’

B Unaaiing

W Ad’JQJ
UNVINVAINILIN: &
Common uag Unique Outcome Measurg

Haidanmsaa u lauasguanis luns b

Balanced Scorecard &®
f\»

a 6
a1 NNYIUUN
8751775517]7 ﬁ??ﬂ']@??f'm'ﬁi/ﬂ./ﬁ ARUSNIERTEIFN Wﬁfééﬁ f77§1/§]_/°ﬁ JJ‘V?']’JWE/?E?

3_'1" . lua9l a.4. 1980 wu waaumﬂluﬂswmﬂ W33
Lammvl,@mmumﬂ mﬂm eI IL3n (financial measures)

ﬂuvlﬂasmuﬂsw NEAW Wiesann

Watsziliunaasnnslalarolwnnsusy

MIITMTIaNaN1INT3Ew bl laan i@ mia (mission) VaIL3ENUaZ “Bnie

(vision) maa@u‘%miaﬂwﬁu endunalnfiganlw wnInaugulinig
ﬁﬁmmﬂu"lﬂmuLLN%L%@MM’N Siel nansaussgeuiagys: sdua:
wushanas L3l doin AW 2ydasmslFdzianiamaaiiiuem (operational
measures ) Lmumﬂfﬁ’sﬁfgﬂ’]dﬂ’ﬁﬁu ag49l9fi@u Dr.Robert Kaplan iaz
Dr.David Norton Hevard Business School Zl#ifiuin HuInInlsdesly

@ugiﬂﬁ'ﬁ%mﬁ@Namami@hﬁmm Fun Kaplan
W1 Balanced Scorecard ulufl e.e. 1002 iaWaw

:Lﬁuwams@hLﬁmmmaoaoﬁﬂsgﬁa

fiugnaw 2549 | 915 19IMdntd 57



H Unaniininig
UNUINVBIGITIA: Common WAL Unique Outcome Measures

Balanced Scorecard (BSC) HueIasiieluns
o S ! 13 Ao A
Tonamaduiunuiulainagnszesssiv Zufianam
o  a Ao Ao o € A ] o
Wusfinresuisnuasd “aririzasiuimszaiuilady
o I o < A v Y 3 v Ao ° [~
Weydannd 15avessim  Wdusaritiama 15a

%
(key performance indicators) Ny BSC £l
%
THdu3ms wnsadsy wmiaTamams@udhiue
Ko M @ - . o
#3507 lxd lgymansidn (nonfinancial measures) 16
BSC Usgnaumeuyases msy 4 eundn fe aw
M35  (financial perspective) i ML LS
A a A AAay o P
wastey ‘Vlﬁﬂ’]Wi%ﬂﬂiNﬁ@WlN@]%V!%@ﬂ haginIg

= 1 a ¥ [~3 1% 1% v
SV BTerendaas Wuan, augnen (customer

. ! [% 6
perspective) L mmﬁawﬂwaagnﬁw, NSNS,

£ v Y o L% 6 @ 14 1%
HAZMTIAMIMUGNAN  NAUD TIUan, MUnTTLIUNT

ﬂﬁsiamséfm“u‘lwmQ’u%msgf,umﬁ‘l% Balanced Scorecard

el (internal business processes perspectiue

Bu MIfedunianTInlnds, medalass 9
Ad a a

Afdse nEam  wazmsdse wauwnelue
[~ 1% v a % (%
Hudiu, wasemumsSausiasnanemm
growth perspective) @t NITWGTEE

’]N'ﬁﬂ"ﬂaQWﬁﬂﬂ'}%, mmﬁawa%m Y

¥
MIUTE WIUTENININ 4
o § = o o 64 A
dhlatenna “uiusizan e
m'ﬂﬁﬁ@';uslal,l,ammlfﬂm 1

-

ANNDIAUNTI

SENAEHDUAINNN

Whasne

o A % 1
WRavie EJNVLi?

anén 13N ADIN I
NasUsTaLels? ® Glﬁ’Lﬁdﬁ%g@I@?
O o
ANNBIG UGN NNDIGU
nszUmMsANY
dhane fTI0 & . Xo
whosnes ot
@o > >
S,
O NDINIINISTU
. X
whvisnes FrYe

N

USazianaeesadiod
waz Huameoghals?

S
S

Q A 1 madenlusiusening 4 HNN9P89 BSC (Kaplan Wae Norton [1992])

- |

i

a

58 215 15321IN | Awenew 2549



Tuudazaanns U3smazimue  common uaz
unique outcome measures TITUTITIANANT
il 1eg common outcome measures @ 610
Ao A P o Moo o , ¢
TI0%9 9190 1INk WTLYN) WU IANT

- 1

B SUNNBIIRMTEEUiuasAEI ST Tad

| [y ° 'y 1 6

90 [N e VALY WheNlaIEnInR
o LT de o o o o ,

Wudnudalusnideausalvnnam dud unique

o o Ko A . . e

outcome measures @8 mm@mmﬂmﬂﬁ 1AL

! , ¢ o o Ho o \
LEREMUNENWIUAIANT  1OLas U TIAFINa1

¢ Ao A Y a o o
GﬂNﬂaEJVI‘ESLIaGUTHVILLaSGHNﬂaEJV]‘EVIE,JJUi%”li\l@’JNVL’J
° o 1 I 6 1 1
MSULG AU LNWIUDIANT  LOLUGaLIUIEN1
£ [~1 L o L% gv g 1 o (% v
AU AUeGITIAMEs  1B%  UTUNNNDIN T

A % ') o X A .
msBeujkagiaw  rdandv unique outcome
measures  MSULNBWNZIL AT U UIUTINITV1
YDINUNNUINE WEAFITIAGINGTD VSN UNNITIU

[~ o £ Adl Lo a 13 £ a
awLﬁummuwummwvl,mumtytyﬂwmqmumysrj

A a [~ %
NIDNMTNY LU

v Xo $ A s .
GATINVNNLIY  common LAY unique o@tcome

o X A Yy A
measures QﬁW@J%’WJ%LW@iW@U?W’]iVL
%

[

UTURUNRINUYDINUILIUTINGDL - AT

PIUNONNAILINL UDNUITLI6I99]

common &Y unique outcome m
-

=3
Un ‘gma\m‘wmmu

Ho = Yo
QDA ']Q\l'ﬁﬂi%l@ﬂﬂﬂﬂ‘"]

