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Abstract
Purpose – Merchant and Van der Stede (2006) produced a comprehensive analysis of 24 years (1981–2004)
of field-based accounting research. This study aims to analyse how the publication of field research in
accounting has changed since 2005. In addition, it aims to analyse contributions from specific individuals,
institutions and countries, and whether the field studies have contributed to accounting research and textbooks.

Design/methodology/approach – The authors identified and classified 1,115 field-based accounting articles
published in 14 accounting journals from 2005 to 2022 to uncover any changes. Thereafter, bibliometric
analysis was conducted using data from SciVal.

Findings – The results show several significant changes. Firstly, the growth of field studies has more than trebled
as nearly all journals published at least some field studies. Secondly, field research is no longer as confined to
management accounting as before. It is gaining increasing traction in auditing, financial accounting and corporate
social responsibility (CSR). Thirdly, while interview-based accounting research was clearly the most popular, the
fastest growth was seen in mixed-methods non-management accounting research. While public sector
management control case studies and content analysis of CSR were the most popular topics of interview-based
studies, audits were the most popular topic in mixed-methods research. Authors based in large universities in large
English-speaking countries have been most productive, followed by authors based in Europe and Asia. Based on
citation analysis, the field studies have contributed to academic research substantially more than to textbooks.

Originality/value – An analysis of changes and trends improves the understanding of what has happened in
accounting research and the development over time.
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1. Introduction
This study addresses changes and trends in the publication of field research in accounting.
Field research involves an in-depth study of real-world phenomena through direct contact
with organizational participants such as through interviews (Merchant and Van der Stede,
2006). It has been called for to better understand the contexts in which accounting operates
(Hopwood, 1983), state-of-the-art accounting developments (Kaplan, 1984, 1986) and
accounting in action (Ahrens and Dent, 1998). Further investigation into changes and trends
in field research is needed to improve our understanding of what has happened in accounting
research and how it has developed over time.

The first, and most of the later, reviews of field-based accounting research were conducted
within management accounting. These mostly documented an increase in the use of field
research methods in management accounting (Ferreira and Merchant, 1992; Hesford et al.,
2007, pp. 8-9; Guffey and Harp, 2017; Scapens and Bromwich, 2010), despite few such
studies existing in leading North Americans journals (Shields, 1997, p. 10; Baker et al., 2023,
p. 212). Based on articles published in 14 journals of accounting and taxation, Merchant and
Van der Stede (2006) produced a more comprehensive analysis of field-based accounting
research conducted over the 24years (1981–2004). They concluded that the number of field
research publications had grown significantly since the mid-1980s but its use was still
primarily in the management accounting interest area. They also concluded that, where it had
been used, the contributions of field research were significant, particularly in finding cutting-
edge practices and enhancing their scholarly exploration, thereby contributing to the
understanding of phenomena and linking research with practice. Merchant and Van der Stede
(2006) suggested that while the field research method is particularly important for
management accounting scholars, it should be used more by scholars in other areas of
accounting to make similar contributions. Likewise, Carcello et al. (2011) have suggested
increasing use of qualitative research in governance and Power and Gendron (2015) in
auditing.

Given the continued interest in field-based research (Ahrens and Chapman, 2006; Dai
et al., 2019; Hoque, 2006; Moll et al., 2006; Parker, 2012; Power and Gendron, 2015) and
the increasing number of field-based accounting papers published, there is a need to continue
the work of Merchant and Van der Stede (2006). This study aims to analyse changes and
trends in the publication of field research in accounting since 2005. In addition, it aims to
analyse contributions from specific individuals, institutions and countries, and whether the
field studies have contributed to accounting research and textbooks. Hence, we address the
following research questions (RQs):

RQ1. Has the increasing trend in the use of field research continued or levelled off?

RQ2. Has the area of interest widened?

RQ3. Have the same journals continued to publish field-based accounting studies?

RQ4. What proportion of management accounting and accounting studies have used the
field studymethod?

RQ5. How have the most popular topics changed over the years?

RQ6. Which individuals, institutions and countries have contributed most to field
research?

RQ7. To what extent have the field studies contributed to accounting research and
textbooks?
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Following prior research, field research is understood to include both case studies (with a
sample of one firm) and field studies (with sample sizes greater than one) (Ferreira and
Merchant, 1992, p. 5). In addition to interviews, field studies may rely on other data
collection methods such as documents, observations, questionnaires and surveys (Moll et al.,
2006, p. 386). In their study, Merchant and Van der Stede (2006, p. 119) included both
interview-based field studies and some studies with a field study component. In the latter
case, the results reported stemmed mainly from other sources such as questionnaires or
archival data. We also focus on interview-based field studies, including both purely
qualitative interview-based (hereafter interview-based) field studies (i.e. studies without
quantitative data and/or analysis) and mixed-methods field studies (i.e. combining interview-
based elements with quantitative data and/or analysis). Given that data for the subsequent
24-year period (from 2005 to 2028) is not yet available, 75% of that period (the 18 years from
2005 to 2022) was selected for this study. In doing so, we are able to analyse some trends
during both the 18-year period and shorter six-year periods.

Our results contribute to literature that analyses accounting field research (e.g. Ahrens
and Dent, 1998; Ahrens and Chapman, 2006; Dai et al., 2019; Ferreira and Merchant, 1992;
Merchant and Van der Stede, 2006; Moll et al., 2006; Parker, 2012; Power and Gendron,
2015). Firstly, it extends Merchant and Van der Stede’s (2006) work on the changes and
trends in accounting research until the year 2022. Secondly, it extends research on the
individuals, institutions and countries (Baker et al., 2023) that have contributed most to field
research. Thirdly, it contributes to accounting research by identifying the most highly cited
field-based accounting research articles in research (Baker et al., 2023) and in a sample of
accounting textbooks.

This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 introduces our data and methods, and
Section 3 presents the results. In Section 4, we conclude the paper with a summary of our
major findings, acknowledge the limitations of this study and suggest future directions for
field research.

2. Data and methods
Our data collection, classification and analysis involved six steps. Firstly, because we wanted
to be able to compare and contrast accounting field research trends from 2005 to 2022 against
the 1981–2004 period used in Merchant and Van der Stede’s (2006) study, we searched for
articles from the same set of 14 accounting journals (see Table 1). The following information
about articles was initially saved from Scopus database on Excel: authors, title, year, source
title, volume, issue, article number, page start, page end, DOI, document type, publication
and EID. Once downloaded, all article entries were manually verified to confirm and correct
any identifiable data, such as year, volume and issue as well to add any missing entries. Most
journals had one or two Scopus entries with discrepancies when manually compared to the
journal database. There were also some journals with a lot more discrepancies. Book
reviews, erratums, discussions, replies, obituaries, brief editorials without citations,
viewpoints, poems and so on, were excluded. In all, we identified 8,567 research articles
from the aforementioned journals from 2005 to 2022 and 6,445 research articles from 1981
to 2004. Hence, the number of research articles in the journals has increased by nearly one
third (32.9%). Table 1 lists the frequency of research articles, the rankings and cite scores
across journals. Because we did not have full access to articles published in the International
Tax Journal (ITJ) from 2017 to 2022, the subsequent analysis and results only include ITJ
articles from 2005 to 2016.

