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Research on Influencing Factors for Implement of Enterprise-wide Risk Management

An Empirical Data Analysis of Listed Companies
LIU Xiao-chuan LIU Hong-xia

Abstract Based on the data of 1169 listed companies of 70 sectors in the A-share market this paper has theoreti-
cal and empirical analyses on the influencing factors for implement of Enterprise-wide Risk Management ERM . The
research shows that those factors including the type of audit firm, firm size the financial condition have important effect
on ERM and centralized managerial power has a negative effect on ERM implementation.
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