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Abstract

The paper takes the non audit service literature collected by CNKI since 1996 as the research ob-
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ject, uses CiteSpace software, content analysis method, and bibliometric method to build a know-
ledge map of non audit service research, and visually analyzes keywords, authors, research insti-
tutions, with the intention of showing the cutting-edge issues of non audit service research in the
form of visual charts. It fills the gap of lack of systematic literature review of non audit services in
existing research. Through analysis, the paper finds that the non audit service literature grew ra-
pidly from 2001 to 2006, reached the peak in 2003, and the annual number of papers was up to 68,
mainly focusing on the three fields of independence, audit quality, and audit fees. The issuing
agencies are mainly financial institutions. Researchers have formed a certain academic research
group, which better reflects the spirit of cooperation. Based on the above findings, this paper pro-
poses feasible suggestions to promote the development of non audit service research.
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Figure 1. Trend chart of annual document issuance of non-audit services in the past 25 years

B 1. 3E 25 FEFEHRBZFELAXEEEE

B 1 AR, A 25 AFEARE T IRSS I AU R SCE BRI K S T REE R, BR S N =AM B

B BL(1995~2001 4F), B BRI AR 5 1H RS A 78 A B R OCEEUD, SRR SCE 5 .
FIJEF, RELANIE R O, A TR 5 K, PR EENTEAN, EEEIEH RS
SIS YE RS . Senate (1976) [1]+ Sharma A1 Sidhu (2001) [2]fRFFLIN A AEE T AR S 2 E M2 11 )i
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ZERE, I I INSON LA B AR AR (1 5, B AR E S T HIm 55 B 5 b B R R AR sl ik RSk %5, A
Wi /I8 5 T S5 HE K B Z2 BE A . 2 (1999) [813E % [ Py 4 B 1] a1 o S e b Sz 4 PR K T 9T
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PEANHTF B . Firth (2002) [3] Ferguson 55(2004) [O1MBF LR A I M & TH I S AR S T e 55 (19 24 =)

DOI: 10.12677/mse.2023.122026 241 RS T


https://doi.org/10.12677/mse.2023.122026

NI 5
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Figure 2. The map of key words emerging from the top 4 non-audit services in 2001~2021
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VEBRASL M . HUH R E A U 2 AN AR R, T S(2016) [26]HF 4 S AEH THIR S5 BB T
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Table 1. Keyword frequency and centrality statistics from 1996 to 2021
% 1.1996~2021 FF X IR FIF O G

HEZ oA ek AR H4 oA ek AR
1 PhaT 0.28 99 11 RNl 0.04 14
2 HT R 0.41 98 12 BT R 0.04 13
3 Gilan & 0.05 30 13 w5 0.08 13
4 HiFRS 0.09 25 14 PATIPSES 0.01 13
5 ik 5 0.04 23 15 IR ] 0.03 12
6 i 0.05 20 16 SEFRF AL 0.01 12
7 Gifay 0.09 20 17 A 0.03 12
8 Gian it 0.08 17 18 Gty 0.01 11
9 CPA 0.02 16 19 GIRMF 0.02 11
10 i EN 0.04 15 20 IR 0.04 11
il 5%
R AN | N
@it
Tl 5 IR
Gl i .
{ } \, =
b Gy ae
T
~ S R it i 7711
i EF A L Ly T I
| T N I
A " 2211
o el e R
A iR N
SH I TR RS
B €77\ .
ke AT AR

P R =
SR i

Figure 3. Keyword co-occurrence knowledge map
3. KERIRHIEIR EE

8 W Ml 3 e R S | 2 o R Dl b S PN TR WAL VA N R e DDA R V67 SR TR LN
R=ANT5 I

FEARSEAETT I BUARTFUARIL, TR M2 v ) [ — S Aok B it o i iR 35 SR B AR o T AR 551
TENF I B AR R T X 24T, 2 saEM & THTE B R E % Hylton, 1964) [27], AR X4

DOI: 10.12677/mse.2023.122026 243 RS T


https://doi.org/10.12677/mse.2023.122026

NI 5

AT 3 A B 2 R 41 5t (Antle F1 Gordon, 2006) [28], H.id s e i1 2 ) X &t s M 2 iH e 45 b
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BAREA & W,, Sharma A1 Sidhu (2001) [2]. Causholli (2014) [19]HIWF 7 IR KL T AHALLE . EAHER M E
M PAMEMGREQ2004) [40]. BRIFDE(2009) [41]. FEKMSFIZAHEEL(2014) [42]890F S EB R BN A2 it Im
FEFTH TS AR TSSO L B R IR T AR IR, e T HETRCA R, DA R
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BRI A S, RS MARH i . Arruada (1999) [441A A E S IR 2% AOFR AR £ FRAR 6 10 I 44
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TLV(2011) [49]. FH2014) [50]. B (2014) [S11HIWFIT .

FEH T2 77T, Simunic (1984) [4]1 XA FH B 77 FRBLRURT I T AF o v R 5568 B 1 AR 25 1 < e H
BUBL” . Chan %5(2012) [22]. Alexander Fil Hay (2013) [23]%5{# FH B B At R I AE & 1H RS 9% I 5 5
RS B F 2 IR AEAE IEA 95 9% & o Krishnan AT Yu (2011) [2513E &IV A 12 18] B4 9% . 12 Davis 25(1993)
[52]Ezzamell 5(2002) [ 1211\ K8 1 M55 2 5 A a3 1F IR 5% 9l FH 22 18D R TEAH DR 96 2 9 JE AT H 30”7
FrEt, il ARG 25l en), mavEE T RENEIE. WW. BiRAT SRR AR, XS
X B IR S5 B 7R SR T TAEMERE, S ECH TS BB . FETEE(2015) [53] MAE AL 5 = 55 Fir XL
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Figure 4. Keyword time zone from 2001 to 2021
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Table 2. Frequency statistics of the top 10 core authors in the past 25 years
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Figure 5. Core authors cooperative knowledge map
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Figure 6. Statistical chart of research institutions
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