Secondly, as it was of interest to measure the proportion of management accounting
studies that use the field study method by journal (see Merchant and Van der Stede, 2006),
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we searched for management accounting studies according to title or a more detailed
investigation. We used the following classification of management accounting research
topics (Hesford et al., 2007; Shields, 1997; Kihn and Näsi, 2017): cost (accounting),
(management) control and other. Cost accounting includes both traditional cost allocations
and activity-based costing, cost variances, the use of cost information for decision-making
(Hesford et al., 2007) and strategic costing such as attribute costing, life-cycle costing,
quality costing, target costing and value-chain costing (Cadez and Guilding, 2008).
Management control refers to operating budgeting, capital budgeting and investments,
performance measurement, evaluation and incentive systems and organizational control
(Hesford et al., 2007, p. 7). Other management accounting topics include accounting
information systems (AIS) primarily in the context of management accounting,
benchmarking, total quality management (TQM), just-in time (JIT), strategic management
and strategic management accounting (SMA), transfer pricing (Hesford et al., 2007, p. 7),
decision-making, among others. There were 1,563 articles considered to be management
accounting papers in total.

Thirdly, using Merchant and Van der Stede’s (2006) definition of field research, we
simultaneously searched for field studies with interviews conducted by the author(s) based
on the title or a more detailed investigation [1]. Initially, such information was searched for in
the title, keywords and abstract. Failing that, the term “interview” was searched for in the
entirety of the PDF version of the article using the Find function. While articles with
secondary interview data and citations to other interview-based studies were excluded,
articles with primary interview data were included. There were 1,115 (13.0%) articles
considered in field-based accounting studies.

Fourthly, each field-based accounting article was classified based on its area of interest,
whether it was a purely qualitative interview-based study or a mixed-methods study, where it
had been published, and the publishing year. Each field-based article was classified based on
the following primary topic areas: (1) audit, (2) financial (accounting, FA), (3) management
(accounting, MA), (4) (accounting information) systems (AIS), (5) tax, (6) corporate social
responsibility (CSR) and (7) other. All these interest areas are in line with Merchant and Van
der Stede (2006, p. 121) except the addition of CSR due to a growing trend that was
previously included under “other”. Audit refers to external and internal audit, and internal
control. Financial accounting includes issues related to bookkeeping, financial statements,
reporting, (corporate) disclosures, earnings announcements and financial (statement)
analysis. AIS is understood to cover research primarily on computerized and electronic
accounting information systems, communication technologies, artificial intelligence,
machine learning, big data and digitalization in general. However, when the studies were
primarily interested in audits, FA, MA, CSR or others, they were classified as such studies
rather than AIS. Tax is understood to involve all kinds of issues related to tax. CSR includes
environmental accounting, integrated reporting, social accounting, sustainability and
environmental, social and governance (ESG). Other includes subcategories such as
accountability, accounting education, accounting research, accounting history, (corporate)
governance, capital markets, corporate finance, forensic accounting, gender, public sector
accounting, researchmethodology and risk management.

Regarding the area-dedicated journals, all the field studies published in Auditing: A
Journal of Practice & Theory were considered auditing studies. Likewise, all the articles
published in the International Tax Journal and in the Journal of the American Taxation
Association were considered tax studies. Finally, all field studies published in the Journal of
Management Accounting and Management Accounting Research were considered
management accounting studies.
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Because of the increasing interest in mixed-methods research, we categorized field
research into (purely) interview-based (qualitative) research and mixed-methods
research. Studies are classified as mixed method if they have reported conducting mixed-
methods research or interviews as a part of a quantitative study so long as the interviews
were not related merely to pilot testing [2], survey sample selection, verification of
analysis methods, collection of quantitative data or to secondary interview data. Typically,
interviews were used in mixed-methods studies for clarifying the phenomena researched,
developing hypotheses, developing survey or instruments and explaining quantitative
results. Regarding mixed-methods studies, we collected data on, and analysed, whether
the field study elements had been conducted before or after the quantitative results were
received or both (see Ferreira and Merchant, 1992; Tucker and Hoque, 2017, p. 308).
Other types of field studies, such as studies based on field observations only or field
experiments taking place in a real-world setting (Kaplan, 1986; Moll et al., 2006) were
not examined separately because they were not used or were very rare during the research
periods of earlier studies and our study [3].

The articles were classified based on the 14 journals listed above and the year of
publication (2005–2022). In the analysis of the number and proportion of field studies, and to
further analyse changes over time, the 18-year period was also split into the first six-year
period, the subsequent six-year period and the last six-year period.

Fifthly, bibliometric analysis was conducted using data from SciVal, an analytical tool
from Elsevier based on data from the Scopus database. Firstly, all the field-based articles
were imported as a publication set into SciVal. Then, the publication data was exported
from SciVal, including several key fields: authors, institutions, countries, citations and
topics. Compared to data from Scopus, the data from SciVal has several benefits, such as
cleaner affiliation data. The affiliation data of all authors was used to generate the tables
for the top 10 contributing authors, institutions and countries in the publication set. The
exported data also included the topics of publications. In SciVal, each publication is
mapped to a topic, which are formed by clustering Scopus publications into topics based
on a direct citation analysis. SciVal citation data was used to generate the list of the most
cited publications in the Scopus database. The final analysis was conducted using
Microsoft Excel.

Sixthly, with the 1,115 above-mentioned accounting field research articles in mind, we
collected references from a sample of accounting textbooks to analyse whether the field-
based accounting studies published during 2005–2022 had been cited in them. We selected
recent editions of 18 textbooks in the fields of management accounting, financial accounting
and auditing, which were published in English by large internationally well-known
publishers (such as Pearson, Prentice Hall, McGraw Hill, Cengage) during 2012–2022, and
which included references. References were collected from the following six management
accounting textbooks: Bhimani et al. (2019, 164 references); Burns et al. (2013, 256
references); Drury (2021, 338 references); Groot and Selto (2013, 350 references); Hartmann
et al. (2021, 395 references); and Merchant and Van der Stede (2017, 807 references).
Likewise, we collected references from the following six textbooks of financial accounting:
Alexander and Nobes (2020, 114 references); Atrill and McLaney (2022, 39 references);
Cotter (2012, 61 references); Elliott and Elliott (2019; 257 references); Palepu et al. (2022,
283 references); and Scott and O’Brien (2020, 517 references). Finally, references were
included from the following six auditing textbooks: Albrecht et al. (2019, 148 references);
Edler et al. (2020, 127 references); Johnstone-Zehms et al. (2019, 15 references); Knapp
(2022, 365 references); Louwers et al. (2021, 487 references); and Millichamp and Taylor
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(2022, 228 references). In total, we identified and analysed 4,951 references from the 18
aforementioned accounting textbooks for the purposes of citation analysis.