I 6 o gu [~3 1'%
wmammﬂuc ~' TR T4 ey
Ay w lovinsnumioitin. wann
I

’m&mm

L3 (decision making)

outcome measures

slEgafifia  (judgment) uway

1 94::: 1%
WU INNRNaN

> A o o Xe Ag
masﬂammmmm@mﬂu common b

616, T IR
measures 19EWANN UG common

Y (9 1 | 6 ! . .
Tuifaqiiu BSC VLG’TQﬂEL%ﬂuaemuwwmaﬂ,um@m&sures NN unique measures (Slovic LAY
4. e , , 4 ol
M Tanam lsuagldvianarmls (Silk [1998]) ms;acPhlllamy [1974]) @92nalFunNIM  common

o ~ 13 | o o v A
Waﬁiﬂﬂ’ﬁ‘ﬂaﬂﬂﬂi@]’]ﬂ‘"} \/L@‘Hﬂ BSC NWGL‘ﬁﬂL%aGN']GJ'mO

ma?l BSC ¥WEA™Ns whselsudiunanzsadivess

1 4 X ° %
mammmwﬂmmwmm HHNNDN ?N‘VHSL‘WL NN

% dl a | ¥ A d‘
leqm M Gﬁdﬂﬂ’l']ﬂ’]iGLSﬁLWEJGS}INNB 1 EINZYAD]

a ° [3 | 8)
UstAUNaANN 115929909003 LﬁLﬁENiWEJVL(;T

(9

° A ¥ (% 6 [~ 1% v Aav
Nafﬂ\lﬁ? ‘1/15@?’]@'1‘1/1%1%@]6']@‘1/1 INeEl WU Unae

! & ] 9 o
WU D9@NIZ9 I e eI UL SAYNINOWla
1ZsTyarmama B sas
6
wataelead R q@ﬁlm’ﬁ
v o fo 2 6§ ok
Aal S\I‘W%‘ﬁﬂl@ﬂ@ﬂ%@ﬂu
BSC

1 A
Ivsle)  viSamsy

d‘ = ~ dl A o
WWallsgumney 3%’@1‘6?]']‘5’3@N6LL‘]_|‘]J
(Bryant et

UNaN UDNANUWIILYNIT TN BSC

9 ae A A v o a
I@] EJ'EOBL’DQEJ‘VILTW BURINUNITUTLLHNUNANT

° a 1 6 A
G ' WUBINUNA EN']%EL‘LLBQﬂﬁiIGW HNAITTWIAIN
comr)v LAY unique outcome measures Wagan

. Aa v z g rAa v v v
measure bias logluawddeguil  §3vulalng
1 Aﬁl [<3 £ a A G Yo A 1
swwmaaamLﬁuuﬂﬁﬂmﬂﬁy@wmmu@m ula
o & A a A oA &
indnmenlaly ssruinamsSeuanidanami
o & Ay A 2 o A o | A~
Indnsn 1 Zemsdia uladenanarRiasanann
> A A o o
Toyatiduaziuwieniiuang 3nsnzesrindnmms
UMENSINDE PIUNITEIUWINE LAYUANNADINTT

o [~3 L2 5% &
Tunstsy v Ba fsaaneaasasldiudoys
AMAaUNULAZLANG WY (common WAY unique)
"mSusindnsvie asan uazazlifesasionanidin Ty
lahiindnmenladinamsGeudni aamsiTony
LA . o A v v v R
8 common measure bias GOAINATILAIIIIE T
Slovic W&y MacPhillamy (1974) Na1i Manie
common measure bias NWTIENTaANWHaUTY
. . o @ v A o o
(common information) NﬁLﬁJuﬂJaN”aVWHWJWNL‘UﬂGJ
2 1
Ifhandi doiu  fudmsiidossufiunansrhomn
1% 6 M v
gaswiinaulunates  wwunluasdnsanaldls ula

Aiuenew 2549 | N5 199 TNIYT 59



H UnanyiiIng

3 1
UNUINYB963TIA: Common WAz Unique Outcome Measures ﬁﬁsiamsm“ﬂwaaQ’u%mstf,umﬁsl% Balanced Scorecard

v Ao A g . A o X
FTIANLLI unique measures wmwu@mumww
LRIZAY TATULLGIRZLLNAN mummuaqmmﬂmwaw
’)WNUﬁTMWS\INN@’JWNﬂ%LﬂHﬁU unique measures ‘Vl
m%ummaﬂ@HLLmazLLmuﬂI@m@mmﬂNN TUTIN
v v
TUMariuaeTTe MIULGRLLNLNGING  Gatith
Y A 2 | A A A % o .
pjmmimmavl,me’smvﬁamaLLazﬂumEm‘u unique
measures %@m‘;ﬁrgﬁmﬂs\i wlaNa1Tow unique

° Y a 6 1 6 % 1

measures ¥ AU larisinadnItaanINg
NN common INTU unique measures HAMT

UTERUNANTYIIN U DI I LR ZNTNG T
Lipe Wag Salterio (2000) levhnuddeiemenad
WWa@N®I9N common outcome measures HONDNWA
wifle unique outcome measures Tunstsudineg

° 1 6 A | A o
mahuasthanwluesenvEa il leadtindnem
Waanlnsdmsgsiadman 58 an Hudsianeans
AzaeilnHanIvnawIad aduiansiuSSnangy
1&/ & ndl o é’ 1 (¥ ] v 1
TN TR0ITIN  BINUIBIIUAINET 1éun
RadWear
ﬂaqwﬂuﬂﬁ@mﬁu‘qﬁwﬁdﬁu Taevis asvivnei

= 1 % 1 [ a
Wy WorkWear ANANGNAFNNULASH

BSC fisenavliéng common measures Tndlauii
WAZ unique measures 7ILANGIGNY ITUIR;
2 [~ 1 A o a

pNNeaaad 4 NaN Taesishnuilsd 3¢ m

2 o > o No | A
N 2 611 UIEnNaueIY  §TIALAYALLEN HNNA

e iRUAN Immﬁiawmaa%éfaa

Usziinnamsefinemansi s W
FUNIMIIVUTINOFRUL 2 (Measures)

