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Fig. 1 Process of co-word network analysis of keywords
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Tab.1 Overview of case study papers in 31 representative journals from 2004 to 2014
/%
2004 57 5525 1.03 32 25 12 45 50
2005 134 5718 2.34 80 54 42 92 114
2006 140 5570 2.51 85 55 39 101 118
2007 148 5642 2.62 92 56 41 107 126
2008 166 5 970 2.78 98 68 63 103 147
2009 167 5939 2.81 96 71 67 100 148
2010 145 6 091 2.38 70 75 71 74 129
2011 170 6 044 2.81 86 84 89 81 153
2012 174 5777 3.01 87 87 89 85 159
2013 188 5749 3.27 97 91 95 93 163
2014 173 4 547 3. 80 76 97 78 95 156
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Fig. 2 Comparison of the number of single case study papers and multi-case study papers from 2004 to 2014
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Fig. 3 Comparison of the number of constructive case study papers and confirmatory case study papers from
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Fig. 4 Comparison of the number of case study papers in China context and in others from 2004 to 2014
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2
Tab. 2 Evaluation results of the standardization in case study
/% /% /%
2004 57 17 29. 82 10 17.54 3 5.26
2005 134 43 32.09 31 23.13 12 8. 96
2006 140 50 35.71 30 21.43 15 10. 71
2007 148 53 35.81 67 45,27 18 12. 16
2008 166 82 49. 40 115 69. 28 23 13. 86
2009 167 84 50. 30 104 62.28 30 17. 96
2010 145 70 48. 28 79 54. 48 28 19. 31
2011 170 90 52.94 104 61.18 36 21.18
2012 174 94 54,02 109 62. 64 46 26. 44
2013 188 102 54. 26 118 62.77 66 35.11
2014 173 107 61.85 118 68. 21 92 53.18
s ,4 543
. b
b ’
b o
b ’
’ 2 o
b 2
) 67
o , 2 806,
o 50, 2 742 ,
97.72%.,
54. 84, 2004—2014
3.1 s 10
1662 o s 50
, 4 543 , 6 584, ( )
1. 45 o o
3 2004—2014

Tab.3 Summary table of high frequency keywords of case studies in China from 2004 to 2014

Ko1
Ko2
Ko03
Ko4
K05
K06
Ko7
Ko08
K09
K10
K11
K12
K13
K14
K15

277
128
103
116
125
97
98
83
61
93
73

K26
K27
K28
K29
K30
K31
K32
K33
K34
K35
K36
K37
K38
K39
K40

56
41
72
70
30
34
10
29
22
29
22
30
25
23
21
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( )
K16 52 K41 31
K17 56 K42 21
K18 73 K43 51
K19 51 K44 17
K20 48 K45 17
K21 46 K46 16
K22 25 K47 41
K23 41 K48 23
K24 36 K49 15
K25 40 K50 17
3.2 0.6, S 0.2631,5>0.2
s 50 ,
50 s , rsl
Ochiia , ,
50X50 . ,
SPSS 19.0 o 0 s
, 00 20
. 65.88% .
o , ( ) 4,
RSQ 0.673 6,
4 ( )
Tab.4 The co-word matrix of keywords (excerpt)
83 8 5 11 1 10 5 1
8 56 2 2 8 5 3 1
5 2 116 9 16 6 6 4
11 2 9 18 7 0 0 0
1 8 16 7 128 7 3 10
10 5 6 0 7 61 2 1
5 2 6 0 3 2 46 1
1 1 4 0 10 1 1 29
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
4 1 3 0 1 0 0 1
0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0
3 0 3 0 3 2 0 0
3.3 0.605 7,
Ucinet 6.0 0 ,
s
, s 2004—2014
) 5 o o
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Fig. 5 Knowledge network of case study
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Tab.5 Sequencing centrality of keywords (excerpt)
1 Ko1 377.000 32.058
2 K03 240. 000 20. 408
3 Ko02 231.000 19. 643
4 K04 215. 000 18. 282
5 K06 174. 000 14. 796
6 K05 167. 000 14. 201
7 Ko7 162. 000 13.776
8 K08 158. 000 13.435
9 K10 150. 000 12.755

10 K09 140. 000 11. 905
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Tab. 6 Co-words of seven key nodes
24 22
19 18
16 15
19 13
17 13
16 16
18 10
8 8
7 7
16 16
15 12
11 9
16 15
15 11
10 10
24 17
16 16
15 10
22 12
10 9
8 7
13 ”»
“ ”» 48 .
“ ”
, 5. 2 [13 ”
r19] , “ ” 18
“ ”
o ’
“ ”
b

[20]
b



s 5. 6 13 ”

16 o s

24 o N N

[23]

, 50 246

o ( 6 Yz o P(R)=nk ¢,
k s P(k) k
15 o o



300

[28-29]
b

[30]

y=In(P(k)) O T
_2 r
-3 y=—0916 6x—3.3379
—4 R=0.973 7
—5F
_6 F
_7 F
_ 1 L L L ix=1n(k
) 1 2 3 4 Cilal
6
Fig. 6 Degree distribution of keywords
/
. ’
[31 7 , 7

7 ( )

Tab. 7 Sequencing of betweenness centrality and closeness centrality of keywords (excerpt)

1 Kol 35. 281 98. 000
2 K05 22.732 84.483
3 K07 21.820 89.091
4 K03 21.589 89.091
5 K04 20. 355 87.500
6 K06 20.075 84. 483
7 K08 17. 944 84.483
8 K10 17. 306 81. 667
9 K02 16.995 84.483
10 K17 16. 730 81. 667
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The Study of the Status and Development Direction of Business
Administration Case Study in China:Based on Co-word Network Analysis

LU Yi-bo' . SHI Xiao-xiao' . WANG Shu-juan’

(1. School of Business administration, Faculty of Management and Economics, Dalian University of Technology,
Dalian 116024, Liaoning, China;

2. Faculty of Management and Economics, Dalian 116024, Liaoning, China)

Abstract: Adopting a literature metrology analysis method, this paper selects the business admin-
istration papers, published in 31 representative journals from 2004 to 2014 in China, as the re-
search samples. On the one hand, it presents the status quo of business administration case study
in China through statistical analysis. On the other hand, using the method of co-word network
analysis, it identifies the discipline structure, focuses and development trend of case study. The
results show that:(Dthe domestic studies on business administration start to focus on the explora-
tion of management theory establishment by single case study under Chinese context, and the
standardization of case study is constantly improving; @ten knowledge nodes, including strategic
management, social network, technology innovation, enterprise competence and knowledge man-
agement etc.. are the hot research areas; @ ten knowledge nodes hold promise for future studies,
including strategic management, corporate governance, enterprise resources, social network and
enterprise competence, etc. ;@at present, centered around strategic management, domestic case
study consists of 7 theme subnets, including strategic management, social network, enterprise
resources, corporate governance, enterprise competence, technology innovation and knowledge

management.

Key words: case study; co-word network analysis; business administration; literature metrology