3. Empirical findings
3.1 Trends in the publication of field research
RQ1 concerns whether the increasing trend in the use of field research has continued or
levelled off. Table 2(a) shows the number of field research articles (both interview-based and
mixed-methods research articles) published during 2005–2022 (sorted by journal and
accounting interest area). The number of qualitative field studies has more than trebled from
the reported 318 field studies during the 24 years period from 1981 to 2004 (Merchant and
van der Stede, 2006, p. 121) to 1,115 field studies during the subsequent 18 years period from
2005 to 2022. The 1,115 field studies comprised of approximately 78% (f = 872) interview-
based studies [Table 2(b)] and 22% (f = 243) mixed-methods studies [Table 2(c)].

3.2 Subject areas of accounting field research
The RQ2was concerned with whether the base area of interest has widened. It is still the case
that the publication of field studies is most common in the management accounting interest
area, but field research is no longer as confined to management accounting as before [see
Table 2(a)]. Previously, 82% of field research belonged to management accounting but this
figure is now only 38%. Compared to Merchant and Van der Stede’s (2006) results from
1981 to 2004, field research is seeing an increase in auditing (from 8% to about 18%),
financial accounting (from 7% to about 10%), corporate social reporting (now almost 12%
and included as a separate category) and miscellaneous studies such as on public sector
accounting, the accounting profession and governance (from 2% to almost 20% and with
CSR as a separate category). In interview-based field studies, these proportions were rather
similar [see Table 2(b)]. As Table 2(c) shows, in mixed-methods studies, the proportion of
audit topics was substantially higher (approximately 33%) and the proportions of CSR and
other topics were substantially lower (4.5% and 10.7%, respectively).

3.3 Journals publishing accounting field research
The RQ3 concerns whether the same journals have continued publishing field-based
accounting studies. Based on our data, the publication of field studies was still common
among the previously noted journals but not confined to them as before. However, their
positions changed. Hence, the sequence order has changed from MAR, AOS, AAAJ and
EAR to AAAJ, AOS, MAR and CAR. The same sequence order of journals was found in
interview-based field studies except that EAR was fourth and CAR fifth [Table 2(b)]. As
Table 2(c) shows, mixed-methods field research was published mostly in AOS, CAR, TAR
and AAAJ (in that order). An all-area journal (RAS) and tax journals (ITJ and JATA) did not
publish any field studies during 2005–2022 [Table 2(b)], but RAS published some mixed-
methods studies in financial accounting and audit in particular [Table 2(c)].

While it was not common to publish field research in journals based in North America
during 1981–2004 (Merchant and Van der Stede, 2006), all but two journals included in the
sample (ITJ and JATA) published at least some field studies during 2005–2022. Hence, many
more journals based in North America have published at least some field studies. In
particular, the number of field studies increased in CAR (from 7 to 83), AudJPT (from 0 to
41) and TAR (from 2 to 35).
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Table 2. All field-based articles in accounting by journal and area (2005–2022)

Source Audit Financial Management Systems Tax CSR Other Total

Panel A: All field-based articles in accounting by journal and area (2005–2022)
All-area journals
AAAJ 36a 40 85 9 4 108 129 411
AOS 47 35 78 1 7 19 47 234
BRIA 3 0 2 0 0 0 3 8
CAR 40 6 26 0 3 0 9 84
EAR 19 13 36 0 1 2 12 83
JAE 1 7 1 1 1 0 7 18
JAR 4 4 4 0 0 1 6 19
RAS 4 5 1 0 0 0 1 11
TAR 7 5 19 0 0 1 3 35

Area-dedicated journals
AudJPT 41 0 0 0 0 0 0 41
ITJ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 –
JATA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
JMAR 0 0 23 0 0 0 0 23
MAR 0 0 148 0 0 0 0 148
Total 202 115 423 11 16 131 217 1115
Proportion (Pct.) (18.1)b (10.3) (37.9) (1.0) (1.4) (11.8) (19.5) (100.0)

Panel B: Interview-based articles in accounting by journal and area (2005–2022)
Audit Financial MA Systems Tax CSR Other Total

All-area journals
AAAJ 36a 35 81 9 4 99 122 386
AOS 32 34 54 1 5 18 44 188
BRIA 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 6
CAR 23 5 16 0 2 0 8 54
EAR 12 10 34 0 0 2 12 70
JAE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
JAR 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 2
RAS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TAR 3 1 2 0 0 1 0 7

Area-dedicated journals
AudJPT 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 14
ITJ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
JATA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
JMAR 0 0 13 0 0 0 0 13
MAR 0 0 131 0 0 0 0 131
Total 123 86 331 10 11 120 191 872
Proportion (Pct.) (14.1)c (9.9) (38.0) (1.1) (1.3) (13.8) (21.9) (100.0)

Panel C: Mixed-methods articles in accounting by journal and area (2005–2022)
All-area journals
AAAJ 0 5 4 0 0 9 7 25
AOS 15 1 24 0 2 1 3 46
BRIA 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
CAR 17 1 10 0 1 0 1 30
EAR 7 3 2 0 1 0 0 13
JAE 1 7 1 1 1 0 6 17
JAR 4 3 4 0 0 1 5 17
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3.4 Proportions of management accounting and accounting studies using the field study method
RQ4 concerns what proportion of management accounting and accounting studies have used
the field study method. Since management accounting is still the most popular topic area of
field research, it is of interest to measure the proportion of management accounting studies
that use the field study method by journal (see Table 3). Overall, the proportion of field

Table 2. Continued

Source Audit Financial Management Systems Tax CSR Other Total

RAS 4 5 1 0 0 0 1 11
TAR 4 4 17 0 0 0 3 28

Area-dedicated journals
AudJPT 27 0 0 0 0 0 0 27
ITJ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
JATA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
JMAR 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 10
MAR 0 0 17 0 0 0 0 17
Total 79 29 92 1 5 11 26 243
Proportion (Pct.) (32.5)d (11.9) (37.9) (0.4) (2.1) (4.5) (10.7) (100.0)