(Divisions that Perform Better) between sub

Towdl 2-level within-subjects L‘]Ju, -
QS@]@Q‘L]?”LN%N@'H'W@']L%%Q']%?IBG'VI
WorkWear Q60
A
INAN

v
AU RadWear Lag

subjects factor

RPN T
L1pe LAY Salterlo (2000) @hap) BSC loedl 16
F1ade "M aemie @maz 4 yuNBIRY
sznaliéng 4 ghase
measures %@m TRAVTOVG INHIENTH LaZaN
2 ﬁ’;%’imgtﬁe measures AnanULULIN AL
mwmmml, Qeviings, e 3w ek
o0 AT unique measures ‘ﬁiﬂimgaaﬂu

513 ’]aaﬂ sﬁ\ﬁ"ﬂvLW%’J’] common measures

N mmmumu common

18 ELGJGNWEJWN unique measures ER
mwzmzm WM3U RadWear %38 WorkWear
IR M9ay 13190MN1a unique measures o1

NUSTTLA DN ?maqw%mﬁ%'ﬂﬁ@mﬁuqsﬁasﬂm

X | @ LA
No LEIREAUIEN UL UDENIANDY

v
HTINYIORDIRLFDINNTON BSC 2895IANSTIY 2
w‘u'fgmmu,azazé’faoﬁimﬁumamiﬁnmmaa;:Jf?f@mﬁ?
v
M9 asmhanuesnanieg lasuuuan 0-100 e

4 . E N
Q Gaualsfl 2
P NUNTNANITALARIIUANI
mmjimae
(Divisions that perform better) (2 tuY)
RadWear (Rad) WorkWear (Work)
siauale?l 1 ﬂ% Common Measures NRNNAREI 1 NANNARDIN 3
R lc) (CoOM) (COM-Rad) (COM-Work)
(Measures) Unique Measures NYNNARDIN 2 NYNNARDIN 4
(2w @ (UNIQ) (UNIQ-Rad) (UNIQ-Work)

\/

60 915 15T IWTYT | Aueew 2549

A 2 JULLUMTIREBMARE9289 Lipe Wag Salterio (2000)



Uszian A3
Y g‘l 73 =
AITIAGIUNITLI:
COmmOn Return on SaleS
Common Sommadulaansuanany & 02
v 2 tﬁl a 1

Unique-RadWear HaaMevas Uil s @
Unique-RadWear LIMseMa BT URL Y
Unique-WorkWear MeSusoMINLUTaass @@
Unique-WorkWear Mlsanmsnems catalog & fj\'%\
ﬁqé’%mé’mgnﬁ"l: &/

Common Return on sales

Common muuummwawa%m

Unique-RadWear ALY Mystery o per Yrogram
Unique-RadWear a1 umnauwauu®

Unique-WorkWear an & L‘JGJ‘I/LQ ey

Unique-WorkWear aﬂmmwmgamw
- ‘l
AITIRNUNTTUIBNITAE [1: %03
o - _’." ) v
U

Common

Common

Unique-RadWear

Unique-RadWear aa@@amﬂ “uMneFUITIIN
Unique-WorkWear mommi Ui wsu 1 "Uenn
Unique-WorkWear % asﬁawmawmwamma catalog
m%’aﬂmumsl,sﬂusuawmswmm

Common @ SwnuilaelFousamiinauusiasam

Common TUIUAL BDLUESNNWHENUGTDWNENN UL AE AL

Unique-RadWear l@] Sunudneyhausaswinaung
. o v v Ay = ¢
Unique-RadWear %9 Sunuund Faanieas

Unique-WorkWear SuaudFansrhemnefldsulRyanlnme MB.A.

Unique-WorkWea

3 o dl 4 a o % a 1%
mmuwummw‘l@ﬂizmﬂma‘ummamumimmigmmaaga D

m ommon LY Unique Outcome Measures %50 RadWear Way WorkWear

O

a

flugnaw 2549 | 315 153TTNLYT 61



H UnanyiiIng

7
UNUINVBIGITIA: Common WAL Unique Outcome Measures

100 AZHUINNEANNIIRTAMIARAUAIELN NaN
] 1 v
Neaan 1 aﬂé’w%’aaﬂaﬁmnu BSC 294 24
] % 23 1 a
NI I@masﬂa%u A9l RadWear 3l
NAMTANIAUIIUALTYN  common measures NN

A o A A g .
WorkWear WOANNANITONUWINWALLIK  unique
v

measures  MAOLIT NIUTY D9RUIL9 St
o @ ! A - A
MIUNGANARN 2 Ak AW RadWear &
o A A @ . a
Nan1TaLduwaudn  unique Ana

WorkWear

measures
A o A A
AN NANITALUIWALIYW  common
v 1
measures  MALALNMY ASUTY DINTNE Toyaf
1 Adl Lo 2 ~3 1 a
NRNNARDIN 3 105Uz asl#fiun WorkWear &
NAMTANIAUIIUALTYN  common measures NN
RadWear Lafnanseniinanuiiii unique measures
Tn&LAearu WSV a9rte Sﬂ”asﬂaﬁmjm@am
:dl Lo 2 ~% 1 =
A 4 185uaz e9lfindy WorkWear Swanis
Ghl,ﬁmmﬁtflu unique measures aﬁ’h RadWear
LA o A A @
AN N ANITANLE UL

common measures

Tn&LAeariu WSV a9rte

ﬁﬁsiamséf@“uslwaaQ’u%mstf,umﬁ‘l% Balanced Scorecard

measure bias @9Nan lawana ﬁ;ﬁvl,(ﬁ’jwﬁmam

% 1
4 %wqu ANeNeNNAAR common measure
o A o
flaniagnansia iy

NAIAINT Lipe Wag Salterio (2000
measure bias LW&2 Lipe &g Salterio
Aenifu BSC ¢inld lae Lipe wae
iéﬁﬁﬂmdw miﬂsuﬁumamiﬁm :

