2012 ;4381 cdewlonall 2 pall Aot 158

alyll 5agaq 9ylal @ Wayilg gayll P Gdaddl 3292

* Ol des uga _s.m(:)h )
: * kil gl dasee slae o ol
25,1 deladl Beaload] Auc Liall elS yall 51s) L slan g calaSiul I dwlyudl ola Caugs

Jalsall ol 3l Gamdy s (e Lgg r LY 53ga Sy Lo 5510 Olae 2unypus 3yl
e dalisly (Gl (e @) 3B B milad 2 ALl dwslell wll e 5 351
(Jeaadl Aelin 2 mnzitl g o 3ol bty Juaall dslaia W1 3,585 il le 5305 (5lSay 330
@bl ger @ culyall Calual Gaasd Jal (reg (Lginga sty zLoYI 5510) Siluslas (s 2
Logistic) sLas! alasial @ dwlyudl z3kes uazy (2006-2001) 3 mal g3s as,a (45)
Lyl wbiladl o 3 & o e (Ordinary Least Squares OLS) ;Lasly (Regression
@lS ! o) I 2yl il eylal aag  (Pooled Data Regression) ot il 5la=iyl 3ass
Calizea I 7 L¥1 5505) Buuslacs coald 13 oyl Zumygu 2o 5l 253,81 Zolall Aealiad| Le Liall
333 paSliasd 151 aad @l il il o3a LT 539 Ll Al plated @ LeS cal yull il g
339 Jg> ¥ylud w5l ola 5y Lgiagar cnend 5l LY 350 cluslas (re asl 2 Gadu)
3Ll 2 Lgde slaie ¥ 301Sk! (g lS pall 1 ¢pe diball AL e llad! 33gm 9 0a,¥) 20 30!
sl 3l

A5, L liall alS il (Lo Baga (LY 551! telaniad | (3dual 335 + AHAN SLalSH

! 300 A LaY) Aaaladl — e liwe 3liad*

e oyl e gooliadl sl — el Slisi % %



159 Lo 352 55,1312 La 515 0391 2 3800 53g —alime sily )lae

Auditing Quality in Jordan and Its Impact on
Earnings Management and Earnings Quality

Dr. Allam Mohammed Mousa Hamdan *
Dr. Imad Mohammed Abu Tjela** '

Abstract

This study aims to investigate the existence of earnings management
practices and earnings quality in the industrial public companies listed in
Amman Stock Exchange (ASE), and tests the impact of auditing quality
characteristics (the audit office size, the connection with other global
offices, the client retention period, the auditing fees and the specialty
in client’s industry) on reducing earnings management practices, and
enhancement earnings quality. Towards realizing the objectives of the
study, the relationship was estimated and examined through the Logistic
Regression (LR) test, and Ordinary Least Squares (OLS). Data of 45
companies of the industrial sector for the period 2001--2006 were arranged
in a way that makes it possible to apply the (Pooled Data Regression).
The most important conclusion of the study was that the industrial public
companies listed in (ASE) have practiced earnings management each
year in the study period, and the study cannot prove the earnings quality
in the companies of the industrial sector. The study found no effect of the
characteristics of the audit quality on reducing the earnings management,
or enhancement the earnings quality. These results raise questions about
the quality of auditing in Jordan, and the quality of financial statements
disclosed by companies, and its usefulness in decision-making

Keywords: Auditing Quality; the Accruals; Earnings Management;
Earnings Quality; Industrial Jordanian companies.
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231 @5 AL o le Clinlly «agdall 239w (ye Lesble ol 5331 aue sy Las 0.05 (ye J31 o
Ui (493 15 5 Al ﬁ»ul Lasg el il ol bl (- NaturalLog) aealall @ Le sl
O e ga ol pantl Ay Ll Mb_\.ﬂcﬁh.vmulcaﬁ}ﬂ\.m.daLu)}'u\_y\_;ﬂe‘)}":..\g

oaalall g 551 dog y23 i ¥y sl 453 o (Dummy variables) a.ag
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Multicollinearity Test last Ja 11 yLcis