Notes: aNumber of articles; brow percentage indicating the proportion of all field-based articles by area of
all field-based accounting articles; ccrow percentage indicating the proportion of all interview-based
articles by area of all interview-based accounting articles; ddrow percentage indicating the proportion of all
mixed-methods articles by area of all mixed-methods accounting articles
Source: Created by authors based on Excel output

Table 3. Number and proportion of field-based articles in management accounting by journal (2005–2022)

Source

All management
accounting
articles

All field-based
management

accounting articles

Interview-based
management

accounting articles

Mixed-methods
management

accounting articles

AAAJ 121a 85a (70.2)b 81a (66.9)c 4a (3.3)d

AOS 198 78 (39.4) 54 (27.3) 24 (12.1)
BRIA 45 2 (4.4) 0 (0.0) 2 (4.4)
CAR 135 26 (19.3) 16 (11.9) 10 (7.4)
EAR 95 36 (37.9) 34 (35.8) 2 (2.1)
JAE 42 1 (2.4) 0 (0.0) 1 (2.4)
JAR 49 4 (8.2) 0 (0.0) 4 (8.2)
RAS 38 1 (2.6) 0 (0.0) 1 (2.6)
TAR 172 19 (11.0) 2 (1.2) 17 (9.9)
JMAR 322 23 (7.1) 13 (4.0) 10 (3.1)
MAR 346 148 (42.8) 131 (37.9) 17 (4.9)
Total 1563 423 (27.1) 331 (21.2) 92 (5.9)

Notes: aNumber of articles; brow percentage indicating the proportion of all field-based management
accounting articles of all management accounting articles per journal; crow percentage indicating the
proportion of interview-based management accounting articles of all management accounting articles per
journal; drow percentage indicating the proportion of mixed-methods management accounting articles of all
management accounting articles per journal
Source: Created by authors based on Excel output
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research within management accounting increased from 20% during 1981–2004 (Merchant
and Van der Stede, 2006, p. 122) to 27% during 2005–2022. The proportions of field-based
management accounting articles remained highest in the same four journals, but the sequence
order changed from AAAJ, MAR, EAR and AOS during 1981–2004 to AAAJ, MAR, AOS
and EAR during 2005–2022. While JMAR was fifth and CAR and JAE sixth during 1981–
2004, CAR was fifth and TAR sixth during 2005–2022. Hence, it was still the case that
publication of field studies was most common in management accounting and in journals
based outside North America (see alsoMerchant and Van der Stede, 2006, pp. 119-120).

As the third column of Table 3 shows, a similar sequence was also found in interview-
based studies on management accounting. The only exception was that the publishing of
interview-based studies in management accounting was more common in EAR than AOS
during 2005–2022. However, the proportions of mixed-methods management accounting
studies were highest in AOS, TAR, JAR and CAR, which were both European- (AOS) and
North American- (TAR, JAR, CAR) based journals.

Changes over time
Table 4(a)’s first column shows field study publication trends over time by listing the

number of field study articles in the analysed journals arranged by year and interest, leaving
all but management accounting in the “other” category. This data shows how the use of field-
based research methods has developed over the 18-year period. There have been an average
of 62 field-based studies per year, the range being 32−107. Nearly a quarter of them (275,
24.7%) were published during the first six years, slightly more (312, 28%) during the next six
years and almost half of them (528, 47.4%) during the last six years, suggesting a strong
growth in the absolute number of field studies more recently (i.e., on average, from
approximately 46 to 52 to 88 per year) (Appendix).

Table 4(a) also indicates substantial variation in the number of non-management accounting
and management accounting field studies. The number of non-management accounting studies
ranged from 13 to 79 per year and the number of management accounting studies ranged from
14 to 37 per year. Most (153, 36.2%) management accounting field studies were published
during the first six-year period, while most (398, 57.5%) non-management accounting field
studies were published during the last six-year period (Appendix).

As Table 4(b) shows, there were 30–82 interview-based accounting studies per year, with
an average of 48.4 per year. More than a quarter of them (227, 26.0%) were published during
the first six years, more (261, 29.9%) during the next six years and closer to half (384,
45.2%) during the last six years (Appendix), suggesting a strong growth in the number of
interview-based accounting studies during the last six years in particular. This growth
appears to be due to an increase in the number of non-management accounting field studies
(from 109, 20.1% during the first six-year period to 142, 26.2% during the next six-year
period and 290, 53.6% during the last six-year period, see Appendix). In contrast, the
absolute numbers of interview-based management accounting studies were rather similar
during the first two six-year periods (118, 35.6%, 119, 36.0%), but decreased (94, 28.4%)
during the last six-year period (Appendix).

The number of mixed-methods accounting studies was much smaller, ranging from just
two to 32 studies per year [see Table 4(c)] (on average, 13.5 per year). The numbers of
mixed-methods accounting studies published during the first and next six years were 48
(19.8%) and 51 (21.0%), respectively, but as many as 144 (59.3%) during the last six years
(Appendix). Overall, most (151, 62.1%) of the mixed-methods accounting studies were
published in the field of non-management accounting. Mixed-methods management
accounting studies first showed a decline from 35 (38.0%) during the first six years to
21 (22.8%) during the next six years but, thereafter, an increasing trend to 36 (39.1%).
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Table 4. Number and proportion of field-based articles by year (2005–2022)

Year
All accounting
field articles

Non-management
accounting Management accounting

Panel A: Number and proportion of field-based articles by year (2005–2022)
2005 47a 21a (44.7)b 26a (55.3)c

2006 32 18 (56.3) 14 (43.8)
2007 56 25 (44.6) 31 (55.4)
2008 41 13 (31.7) 28 (68.3)
2009 53 27 (50.9) 26 (49.1)
2010 46 18 (39.1) 28 (60.9)
2011 55 18 (33.3) 37 (67.3)
2012 48 27 (56.3) 21 (43.8)
2013 53 23 (43.4) 30 (56.6)
2014 48 34 (70.8) 14 (29.2)
2015 55 36 (65.5) 19 (34.5)
2016 53 34 (64.2) 19 (35.8)
2017 80 62 (77.5) 18 (22.5)
2018 93 66 (71.0) 27 (29.0)
2019 74 60 (81.1) 14 (18.9)
2020 87 63 (72.4) 24 (27.6)
2021 107 79 (73.8) 28 (26.2)
2022 87 68 (78.2) 19 (21.8)
Total 1115 692 (62.1) 423 (37.9)

Panel B: Number and proportion of interview-based articles by year (2005–2022)
All interview-based
accounting articles

