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WA 55 0 T A AR IV 554 B LR 55 ity o (T 8903 5 TR ORI 2 RAEST 5, A4 1 A 45 i i | 14
Fr B B AUEE LRI B — AR (Grant, 1998) o W55 AR OT TS £ RALFELL T A
Wk AT 2l VB BRI RO TS SRGETE L iR S AT SR Wi
VR L ZUR T B B A AR 73, SRV T & R 55 A8 PRl IV 5515 20 3 25 AR A 05 v B il FH A S 2k, A
HAT Fe A ARk sae W 5515 B IIRE , e A A2 U MMEME BB S S 2 EE Lo M5 pdihif
IFIE TR 55 SUA I SCFRUR TR, B AR 2 B RNV 55 TR TR 45 G, J2 W 5517 B B 8 NI 3 1 A 380 48
Z—(Hopwood 1996 ) , i — 2> @4 )i 7 (Hines, 1988) o W4 55 BN (1918 5 o B R A 3 2
AR AT S A ZUSTE RIS A 5 HEIESE . ASO6 2009—2018 4R [ [€ R SSCT 1 11)_E & % #)
W 55 AR SCHEATHETT o3, 0 TR BRI A1 55 AL S8 O B0 R S Ea e, A g 161 oA ) - T 5
P 55 BETE U MRHIHR BEE SRR 7R

1 SREESFTE

AW R A LR AR (1) 35 10 4F [ A0 55 AU g5 i B R R i i oA 47 (2) 3k
10 4E [E SN 55 BRI PO B 27 A2k (3) MRS PRSI SRME BR X W 55 BUCR- 0T 5 52
MR (4) [ A 55 ek FAr P50 75 1257

AR CiteSpace V 3|, 2z ] 3201 RIS RSP 51 DI hg, 0 Hrih s e a3 5 40 Ml
Ho DUBE B Web of Science(WOS) w1y SSCI 91 T 454l U5, 1 T i) 25 B 2 2009—2018 4, 3k
10 4%, R 55 AR SR D B0 2 T PR B, N TS B 55 108 55 A S A AH 9 14 SRk, 23R A5 SRk 379
F A1 22062 Z5 A 885 | SCHR o SR SCERELAE AR B R U R4y | S RIS B) A7 225 SR A B

FRATHE WOS 5t 5 A CiteSpace V &S, W B A ESEL, 14 “ Time Slicing” 15 & 4 “2009—2018" , i [H]
G3DCOR AR RTE R IR BEAR A A3 28 A 2 DG SHER] RN DG SR fin o 3 0 248 B e % 44 1) R 2, Y R 2 A
PEFEARTE 5 O R, = AN BIE S| 380 (C) I Ik (CC) Iepkn| RE(CCV) 43l E M (2. 1.15) .
HH CiteSpace V AT RLALER A6 2RI AT I I T AL 3, B2 R 5 1R = 10 1) v 4 44 1) 32 i R) 24 2%, H 8hA:
JS ] A1 55 A S A 5 A AR TR AL IR R PR BT FRATTRE SCHR A Tl 5 I 28 AR ik — 25 AT AL SR 26
GYHT AR LRI SN 55 AR A 90 SO 2B 5] R S I 4% B, LR 201 AT R, 964 SR IEL RKMHE A
Modularity Q =0. 5808 , RIS N FRALEFEFR Silhouette =0. 4417 , Yk B ER , FATHH 5 A 31 73 7 10 55 40
ST AR DG HHET A SCHR G PR R AR SRR R OGS IR I AR I, = (A 5 | SRR 3
PG IR T | RE B B0E R (3.3.20) , A Bl 2R B A1 IV 55 R I 90 S0 SR 35 | 1) 4% (RT3 , 4
PGB =100 B POA SCHETS A, BN 50 AR IR —FR w05 | STk

