11
12

21
2.2

221 '
22.2

2.2.3

10



65

11
12
9 4
444 5 55.6
3 33.3
6 66.7 25-30 3 33.3
36-45 3 33.3 46-50
3 33.3 6-9 2
22.2 10-15 3 33.3
20 4 444
2
11 J
1

41
N Mean
9 4.89

1 9 4.39
9 4.33
9 3.56
9 3.44
Valid N (listwise) 9

2539)



41

11
111

1.12

On job training

113

4.89

439 433 356

house training

3.44

66



12

software

21

2.2

67



68

4,
2
41
4.2 Conflict of
interest
S,
12
2 2
L ( Prevention Activities )
2 Meier, H. H., and J. Fuglister " How to Improve Audit Quality

:Perceptions of Auditors and Clients," The CPA Journal (June 1992) :21-24.



4.2

Valid N (listwise)

433

4.22

4.00

3.89

3.78

4.44

O O O o o o o ©o

4.44
4.33
3.56
4.00
3.89
3.78
3.67

69



2
(Appraisal Activities )

4.3

Valid N (listwise)

4.3
5.00
4.78

3.67

5.00
4.78

4.56

4.56

10



21

44

Valid

6l

28

12

21
61

45.9
19.79

33.4
100.0

56

45.9
65.6

100.0

26
46.4

71



72

12
21.4
18
3 21
45
61 0582 309462 10249092  8.0881255
45
61
0.058
30.95
10.25
46
Valid 23 31.7 31.7
big 4 38 62.3 100.0

61 100.0



13

6l 38
62.3
23
3.1

47

61 1 23 5.07 4.423

4.7

6l 1 23

5.07



12
19.67

4.8

4-8

Valid

10
1
12
13
14
16
23

1-3

19

12
1

61

19.7
18.0
11.5
6.6
6.6
131
4.9
3.3
4.9
16
3.3
1.6
16
16
1.6

100.0

19.7
31.7

55.7
62.3
75.4
80.3
83.6
88.5
90.2

31.15

49.2

74

0



15

4.9
61 00280  40.42942  18.0491343 1469161374
49
6l
0.0028
40.43
18.05

410

Valid 28 45.9 45.9

33 5.1 100.0

61 100.0
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6l ' 33
54! 28
459
411
57 1500 3.4000 70007 53691
411
57
150,000 3,400,000
700,070
412
Valid 100,000 - 500,000 24 39.3 421
500,001 - 1,00,000 28 45.9 91.2
1,000,001 5 8.2 100.0
57 93.4
4 6.6

61 100.0



5/
39.3
1,000,001 5
4.13
60
4.13
- 2,345,780,000

"

500,001 - 1,000,001

28 459
100,000 - 500,00 24
8.2

-2345.7800  6595.7500  75.9103 1187.7594

60
6,595,750,000
75,910,267



4.14

Valid

29

60

50.8

29
31
60

61

47.5
50.8
98.4
16
100.0

3

48.3
100.0

47.5

18



2.2
221

( Multivariate Analysis )

Regression Analysis )

( Correlation Analysis )

415

Audit firm size

Tenure

Auditor expertise

Fee

Cash flow from

operating

Pearson Correlation

Sig. (2-tailed)

Pearson Correlation

Sig. (2-tailed)

Pearson Correlation

Sig. (2-tailed)

Pearson Correlation

Sig. (2-tailed)

Pearson Correlation

Sig. (2-tailed)

Multicollinearity

0.5

Correlations

Audit firm
size

1

.044

735

*439(*)

.000

A4T(™)

.000

.045

733

¥ Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).

Tenure

.044

735

-.005

.970

.092

494

127

.333

19

Multiple

( Logistic Regression )

Auditor
expertise

*439(**)

.000

-.005

.970

.107

A27

.011

.931

Fee
~447(**)

.000

.092

494

.107

A27

-.133

.328

4.15

Cash flow
from
operating
.045

.733

127

.333

.011

.931

-.133

.328



Audit firm size
Tenure

Auditor Expertise

Fee
Cash flow from operating

001 99 %

0.045

0127 092 0.44

%!