Lo ys Lle LLJ! <3 General Linear Model GLM Ll UJ;_Z..Jl a5l 353 O
Slo tdayall 1aa 3aam o 1515 .(Independency) il ol ! cpe W JS IOkl
(Jadiag ganadl) pnozull Algal D_o o)liel (Say ¥y (Gadaill mlimy ¥ Wiie aladl u]a.:.ﬂ zaged!
.(Collinearity D1agnost1c3) oolidie alusial @ sl gl ope ga=ally £(2003
Jeles sl @0 @3 (e ¢ i) oyl e suine U3 (Tolerance) Joles oluals wlis,
e it o dal ¥l Lulie sLaa! faa Aa 31 Variance Inflation Factor VIF
U in 3929 1 e (5) e lel (VIF) 2ad e Jgumsdl 5 (2003 ¢ iy )u\-'u‘ﬁﬁ alznd
il yill gand (VIF) 20 o das sy (1) @) Joandl oye - el M\M‘,ﬁaﬂ !
LA ol A il Y Al 3903 ol s Les (5) 1 (g o At

Autocorrelation Test 3181 dold y¥1 jLii

ole s oo tatal e 3 yglaall el aladl eilS (31 el 2 I Lo Yl A gl
Jau)yl_u;;lpuﬂﬂsbw@u\wtujcwlu\mtftu}s,w 3tz 3geill Ao
(Durbin Watson DW),Laal aluzial @ dulyull £3ka 2 alSall s2a 3929 (e Gaxilly
69 Canga Lolissl 3gmg | s peall (e A yall HLas V! 1aa 2 OF (2003 ) e 439)
A A itl Lal (53 bl dobisyl 39 1] s (4) (e A yall Al T ca8lantl 3l o
I a5l 2350 D-Woaea 5 dam S (1) 35 Jgandl 0y (2.5 = 1.5) o sl 5 o3l g
il ggimy U1 L 2 35eilly (2.407) o (LY 55051) bl suiit! e g g
LY (e dulyull 230 gla Sle Juig e 515 Gay (1.821) cils (auslall jud cilawadl)

3l
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Ay Z3Lad g HBLLd) A Mo S HLCS 1 (1) pd)y Jg>

Normal Distribution Multicollinearity Autocorrelation
Variabl -
ariables ngque P-value Tolerance VIF Durbin Watson
era
Big5 - -- 0.885 1.130 -
Global - - 0.879 1.137 -
Keep - - 0.669 1.494 -
Fees 1021 0.000 0.939 1.065 --
Professional -- - 0.730 1.370 --
Company 9928 0.000 0.886 | 1.129 -
ize
Financial 44 0.000 0701 | 1427 -
everage
ROI 12930 0.000 0.971 1.030 --
%urr.ent 733 0.000 0675 | 1.482 ~
ation
Earnings
Management B B B B 2407
Abnormal |\ 477953 | ¢ 0oo - - 1.821
Accruals

e e Gyl 2 il pan yund 3 Bmams o (201 oatslall) 2l yull z3Leis 03]
o dasgias rdall a5l ity 40l iy U1 €0 8| e Y1 il e Algde yud ol yuite
Ol Lel (s ol puite o oyl 00 gransy (07 07 s e juandll (e calb (b
€. ¢ latuall Uanll Ilais ¥ aysull Gudd Legd lanls oo puitie Lea o 3901 2 EMiLt. EQULt
58 dangies 0%, 0°) Gl €

B, +B,e(Big5,) + B,e(Global,,) + B,e (Keep,, ) + B,e (Fees,, )
+ [366 (professional[.yl) + B7e (Size[.yl) + [386 (Leveragem) + [396 (ROI[.J)
+ B, e (CurrRatio) + 0 ... (7)