2 H#RE5iFe
2.1 BARAHG 45 &
GEATaE R o, T 10 4558 [ BRI 45 R 2 AR 5T 18 30 Kk SCE M 2009—2014 4 4bF 3 AR K, (5

M 2015 AFTF 4t BRSO A5 4, BRAF A R AL SORE 70 5, 2016—2018 AF % SCH 4R FFFEH R K,
60 — 807 ZIA] ([ 1) o XML T 2014 4F 2 J5 W 55 AR OFFEIT 46 5 | B 5 , {H55 0 55 BF 52 10 4R K91773

@ 482 KHER 45 : accounting discourse, accounting narratives, narrative and accounting, financial discourse, financial narratives, accounting

disclosure, financial disclosure, narratives + accounting research, narratives * financial statement, narratives * annual report.
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B 1 SSCIHAFIN &5 MEH R S & T (2009—2018)

WGt iR ,2009—2018 AR 4] (8], [ S0 55 B 175 1 AT 98 3 2498 S0 T B AR A LA T DU
Tl 22322 ) REHKV(IL 15 A) ZBrFEO (s A) GEFEV(IL2 A) o [FEr SSCLEIHIN 5
AUFIRTEIFFE RO Y = AN F A (1) W 55 B0 T8 0 2 R RIS ], 253138 (4 50% ) Figqg 26 (L
34% ) W T HEBOCHE I 55 AU 1 5 W TR R B8 SCRCE B, B I 55 LR TR Y 28 R P LG TR TR
PEEGE] o (2) W 55 BN TR A L T AT A0 0 P Jas P B 00 6 0 55 RS 3 T AR 8 ] i ol it W 55 4
RISV BT BN o (3) W 55 BT TR A B5 27 B R A 6 B, A% 5% 58 BRSS9 )t 5 1 I 55 AU il
T, AT 2 L 25 B LV 55 U TR A SE PRI e S SUHE RN 5 PEARAE
2.2 BRR K ER P B R E S
2.2. 1 R

AL AR s (B 2) 3 25 10 4Rk, AN 55 B TR ST PR e 24 A J2 80, H5 M g
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B2 ESMEMETFRERATRML ST (2009—2018)

O  SHEIATHLIEC SR ) (Journal of Accounting Research) [ 2371255 4 2424 ]) (Journal of Accounting and Economics) [ ¥%[E 231}
PEIE Y ( British Accounting Review) ({431 L5145 ) (Accounting , Organizations and Society) %5

Q@ ZELEWTMAE BT T) (Journal of Management ) {4 F %2310 %) (Academy of Management Annals) {2\ VA FE: [E FR I8 )

( Corporate Governance; An International Review) { T\ ASFRIIT]Y (Journal of Business Ethics) %,

AERZEIA T IE GEIESSIRY ( Discourse & Communication) { AR 2 ) ( Human Relations) %5

T8 S BT FECEBR N E S 2727 1)) (International Journal of Applied Linguistics ) F1{ 18 FH2#2# T (Journal of Pragmatics)
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Xif 24 AN SCHR) H2E A B, W 55 R BT [ 58 = 8. (1) TR TR 5 Ak R B, 0 S8 P 21
g fRR AT M A BRI ] 20 (2) TR S AR R 4R, U KRR B ARAE BE
B0y UL WY GIENE; (3) WS TRESTTE A S0k AR AR s B TSR

R 1 ESINUSREHF TR (2009—2018)

Fs A mE hLE B |FS A mE  hLE  FfH
1 narrative 61  0.07 2009 | 13 accountability 16 0.02 2013
2 management 45 0.19 2010 | 14 model 14 0.08 2011
3 disclosure 29 0.14 2009 | 15 earning 14 0.04 2014
4 organization 27 0.10 2010 | 16  communication 13 0.12 2011
5 perspective 24 0.15 2009 | 17 story 13 0.06 2010
6 performance 24 0.11 2010 | 18 market 13 0.01 2016
7 information 2 0.02 2015 | 19 discourse 12 0.08 2010
8 impression management 21 0.05 2011 | 20  decision making 12 0.07 2010
9 behavior 19 0.19 2009 | 21 readability 12 0.02 2016
10 identity 19  0.15 2009 | 22 gender 11 0.04 2012
11 firm 16 0.13 2011 | 23 legitimacy 11 0.01 2011
12 strategy 16 0.03 2009 | 24 account 10 0.08 2010

