5
ER . SRR AT R R R EAME A AS & (Moderating Variable), ZHIZME [
A& (Mediating Variable) HIFEH, BIMARRE SnJEM 48RRIV G B AR L .
IslamfllKellermanns (2006) X P11 K WA ER TP B EE R E 28, i1k
YL X R RE AL, STt T AT P L R R, T e D
PRI T ¥ AT RAE N E SR TR E . R EM L, Tslam (2010) A
TR REIRIAS S P TE RAE R E 0 X A P DA RS R BN A
it Ree IR SRR AT E . HoAha ) OIS R G 0L G a1
NARRNER, BVSiTE bR Re 08 52 m P S i) e B DL R 338 R L ZARIE I Re 71, TR
b 45 T A e 8 5 e B 3 5 R A B U IR S A A Oy 5K, AT (] 42 b 2 20 G
(Henri, 2006; GraftonZs, 2010; Widener, 2007). FRATIAAN, FEM 48RS
PEYE T H Ae 68 75 Bh2H SV T SRS It e . A RIBT, dbmii Atk gt. BRm
A 25 Fabr e i 35 B 03 TR A7 1) T R A SRS, VRAG A B SRIS S AT BUR, T Bh A
TEBGHT IR TR IR, JEM S Fabn G B T T A A 7 & 7RG R, JEmx 5% 7= ik
LI E AL, By AL CURHE /R B RN LR B, (ki
VRN EE BRI BES /5. IR T REHT S AL 55 5 b T LS80 1) S e A 20t
A RER S A B GRS, Rk, FRATIE 5] AR A AR AR % 4R -
W GAH IR RN AR B, SR N AR S FR bR sg b G B AR R, IR B R AR 55 F
Frbms A Rk I, BE LS. B, BRI R

H2: AR 5548 b 1A FH 5 L R A 5P TEAH OG5

H3: AR 5548 b 1) ARG R ME 5 A 20N 57 TR AH G

H4: 1E5E T AR S FE bR RIS A SR M ER 2 )5, AEM 5 Fabs 5L ST f71E 2
HIIEME.

=, BARIEE SRR

1. mEsot 52

BPAVEFAEIRA AN EAZ i 89356 73 B A wIE AW iR A CREFEHLR /BT 4t
(VRSN Zzp: Ve 1E S & D vivt = ol ol F/AIR (B S TS W I e PN bR oa S0 R ES EZSN 8 | 2
WEE, A, R RA BRI, MERTRIP R, A E B 2t
B2 A 2 IEAESS (Firth, 1996; 0’ Connor 2%, 2004; Duh &, 2009). fniik#edE I
AR, WAaet Ml %, SE/bRAGHMERSTE TR, B[R
2R, RIMAER TS8R (Power). B 720 M b I RIH EEA B LKL IH
EHEMANNTRL, ATRRLE 7 =0 ER, SR, Ira B AT AR 7t
(R HIAS R, )0t G2 B AR 45 s (CFO) B R, IRA@Ent FAg2prfn
R R E T ARIMEMR, 45084 160 X L AR RERSINnERE, EHHE
FRIRATT B I A E R R S CFO 8] T AR A e SNk R I RS B S
NERSEIAS, A TESRAE, RER2T 79 ERINE, B8 RiLT



49. 38%’,

2. FEARNFIEAGE

OIES CYNIEE Y

MGIHEG NKZ RS MM, 553, 16% HAELST WS EE. St Iibl k&
W2 R BB R R E B WIS T AR LEI G A, gIE 7 N, EH4 A,
Rl ATEUS . UES TSRS CEO B 1 N iT 60%1 A S #4576 H AT BT
BT HAFUL L, SI%HIES HER M AR TAE T AFEL B BT g R, RATAN
) B E N B R LA R TAEL KIS 06 N 2 .

@ FFAE

ATRERN BT A m] — R A BORIHUE, A 62. 03%H A R FEHEIRALE 10
{200 Lo SR ENTE 2. 50 £ 9. 99 121015 27. 85%. XA F] 5 BIFEA S HHIL
90%.

@FTAHRL

FEARRATEF, RGN H4RZE, WEITE 59. 49%, e EA Mo 5= A 5 5k,
7 34. 18%, fJadb Mt K aha A, &itd 6. 33%.