Interview-based
non-management

accounting

Interview-based
management accounting

2005 39 19 (48.7)d 20 (51.3)e

2006 30 16 (53.3) 14 (46.7)
2007 47 24 (51.1) 23 (48.9)
2008 32 13 (40.6) 19 (59.4)
2009 42 22 (52.4) 20 (47.6)
2010 37 15 (40.5) 22 (59.5)
2011 44 14 (31.8) 30 (68.2)
2012 41 24 (58.5) 17 (41.5)
2013 48 20 (41.7) 28 (58.3)
2014 37 28 (75.7) 9 (24.3)
2015 46 28 (60.9) 18 (39.1)
2016 45 28 (62.2) 17 (37.8)
2017 62 47 (75.8) 15 (24.2)
2018 61 44 (72.1) 17 (27.9)
2019 57 43 (75.4) 14 (24.6)
2020 60 45 (75.0) 15 (25.0)
2021 82 62 (75.6) 20 (24.4)
2022 62 49 (79.0) 13 (21.0)
Total 872 541 (62.0) 331 (38.0)
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In contrast, there was a sharp increasing trend in the number of mixed-methods non-
management accounting studies, from 13 (8.6%) during the first six years to 30 (19.9%)
during the next six years and 108 (71.5%) during the last six years (Appendix).

In mixed-methods accounting research, field study elements may be conducted before or after
the quantitative results are received, or both (Tucker and Hoque, 2017, p. 308). According to our
extended analysis, interview-based datawas collected before other types of data in nearly half (49%)
of the mixed-methods articles, after quantitative data in 38% of cases, both before and after in
approximately 10% of cases, or in parallel in four (1.6%) cases. Rather similarly, interview-based
data was analysed before quantitative analysis (48%), after (37%) or both (12%) [4]. Hence,
interview-based resultsweremost often used to obtain practitioner reactions to quantitative results.

To analyse whether this growth in field-based research was motivated by the growth in the
number of published articles in the journals analysed, we also calculated the proportion of
field-based management accounting articles during this 18-year period. According to
Merchant and Van der Stede (2006), the field study method was becoming more popular,
capturing a greater share of methods in the management accounting interest area.While there

Table 4. Continued

Year
All accounting
field articles

Non-management
accounting Management accounting

Panel C: Number and proportion of mixed-methods articles by year (2005–2022)
All mixed-methods
accounting
Articles

Mixed-method
non-management

accounting

Mixed-method
management
accounting

2005 8a 2a (25.0)f 6a (75.0)g

2006 2 2 (100.0) 0 (0.0)
2007 9 1 (11.1) 8 (88.9)
2008 9 0 (0.0) 9 (100.0)
2009 11 5 (45.5) 6 (54.5)
2010 9 3 (33.3) 6 (66.7)
2011 11 4 (36.4) 7 (63.6)
2012 7 3 (42.9) 4 (57.1)
2013 5 3 (60.0) 2 (40.0)
2014 11 6 (54.5) 5 (45.5)
2015 9 8 (88.9) 1 (11.1)
2016 8 6 (75.0) 2 (25.0)
2017 18 15 (83.3) 3 (16.7)
2018 32 22 (68.8) 10 (31.3)
2019 17 17 (100.0) 0 (0.0)
2020 27 18 (66.7) 9 (33.3)
2021 25 17 (68.0) 8 (32.0)
2022 25 19 (76.0) 6 (24.0)
Total 243 151 (62.1) 92 (37.9)

Notes: aNumber of articles per year; brow percent indicating the proportion of non-management accounting
field articles of all accounting field articles per year; crow percentage indicating the proportion of management
accounting field articles of all accounting field articles per year; drow percent indicating the proportion of all
interview-based non-management accounting articles of all interview-based accounting articles per year; erow
percent indicating the proportion of interview-based management accounting articles of all interview-based
accounting articles; frow percentage indicating the proportion of mixed-methods non-management accounting
articles of all mixed-methods accounting articles per year; grow percentage indicating the proportion of mixed-
methods management accounting articles of all mixed-methods accounting articles per year
Source: Created by authors based on Excel output
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is considerable variation from year to year, based on our findings, summarized in Table 5, the
number of management accounting articles ranged from 66 to 104 during the first six years,
from 76 to 95 during the next six years and 67 to 110 during the last six years. The proportion
of field studies in the area of management accounting first increased to 153 (31%) of all
management accounting studies during the first six years of 2005–2019 (f = 493), then
decreased to 140 (28.4%) during the next six years 2011–2016 (f = 505) and again decreased
to 130 (23.0%) during the last six years 2017–2022 (f = 565) (Appendix). Initially, this
decreasing trend was thought to be due to a decrease in the proportion of mixed-methods
management accounting research articles in all management accounting research articles
between the first two six-year periods. In addition, the decrease was due to a decrease in the
proportion of interview-based management accounting articles in all management
accounting articles between the last two six-year periods.

Secondly, we also calculated the proportion of all 1,115 field-based articles in all 8,567
accounting research articles and found that, on average, approximately 13% of all articles
published in accounting were field studies (Table 6). While the average proportion of field
studies in accounting was 12.2% during the first six years of 2005–2010, it was 11.1% during
the second six years of 2011–2016 and 15.2% during the last six years of 2017–2022. Hence,
there was a slight decline in the relative growth of accounting field studies during the six-
year period 2011–2016 (i.e. the proportion of accounting field studies of all accounting

Table 5. Number and proportion of field-based articles in management accounting by year (2005–
2022)

Year
All management
accounting articles

All field-based
management

accounting articles

Interview-based
management

accounting articles

Mixed-methods
management

accounting articles

2005 66a 26a (39.39)b 20a (30.30)c 6a (9.09)d

2006 67 14 (20.90) 14 (20.90) 0 (0.00)
2007 76 31 (40.79) 23 (30.26) 8 (10.53)
2008 104 28 (26.92) 19 (18.27) 9 (8.65)
2009 87 26 (29.89) 20 (22.99) 6 (6.90)
2010 92 28 (30.43) 22 (23.91) 6 (6.52)
2011 90 37 (41.11) 30 (33.33) 7 (7.78)
2012 82 21 (25.61) 17 (20.73) 4 (4.88)
2013 76 30 (39.47) 28 (36.84) 2 (2.63)
2014 81 14 (17.28) 9 (11.11) 5 (6.17)
2015 82 19 (23.17) 18 (21.95) 1 (1.22)
2016 95 19 (20.00) 17 (17.89) 2 (2.11)
2017 67 18 (26.87) 15 (22.39) 3 (4.48)
2018 95 27 (28.42) 17 (17.89) 10 (10.53)
2019 93 14 (15.05) 14 (15.05) 0 (0.00)
2020 110 24 (21.82) 15 (13.64) 9 (8.18)
2021 99 28 (28.28) 20 (20.20) 8 (8.08)
2022 101 19 (18.81) 13 (12.87) 6 (5.94)
Total 1563 423 (27.06) 331 (21.18) 92 (5.89)

Notes: aNumber of articles; brow percentage indicating the proportion of all field-based management
accounting articles of all management accounting articles; crow percentage indicating the proportion of
interview-based management accounting articles of all management accounting articles per; drow
percentage indicating the proportion of mixed-methods management accounting articles of all management
accounting articles
Source: Created by authors based on Excel output
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articles declined) but it was followed by an increase in the relative growth of accounting field
studies during the last six-year period of 2017–2022. In contrast, the proportion of field
studies was approximately 4.9%, on average, during 1981–2004.