G ER, e 5 A TG R 48 B (management ) (FFLULJE =0.19) (474 (behavior) (L
J¥ =0.19) WA (perspective) (LB =0.15) |, By (identity) (HGJE =0.15) H#% (disclosure) (1
OE =0.14) B T IE 10 SRR 55 AU TG TR ST 45 U A W A B SNERAT S BESE LA B Oy R AR A
SRR o W TR 2RSS A B, A0 55 A0 T T AT S B T A DG TR TR A WA Y
SR, TR RSN ERAT R 5 R, SR SR TS AL A A5 125, B Al 5 8 B kg e, S T4 B Bk
FalivE o O T SRR TR AT S R 2P s, FATTHEAT T AR T IR A, A W 5 AL TR AU
FEALFEIPLE AR T
2.2.2 B

XPERASK/NA S AHRUE R I B 25 R R (B 3) , AT 10 A REhrmial i i, %R ER/MRIRHES
H: (1) 55 0 SHRiHEIE triangle model ( =45 ) (Size =43, Silhouette =0.654) ; (2) % 1 ShpiREIE
leadership (415 /1) (Size =39, Silhouette =0.544) ; (3) % 2 SFriR/E 1 employment ( 5V ) (Size =32,
Silhouette =0.689) ; (4) % 3 S FRIRHE1E corporate governance ( 2\ F]JEFH) (Size =27, Silhouette =0.702) ;
(5) %5 4 2RI IE empathy ([F15) (Size =27, Silhouette =0.816) ; (6) 25 5 E-FRiH 4 1E investment (
%¢) (Size =23, Silhouette =0.905) ; (7) 55 6 “FARIIEIE association ( KL Pp2) (Size =18, Silhouette =
0.791) ;(8) %8 7 SRR %I 1E construction ( B4 ) (Size =17, Silhouette =0.901); (9) 2 8 SRRk iE
sustainability ( A] 3254 ) (Size =17, Silhouette =0.875) ; (10) 45 9 E-451H 4515 imperfect ( R523E ) (Size =
12, Silhouette =0.954)
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@- rogram involvement
b ; #5 investment
= #3 corporate governance

#2 employment
#9 imperfect . empathy
#8sustainability . o

#6 association #1 leadership

#0 triangle model

#12 pro forma earning

B3 E5MERMEIL 5] B354 (2009—2018)

2.3 BRI EARIR L AT

S5 FAR) b BE 43 B VRS 78 15 S 28 0 AT, [ A1 1 0 55 U T T AT LA 2 S LR TSR RO
2.3, 1 W0 55 AU A TR R I 8 ) A B

8 E) N ERE RS St NS R AR A A G AR R AR BV KN B GOR R E ) R
T DE L SVE BELS VEE RO R AR B AR 1 S PR B BE AL, 0 2H 2R R B SC B4R A ( Brannen et
al. , 2013 ; Piekkari et al. , 2011) , W55 AU SEAML A AOTETE TR, LMARRRR A2 38 18 7 2CRI SR il
L, XS R AR ISR A BEL AR O, & 3 rp SR A SR = 1Y 5 O S AR riangle model (= i B
) B 1 SRR leadership (4115 7)) A% 3 SRR corporate governance (A FJVAEE) f et = %2
FRAIE S 10 A 475 W 55 AR A 2 24 B = A R b AV P 5 5 ), SR8 X 0 7 DA S A e B 520, DA
TEIE TR R A AVE PR MR R E AL A ZUR LT, AT RASE S0 H A5 R 5 R A3 AR 7
T REIN TR B 5 2R/ E B JF LU il A7 1 — RANIR IR SC BTG 37 (B8 55,2012:157)
W 55 AU ST T AR GEAIE 5T HOCTE L U ARZEA AT R BB R O A , AR 27 B 318 BGA — A~
R JRIT, Ry S SRR 55 WFIT S Ak 4 (4 BE AN 5 vk, DRI 52 380 W 5587 B0 3 1) v B G 12, (HL &)
WA SRR SR HET 2 E W E, B,
2.3.2 0 55 BT TR S A B BRI W e 3R