A= 120N 0 € & o o boLiy¥! Gl cra 39alll 2 o 3y
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Ayl &Mg&.@ﬂ‘;\.ﬁ’}"
Clejﬁ'! 33929 513 ooy
Leie uall 2Lo¥1 35000 cliaSy Aunlal e climiall dawgil Crumy (2) @) Jodadl ooy
aallall Zeall colS 130 Lea bl aplsl Gl @l il (1) @@, Slael oy gl ol piatly
(0) @@l Slaely b oudl 3,502 clamia | dawgil 23l w‘yﬁsiw‘augaw
el 5 @ Gl lS il
LN 33119 aslall ;s Olasiud! iy (2) pd) J g

Abnormal Earnings Management
Years ] 1 0
I Accruals Freq. Percent Freq. Percent Total
2001 -1,540,312.0 16 36% 29 64% 45
2002 -2,519,139.0 25 56% 20 44% 45
2003 -2,002,977.0 16 36% 29 64% 45
2004 326.7 26 58% 19 42% 45
2005 90,470.1 1 2% 44 98% 45
2006 3,665,219.0 28 62% 17 38% 45
Total 112 41% 158 59% 270

(g 35S oS I M el giaad) 2 Aol ut elamiad| o das My (2) @25 Jgaad! e
(39S By e Glall 3l (el (ST LW 5510Y @IS pall ols dules I ety Sty b
(o aaVl e Loy o1 placeall i 51 oyl (ya oy qalS 3 5 l) Elcal] o JISEN Lo
a)b)ﬂ ol I elal (Givoly & Hayn 2000; Jain & Rezaee. 2004) clul,udl o
uul_zl\Jaa_w_Jlm)A&Lmjulc\ e ey Auie) 5,50 yie Audadl clBlaeiu N poama 2
AL e 0¥ Bilas 7L e O3e ¥l 2 el ) dadns

o (yn IS 0 o Lol llia ol (2) @) Jpamdl (pa dam Sl 1l s¥1 55050 3lets L Ll
e iy g1y 2006 2w 2. L1 5500] duolal 51,85 Glel gl s LY 5508] Auslas
2005 i 2 L3130 Auplal 1S5 Jol IS JsLatl Sag (6296 dips Lesy 38 5 (28) (o pie g
ald s Ll oY1 Al 8 2005 die o I 3 a9 2% dipesd Lagg 3y 3 55 3l sl
i 3500 ynlaay Bsaalmll 5 olally 3 yiml] ol yill lasdl culelaty coam U1 B15s¥ Ln
351] usles o Buwlpall dome 1S yill plinal €52 Al 8ygems (Sl 63 505 «2004
L candy) 3 5 ay o Al el N et claylaws) © G plad¥l ol Ll 3301 LYl



173 Lo 352 55,1312 La 515 0391 2 3800 53g —alime sily )lae

Alee Ob IS a0l (an 3 AL 03 e 005 Ly (g1 (AL st 2 oY 3500 dslas
uuttuﬁy\uaﬁ‘;guuwswd}mumJsLmuMm_quwaytﬁLwL@.a\)m
Lo il (@ (yag LBl 0pgile 2 il 133l (s A lS 3l gt Alaionl ) 2alisWly (a8
2006 52005 i o 3l 2 sl gl csglatl o e Grale I ALYl 3,15Y pllas daus 2
BailB e S @l il e (Sl g ALl B3l JyunW nms sl oy il 058 Ly
Jagaad eilas !
AR Oyl i g

Ll Il L3S all @ (Gl bl ey dlanll Awlull o yute (3) @@ Jsand! Casg
Jolasl Ay lema¥ Lo Ll Jass 2

Al Al yjld | Ol pidile cao 9 (3) Jou>

Years A;(eiiGtsi*ng Company Size Egae?z;; ROI C};l;rtri?:]t
2001 9,083 27,389,420 32.027 2.649 2777
2002 9,367 29,088,859 31.578 3.707 3.355
2003 11,134 31,795,683 33.138 2.757 3.433
2004 11,768 59,024,190 31.842 -3.419 3.187
2005 11,914 70,377,672 28.291 5.792 3.612
2006 12,834 42,933,522 28.516 4.192 3.513

