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Research on Relationship between Board Governance and Company$

Business Distress: Status, Problem and Research Direction

Wang Zongjun, Wang Shanhui, Tian Yuan

(School of Management, Huazhong University of Science and T echnology, Wuhan 430074, China)

Abstract: The board of directors is regarded as the core of the corporate governan ce system, and its perform ance is actually linked to the finarr

cial difficulty directly. T his paper systematically reviews the domestic and external researches on the relationship between board of directors

governance and company business distress, and mainly describes the theories and empirical researches of domestic and foreign scholars about the

relationships between board size, inside directors, board independence as well as theeffectiveness of governance distress and the com pany s busr

ness distress, and gives abrief comment, and then points out the existing problems in these resear ches. Finally, it predicts the research direction.
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SMEs Technology Innovation Strategy Choice Model Based on DEA

Huang Shengquan, Cao Bin, Wang Hongyu
(School of Business, Central South University, Changsha 410083, China)

Abstract: T his paper systematically analyzes the innovation ability of SM Es in China and the innovation evaluation index system, and then ex

plores the choice mechanism of innovation mode of enterprise, and sets up enterprise technology innovation strategy choice model based on DE A

method. Finally, it puts forward suggestions for SMEs” technological innovation.
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