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Research on Correlation Between Cor porate Governance and Cor porate Value

Chen Zuying' ,Liu Yinguo® ,Zhu Long’
(1 School of Economics and Management ,Fujian Agriculture and Forestry University ,Fuzhou 350002 ,China;
2 School of Business,Anhui Uninversty of Finance & Economics,Benbu Anhui 233030 ,China)

Abstract : This paper attempts to build up the corporate governance index and the measurement model of corporate value to reflect and eval uate

Chinds corporate governance level. Thenit teststhe correlation between Chinas corporate governance and corporate val ue through the regresson

anayss The results show that corporate governance level and corporate value as well as corporate performance have sgnificant correlation
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