TR KB, 2 AR B W 55 4 A5 AR LR S M 45 o8 AT SR i B R 2 — o WU 5 AU A7 AE UL A4
FERLY 1 R e FEIC RE B SCOC R AR RS M5 & ANERAT g, S IBOR AR T5 VA AR 7 A
Wi, P 3 hEREE S SAR L investment (HH ) S 10 55 AR X B0 1B S DR SRRE A . ARG R X
BN 55 IS DG TR IV 55 H R B , 46 75 W 55 4 45 v A 0 0 55 B T T AT 3% 2 5 3 1 ( Ball et
al. , 2014; Francis et al. , 2002) . SRIMEAEE , W 553518 AR 5% F5 0 4 70 1) 2 Pk R R I X 450 9% 3%
FI BT FIER SR S0, X SE AT N A 5 0 55 Bl [R) g & A o WESE B, 5 00 55 B la AR LG, 1 55 R i 7
BT BOW 5 10 MR e 3 7 A B2 0 B R (Merkl-Davies et al. , 2008) . MAUR# 1 BOKE , W55
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et IS TR TR F I o TS s I I RE R 5, R A NS TR, O
BOGTE B2 BbRieE e —E I, NI, Infr A ek L AT BGA MUERERGA U F 28, n] fE
SN B 55 0517 B R A A AR, JE M) AR 52 AN 2 5 e el BT i . e e ] DL S TR Y 22
r ARl
2.3.3 MR R A B R

AT EAE— R E AL, Qe A R 25K T Sk s i o0 A, EREABRARIE T o0 &=, f 4 T7
L ST G LSO SR S SO R BRSO MR T 1813 REEAS 2 SRR
employment (iolk.) MI% 4 S HRUETE empathy ([R1) S5k H IV 55450 AN [7] 9 54 I RIS 2 R CHC X 24 W] ot
LRI RN G AL 520 o AR, W55 B AN R A, Aot B3 T el 3, DUASR] ey s 1
ANl O FIA B, Ak AN TR AL R X R 5 U R TV 55 4 B R L S T B, B T
SR ) TR AR, AN R O 2 RV 55 4T — Ao i s A X, A7 1R A2 45 H (Hansen et al.
1993; Gabriel, 2000; Eshraghi et al. , 2013) : PYJ7 Al Ft IE AT W 55 e 4l ™, B i olb AF i sl 0 55 4
R BB Al o XRS5 O il B AR BT SR AR A B DR AT I 55 2 TR BB
e PP AZ AR OV A B R AR SR I R R B, RIVI e A R S, — RO 5 A 2 AR TG R 1Y
BN, PR 52 AR T 12 4B , 2 T 0 Al PN 78/ BRI SR G 7 A L T R AR )2
2.3. 4 W 55U n TR R B A

