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Abstract: Contemporary Accounting Research (CAR) has expanded
substantially in scope over the past two decades. This paper
provides an overview of these trends using both quantitative
techniques from siatistics and exploratory data analysis (EDA).
Articles in CAR are classified into taxonomies and the literature
tracked over 22 vears.

Analysis focuses on four taxonomies: foundation discipline,
school of thought, research method and mode of reasoning. The
paper [irst examines journals vis-a-vis article publication fre-
quency and dominant taxonomies. Secondly, three assertions con-
cerning the relative posture of the Journal of Accounting Research
and the literature are examined. Next the context of the literature
is examined through major taxonomies and a crosstabulation of
rescarch method vs school of thought. The last part of the analysis
focuses on trends within the taxonomies in the 1963-1984 period.

1. INTRODUCTION

The past two decades have witnessed a rigorous process of
paradigm development, interdisciplinary ''borrowing”,
hvpothesis testing, and theory refinement in the literature of
accounting. Both the volume and breath of this research have
created difficulties in understanding its current trends, apply-
ing its results, and generating a coherent set of accounting
theories that are grounded in its history.

Notwithstanding this difficulty, numerous surveys have
provided extensive classification and evaluation of this body of
research. However, the focus of these surveys has been typi-
cally on an accounting area (e.g., auditing, budgeting) or a
school of thought (e.g., human information processing, agency
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opinion (survey).'® Consequently, non-empirical “research
methods” entail the analytical subcategories of internal logic
(“apriori” and analytic) and simulation studies.

Figure 2 compares the publication of empirical (case, field,
laboratory, archival, and opinion) vs. nonempirical (analytical)
research in JAR versus other journals. The charts show overall
frequencies and percentages of articles by period.

The JAR behaves in a similar pattern to the rest of the
literature prior to the 1970-1972 period in the overall frequency
chart. Further examination of this issue, using a percentage
plot, indicates that JAR started with a higher percentage of
empirical papers than other journals before 1970 but had a
lower percentage thereafter. Since that time the other 5 jour-
nals have had a higher average percentage of empirical articles
than the JAR. For the 1963-1974 period the data entail only
JAR and TAR therefore the chart depicts merely a comparison
of these two journals. It shows that until 1974 the JAR had a
higher percentage of empirical research. It is because prior to
1974 JAR published annually an issue of Empirical Research in
Accounting (the title of its annual research supplement). Since
1974, the JAR decided to expand its annual supplement to
include “other types of research” [Dopuch, 1974, p. ii]. Another
puzzling observation, in Figure 2, is the sharp decrease in
empirical research published in the JAR during the 1976-1978
period complemented by an analogous increase in the non-JAR
population. This effect is difficult to explain considering the
continuity of the JAR's editorial policy and the reversion back
to "normal levels” in the next period.

5.1.4 Historical Research

Figure 3 displays the number of articles dealing with
accounting history topics. The picture shows a small but steady
percentage of accounting history research in the literature. The
numbers reported in Figure 3 for accounting history are con-
servative since the field developed its own journal, The Ac-
counting Historians Journal, during this time period, and the
journal is not represented in the database.

®Archival primary research relates to the use of empirical data from
databases (¢.g. COMPUSTAT) and/or financial reports. Data in this case are not
generated and recorded by the researcher as in laboratory studies. Archival
secondary studies relate primarily to literature studies where the source is
articles that discuss a particular topic. This taxonomy was adopted from
Buckley {1976] and is discussed in detail by Vasarhelyi, Bac and Berk. [1985, p.
10}.
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TABLE €. Research Mcthaod v School of Thooght

BEH | BEH. | STAT. | ACCNTG. | ACCNTG. | INSTITU. | OTHER

HIP | OTHER | MODE | THEORY | HIST TIONAL
ANALYTICAL
ANT LOGIC b1 » 24 3} 3 " 6
SIMUL. 2 1 a 3 0 2 .
ARCHIVAL T
PRIMARY ] s 324 I 4 2 1
SECOND. 4 10 2 1 20 7 ’
"EMPIRICAL R
CASE 1 6 7 13 0 3 ‘.
-FIELD 1 2 10 2 0 [ 3
LABORAT. n ) n " 0 2 )
OPINION ]
SURVEY | s 56 ] " L S I
TOTAL T 1% 727 () 3 170 ] 1%

¢ 166 vahies missng
chi square = 643
degrees of freedam = 42

Research is clustered in the internal-logic accountig
theory, primary archival-statistical modeling, and inte
logic-accounting theory combinations.

The high chi-square value suggest that the two dimensjop
are not independent and indicate that the taxons are not fy]f
orthogonal. They also reflect the real effects of preferences ap,
biases by researchers. Further research may be needed K
examine the effect of editor or editorial policy change over tm«‘é
upon the clustering shown in Table 6.!! *

5.3 Trends within the Database 5

Table 7 examines the significant current trends of p
ticular taxons in the literature. Two types of trends af
examined. The first is the trend in absolute number of articlej
and the second is the relative trend of percentage of publicg
tions.

"For example Zeff [1983] expressed concern about the eflect that th
application of modern empirical and analytical research methods may hav
over the development of thought along classical approaches, in particuls
accounting history.






A

The analyses presented in Table 7 show the significa
trends for the twenty-two-year period. They, however, do n
show the configurations of the trends. A different, but substa
tially more detailed analysis can be performed using
graphics. For illustration purposes, the percentage trends
accounting theory and human information processing al
shown in Figure 4.

Figure 4. Percentage Trends
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Figure 4 shows a steep decrease in the percentage of ac
counting theory studies over the years, particularly the 196
1975 decade. Behavioral-HIPs studies, show a significant ir
crease since 1970, then a new area of research.

The graphic analysis has also been applied to other taxor
although the graphs are not presented. The graph for found;
tion discipline taxonomy shows that accounting is a dominai
foundation. The curve is U-shaped with its dominance in it
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