NANIIALLL @QEIM WA

W BSC I@a = “ ummw @mwﬂmma
@

vsasnthng .,, UONNFUUULLD9 BSC &
ma@iamié’m“ui Firmveans  wansiinslé

A luTULUUYa9 BSC s

« e a o
msﬁ’mmm - 3
NAGNTE R 1414 aczs'wmiw@am

NRHARRN L i0, LaE
A A . [
ﬁﬁmiwmaa@ common measure bias »LGW

as v Av ¥ v A | Y A
Mﬂ"ﬁuﬁﬂ umaﬂé’ﬂ%mwmuNmaumargjmww

WaMIIAEUDI Lipe LAz Salterio (2000) TH u,uuntability) waelwdsms? e snaduleds
;3

NAMTIFLLTIREINEVDY Slovic LAY MacPhillamy
A o X ELQJ [~ v
(1974) HINNAMITLUL A9 lIEUINNTIY
%
UstifiunamsnameaIndanszasns 2 e
~ v o A g
logRasanandzianid

common ¥ m ures

~ oA o A Ao o A a

WeNaenNaeed  Namsiunuinde (paassianiu
unique measures NANAGE iéT@Q%sL’MIQG%H’DN
e bias LT

MacPhillamy

NEFDY T, AINH  common

L(ﬁmﬁuﬁumiwmaawm Slo
(1974)

m’mwmmun@
Common Meatuné Bias
PAINNHE 289 Lipe Wag Salterio (2000)

A A
NNUINHN ( on measure bias EL%ﬁ']T]_huLNH

90‘1/1%’35]0’]%61’]0"] I(ﬂEJELSﬁ BSC ﬂVL

AOUNLNENNALTIAR (debias) common

62 915 15T INTYT | Auenew 2549

ANNUNTNDUDIFITIA NN ANNNENENYDI

839 N3IMNAAIlUNITUsELAUNANITIRTaIuda Y

| o Ao o A o A v o A .
mheaw TN le lnstidaaasfentuiun  Lipe
v -
ey Salterio (2000) 14 losomddeduiiniedson
& ! Ao a o Ao
nonautu 4 ngu Toesishuilsd 52 2 dhfidiasms
fnen  Usznaueiudinilsd sedusn @ e
L% a 1 Y'Y a % lﬂl £
T].JNWIT@‘U@]@TH‘E?W&IQW%GL%%IUSMWSVL@VWWU Bary
ﬁ?'agmmaaa@%wﬁwﬂéﬁ%u%’asﬂadwmuﬁaﬁwmmms
ﬁimﬁumamiﬁwmma@ﬂfj’%’@mﬂu 2 VLN WA
ﬂiﬁmmirgﬁ@mﬂaau%ﬁwvlé’mm Toeasdnsnding
CYRP-N v 1 (% 6 o [

mMadia " wlasenaiuaednenionss  uazdauls
o o d ~ DA a Ko 4 o
8 sl 29 Ae enhwTehevesdiain oy
. 44 N A .
ﬁ?awmaaqmwmaﬂ@magﬂamw NUSMITEAU 9209
a o 7 v a o gj o % £ a [~
YT ehineusEmduhmasnums autiydundu

©

A BUVIWHG]’D“IT’JGWEL% BSC GZNTZ‘\JI aumyﬂ@aamwmm

U

[% oA A o X & A Ao 61’9./ 1
FUIBIANHNWILTDNBYBIGITIAVINHNANDI N “ﬁa%



"SR DINURELI I@aﬁifswmaadﬁ”’fﬂémg
Fost s funanmaefinnuaasis aamineen Ve
PRRLNIMINVUTINORDILY 2 (Accountability)
x 2 (Quality of Measures) between-subjects loeidl
2-level within-subjects Lﬂuﬂﬁﬁpﬁ‘i’mwmam%ﬁm
UTUL R nH AT UTDITS DIMIIEY 1%
WENTUALUNUITEYBY Lipe WAz Salterio  (2000)
it 4 1 adlidiuless Huundevesntdduzul

Q‘a"’mw@aawammﬁﬁu%mﬁﬂszﬂaué”miﬁﬂﬁﬂm
U’%muzyﬂm%wsﬁﬁﬁaﬁhmu 227 AU WINNARDIAL
FIngNaTInn BSC maacﬁﬁmmﬁ?ﬁ”’a 2 e (RadWear
waz WorkWear) uUavaz@asUseiiinnamsviauzad
éﬁ@mi‘%@ aheuGIna lee [asuLaIn 0-100
loe 100 @&mwnm&l@’;m’jw:ﬁ@miﬁmmmﬁﬁam
mjmmaaaﬁ 1 aﬂéf%uiazqﬂadmuﬁwﬁwﬁﬁaﬁwEm‘u,
L‘flu,malé’ﬂmﬁa”ﬂm@iaﬂimmsfﬁ@mﬂaw%ﬁw

Lﬁmﬁumsﬂimﬁumammmpﬁ"%’@mﬂaa DINWILI

1Y

1 Y M vy 1 gu %
FTENUADNTTNNMIHICNITLR BVLNVL@?JBNMG’N @VLG]

shumsTusasudileed euld naumeas
FaITENUdanNIINMIHIANT Lol LTF U s
e e ade DA .
B aumyéﬁmmaammmLsﬁamama&m O
v
YDV DIAUIENIT
X% 3 1 (% Y A
NAMTITLL A9 HWT NN DHLRNT

bl (quality

o 2V %
i |9 TN aaadld
laRenmumsvham

1o am"?Roerts, Albright, wag Hibbets
(2004) qiz IQFNIIIMIUENUIEAY
il d” S UL TUNUTT I AT aMINe 11 BSC

$T
9793 B2 HNN1IDNAM  common measure bias VLG?T
% Waldumsrenswan1siveeas Lipe W&

o Xy v 9 ) ao X XaVae o .
wazshaiamunnglu BSC 85ums sumundales @mo (2000) WITETUNRS LG I FNTHR0LRLT
v o A 2 v o A £ < o X o A . . > ae XX
ARMNATE N AX aumyﬂéﬂwmmmmwmsﬁw Lipe Wy Salterio (2000) 1% loenideauil