Overall, both the absolute and relative number of accounting articles using the field
research method have continued to grow during the 18-year period of 2005–2022, even from
the high levels reported during 1981–2004. While many accounting journals have been open
to publishing field research papers, the editorial policy statements of AAAJ, MAR, BRIA,
and more recently JAR, explicitly include, among others, case and field methods, field
research and field studies. While the publication of field studies is still most common in the
management accounting area, it no longer dominates, as field research has also increased in
auditing, CSR, financial accounting and other areas. Interview-based field studies were most
common, but the proportion of mixed-methods studies was growing faster in non-
management accounting, in particular. In mixed-methods research, interview-based results
are most often used to obtain practitioner reactions before the collection of other data.

3.5 Changes in the most popular topics
RQ5 concerns how the most popular topics have changed over time. Based on SciVal, an
analysis tool based on Scopus data, nearly 180 topics can be found in the field-based
accounting articles. Table 7 shows the central research topics over time. In field-based
accounting research, the total number of publications has clearly been highest in public
sector management control case studies (with 217 articles), followed by studies combining
elements of management audit, control systems and performance measurement (106 articles)
and content analysis of CSR (105 articles). The number of publications has been increasing
in the first- and third-mentioned topic areas over time but somewhat decreased in the second

Table 6. Number and proportion of field-based articles in accounting by year (2005–2022)

Year All accounting articles
All field-based
accounting articles

Proportion of field-based
articles in accounting

2005 331 47 14.20
2006 323 32 9.91
2007 354 56 15.82
2008 408 41 10.05
2009 425 53 12.47
2010 422 46 10.90
2011 455 55 12.09
2012 456 48 10.53
2013 468 53 11.32
2014 464 48 10.34
2015 499 55 11.02
2016 491 53 10.79
2017 503 80 15.90
2018 571 93 16.29
2019 585 74 12.65
2020 574 87 15.16
2021 612 107 17.48
2022 626 87 13.90
Total 8,567 1,115 13.02

Source: Created by authors based on Excel output
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topic area. The same pattern of results can be seen in interview-based accounting research. In
contrast, all the top three topics of mixed-methods accounting research are concerned with
aspects of auditing.

3.6 Biggest contributors to field research
The RQ6 was interested in which authors, institutions and countries have contributed to
field-based accounting research the most. Overall, 1,659 authors contributed to field-based
articles, 1,228 authors contributed to interview-based articles and 533 authors to mixed-methods
articles published. Table 8 shows the top ten most prolific authors between 2005 and 2022.
Gendron tops the lists of field-based articles, with 25, followed by Mourtisen, O’Dwyer and
Free, each with over 12 articles. This same sequence of authors can be seen in interview-based
articles. Grabner, Hatfield, Masli and Sharp have been the most productive authors in
mixed-methods accounting research.

Overall, the authors of the field-based accounting articles come from as many as 542
universities, the authors of the interview-based articles from 430 universities and the authors
of mixed-methods articles from 269 universities. Table 9 shows the universities with the
highest number of field-based accounting publications as follows: University of Manchester,
Copenhagen Business School, University of New South Wales and Université Laval. The
sequence of interview-based articles is same except that Université Laval is third and
University of New South Wales fourth. In contrast, authors based at the University of
Southern California, Arizona State University and Texas A&M University have the highest
number of mixed-methods articles. The large number of accounting faculties in these large
institutions may drive these results.

Overall, the authors publishing field-based accounting research come from 63 countries,
whereas authors publishing interview-based studies come from 58 countries and authors
publishing mixed-methods studies from 33 countries. Table 10 shows the top ten country
affiliations of authors between 2005 and 2022. UK-, USA-, Australian- and Canadian-
affiliated authors dominate the list of field-based accounting articles. The same top ten
countries can be found in the same sequence in interview-based accounting articles except
that Australia is second and Canada is third. In mixed-methods accounting research, USA
comes first, followed by UK, Australia and Germany. Besides the large English-speaking
countries, European countries represent the primary affiliation of interview- and all
field-based articles. In mixed-methods research, Asian-affiliated authors also rank among the
top ten.

3.7 Contributions of accounting field research to research and textbooks
The final research question concerns what the body of field research published during 2005–
2022 has contributed to research and textbooks. Overall, virtually all (1,100, 98.7%) of the
1,115 accounting field research articles had already been cited in the Scopus database at least
once, if not more. Table 11 shows the 20 most cited accounting field research articles. The
mixed-methods study by Graham et al. (2005), which analyses the economic implications of
corporate financial reporting, has the most citations with 3,502. Next, with 538 citations, is
MacKenzie’s (2009) field study focusing on gases, emission rights and the politics of carbon
markets. Third with 530 citations is Brown et al. (2015), which examines the “black box” of
sell-side financial analysts. Of the 20 most highly cited articles, six are in the subject area of
management accounting and control, five in the subject area of CSR, four in others, three in
FA and two in audit. Thirteen are interview-based studies and seven are mixed-methods
papers. Most of these papers have been published in AOS (f = 10), AAAJ (f = 3) or JAE (f =
3). Older articles have naturally had more time to get cited. Of the top 20 papers, 15 were
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published during the first six years of 2005–2010 and the rest during the second six years of
2011–2016.

Another way to assess the contributions of field research to accounting is to analyse
citations in textbooks. Therefore, we analysed whether the 1,115 accounting field research
articles included in our sample were cited in accounting textbooks. As Table 12 shows, 35
(3.1%) out of the 1,115 accounting field studies were cited in the 18 textbooks reviewed.

Table 8. Top 10 authors by number of field-based publications (2005–2022)

Rank Author Publications

Interview-based articles
1 Gendron, Y. 24
2 Mouritsen, J. 14
3 O'Dwyer, B. 13
4 Free, C. 12
4 Scapens, R.W. 12
6 Ezzamel, M. 11
6
6

Järvinen, J.T.
Kraus, K.