@17k

FEAN T R LIHE N N E, XRAF Y 74.68%; ok EE/ feiEa, &
7.59%; SRJEAERA /AL, HBITE 5. 06%; HoAt ALK EL B AR IS 4%.

3. WRFTAAY

BATE R AT T RIS S AR S febr i B R B R ER, R
FHERAR I A T VAR AT A 55 8 A S S P ) B AR B8 A%, DLRAE B S AR MR E )
YEM .

4, eI

AR 55 i b (1) 451 £ 2 A pp i

AT HEW 2 38 h7 (71 B 4% B8 Van der Stede &8 (2006) [77vE, BEKHE A4y
RIRI O T EE AR S febr o8 4 28, AFENIEE SR (e~ 7). 83, B
IR RS BT SR SHelr (WHEE, BERE. FINERS); E
SNk G AR T AL, R R R RREE s DR S SR Sl
Sifets (EERG/HA, RTEANE. 54k, AT ReMNANYE S PIRRER, K
IEIRHE T “HAFabs” © MRS EIRE . HS AP ERLE [FIE A XIE0 % fatr
SR DLI [ RIS, AT XA B A BRI A mUON . AT B P B 1 S R A BN
GEHEFAFNE P OB T OS5 KM Likert-5 St &EM 7, £/ 0 M4
RSN, R 12 MRS N 2, FH 3-4 MRS 3, [ 5-6 MRS
K4, R T AL FHEFRTESY 9 5. 2SR NEM AR TR BAR 2 A, H i SR AR %48 bR
ot K, R RIS REAFREAR A FIAE 5 Mhfabs L2 5 R AE 0 BIfbr R 15 2 3E
FARPREVE A FRSE TYPE, WURFEAR A A TOMIaAR AR, 4 TYPE=5, 1R ¥&H KT
fa¥E4%, T TYPE=0,

@Mk g: (Performance)

BRI, ARG ECE R B — R SEr, — A AR S b 4t
WG IE A T A FEAT AR Al 2 TE T EE A (Tan 2%, 19985 1999). ATERIAS
NEVEE R F 5 A\ AT ML 1~ 350K 8, a2 = 4R 5R A RIE LR & 5 TR R I 4]«
BENCR; MRREERE; RTER, TIEREERNAE; e amsriK:



AT A CLESERIRE KK KA Likert-7 siiFor, mfKT-FKF=1,
ETPRK=4, dmm TP RAKE=T, A E R EIET . X 6 T KNS E
(Cronbach «a )=0. 8483 (>0.50), AR UFMAIFENE. FF 0 K 6 Tk SidE s ]
AR — AT, R Z DTk RIA S 57. 278%.

@FEA 55 Fa bR O dl & A XU (Effectiveness)

WRHTETIR, 1R 2 =FHINAAEM 5 48hr 2 BT LA RERE H B SR Tk 47, B3Rt T
G T R R (A RO HUFIA RARAT o DA FR A4 75 B A 1k D3 T %) SR B A 1) A
W, DMEMATEEILE ) B AR SS . MRS fE e, S8, A THhiESEE, EE
(W78 5 HEMf 7 E AP T A BRI IS AT AR, HR B A R ARYE PR A B R s $d7 i
FEALHE T AR AL ) SRR FI & TR OR R, HAEIX — AR T R IR AR KT IR AL. 7
SR BN, SRE e BRI 5 S P R, Rk AR SR, UK Al 1) % 20
TR BE A G EAE o AT E AR SRR RO, FRATT AR i) R R AT
J7 TR H DUR ) s “ AR S5 e bn it At ox A R AME, A 2 KRR T 3458 7 &AL
THERRENEEZER: (1) THRATRGEEE: (2) WA RIS RE; (3) #HA
FEBCH RIS TR (4 TREA RIS TR IR (5) RF[E e 57 il 5 4 1) e
B (6) MR ME EIF IR E R (7)) 4 8 G i 58 1 P SR 5
(8) KA/HHINFT I (9 KIR/FHAVIETERI M ESENL; (10D FEA AR T K)
R AT RS (11D H5HAMKSEE/ B T EEE; (12) Beh /o 268,
(13) #0584 LAWY SN B AT 97 % B3R 13 AN SR Likert—7 SiFEoit&.
Cronbach o =0. 9246 (>0.50), FEEIRE TR G FeFE 1o R i% A B 0] LA
BUSR N AR T, Bit )7 25Tk S 63, 370%. Hrh, 4845 1-4, 7, 8 Al 10 ZEHURA
KT 1, MG NGRS H]E /A %M (Strategy Formulation/Revision, SF/R); #8%r
5, 6, 9, 11-12 ZHURAKT 2", MEHE NI IATA 2 (Strategy Execution, SE).