209718 amhanulenuhieds nganaaai 2

\/Ls/u 2 A - 5L \/Ls/q.lo
Qb @‘SU?JBSAUGLWEIG’D’]WNYJ@WUi’m{] W B gy

v & oA A o M
ma QUVI'I%LLG’DDJ@’D’]N%']LGEBQBIQEJEﬂ )8} b \/LS\I
é]/@@i’]HdﬂuﬂﬁiﬁigLﬁ%NaﬂﬁiﬁNW% QN A n19618

NIINNINIANTVRILETEN mjw:ﬂ 1siding

A

U [~ 1 A o a L%
LLNNINVaaDdn 4 Nax Toasishnulsd 52 2 ¢
Ao =2 o v o A a
NODINMTENE  UseNaualaenadIanidiy  common
measures ‘?@ﬁ]ﬁﬁ:ﬁg’ﬂ? RadWear 98 WorkWear &
NAMTEMIUNUANENTD9T  common measures

A 1o o o A g . 2
ANINU  LALEITIAYILIY  unique measures TN

4 . - N
Q aaukdlshn 2
. 4. ANNWLTDD0UIGI T
Aaulsea AN
@ (Quallty of Measures) (2 L)
wndada (R) lsivindafia (NR)
siaualefl 1 fasnanucaguInse NRNNARE 1 NRNNARDIN 3
ANNSUAA §199s (Re) (Re-R) (Re-R)
(Accountabi vlaie’faesnmmiawfu%ms NHUNARDIN 2 NHNNAREIN 4
( @ (NoRe) (NoRe-R) (NoRe-R) )

\)

MW 4 SULIUMTITENTVAREI8Y Libby et al. (2004)

Aiuenew 2549 | N5 199 TNIYT 63



H UnanyiiIng

3 1
UNUINYB963TIA: Common WAz Unique Outcome Measures ﬁﬁsiamsm“ﬂwaaQ’u%msiumﬂ% Balanced Scorecard

igmfw RadWear 38 WorkWear HWNanN13GNLi

mu‘wmmmamu unique measures AN I@EI

m’mm@ma\ﬁm ﬂamvma@ﬁivmuwamimLumm

mao‘m AINUIEINY Y30 1RBENIINTINUTINARDI

WYY 2 (Common) x 2 (Unique) between-subjects
& . . . [~ A

loedl 2-level within-subjects Lﬂuﬂﬁwm’mw@aad

v

A AIUTLLAUNANITE AU UTDING DINUILI%
A v @ o A P-4

MAT 5 1L O IATILIAT9 319U Ae0I AT
L & £ = a
qgmmw@aawimaumyuﬂﬁﬂwmim@ﬂw

VIMInsNad i 81 au czs'am@aaa%é]’adﬁmim

v

BSC ma@pﬁa@mﬂmm 2 NUEU (RadWear Loy

WorkWear)

m@mim awmmm Toaiasmauanilsvingn

LLﬁ”"Q”éfaﬁﬂi%ﬁ%mﬂﬂ’]iﬁ’m’]%‘ﬂad

‘ﬁ’D@LLG]Eﬂ”G]’]L‘U% 2 snvmau, ) SL‘LL?J%@IBHVI 1 Ni’DN

‘V]@ﬁad’%BG]BGEL%@WBLLHHTT]TV]N']HGHQGEﬂ’ﬂ@ﬂ’]iLL@la%@%
;3

NSUTIT IR Az I@ﬂﬁ@ummm 0 (Wam3

° [~ A (% ° a t:{

‘V]N’]%\ILQ\IL‘L]HWEJBS\WU) -100 (WaNMINUALLEHN) LAY

GL%"UMG]@WVI AN mwwmaawaq@mﬂ%muwmuvl,éﬂu

WNAMTALULIIY 13U common measures %
RadWear WIRNAMIA LT WTU unique mekbips:
#aeni RadWear mjm@aaqﬁ 3 avl@sudal
RadWear {Nan13eidfinas WSY commiyn

AN LANNEMIA ALY 115U unique

LWeY unique measures ‘Vl@
NAN1IILLL mi‘wmmw

¥

usiavéli BSC ‘ﬁﬂ'm

bbRE unique m&?e = ‘ TUNUNANIVINN UL

ma@ms GN‘WS\I N 31‘6’3‘ﬁﬁ’ﬁLLEm‘ﬂ3”LN‘LL@]’D

sﬁ’J@WLL@mu@l’J W common measure bias »LGW
aamwhz vEaaw SZhalsfiona ’J'ﬁmiumﬂmﬂuw
14
= [

oFN aﬂ%m common

0 4 S\INS\IBG LWBELWNUiW’ﬁVL@m%ﬂ’]‘WBG@ﬁi

VL’J 'Wﬁ‘]_lLLG]ﬂuG]’J"ﬁ’J@ﬂU%'m%ﬂV]N’HEJVL@‘SU‘]_JVL’DT]Q%WW]ﬂ’JN aﬂ%d’)‘ﬁﬂ’]iLLElﬁﬁiuLN%u VLS\IVL@‘Oﬂﬁa']’D

(pre-determined weights) LL@”‘]J’Jﬁ@”LL%%@Gﬂm’JSL%
Huaziuusin minusasmheny  nganaa

azlisudogadn RadWear Snamsenifinem Wy
common LAY unique measures ﬁaﬂ’jﬂ ormVear

ear ﬁ

| ndl Yo % 1
NANVNARBIY 2 %vmeasﬂa’n

1O

‘mLﬁ&JI@&I Kaplan Lag Norton GNL‘]J%N@@@% BSC

iseTusialUfinenenuan common measure

bias WWWNMITe209 Banker, Chang, Way Pizzini
A Ao & A | o P

(2004) FaRTenlss sAafnwn  Kussliunams

%
o

YNIIUDINUI L9 LA NI LT T a9 a1

4 . R N
P Q aaualsn 2
aausnaasn
% Unique Measures (2 bbU1)
RadWear & unique WorkWear unique
measures 9N (UR) measures N3 (ucC)
Gaudls?i 1 ﬁ% RadWear § common NRNAREI 1 NYNNARDIN 3
Common Mea measures 6N (CR) (CR-UR) (CR-UC)
(2 wuw) @ WorkWear & common NRNNARDIN 2 NRNNARDIN 4
a 1
measures AN (CW CW-UR CW-UC
=\ (CW) ( ) ( ) )

N/

64 915 1SV INTYT | Aueew 2549

MW 5 FULUUMTIITINAGDIYEI Roberts et al.