11
11

9 Modell, S. 10
9 Neu, D. 10

Mixed-methods articles
1 Grabner, I. 6
2 Hatfield, R.C. 5
2 Masli, A. 5
2 Sharp, N.Y. 5
5 Anderson, S.W. 4
5 Call, A.C. 4
5
5

Casas-Arce, P.
Du, F.

4
4

5 Koch, C. 4
5 Mahlendorf, M.D. 4
5 Maksymov, E. 4
5 Moers, F. 4
5 Rajgopal, S. 4
5
5
5

Sandino, T.
Sedatole, K.L.
Wood, D.A.

4
4
4

All field-based articles
1 Gendron, Y. 25
2 Mouritsen, J. 14
3 O'Dwyer, B 13
4 Free, C. 12
4 Scapens, R.W. 12
6 Ezzamel, M. 11
6
6

Järvinen, J.T.
Kraus, K.

11
11

9 Messner, M. 10
9
9

Modell, S.
Neu, D.

10
10

9 Spence, C. 10

Source: Created by authors based on SciVal data
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Most of the citations were to accounting field studies published during the first six years
(2005–2010) (n = 24) and the rest to studies published during the next six years (2011–2016)
(n = 11). The accounting field studies cited had been published by the following eight
journals: MAR (f = 11), AOS (f = 8), CAR (f = 5), EAR (f = 4), AAAJ (f = 3), JAE (f = 2),
JMAR (f = 1) and TAR (f = 1).

Almost half (8 out of 18, 44%) of the textbooks analysed had cited 1 to 10 field studies.
Burns et al. (2013) and Merchant and Van der Stede (2017) cited ten studies, Drury (2021) as
well as Groot and Selto (2013) six studies, Hartmann et al. (2021) three studies, Louwers
et al. (2021) two studies and Alexander and Nobes (2020) and Scott and O’Brien one study.
Hence, most (all but three) textbooks citing accounting field studies are management

Table 9. Top 10 institutions by number of field-based publications (2005–2022)

Rank Institution Publications

Interview-based articles
1 University of Manchester 60
2 Copenhagen Business School 44
3 Université Laval 35
4 University of New South Wales 30
5 HEC School of Management 29
5 University of Essex 29
7 Cardiff University 28
8 University of Edinburgh 27
8 University of Sydney 27
10 University of Groningen 26

Mixed-methods articles
1 University of Southern California 16
2 Arizona State University 13
3 Texas A&M University 10
4 Brigham Young University 8
4 University of Kansas 8
4 Vienna University of Economics and Business 8
7 Harvard University 7
7 Maastricht University 7
7 University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign 7
7 University of Massachusetts 7
7 University of New South Wales 7
7 Emory University 7

All Field-based articles
1 University of Manchester 65
2 Copenhagen Business School 46
3 University of New South Wales 37
4 Université Laval 36
5 HEC School of Management 33
6 Cardiff University 30
7 University of Essex 29
7 University of Sydney 29
9 Monash University 28
9 University of Edinburgh 28
9 University of Groningen 28

Source: Created by authors based on SciVal data

Journal of
Accounting &
Organizational

Change

241

Downloaded from http://ftp.nowpublishers.com/jaoc/article-pdf/20/6/223/9473160/jaoc-12-2023-0221.pdf by guest on 03 June 2026



accounting textbooks. Two of the remaining three textbooks which cited accounting field studies
are financial accounting textbooks, and one is an auditing textbook. Interview-based field articles
(f = 23) were cited more often than mixed-methods research articles (f = 12). Three of the field
studies were cited three times, seven twice (typically in the same textbook) and others once.

Thirty-one of the articles cited were within management accounting, three articles in financial
accounting and one in auditing. The most popular topics were: “beyond budgeting” and/or
budgeting (f = 5), performance measurement or management (including balanced scorecards) (f =
4), change (f = 3), transfer pricing (f = 3), corporate governance (f = 2) and incentives (f = 2). Two
of these topics – “beyond budgeting” and “corporate governance” – were also completely new
topics to textbooks [5]. These are good examples of topics that originated in practice and were
later discovered by scholars who researched andwrote about them.

Table 10. Top 10 countries by number of field-based publications (2005–2022)

Rank Country Publications

Interview-based articles
1 United Kingdom 323
2 Australia 180
3 Canada 111
4 United States 77
5 France 71
6 Netherlands 59
7 Sweden 58
8 Finland 54
9 Italy 50
10 Denmark 49

Mixed-methods articles
1 United States 143
2 United Kingdom 30
3 Australia 29
4 Germany 18
5 Netherlands 18
6 Canada 12
6 China 12
8 Hong Kong 11
8 Singapore 11
10 Austria 9
10 France 9

All field-based articles
1 United Kingdom 353
2 United States 220
3 Australia 209
4 Canada 123
5 France 80
6 Netherlands 77
7 Sweden 62
8 Finland 56
8 Italy 56
10 Denmark 53

Source: Created by authors based on SciVal data
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4. Summary and conclusions
This study aimed to analyse how the publication of field research in accounting has changed
since 2005. In addition, it aimed to analyse contributions from specific individuals,
institutions and countries, and whether the field studies have contributed to accounting
research and textbooks. We identified 1,115 field-based accounting articles, and classified
and analysed their area of interest, methodology (interview-based/mixed-methods research),
journal, publishing year, topics, author(s), institutional-affiliations, country-affiliations and
citations.