@&

BT 2R HIWT A (W1 0° Connor 4, 2004; Duh 2%, 2009) , FeATEH A B (Size) .
7k (Industry) PAKFTARL (SOE) =AMEhilAs e, Hr, MURHRIE G 48 Sl
N5 AEG AT A AR &, & THIEMEATIR 1, JEREEAT IR 05 BT B e
WA, & T EA e EAEKREN 1, B 0.

U, SEiE4ER

1. BEMHRES T

A B RRA ST AT LA (R 1), BE A 4 A28 DL ERFRI 5545
F& (TYPE ¥J{H=4. 0260, ifi B A 25 F6 b5 0046 0= NFM AT (=12, 1818) KFE, A
A AE—EFERE LR T AEW S kR . FIRS, 23kt B SR auE s, ¥IEIE
F 5. 0606, Xt AR 55 Fabn i ks A 250k, 8 HE AR MEA 4. 4091 Hi 15 s
(5 T, WKUCH “ TIRAFRIERES” , “SHMMEHE/ A THRSEE” , “TErs/
HER L A5 57, “TEASTRN A AU T i) o Al B8 4 a3 DA K, <56 [l s 7= A o o
UFRECEAVE R, AT T R e /T DL R AT B R . R R BR 2 8
FEAR N TR, HflEHMEZ, HEEEG SIS EFHA.

Rl RRMHAIES T

Ap B A4 R N E/ME O EOKM WA FrifE 2
TYPE (FEWE&&H48 bRt 257 77 2.00 5.00  4.0260 0.81069




NEM CHEMA S5 Fabn s s
W& E N SR bR
AR N =t i
Joi 2 5 1] B A b
PAZHZR % ) 9 3 I D SR A
He il SiEhs
Performance (Nk&i) &LA
JoE 2 PR e
R A, TARW SR AAE
B o I SR R
N RT3 472 0
SFIRE ST B BT
Effectiveness (ENF55Fa A5 1 ERIE AT 2%
P S AN
AR FI R
PG A F] RIS IS 4T R
H By o3\ T8 BT () R )
TR FIS DT T R RO &R
XoF [i] 5 %7 44 L B 4 ) P A S
X TG T %7 (i B 4 ) e A s
0 HH B ) B R SRR
RAE /BN E B AL
KA/ TNTELE I B B AL
FE AR R JRUSE T3l whfie Hh B8 47 1 e 4%
HHAp&E/ i THhiRS &1E
AR5/ e 245 R
i e A LAEROLS0R B 4T 8
Size CHIED)
Industry G258 Tl 8 k)
SOE (75 )& T 1A Al

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7

7

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7

Do

W DN DD DD DN W e e ]

O O ~ H = = N - = N~ DN~ = NN

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

17
00
00
00
00
00

.00

.25

.00

00
00

.00

00
00

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

00
00

.00

24.00

(o))

— = o~ N~ 0 O =1~ =1 =~ =3 -3 =

N NN NN NN oo o oo

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

00

.00
.00

.25

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

12. 1818
. 1558
. 8182
. 4416
. 2987
. 4675
. 0606
. 9870
. 0000
. 9870
. 1039
. 0909
. 1948

1 O O W O O~ NN NN W

o~

.4091

. 6623

. 2468
L3117
. 5065
. 6883
. 6623
. 0649
. 1818
. 7532
. 3377

o = = = O O O O O O W

—

1818
1169
4026
4675
2338
4286

O O = = b e e e e e e e e e

. 10656
. 97421
. 98311
. 96646
. 84394
. 77093
. 85452
. 16408
. 06376
. 09417
. 03345
. 31971
. 10071