1JD = 14018 . is,9 bty *

el dasgia 31 3) 5 ale (e selai 2 o 6,31 2 3aunl Gl ol (3) @3 Jsaadl cng
cal G sgreally @ painly 2001 ale 25055 9.083 (3,31 2 duclivall cilS il le 3803
Fagall O da S 389l Aeally @iall 35l @ Lel Loy 12,834 alaugio Le 2006 ale 2
Lol 2ed Slel il 135 2001 ale (o patins w33 2 cilS 303,¥1 duclivall @ilS il 485l
e 23 SISl slael sul Hlitly 22006 ale 2 39% dawk cunisil @ 2005 ale 2
sleiel (il @32003 ale 2 Lgt 3 Glel el 2 2a0 00 o das S5 Lglganl Jigad 2 (pgnd!
ole Bl Gl Lo el .28% L1 Jmsd Al el gicadl 20 yguad] e 3,31 dae Liall el il
i cais G aas 2005 ale 2 ols Sle L,m A dan M 30 ¥ Age Liad elS a0l 2 Lea Y
Ao ol das S tﬁ,b =3.4% ;luze uLm [5le caaa 312004 ale 2 Lgt ke ool als yal
(:LQLL@MU.\.:‘L.MJAJ&QQ,IULJ‘ w|@5mymu“_u;,y\ Mwlulsfﬁdj‘q.ﬂ
ol Sle Wle Llely g 1ad el L‘m aed 212005
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Dummy variables aiagl) alasit! dul,ul el yuxt Ll Lisg (4) @@ Joandl gla
Gl (iSe Balaial 5,0 L Adle CalSey GO (aSa Lol (3B &S 4h @ iag (0.1

Al Al jld) O pudiio oo g (4) pBdy J o>

Size of audit firm Global

Years Big5 Non-Big5 Linked to global N"“:gﬁg';fd to

Freq. Percent || Freq. | Percent Freq. Percent Freq. Percent
2001 33 73% 12 27% 16 36% 29 64%
2002 31 69% 14 31% 14 31% 31 69%
2003 34 76% 11 24% 15 33% 30 67%
2004 34 76% 11 24% 14 31% 31 69%
2005 30 67% 15 33% 13 29% 32 1%
2006 28 62% 17 38% 13 29% 32 1%

Keep Professional

Years MO;‘;;}:H 3 Les;etz‘llzn 3 Specializes Non-specialized

Freq. Percent || Freq. | Percent Freq. Percent Freq. Percent
2001 39 87% 6 13% 33 73% 12 27%
2002 41 91% 4 9% 33 73% 12 27%
2003 44 98% 1 2% 33 73% 12 27%
2004 43 96% 2 4% 33 73% 12 27%
2005 43 96% 2 4% 33 73% 12 27%
2006 39 87% 6 13% 33 73% 12 27%

BB (Bges ol ylares 5912 (65 Al 3B IS 55 o L S (4) (@35 Jgandl ope

2 Led 3yl A 3l 3l w3y A8, Aeliall @l il I e i Lo 335 31 Slilus!
122005 iz 3) il e 2l S OV B 6 S Lwedl G0 @IS 4i st of 2006 alal!
oia &l ol cdas S Alle (1S 353,31 330 (1S ol 5! (Stas (3las Leia Lo . (2006 (il
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Bla Lo Lel 330001 2Ll el 3l Lgp LS| 2 @l Las 2l e (lSiey cillaLisy| Lgd S
2003 i 3,91 2 a595Lal Aplomll Aiga @ulads 05315 sy« Jueally 3301 (Sa doliia | 3 05
Jgaandl (e clsion sl a9 Le Jrae bl 385 2 5 peian¥ly 33001 CaSH Lgad ava 3l 3.l
ol 3 Jeenll GB0 38 18 dolans | s;&@bﬁatjmtoﬁiﬁsﬁjmdmjbm (4) @3,
1S 15 Bl 5 daa S 15215 .2001.2006 ale 3 Lt 3 3515 2003 aladl 2 L 3 e
aio) Gl Lgisuy Lpad 380 3aga plany) Iy 03 Les Juasll Aelin 2 Biminiio o G310