(2004)




d o ¢ Ao A v o Xo
L%azﬂmﬂma&mmmmww JNNNAENFeIFT 6
;é = d‘ 19} 6 A o A 1
"NVLNS\IWNNLsﬁaNIEJGﬂ‘UﬂaEm‘ﬁ?Jad‘]ﬁH‘Vl Wald 9w
uitlddnulamnadiiaas ¥l Lipe W@y Salterio
(2000) e ngATediaemslinamside s
= = (% 3 Aa v é’ o 2 7
Wasuautw e mmayumwumimmfmwmaaa
UTARWHAMTYNUTY asianw ST  legay
Sun 29iheuiil Women's Store Way Family
ne Hao - o Ao
Store WITERAGILLTD TLNANNFDINMIFNI 2
. . 4 o Ko 4 y
dutls lewshuilsusn fa dae  Fulsznaudng
common (C) Lag unique measures (U) ¢kl
A A Ao ,i{v = A I = VL 1A
N a9 A mandhaledensanley (L) In i
A o ¢ Ao A A
Anaganlas  (N) fuNagnoTaILIEM  Fallaih
FALLIT a9eINaINaNTINGL vy R eun
v
4 ﬂqmaam%miumi@iuﬁmm (performance
measures) VDIGIRYUUILNIN MILUGRE 4 HaNDI
299 BSC $uA common uszdlanaidanles (CL),
= A . a
common uaglaifianadanles (CN), unique LaZH
4 , \~ 4
ana@anles (UL), wag unique wazlifanaizos
Teg (UN) “m%fuLL@iazmjmadﬁa%ﬁfﬂmﬁ@hLﬁu U

Women's Store 8198KNaNTAUAWIUANTT Family

a 1

(ﬂf@’]
, v & & A" &

Women's Store AU WNYNUNA 16 N ) NI

Store ¥3a Family Store 91afNanmIe L

Tl vwIeanadunfumadsuidmedaa
X 2 x 2 between-subjects LLazLﬁas";mmaaa

Yo

Q

2 x 2

%G’Taqﬂimﬁumamivhmmm NAANNTYDY  DIVAUIEN

ao Xa A L . LA o W
QUWIVYUIIN  within-subjects T EBVA-INUNY
NUINEYDY Lipe WAy Sal

A o Y o

PS’QQEIVL@WGJJ%'] BSC

Women’'s Store Awans

WU BSC gulu
FMnNUANI F
(CL, CN, UL, ge

v
tore “WILYNG) NHNFITIA
N) wag wTu BSC sUiuLi 2
NAMIAUEWNUANI Family Store

Women’s

=
BEINANANT

a

au X Y o a A .
ARetTEnaunn E‘HﬂﬁﬂHﬁﬂim@WIﬂUiﬂWiﬁi%]u’)%
D

480 @ rzﬁﬁﬂé’ﬁmu@pﬁéam@amﬁwmu

ﬂﬁ?uﬁumamiv‘hmma@cﬁﬁ@mimaq [
Iiavuuumusesy 0-12 lag 0 nuNe
MIMNNUUENNAINITU AR AN e

whit uay 12 vengemahe

A a Ay a
LEJE]NLﬂ%ﬂ'TW]PjUT%'ﬁﬂ

2o o ) o | A v oA
ATUUUEAAMTYTY 2 el \ f[Tumaaaefintii
‘ SEMLAOUUNIRIR
1 %3

ﬁ?imﬁcﬁmmﬂmﬂ%ﬁm

R R
mimﬂm@uu 7, 3%
mamﬁc mm”?ﬁwao
7

Salterio ( %
2NN unique outcome measures

outcomefﬁm;
T S AR NI AU D IR 910 MDA NS

HOMNNA common measure bias 8en3ls

WIREIS
d A Y A = % X 6 1
% LNa@UTﬂ’]iS\I@’NNL?ﬂi“&ﬂdﬁﬁ&}iﬂ‘ﬁsﬂadLL@@B

: v Ao Aa A o § A
ANRE mmmmmammaﬂmmunaaﬂwmw

Lipe e

AU JUFa1éfy common

SnTwaite common outcome measures AN
UL AWNANTA AU UTDILFATAUIENY  NEAD
:ﬁl Y A Lo & t:‘ £ 6 = a
Lua@mwwvl,mmaspmmm‘unawmwmwauam
v % 6 1 1 [~1 ] =)
@’smgmmmﬂﬂuﬂaqwmmLmawu’;mwmﬁuamm
v A o o No Ao A I o csL
BUIMTITHaTIANAa NN lasunagnD L
MIUTLAUNANITYNNUTDILFAREVUILINY eI
Ho A A o & o ! & .
m@mLsrjaﬂmﬂma&mﬁmﬂm’mzmu unique measures
Ao
ae 24
1WAV DUAN q(ﬂ‘VlWEﬂEﬂS\la@ common measure
bias b NUITE04 Dilla WAY Steinbart (2005)
4 Ceoa AV ose -
ﬁmﬁﬂ‘hﬂ’ﬂ@Ui%?iﬂi@iﬂﬁﬁﬂhi&lLLa?.jS\l‘Uit UMDk
v
mIoanttuy  BSC Azl common WAL unique
outcome measures IMTUTHRUNANTVIOIULD
| 6 A 1 Aa v ,if }2 A o
ReNwBluasanIe sl nwiTadldnsdisian
Wenfiuffu Lipe ua Salterio (2000) loglHi3an
A @ o & ~ a A A 2
neaasduln NSy eIAULLIMITING - &9
WeFnEINLATY BSC anmsdnEawinlniuims

Aiuenew 2549 | N5 199 TNIYT 65



E UnaiiIng

3 1
UNUINYB963TIA: Common WAz Unique Outcome Measures ﬂﬁsiamsm“u‘lwmQ’u%msgf,ums‘l%’ Balanced Scorecard