Table 12. Field research cited in accounting textbooks

Author(s), year Journal field research type Topic

Abrahamsson et al. (2011) AAAJ Interview-based MAa (change)
Andon et al. (2007) MAR Interview-based MA (change)
Becker et al. (2016) CAR Mixed methods MA (budgeting)
Bourmistrov and Kaarboe (2013) MAR Interview-based MA (beyond budgeting)
Burns and Baldvinsdottir (2005) EAR Interview-based MA (hybrid accountants)
Busco et al. (2006) MAR Interview-based MA (trust)
Cohen et al. (2010) CAR Interview-based FAb (corporate governance)
Cools and Slagmulder (2009) JMAR Interview-based MA (transfer pricing)
Cools et al. (2008) AOS Interview-based MA (transfer pricing)
Dechow and Mouritsen (2005) AOS Interview-based MA (management control)
Dichev et al. (2013) JAE Mixed methods FA (earnings quality)
Ezzamel et al. (2008) AOS Interview-based MA (manufacturing shareholder value)
Friis et al. (2015) EAR Interview-based MA (incentives)
Frow et al. (2010) AOS Interview-based MA (continuous budgeting)
Gong et al. (2011) CAR Mixed methods MA (real options)
Graham et al. (2005) JAE Mixed methods FA (financial reporting)
Griffth et al. (2015) CAR Mixed methods AUc (audit)
Jansen et al. (2009) AOS Mixed methods MA (incentives)
Kajüter and Kulmala (2005) MAR Interview-based MA (open book accounting)
Kraus and Lind (2010) MAR Interview-based MA (balanced scorecard)
Lukka (2007) MAR Interview-based MA (change and stability)
Maas and Matejka (2009) TAR Mixed methods MA (controllers)
Major and Hopper (2005) MAR Interview-based MA (activity-based costing)
Malina et al. (2007) CAR Mixed methods MA (performance measurement)
Marginson and Ogden (2005) AOS Mixed methods MA (budget)
Melnyk et al. (2014)d MAR Mixed methods MA (performance measurement)
Modell (2009) AAAJ Interview-based MA (innovations)
Neumann (2010) MAR Interview-based MA (governance)
Østergren and Stensaker (2011) EAR Interview-based MA (beyond budgeting)
Plesner-Rossing and Rohde (2010) MAR Interview-based MA (transfer pricing)
Rowe et al. (2012) AOS Interview-based MA (responsibility accounting)
Tayles et al. (2007) AAAJ Mixed methods MA (intellectual capital)
Ter Bogt and Scapens (2012) EAR Interview-based MA (performance management)
Tillmann and Goddard (2008) MAR Interview-based MA (strategic management accounting)
Velez et al. (2008) AOS Mixed methods MA (management accounting systems)

Notes: aManagement Accounting; bFinancial Accounting; cAudit; dMelnyk, Bitichi, Platts, Tobials and
Andersen
Source: Created by authors based on Excel output
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Our analysis of these accounting studies confirms Merchant and Van der Stede’s (2006)
observation of continued growth in field-based accounting research. Overall, as 318 field-
based studies were published in 1981–2004 (Merchant and Van der Stede, 2006), but 1,115
field-based studies (of which approximately 78% were interview-based and 22% were
mixed-methods research) were published in 2005–2022, the number of field-based
accounting studies has nearly trebled and in less time. Since almost all accounting journals
published at least some field studies, the publication of field research was no longer so
confined to journals outside North America. Furthermore, field research is not as confined to
management accounting as before. While the proportion of field research within
management accounting has increased, it has also increased in auditing, corporate social
responsibility, financial accounting and other areas (such as accounting profession studies,
risk management, corporate governance and capital markets). This result supports the
predictions of Merchant and Van der Stede (2006) on non-management accounting research,
Carcello et al. (2011) on governance research and Power and Gendron (2015) on auditing
research. Field research has becomemuch more common.

Our findings also indicate that the relative growth of field-based accounting studies has
increased. While it was about 4.9% during 1981–2004, it was 13% during 2005–2022. While
the average proportion of field studies slightly declined from the six-year period of 2005–
2010 to 2011–2016, it then increased during 2017–2022. While interview-based management
accounting research was clearly the most popular, the fastest growth was seen in mixed-
methods non-management accounting research. In mixed-methods research, interview-based
data is most often obtained before quantitative data is collected and analysed.

In all field-based accounting studies (as well as in purely interview-based accounting
studies), increasing trends were observed in the areas of public sector management control
case studies and content analysis of CSR. A decreasing trend was seen in papers combining
elements of management audit, control systems and performance measurement. In contrast,
the top three topics of mixed-methods accounting research (with either increasing or
decreasing trends) were concerned with various aspects of auditing. The most prolific
authors of field-based accounting research contributed to up to 25 articles during 2005–2022.
Authors based at large universities in large English-speaking countries (UK, USA, Australia
and Canada) have been most productive, followed by authors in Europe and Asia.

Our analysis of citations in academic research indicates that the field studies have
contributed to academic research substantially more than to textbooks.While virtually all the
1,115 field research articles in accounting had been cited in academic research at least once,
only 35 of the papers had been cited in the 18 textbooks reviewed. Most textbooks citing
accounting field studies were management accounting textbooks.

This study had some limitations. Firstly, we sought to review the same journals as
Merchant and Van der Stede (2006) to compare findings. With the exception of ITJ (wherein
Merchant and Van der Stede did not find any field studies and we did not find any field
studies during 2005–2016), we were able to get full access to the same journals. By
comparing and contrasting our results with those of Merchant and Van der Stede (2006), we
have been able to identify, with a high degree of confidence, the significant changes and
trends that have occurred across the subsequent 18 years. Secondly, each article was
classified according to the judgement of the authors. Our classification of articles could differ
from that of Merchant and Van der Stede's (2006). However, differences are likely to be
minor.

Further research could also be directed towards the analysis of trends in interview-based
and mixed-methods field studies. Moreover, because many areas of accounting have recently
been identified as ripe for field experiments (Bloomield et al., 2016; Floyd and List, 2016),
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future research could also analyse trends in the use of field experiments in accounting
research.

Notes

1. The first two authors manually analysed and cross-checked whether the term interview existed in
articles published during 2005-2016. Whether it existed in articles published during 2017-2022
was first analysed with bibliometric analysis, then checked manually, and in unclear cases, cross-
checked by the second author.

2. Pilot testing is a normal phase of all surveys. According to Fink and Koskoff (1985, p. 41), a
survey should be pilot tested to see whether it can be administered and gather the information one
needs; the main goal being a reliable and valid survey.

3. According to Shields’ (1997, p. 12) results, field experiments were not used in management
accounting research by North Americans during the 1990s. In their study, Moll et al. (2006)
identified few field experiments. Based on the titles, keywords, and abstracts of the research
articles reviewed in this paper, there was only one qualitative study utilizing an (non-
randomized) experimental approach in the field of corporate social responsibility (Elijido-
Ten, Kloot and Clarkson, 2010), and eight quantitative field experiments in the fields of tax,
management accounting, and audit (Hasseldine et al., 2007; Aranda and Arello, 2010; Jamal
and Sunder, 2011; Lourenco, 2016; Casas-Arce, LourenÇo and MartÍnez-Jerez, 2017; Eyring
and Narayanan, 2018; Eyring, Ferguson and Koppers, 2021; Frimanson, Hornbach and
Hartmann, 2021).

4. In some cases the data was not available.

5. ‘Beyond budgeting’ was a new topic area in five of the management accounting textbooks
analysed (Burns et al., 2013, pp. 243-255; Groot and Selto, 2013, pp. 146-162; Merchant and
Van der Stede, 2017, p. 311; Drury, 2021, pp. 407-408; Hartmann et al., 2021, pp. 267-272).
‘Corporate governance’ was a new topic area in four of the textbooks analysed (Bhimani
et al., 2019, pp. 710-711; Groot and Selto, 2013, p. 384; Merchant and Van der Stede, 2017,
pp. 573-628; Hartmann et al., 2021, pp. 31-33).
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