AR BEEIA S B 0y nT B o [ R AL e Ju B LU AT S SR US| A B R TR Bk . L E TR B0
FI R BUSRE W 7 Sits  A R 35 45, A B 3 RO i Bkt 25 e, Skl 0 A6 55, B 43 a8 ] i
IR B 2T SR A A, AR AT D O B TR T 2R AU R S A, I L B
LRI U B WA F8 7R R E By o 18] 3 FRIRZREE 7 SARTUETE construction (F#E) FIZE 8 SARTA
1 sustainability (AT RFZEME ) S T 5 2H G 5EAT: AT SR8 K R IR SORE AR DG 118 20 SRS T 90 1A F 90 44
4. (Adamson et al. , 2006; Gabriel, 2000) . W55 i3 AT HAUR M, il 5 B4R ER S W2 EDIR DL BT
KA . HA HAR WU RIS 5 S S BB = A5 10 RS T 04 f R, 2 2k
PR U AT R L BUR B AR (R ) R IR S 32 4 (Adorisio et al. , 2015
78) " i, X — i RS — AN SR REFAT R o P, 2% R 55 4 L 2R AT RO P A2 T AR A T —
MRLEAT o W55 BRI TE G TE A 3 B A A 51 A IO /s P S, A A3 i, 0 R RAAR TR X 2
R EL ST W55 BN EIE R A2, T At 2 B e R S50 H.
2.3.5 W55 ARSI R R R e

SR A R BT R S5 AR B SRR I R — , A R R DL R g5 R R A AR KR 15 B
WA, X 2 R G R 55 AR DL S HAE B S Dt A5 0 Hr o 181 3 HhER2EES 6 S hn iR I association (A
KE) L5 9 SHR TS imperfect (AN 5E3E) Szl HH I 55 15 TEIF 5T (4 34 22— 220 W AR s U 55 41 o A T
W AIbRIE, UTAER, o TSR0V 55 T A G R AEHLAY B, W 95 i 10 R 52 3 1) R . X LAY
R A T TR Y R (W ) ANV S5 SCAR SO R R RV (G B, P AR 2 B
(142 (Beattie, 2014) o AUHAFARW 55 7 B MO Z 2T AL, AU @ i PR 120 B B # v
AR AR 01 B 3%, 108 AR SR ) , S5 B 1 M 5T DR RITED G4 B ) J 7R L e B R i S I D 1 34 4
R ZEPIROL U554 B (UL SCAE Al e SR B B AR AR B, SE B T SR el SO A B A T i
g (T
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2.4 BFG I E 0 T AAL H T
SR T HE WY T A A ] A 55 R A Y BRE  AR AR S E T, FRATTR 2009—2018 A3 a] 4 A 45
T S TR ARt ) P 5 J R A Al (TR 4)

market
readability
information

anagement . earning

erformance t in.
P firm “accountability

modeldender

e mmunication
dISQ{Q ure e giimacy
O¥discou

i&ént\it{ d g:leli'on aking
dtrategyl Impression management
behavior
perspedtive
organization
narrative

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

FFEUE M R (3 2) , A 2009—2018 47, [ B IVf 55 R0 AIF S 1 B i DA 28 2R 0 i) b 30 4
Ko 2009 AERYRISUARR T BT Sh, A HEER” (29 YO AR T (24 W) BB A ST R R R
WA FIRLAR A0 551 B Bl o 2010 AFSCTERY IR SN TRAT B 228N L &, dn A5 H1” (45 W) (gl
(27 %) Mk 57 (24 1K) o 2011 AETH8R H B — W1 S A9 728 1k, W 55 F 7S DAZHL SR PN 3 2 [l SR, < ED R A
(21 %) BT (14 900 T (13 W) 2 B . AR A — S B i, 40 AR T ek <
VEME 25 o ARRIEDTFEA « Brennan (2014) S8 A2 OB A 20 A7 1 A MRS v B9 BN GRAS BRUR [l I 35
SCR#E s Miikeld (2011) 20087 128 RLEFEG T, 0 o TN TR] 23 Rl i B U S 3RAE

x2 BEIMHENETERARIETSH (2009—2018)

& PRI R

2009 narrative, behavior, perspective, identity, disclosure

2010 management, performance, organization, construction, discourse

2011 firm, communication, model, annual report readability, impression management
2012 crisis, gender, corporate social responsibility, information content