4 e f
Uszinanvasfaiiandnanisatinaninit msy
‘gﬂLLﬁJiJ“lIN BSC Women’s Store Family Store
1 YNANA
2 CL, CN, UL
3 CL, CN, UN
4 CL, CN UL, UN
5 CL, UL, UN
6 CL, UL, UN ©
A4
7 CL, UN “@N\\BL
‘
8 L 7 oL, UN
9 CN, UL, UN )7 CL
10 CN, UL, UN %B CL, UN
1 CN, UN (\ L, UL
b /g\\ b
12 CN &, CL, UL, UN
O
13 UL, UN O\> CL, CN
©/
14 UL, UN (\ CL, CN, UN
15 UN m CL, CN, UL
- © z
16 13 VIV
S @) )
(@)

o Z
NN 6 gﬁl,mumi |

1 2 [~ 1 = a £
urTanesaaudu 4 nas Toesidlilsd 52 2 ¢h
A =2 % 4 A
AdINsAn ﬁizﬂaumatﬁﬁ A0 wWanms
sinanuzaahien d%@ common measures
WsUEUNUNANSE AINANVDIDNNUILI

= A
NS N8 Ra

- |

66 915 1SV IWTYT | Aueew 2549

889793 Banker et al. (2004)

WRLUE LN UNEM I RIUAINE 1IN AL
Wi namAn RadWear mafinanmsendinandalag
unique measures fnNa WorkWear M%aslumaﬂé’u
f14 WorkWear 21a8mamssmiinamialag unique
measures AN RadWear I@HﬁiﬁNW@ﬁ@d%@AﬂdN
A0S RHANTAINIIIDIHT DI
NIDDNRFLNIIMIINLNTINAAILUY 2 (Relative
performance of common measures) x 2 (Relative
performance of unique measures) between-subjects

A i1 s . = A v
lowdl 2-level within-subjects Lﬂuﬂﬁwmfss\mmam

LA DIUTLRUNANITA NI UIDING DINUIENI




Aaudsn 2

HaMsLiuUATalag unique measures (5 >

Sulsfidasnsinun WBUAUIEUING 29BN
(Relative performance of unique m
WorkWear Hna
Msaniwudnil (UW)
aualsfi 1 WorkWear mjmmamﬁ 1
mamseineuiialoy | Huamseiiuaning (CW-UW)
common measures gy (CW)
NWITUIN DIUULNH <) \!
(Relative performance RadWear ﬂﬂ;N‘VI@m 1 23 ﬂdmw@maaﬁ 4
of common measures) fuamaainaninil (CR— (CR-UR)
K(2 (STET)] (CR) /\@ )

AwA 7 JULLUMTIREBIeaa928d Dil @einbart (2005)

'
=3

> @ > a s X X
Mnn 7 L ®QsL‘V1L‘V1%I®iG FNLLWIOAVDINUIALTUL

1
o A

1 ¥ v 1%
ONINAILLATIUING U

%

o a

~ o A A
UNANTOILHAUIUNLY  common LAY

d @ar
ni

u 'Sue measures aﬂ’jﬁ WorkWear

sﬁs’awmaaﬁsznauw
tnfnmSyanesameimagsiadman 43 au

NAMTITLNLN Qﬁamwmaﬂ%ﬁq common LAY

2 £ a A o Y a = . PN o
GﬁGVLGWL@EILﬁTEJ%LﬂEJ’Dﬂ'LI BSC LLa’ﬂ%’J’IﬂUZ}JSﬁ‘UiW'}@ unique measures ELuﬁ’]‘Sﬂ‘EgLN%Naﬂ'ﬁ‘Vl’N’]%?JQG

o

§9

v Y A Yo @)
;ﬁwm}aaa%@]aqwmim BSC ERNAR(DAR 2

MU (RadWear Loy WorkWeN 6109
ﬁimﬁumamiﬁmmmaqrﬁ’%’@msﬁu'f; UG
nanlauliazuuuain 0-100 10&0  azuun

NgaNAaRI 1

wmammdwﬁﬁﬁmiﬁmmm o

Yo o ] o A A
?]B»L@Wi‘l_lsﬂagja?’] WorkWea, 13U

common LAY unique es ®N71 RadWear

1 =
INAI1T RadWear W@

U

S A @ A A
mimmmmmﬂ@on measures N3 LGN

NRUNAREIN 2

©

WNANTALTEL] unique measures GauNIN
N ve o
WorkWear RGN 3 %Vlmimasga’n WorkWear

~ o A A
Nmamsw W common measures @NN
= I~ A @ . o |
P ABSIRRUICTITY TS unique measures 2NN

1 ndl Yo 1 1
LASNRNNARDIN 4 GOB»LGW‘]_J?.IBNMES’]']

9!

V9 paithenu  uwdndeaslihmtinany ety
common measures X1NN3 unique measures b6l
A v < 14 1 1 A v tdlt:l 1
Fivefldnand  wamsideffenuuandisain
Lipe udg Salterio (2000) 21A4HBINNRAIN 2 WGHA
A 1 a % v dl o
wanausN e F3auneansiiamsianudhlafieniy
BSC \fuethad lesanlddnwinentu Bsc Tu
Anindeuu uazldeetiam BSC  wduuAm
2 U3t e adumeaudsthmensdnm  uel
;ﬁiww@aaﬂmm’%ﬁwm Lipe Wag Salterio (2000)
= v A v au .
o1 llflenudifiouwhg3anideses  Dilla  uaz
, ¥ Moo A o
Steinbart (2005) hasnnldldSuwAeatu BSC
= a A A
loassluns@numnilBnanln mawad 09 Ao wa
an X Y an ,
MU 2B 071UIZTINT  (demographics)

VRINTINNARDI NA1IAD  HIINNORBITEI  Lipe

Auenew 2549 | N5 199 TNIYT 67



H UnanyiiIng

3 1
UNUINYB963TIA: Common WAz Unique Outcome Measures ﬁﬁsiamsm“ﬂwaaQ’u%mstf,umﬁ‘l% Balanced Scorecard