Al 5l 3 )5 yue Al ol s das Sy LS clgad 7,1 35150 5l

Ol patt HLiis
Leliall @l all 2 21,31 3505Y dujles 3929 Sie (e 3amll I Awlyudl el b Caug
O |y ls W1 B3 (e Gamill Cougs U1 AL A pally A il o2a 3ua @5 (s Yl
%3 CLUS“ BJ‘AL O Al % &éﬂ‘ EEPES )3;‘ ul: «_"'J.CJ‘ Lr"; ulﬁ.&.g] 2\....|)J\ﬁ W U.C':"“)""”

'CL.')S” 3395 (ywusi

T 981 Aogids a1 i

L53,Y) Lalatl Zealeal| dpe Liall ulS 201 113 (yo L1 3510) Ayl Sue Apuin yall ol yites

CLUS” 3)‘)! Lu‘)\_;;l J‘)S:y )}@Ia a:uuaj.” Q';Lm?{" L;s‘).g.!ai [LINEN ‘2006—2001 e 3).14.” d)Ls

Ol 3 ol alaeinly wlIdg duslel) dygias sus Ll clyal @ didey il yull 3,0 S
(5) @35 Jandly LS m5lall 1S 13y . (Binomial Test)

TN Ayt HLi (5) @By Joda

Earnings Management || Freq. || Percent || P-value
Categor 0 151 56%
=0 - 0.030
Category 1 119 44%
Total 270 100%

LoV 55080 uiies Lol bl sl sue sLasy (Binomial Test) sLast alusuwl,
ol LeS A yall ol (e sl (S 31 (0.5) 58 i y3 daugia (4 (0.1)
H : P=P(EM)=0.5, and q= p(Non- EM)=0.5
H:PEM)>05 ... ®)



2012 ;4381 cdewlonall 2 pall Aot 176

35030 cesle 1 (119) lia Laiy Len bl 55 @1 355 (151) ol b3y (5) @35 Jgaad! (e
5% cpe Sl (Binomial Test) jlast Jlas! of dasdls <2006-2001 5 a1l o #LY
L L1 3505Y Aslell g Anslell ISyl o Ealan WY 53 BMial 392y iy Las
ool 3,31 2 e Lieatl S 01 L Aol A a0l g 3 Lol Apmradl B yall iy (S
:Jie Aalie il 2 copal U1 ALl clyull (e apaall e il oda 34Ty (LY 5510
Hamdan. 2010; Summit. 2007; Yoon et al.. 2006; Qiang & Terry. 2005;
. Oriole et al.. 2003; Holland & Ramsay. 2003

AL Ao yat HLds

Jenkins et 2009 «aliee sly o yal) o Ll (am 2l ¥1 3392 Guldl cilslgn ¥l @8
sbes 2L ¥ 335 (4 19 e (al.. 2006; Francis et al.. 2002; Dechow & Dichev. 2002
A pandl L sl i alimiadl gl Gle slae¥l #Lo¥1 5500 alusles ce #LY!
Altamuro & Beatty. 2006; Schipper & Lgissa e 52508 LY &) peiol aniiol a3s
38T aail elasanll A el iss LY 55 O (Sloan. 1996) en 35 (Vincent. 2003
(Richardson et al.. 2004) £3503 alusu e Ryl ol 2 lamial| dylpainl (e
() Aslaell Ly el | 2 L3 Bl el 6,\},1.\141\;.1

OL, = Yo+ Y, (ROL - TACC, )+ Y, TACC, +V, i, 9)

(1) Reolatt aiedl 2 (1) 3 a0 Hlenal le Wbl Juas : ROL

il elasaall Ay patal Y,

ol 3yl petal Y,

() Al a2 (1) &S il 3 el | TACC,

Ayl (o ST Baslal) Slpiadl 2 AL Bl aes (Y,57,) < 0 ol Lissl sl
339> 2 ol &yl patiaal e 58 50l 2 LY Bagam dull Hlin Le sy (7, <Y,) e calazmicl
ol LS uatd (9) @3 Abslall Juad Lils 213!