2013 entrepreneurship, corporate governance, growth, policy, accounting standard
2014 earnings management, conflict, earning, value relevance, accounting narrative
2015 economic policy, information, work, perception, environment

2016 content analysis, readability, market, storytelling, ethics

2017 accruals quality, agency, risk, context, environmental disclosure

2018 exploration, sustainability, framework, integrated reporting
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2012 45y T2 FUSM I 2 MR, A0 Fa bl P 265, A 71V 25 J e TP B #2435
PIAE ISR 143 B J7 0 9 6 B L F 09 14 45 4 7%  Beelits et al. | 20123 Craig et al. , 2012)
Beelitz( 2012 ) 55 AP — ZAZ B (AL 8O 01, 23 Bt 1 SR T8 A o] F 4G il 5 ¥R 1 s Craig (2012) 45
RO T S BUBAR A o P I S B R R 2 B O R o 2013 ARRRZESCTE ™ B SO ™ I 55 404t 9 A
HE”, LUK 55U 28 I AN G5 o 2014 41 HH BT AfG f) IV 95 A0 bl , AR 9 I, Hu 2 0.
03, [l 301 3 IR Hh o A vy ) T8 AR WA 7 B R e R A BIL ™, W 55 AR AE I 95 WF 5 v ) o 2
PEH £33 o Beattie (2014) M PEiE  J7 3518 FIFSEHE AL 45 05 W46 78 1 I 55 i B0 A0S 300 1 3 1ol
2015—2017 AFAIFFERARARIE BB 1 PR 30 A, PR R s 4 Al R A T R PR UK
T Ao AURIEBFTEA < Lee (2015 ) S50 B 1 R PRl 104 55 4503 i Xof AR 7™ A= 5260 5 Lo (2017 ) S5 0F
FUs FVAFARRLER A AT 5 AR B 8] B 96 % 5 Yang (2017) 2520 #r 1 4R S BEAA b (9 10 55 B A1 E
GUE PR, S A% GERRAA 6 BT At S IR B 1) o 2018 AR A B R IE R RS R R SR
A, R 0 55 A A R A ey S W) AT R SE R R R BIESE ] . Brennan (2018 ) 454X 200 ZKi)
KA. 1 23 A SEUEDTFE M T — A BEA T 3 P45 v 2% W) 9808 A Y, O 1 o] ] AR &
i 5 B AL S & P AT A ROHE e
2.5 TRRRE B0 N5

RN (K S5), o210 45, Wi S 518 X 3 #: (1) Is accounting for sustainability really
accounting for sustainability and how would we know? An exploration of narratives of organizations and the
planet (FATTUNAA] JITE AT FF22 00 55 41 05 0 S A RE T nl 427 AHEURER UARTT) (Gray, 2010) , B 514K
267 ¥K; (2)Identity As Narrative: Prevalence, Effectiveness, and Consequences of Narrative Identity Work in
Macro Work Role Transitions (4= 5y : 22 WL T A A (e gt By 3 O M A A PE RSS2 ) (Tharra
et al. , 2010) , ¥ 55K 239 K ; (3 ) Stakeholder Theory: The State of the Art ( #H5¢ 7 BRI ) ( Parmar et
al. , 2010) , 8 51 B ¥k 194 ¥K; (4) Seeking legitimacy for new assurance forms: The case of assurance on
sustainability reporting (#3578 45 AGEIE 3K 1 & BRI« o] 522 & R Th I VEZEB]) (O dwyer et
al. , 2011) , g5k 140 ¥k,

g Gray(2010)

i Ibarra(2010)

==yl Parmar(2010)

= (O’ dwyer(2011)