. 03856

. 65919
. 43936
. 40464
. 49789
. 33362
. 31686
. 58470
. 28918
. 15005
. 37289
. 37898
. 31400
. 64906
. 03526
. 43395
. 47601

2 MRTER LS

AT R, FEM S Fabr i EaE (NP B T 5 RZE (Type) B RERIIEH
KA (P<0.01), Hlk4: (Performance) LAKAH R (Effectiveness) Z[AIHRA B
IEAHR (P<0. 05); TR 558 bR M HI AN 2E (Type) R 5 L4 B35 K 1EAH SR (P<0. 05),
5SS (Effectiveness) MEERZFERIRR; HISA MM (Effectiveness) 5

k& (Performance) Z [AJA W EFIIEMI (P<0.01).

R 2 BB RIERLR

Type Effectiveness

Performance

Size

Industry

SOE



NFM 0. 510k 0. 289%x 0. 232 0.301%+x  -0.015 0. 180

Type 1 -0. 028 0. 241%x* 0. 245%x 0.131 0. 045
Effectiveness 1 0. 413s%% -0. 001 0. 081 -0. 059
Performance 1 0. 206% 0.070 -0. 137
Size 1 —-0.104 0. 4345k
Industry 1 —0. 228%k

T #fE0. 10H7KF CRD ERZEAHIG: fE0. 057KF R ERFAHIG; #okefE0. 01
A G ARG

3. AEM S HRbR AT 4t

OHEM 55 Fabr s 02

19K Wiz h, KA S 4abnkid 3 M. Horh i ) 2 5 H 4
B (42 585 53.16%), FURUGERH 5 F (21 55 26.58%). BhAh, A 3 AR Ak
H 9K (11.39%), 1 2 Figbrrialba 5 K (6.33%), R 1 Figbs LA HAEMAE
PREINEEA 1 Ko X—RILT-RE, 4 PSRBT PR IEA R 2 R ik HE
WA TR B R 2, HIXRFARRIE SIS EFMEER S, FEARFMER 27 K

(34.18%) Ak AkHE B S5 it 7 HABRB AR 55 Fads”

QM 55 Fabr A AP f5 R

X T AN [RIFR (R AR A 55 FE b Bl s SR (1 J5 SR 22 e LA, FRATTAR AR 5 22 55 U M A 3 (1) 45
BRI BN GG L7 2R A RE N E R, T ERAFRME. TE K
A FEIFZE AR S5 F8 R E A Rt (Effectiveness) A4 (Performance) E[ZER
ANEE . HILRATAT DS XS0 FHEA S BIFRbrfh 8 2 bk, FhRiE Y
A E BN,

IR 55 Fa br Al H £ = (1) 5 R

NT RIS HEbR S EN Z E R T ARG R, AV SR 55 fa b3
BIKFHES, YRR T A A HR N T 55 T R AL 0 R o s PR, SRR AR
Tt b O G DL S AR A 54805 R GRS A Rt 2 AR E R E N E R, ARG
HAEM SR GRS A U E EAR R 2 TR d (LR 3). Atk FRATE Bt — P15
AT b 22 S 7 A ) D A

3 AR S5 T b R A SR SR LR

B T HE | R | T ioa 5
(two—tailed)

M4 (Performance) 5. 3333 4.8333 2. B5THskk

R A R (BEffectiveness) 4. 7143 4. 1548 2. 4865k

W ®RRIRAE 0. 05 FI/KF L3, #0:3RoRAE 0. 01 F/KF 3.

4 FEA S5 Fehmol SkH P IR R A2 b

FHE TN AR 25 HE Arol S SV R I FE R IR AR SR e, FRATEE S ER AR AT Y, A0
eI 55 Fa bR (1) BRI A ROME & B TR R 55 Fabr b GidH et R e 2] 7 AR R MER . AR
IRFEIRHE ] 7 AT IR A A = AN B S (1D o BT AR S8 br 8
S SHFAEIEA DG (R2) , FRATIEETY (FR4) B& T HE BiEME: (2 HSF/RESE)
KM, DASK AR R R B e, RGN TN ERER



SF/R v

NFM <i::: ::::4 PER || Control
SE

B 1 PR

NFM: W 55$8br % SF/R: EmSHIE /HBEA R SE: HEBSHAT A R PER:
HZAN S Control: EHIA&E.