O, =2+ AROL + A TACC 4V, | o (10)

ol LS (9) @@ aslall 2 clalall 1 pataal G (yo LS ¢Sy aslall o2ia )] Lol
ROL = Yot Y, (ROL)+(Y,-Y)) TACC, +V, | o (11
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IS yaldl sl Lide e wusll sy P, = (Y, ) ole ciisy Py = Y, of s
I 2 b 38T € ey P, < 0 T go¥1 Ll ol J15 Leg < (9) aslall 2 (Y-Y,) o0
IO cpe 2ol A yall 5las by Adle 7L 33gm 352y ines LW 2 cliatiell Jia (B
Ordinary Least) ¢ yoall culas 1 23,00y (Multiple Regression) sasit! jlaxi¥l jaxs
(6) @35 Jgandly oo LS 3Ll o pgls 3y (10) @3, aslectt ¢(Squares OLS

AL Aud pal HLis (0) pd) Jod>

ROL, = Ly PROL + ) TACC +v |
Constant Coefficient
Years F-value — P-value
Py P, P,
2001 1.727 0.377 -0.001 3.175 0.052
2002 1.563 0.784 0.000 53.144 0.000
2003 -0.293 0.907 0.000 20.903 0.000
2004 2.838 0.442 -0.010 5.650 0.007
2005 4.013 0.401 -0.012 9.685 0.000
2006 0.423 0.645 0.000 11.640 0.000

s (45-2-1=42 oy N- P -1 alatl) (2 = 235012 P sse P e P daced)) By il 35 590 Gupins s5an sie Wguntl F o *

7.31 ;2 0.01 ies 4.08 2 0.05 ssiuee sic Fosls

s 1289 Al Ll s P, = (V7)) <0 o Litasy 2001 J5¥1 alally (6) @35 Jgamdl (ye
aaill olaaaall 4l il e Jol cslS (2001) diwl Lol 2 clamiad! sl il o I
(2) @3 Jgaandl 2355 La poo Amtill o2us Bjlaang (S alall 2 L3 335 ) 229 el Les
16 5. aladl 122 24l 3l (Abnormal Accruals) auslal yé clamiadl ol bl gl
Leasiall 3 lall CaMa (e 02,01 Gle a5l 33155 ey Las LW 350s] el a3 dazd S 54
of das s 2002 it alall Ll L2001 go¥1 aladl 20 #L¥1 350505 7LoY 3352 (e 2aSY
@@ Jadl 2559 Lo pe G0lsh 1amg aladl 1am 2L 3392 polanil G oy9 yude Les p, > 0
el aladl Ll 569 Ay 9 38 5 25 I ot LW 3515Y Buuslall il 5l A sl 31 (2)
Lolall e el 2ed o1 Y1 LY 3,515Y Aslall @lS il sae (oalasil e @i 1 ,1aa 2003
cnalall 2 Ll .p, >0 51 (6) @3 Pl o LeS 2 ls¥1 32 2 (olasesl I iy Laa 3,08 calS
Legad Logmmle (S Buslall ju2 cilimiiall ad (lazil (2) @@ Jgandl (e Ll 2005-2004
alle 33gam cnaladl (i 2Ll p2aS e Les cnalall p, <0 1 (6) @35 Jgaandl (e das L3
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aladl Lal colS il Zlini cilagent 253,31 20U G1os¥ Eia cuss un Liale] LeS lId sgay B9
O <UD 0ns LS ¥ Aeliall cilS a2 2 LY 5 51s) Mjm,s_tﬁs l}u.\.@u.m_c'ZOOG
@S il sae plan,) WISy 3,08 Al Aalall e clamiall 55k LasY 31 (2) @3 Jgaand!
L e 3015 Lo g iall clS 5 p gacma (e 629 daais 3 5 28 LI # LY 5510Y dus Ll

