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Overview of internal audit research from 2006 to 2018
—visual analysis based on Cite Space

WANG Shujing, YUAN Min
(School of Management Studies, Shanghai University of Engineering Science, Shanghai 201620, China)

[ Abstract] Taking "internal audit" as the theme, taking the English literature of the Web of Science core collection database as the
sample, with the help of the knowledge graph theory, using the visualization technology ( Cite Space ), this paper makes a

systematic analysis of the " internal audit" research literature from the national distribution, the co-citation of the author and the
co—citation of the periodical from 2006 to 2018. Through the keyword co—occurrence analysis of the literature, it is found that the
hot spots and frontiers in the field of " internal audit" in recent years are: the combination of internal audit and artificial intelligence,
evaluation and internal control quality. The conclusions not only further promote the understanding of the current situation of

international internal audit research, but also provide some reference for the research and development of internal audit in China.
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Fig. 1 Quantitative distribution map of internal audit literature
from 2006~ 2018
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Fig. 2 Distribution of citation frequency of internal audit literature

from 2006~ 2018
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Tab. 1 Countries (regions) with the top 10 documents

Eil3ha % K Hor/ %
1 1@ (People’s Republic of China) 187 36.81
2 % 5, J2 . ( Romania) 90 17.72
3 3K PG I ( Malaysia) 31 6.10
4 F [ (Usa) 23 4.53
5 ElJE (Indonesia ) 15 2.95
6 $E7¢ ( Czech Republic) 11 2.17
7 R 7 ( Russia) 11 2.17
8 2% (Poland ) 10 1.97
9 PEPEF (Spain) 8 1.57
10 BEKH (Traly) 6 1.18
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Fig. 3 Author co—cited graph
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Fig. 4 Citation graph of journal
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Fig. 5 Keyword co—occurrence knowledge graph
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Tab. 2 Keywords in the top 20 bits of frequency

F5 KAt PR || 5 PS4t B
1 internal audit 125 11 public sector 10
2 internal control 84 12 fraud 9
3 corporate governance 53 13 innovation 8
4 audit 51 14 system 7
5 management 35 15 knowledge management 6
6 risk management 25 16 information 6
7 audit committee 25 17 model 6
8 quality 21 18 listed company 5
9 risk 13 19 external audit 5
10 performance 13 20 earnings management 5

R3  HULERT 20 ALK ERTR
Tab. 3 The top 20 keywords of centrality

FFs PSSt L || Pt

T B

1 management 0.69 11 competitive advantage 0.12
2 corporate governance 0.62 12 public sector 0.11
3 internal audit 0.53 13 behavior 0.11
4 audit 0.46 14 fraud 0.10
5 performance 0.43 15 board size 0.10
6 innovation 0.25 16 firm performance 0.10

7 internal control 0.24 17  organizational culture 0.09
8  audit committee 0.23 18 quality 0.08

9 risk 0.19 19 occupational health  0.08

10 compensation 0.15 20
76 Bb 2 HR B3, OGS R A s
(Centrality) 248 H Bk 3 22 H b M i
0.10, HhuCyPEsR Y Gy AR — g i rp i oh
MAEH AR B, Wiz ST R R 2 I
X I I 0 24 45 1 O R e e AT B S
(R Ff1 SR, SR TA) HE B AT R R P g, Tk
) P A PR | S I T T D 4 Y B
LRI AE LS B B P R TR 98 ), oD B
( MEEES 352 1)

improvement 0.07