WY Salterio (2000) L‘fluﬁﬂc’?ﬁﬂmﬁ%zyiyﬂwu%msﬁjﬁa
Steinbart (2005)
[~ o R a a a a v A X
dudnanmndyanesnaetsmsgsnaeninys 9

LLG]'E;\I’:‘J"JNVIGWGBMJBQ Dilla LAY
o 1 | 6

maﬁ@maﬁwmmwwmqamq v 21y Uy umsal

MIVNNUIFY  hazseIansanavainvany sy

£ = a [~ % Adl o Y Y

mﬂﬂmﬁsiytyﬂw WU wmﬁlmﬁawmawaa

2

719 9NN ANNLANFIITUNINANNAALALAT

v A LY

616 ﬂﬂmawﬂa

un 31l
% % I I 6 1
1uﬂaaguu BSC gﬂslsﬁaammwmaﬁluaq@mmm
Go @ A Vo oA o @ P ~
AN NG ﬂaagama@]amae WASUMT S
6 o 1 Aa
NADIANTLATAENOW  aedlaRama HUSMN5209
I3 o A 9 { o
BIANT UNMTINT wagWaw BSC danaifeaiy
mﬂ%@;aﬁﬁa (judgment) Wagm3sia wla (decision
. Y A XY gu 1 tdl
making) mawmmﬂmﬂsﬁwﬁmmm gl
BSC %0usn  wWamsIsuidsdeinenentums 4
Qaﬁﬁmmzms&ﬁ@fﬂawudw cﬁ‘i’gm@aawﬂﬁmﬁa
Ry P v a = R Y
Anlaldhelunada ula  Fennnanisweamaiay
[ 1 1 v t:!l % 7 % [~
mnmﬂmmgmaa BSC masﬁgammﬂﬂmwmmﬁu
common outcome measures ﬁi%)lé{ilfgg\]ﬁ
' 3 .
nﬂwmmwﬂumﬂm unique outcome meas £\
9N LEALAUIEN 1 E4D

@ laldennni P

[~ ¥ o L% gu o | K A
Lﬁ%ﬂgWGM%’]W’JSﬁ’D@@Gﬂﬁ’]’JLaG INAY( HQRON]

° [ 1 ] nﬁl £ M A |
AATULGIASAW I ‘N‘Vﬂﬁ?ﬂ‘u ’ﬁvLNVLG]N ’J%‘E’JNGLH

MINGNU)  unique outcome

1 o o A v

T ﬂmaﬂmmmqum (e

outcome measures D’]M%
NI FND

ﬂ’]isl% common LL@UG outcome measures

Tun196ia " wlaaad ATNUNANTIVLNTALLEITT

Inemanuide ipe AT Salterio (2000) L@y

Banker e (2004) WuNFIMMARDI LR

tcome measures  IWMTLTARUNENT
o 6
B RRRTI TV JOTIRELIN LYTRT £

68 915 15T INTYT | Aueew 2549

A oA
NIDWUHNIYUAINHNINH

%‘LIO

common measure bias %@Lﬁuvl,ﬂmmm?%?a

a A % 1% A 1 1 Ll %
AAINEITNAW - NI @iamwmaa@aﬂm

Senilumsdawla  aelsion uATLTUSS
\7 Libby et al. (2004), Roberts et ?(2

Dilla L&y Steinbart (2005) oo Ress
common measure bias Lsﬁlu TT]SLW
@iac:{u%mi (accountability

v Xo o A

PAIGITIOVIINLL  commo,
measures, MFLLANIITONG! ‘ﬁ . m WayM3

Hmmaaasndenaiuaxisy SolAentu BSC
‘ C iudn

o o X das
LLazma‘wwmmw (¢
A V
unanniad e Yedns#ild Bsc Tums
ﬁi&ﬁumamma ulazntinau el leésy
maﬁi‘vhm@ msld BSC enufidasnis
95 mgna a5 [inafiauaznide " wlaves

%T‘U%M 74448 NA  common measure bias aufl,s\l

< MV ¥ o ;’j ¥ o ¥ a [3

ANl B N WA BSC  RUIMsaeans
&

a XK o R R v o v A as
msmmimmammmmamﬁmmmmﬁmia@w

Y g 4
on measure bias ‘VI\ILWmL uaﬁluuwmmu LA®
v 6 1 6 1
T Wamn BSC ELﬁL‘f]%‘UTJIEJSﬁqu q@@]aadﬂm@]avl,ﬂ

UIIMWIUNIA

Banker, R. D., H. Chang, and M. J. Pizzini. 2004.
The Balanced Scorecard: Judgmental Effects of
Performance Measures Linked to Strategy. The
Accounting Review 79 (1): 1-23.
Dilla, W. N., and P. J. Steinbart. 2005. Relative
Weighting of Common and Unique Balanced

Scorecard Measures by Knowledgeable Decision

Makers. Behavioral Research in Accounting 17:
43-53.
Kaplan, R., and D. Norton. 1992. The Balanced

Scorecard-Measures that Drive Performance. Harvard

Business Review 70 (1): 71-79.



Libby, T., S. E. Salterio, and A. Webb. 2004. The
Balanced Scorecard: The Effect of Assurance and
Process Accountability on Managerial Judgment.
The Accounting Review 79 (4): 1075-1094.

Lipe, M. G., and S. E. Salterio. 2000. The Balanced
Scorecard: Judgmental Effects of Common and
Unique Performance Measures. The Accounting
Review 75 (3): 283-298.

, and 2002. A Note on the

Judgmental Effects of the Balanced Scorecard’s

Information Organization. Accounting, Organizations
and Society 27 (2002): 531-540.
Roberts, M. L., T. L. Albright, and A. R. Hibbets. -

2004. Debiasing Balanced Scorecard Evaluations. iﬁ

(- -
. -
(@S -
Behavioral Research in Accounting 16: 75-88. % h, )

Silk. S. 1998. Automating the Balanced Scorecard.
Management Accounting (May): 38-44. h

Slovic, P., and D. MacPhillamy. 1974. Dimensional

Commensurability and Cue Utilizationm

Comparative Judgment. Organizational Behavior

and Human Performance 11: 172-194. 9

TS
S
O
Q

O

fueew 2549 | 219