‘au\\_\.micb)‘zﬂ 3aga polasil Il ks (6) @2 Joandl 2 55,16l

zasais oY 5 e skl (Jone's. 1995) zises Lisaial dwlyull oia 2
s G Al alalyull pas enlal w3y L3 335a (e st (Richardson et al.. 2004)
e B Lo Basa o o3l cnlaly dgaes G swds 18 LY 5)0s] Lusles e LY
Bl cilSy pralizs onidyybe alusiul susly 5 Il Ulogs ods Lawlys 20 gn )l sl
Y a2y ALY 55000 Guslad 1oYW dueliall @lS 201 o I colal ady (andl Lgian 35
eesg 7L 3515Y laaslas 3529 Copnns tlgasen Bualrull 3,58 I3 Lea byl 335y @Sl (e
O Laglimg )1 pn¥l Lea bl 5ueti dadd ol 30 &5 (o Sl il 3 Lo &)l el aie
¥ 550 el les

AL A yatt HLds

LY 5500 luslas (o asdl 2 3 Bagx palilas 3 HLasl I 2l sha Caug
2 2 alaylis ol juiie z15al Il 2als¥l DMl ois Jiey uslyy 35 el @ 10 (a1 2
b @13 alily Gy (38,4 45) SIS a0l (e degaze 2 JiaB Al e O Layg gz 39adll
oo bl 25 (2006 — 2001) clgiead! (yo degama yue (Cross Section Data) dialais
oyl oY 5a 333all oia ulial @MU lami¥l 2350 0lo 3] (Time Series Data) a.ie;
sta (Dummy Variable) sy uiie 5o glill uiitl o Leyy . (Pooled Data Regression)
©2) Wslall HLas 2505 (7) @3 Jgaandl yebss - (Logistic Regression) sLas! alusiul e
Bl a4l (1)
S M eslal e (Connieetal.. 1998; Chen et al.. 2006) Jias bl dl ¢ye auall of
Sl 351Y1 a3 1S ) 2 L35 ] el les (e sl 2 L5505 Ll (6 S0 3800 (51
lisles o astl 2 200,31 65 B0l @l il cyud Hlas by A8 GaEsdl oY e
Zase) 2 il 1 Agies aue dan Sy (7) @3 Joaandl (e cBucliall @ilS il 2 #L,315515]
e AL Ao L1 Lal 2 L5¥1 3510) cym asdl 2 B0Laid (6 S0 3l S 5 sl (S ¥ Sl
CalSU A3 3 5l 4SS Alle COlSay Gl (S bol)l e g GBI Baga pailas
35050 @laslen pe amdl 2,31 Led 4S5 o Lingd 2enlil o2 0yt <l amdly 7L,¥1 35050 e
Lt 3l (518 Jd cye Aadall yolall Cadlust Jlaiol I clls lio Ll g 5ms 03531 2 #1531
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by al 3V oo yia 451 e @l Ly Alag 1 Al lall 380001 C31Se 33 oye Badall yulall e
colal aab ¢ Jranlls 32001 3 58 doliin 3,5 oy Gadll 552 B Apoliell Jaillyy - yulall
A 635 13 Juaally 320 &S 55 dolinel 3,58 3305 of I (Dies and Giroux. 1992) aul s
¥ 5500 Slaslen (re asdl e 3l 38 58 3508 Goalasil ) 635 Les Lagin llms 255
e ol 635 Jrentls 32l 38 58 dalain ) 3 )5 3305 o) Zealydl o208 ot g 0 03, ¥1 2 Ll
Adlas | Y5 @13 S5 @ @Ml 0l O jud 2kl alalull Guse e #LY1 550 olu;les
GiSI 2 58T g I Gle 0V 2 ablusd! Ga3ue juasi 2 gl Glal bbb gl Le Ll
38 58 Gaas ol ¥ 35l alusles (a2 55T (6l Lgd aad @l LY 3500 clusles e
S e 35050 33052 @aliy il g abolis Angdal sl Lags Lgd ity Juandl Belin 2 32031
ol »e (O Keefe etal.. 1994; Beasley & Petroni. 2001) Lgie axil; ¥ a0l e
SIS i Ganais ol Jsall (S ¥ Iy Al 73903 2 ASlan | 1Y Lgd (S0 @ Apolidl o0ia
LY 550 Sl las (e a2 @l Juaa! Zeliay 0,91 2 Ga)