2010‘2011I2012l2013I2014l2015|2016I2017I2018‘
BS KT REHS|HEEE ST

X DU e i | SR B S B 400 B s S R ] =R B —— R b 1 B A BUE T
M RGP TR , Gray (2010) AR 3CHE 5| e 22 , Tharra (2010 ) SE AT 5T H U, PR 18 SR HIRLR
ST B A AR B B S A . Parmar (2010) 552 T 2H SUA TH B $2 ) AHSCT7 BIE ™ o™ A1 G T7 1
#E” IO HLUR IS DO SR, T HIGHE SO s A S5 it B AU R R . O dwyer
(2011) ZERIESCHRTY 1T W0 55 DATIEAE A5 R (030 5 Tt i 8] 2 ) S A8 B P )3 5 T Lk A B R A 2
P, BRI 8 S X 55 BRI A R R L 2 o AR5 mT LU, A7 O 5 B A2
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TR I 55 AR T 4 32 NS SRR AR SR, 3 AT BE— R 5 2 A W 55 38 20 A w9 18 AR 2R

3 MERERARFTEFRSN

FATTXF 2009—2018 4 [H PR 55 B FH MR I LG0T, ZILLLT [UANFRIE ;

(1) SEUERFFE 7k b 48 AL, 379 R iR SCH R TSS9 I s 0y 463t 326 G, SRS SR i
(1) 86% ; AR SEA 70 3 53 5, (5 S AT 14% o X UL E BRIV 5 SR 515 SRR 98 o 3 AR
B8 e VT 12, 5 0 1 1 W 55 B AH ERb 3

(2) SEUERFFE LA P i i 2, 38 197 i HUOR @ e iR 5k, 2 12 5 e s ks, 3 17
(WFR3) o TS EIER RN A — 30 0 W 55 AR R B0 R e e SR A 1, R TR 74T
ARG BTN A BT SR S TSE, TRkb 1 E TN R o

(3) /B HERFFE 7 ik BSR4 B B 40 B RS BT UTR HPEIR IR ST 2SS AT N
O3B R AT AR et SR 3 B SCAS AT IR AT N S T R 2 S TR

(4) THEHLA B 7k R4S ETSH, a0 B ARTE S AL IEOR (NLP) J5 B MIbLaR 2 20 i  TERHEE 5 155
e Zh W 55 B FHIETEF A BIRA o

XF LU SNV 55 SRS TE T 58 09 5 1 BN IV S5 s TR S NOZOI R IR Ak e . BT 2B
GIHT TERHEBUE AT AT TR G A T AR D W 55 AT TR A9 T A 5 o

x3 BN ENEHRFHEGIT(2009—2018)

bR SHERF 5 I SRR ‘
4 i =8 Ba i Bk RB e
2009 5 2 0 0 0 0 7
2010 9 0 1 1 1 0 12
2011 8 0 4 0 0 0 12
2012 9 0 3 0 1 1 14
2013 7 0 12 1 1 1 22
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2015 38 1 24 1 1 5 70
2016 36 4 15 2 3 4 64
2017 43 4 21 5 3 2 78
2018 36 4 22 6 4 5 71
A 197 17 112 16 16 21 379
Bt (%) 326(86% ) 53(14% ) (100% )

4 Hig
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New Frontiers in Business English Studies .

Research Developments in International Financial Narratives
WANG Lifei  REN Jie

Abstract: This paper examines the current status, hotspots and trends in international financial narrative studies using
bibliometric methods based on financial narrative SSCI journal papers from 2009 to 2018. The study yields the following findings:
firstly, over the past 10 years, the research results of international financial narratives have shown an overall upward trend,
receiving more attention from financial and management journals and less attention from language journals. Secondly, research
hotspots can be summarized into five major categories of the impact of financial narratives on corporate management, investment and
decision-making, corporate image and reputation, corporate identity construction, and the quality of financial disclosure. Thirdly,
the linguistic theories related to financial narratives include narrative analysis, language management and organizational discourse,
etc. Fourthly, empirical research paradigm is dominant, with the largest percentage of qualitative methods followed by mixed
methods. This paper has implications for tracking the dynamics of the international frontiers of financial narratives, as well as
research and teaching of business English.

Key words: business English; narrative analysis; financial discourse; research advances
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