RASLERSAEA . H5E, BAREIMAATIL . AT B =Mz f R B2 )5,
JEIE S HR AR IS 5L B I IEARDE (P<0. 10D , REIFH] TI0IE. BiAI2F13K
AR 5545 b 5 H PR O A R 2 T8 835 ARG, RIS 2 IR, #5 T R 4G
B AR 55 1 b A8 FH 5 AR ) P R PRI R 2R, B R BIL A A o s 1 S /R R 1 A Rk
(SE/R) kG2 LM (P<O. 01D, SIS HAT A RME (SE) 5S4 R AR,
Rk, B3R 2] 7 # 2 RIE. (EAERIZARAE, A T PR s a2 5,
AR 55 FE AR X b ST LA R T 2K T, T AR ) 5 4 v ) AR R A P PR O A E /B A
Ak, RAR R T I

R A B HTES

PRl AR 1 LAY 2 B 3 R 4 BRY 5
H AR & Performance SE SF/R Performance Performance

NFM 0. 056% 0. 097 0. 115%* — 0.024

SE/R S - - 0. 319tk 0. 309k
SE S — -— -0. 025 -0. 036

Size 0. 224 -0. 179 0.031 0. 228%x* 0. 208
Industry 0.073 -0. 098 0.324 -0. 029 -0. 031

SOE —0. 509k -0. 248 -0. 115 —0. 469%* —0. 482%3%
Adj. R 9. 70% 5.7% 5.7% 23% 22. 5%

F value 3. 0343 2. 145% 2. 151% 5. 529k 4. 680%k%

VE: oocfRAE 0. 01 /KT 5%, e 0. 05 KT E 8%, +20R4E 0. 10 K
F L%

s LARLR, FATMERA B2 11, SRS (K 2): ZBAERY]
AR 5545 5 2 P LARENS S T AV S0 i T I RES R TH SIS i) 52 /1 #E f 2k, Bk
LNV G BRI RN . BARTT S, AR S5 FRARREE 3 B 3 T 17 A 8 ] AR, PP A
A IS AT R, A R OB S T, 7R AR ST BRI AR, EA
(7 FA) DR U1 i) o 8 B G PR3 39, B 1K R O DR SRR DA 3/ B BT B TR Lo TX 2
J7 S TGN ST AE AR 0 o (ER SRS AT "R R BE R Th R R IIER, W]
RE S PR B 2 v LA v il PR T I A7 AR 2 D IR A B 2 53 T8 3 7 ik A



HTEMA R R ERm 2455 (Chow 25, 1999; 0 Connor %%, 2004), HitS#dE
W0 45 Fe b A RE 35 Bh AV R 3/ S N T 1 B B SE ML 72 N BB E A S E R = 71, DAECE
oo/ WML EE R, & ks HED G o .

NFM SF/R PER Control

\ 4

A

\ 4

K2 ZIE gAY

NEM: W55 $e b 3E;  SF/R: HER&H]E /BRI A Rtk SE: RS HAT A 2K
P PER: LS Control: #=#i|AFE, BIHEMEL. 1P AATARL.

hi. BRRERERRYE

ARSI 79 KT AF R G, RIFEA A F R S Fehn A — e RR R n A
FY, i AR S fabr A R 5 STa 1IEAHSG, B FRRA 2 0N 5L 5050 B &
IR FR . BlL, AR IR IO By, R AR AR 5548 Fr 42 EE .
FATIE I AR 55 Fabmoxed 24w b ST DTk A2 S s o) 52 / 8 B A 28 s B
B Lol S PAT 1A RE R AEAE T . BRATR A A TR R 1) rh A AL B TR SRR
FAR S FR AR TR A R KL S, XA AR SRR, IR T i s 55 Ao AR 55
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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?

(1.2.Shanghai University of Finance and Economics,Shanghai;
3.San Diego State University)
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
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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
practices.

Key Word: Non-financial Performance Measures; Listed Company; Survey Research
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