o s e T o @ I i Lty I 5ol gt Bl LAY ¢ye
Ao pall iy LSy ¥ Il 5,31 lS 1 2 Lo 3518 ol las (o adl 20 Gl 335
SIS0 2 LY 35000 (pe a2 30 Baga il 51 sgag A 3l Ul Aganall
LA Y e lust!

Ayl 0 Aus yatt Hlds!

SIS a0l 3 (e Leie Glall zLoY1 33> crasd 2 3301 33ga ST Bal ) A pall 053
oia 5L Yy LY 2 B!yl climid) (o Gyl e 255,91 2elall Zealidl dueliall
Pooled) [Last alusiuls (2) @2y Wslall 2 die yuall GBI Zulyull £35ad sLas ! @3 2Ll
O s Y 13] (Lolall 2 clamtdl) Joate juite sa bl aatl of ey (Data Regression
sasatl Hla=¥l a2 (Ordinary Least Squares OLS) ¢ jaall culas 1 22 )l NRESW
das My Joand! 148 (pe - (7) @8 Jsandls oo LS glaill o6l 135 (Multiple Regression)
Lolall e clamtadl paass 2 Ailas| WY 53 51 Gaual saga (ailad (e Y (S5 o 4
OV 2 3Bl 392 pailias Ol Aal Il Buis pall () Sar ¥ duleg izl sV 3393 s ALl
@Sl pailas pan o (2009 alize gl cayyidl) Junss LS b 3392 (i 2 selus ¥
Aeliall elS,a01 2 2L 335 s 2 @l ¥ 6,1 2 el
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Aay g AW Ol paM L (7) @d) gt

EMI.J:[.)) -0.047Big5, +0.202Global, - 0.294Keep,, + 0.000F ees,, + 0.205prof,,
+ 0.000Size, - 0.005Leverage, - 0.001ROI,, +0.007 CurrRatio + e ,,
EQiy[:ﬁ[-0.283Big5ivr- 0.199Global, - 0.219Keep,, + 0.112Fees, + 0.554prof,,
-0.130Size, + 0.141Leverage, - 0.197ROI, + 0.712 CurrRatio + e |,
Model 1 (N = 270) Model 2 (N = 270)
= O @)
. X e N 2 ™
Variables 2 = & = =] & aS)
<8 & I~ < e I~ <
g g =. E & 2 =
= = I8 = = 4 c
@, =N = o =N ) o
T S S
Big5 -0.047 -0.171 0.864 0.283 2.055 0.041"
Global - 0.202 0.692 0.489 -0.199 -1.215 0.225
Keep + -0.294 -0.667 0.505 -0.219 -1.193 0.234
Fees +/- 0.000 -0.176 0.860 0.112 0.596 0.551
Professional - 0.205 0.618 0.537 0.554 0.791 0.430
Size +/- 0.000 -0.262 0.793 -0.130 -1.385 0.167
Financial |, -0.005 -0.797 0.426 || 0.141 1.965 || 0.051"
Leverage
ROI +/- -0.001 -0.062 0.950 0.197 0.598 0.551
Current |, 0.007 0.174 0.862 || 0.712 1.593 || 0.112
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