0.01 99 %

(1)

0.107

-0.005

0.011

()

80

0.447 0.439 0.069

0.439



0.127 0.045

0011

()

-0.133

(1)

-0.005

81



2.2.2
4.16
audit quality
Valid
Missing
Total
Subpopulation
J=1
J=2
J=3

Case Processing Summary

26
12
18
56

61
56

Marginal
Percentage
46.4%
21.4%
32.1%
100.0%

82



12

21

26

417

Likelihood
Likelihood

Model

Intercept Only

Fina

4.16

61

46.4

214

Model Fitting Information

-2 Log
Likelihood
117.727
97.232

17721

H: Pi =0
H :Pi2 0

Chi-Square

20.495

Log Likelihood
20.495

83

56
(J=2)
18
df Sig.
10 .025
- 2 Log
4.17 Log

97.232



4.18

Nagelkerke
20

Snell
26.8

44.3

417
20.495

90 %

Pseudo R-Square
Cox and Snell
Nagelkerke
McFadden

R2
McFadden

Nagelkerke

499

443
499
268

49.9

84

0.025 01
Pesudo R2
McFadden
Cox and
McFadden



4.19

Effect

Intercept

Audit firm size
Tenure

Auditor expertise
Fee

Cash flow from

operating

Likelihood Ratio Tests

-2 Log Likelihood of
Reduced Model
100.399
108.230
97.715
103.119
104.091

98.219

Chi-Square
3.166
10.997
483
5.887
6.859

987

df

Sig.

205
.004
185
.053
032

611

85

The chi-square statistic is the difference in -2 log-likelihoods between the final model and a reduced model.

The reduced model is formed by omitting an effect from the final model,

null hypothesis is that all parameters of that effect are 0.

Likelihood Ratio Test

90 %

Likelihood Ratio Test

01



4.20

Overall Percentage

84.6

55.6

66.1

Classification

60.7%

26

12

417
18

56

14.3%

10
25.0%

22

10

Classification

84.6%
41.7%
55.6%
66.1%

86



87

( Proportional by chance accuracy rate )

(J=12 3)
%

(0.607 x 0. 607 ) +
(0.143 x 0.143) + (0.25 x 0.25) = 0.4514 125 (125 x 0.4514) =

0.5642 56.42
66.1

421

Parameter Estimates

audit Std. 90% Confidence

quality(a) B Error Wald Sig. Exp(B) Interval for Exp(B)

Lower Upper

Bound Bound

Intercept 210 793 .070 791
= 1) Audit firm size 201 .075 7.099 .008 1.223 1.055
Tenure .042 .078 .284 .594 1.043 .894
Auditor expertise -.057 .030 3.738 .053 .944 891
Fee -1.468 0860 2.915 .088 230 .043
Cash flow from operating .000 .000 227 634 1.000 1.000
Intercept 1.922 1.194 2.592 107
Audit firm size 152 .092 2.721 .099 1.164 972
Tenure -.010 102 .010 919 .990 810
=2) Auditor expertise -.077 .044 3.029 .082 926 .850
Fee -4.C82 1.988 4.216 .040 017 000
Cash flow from operating .000 .000 1.012 314 1.000 1.000

a The reference category is: (J=13)

1.418

1.215

1.001

1.243

1.001

1.394

1.210

1.010

.831

1.001
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421

01 90 %
1
11
1
(J=1)
(J=3)
(J=1)
(J=3)
1
(J=1)
23 (1.223-1=223)
(4=3)
1
(J=3)
(J=1) 1823

(1/1.223-1=1823 )
12



89

(J=3)
(J=2)
(J=3) 1
( =2) 164 (1.164-1 =164 )
(J=3)
1
(J=3)
(J=2)
14.09 (1/1.164-1 =1409 )
1
2
21
(J=1)
(J=3)



90

(=1) 1 56 (944 —1=56 )
(9=3)
1
(=3 (J=1)
593 (1/0.044- 1=593 )
22
(J=2)
(3=3)
(J=2)
(=3) 1
(=2 74 (0.926-1 =74 )
(J=3)
1
(J=3)
(J=2) 799 (1/092%- 1=7.99)

3



31
(J=1)
(J=3)
(J=1)
(J=3)
1
(J=1)
770 (0.230-1 =770
(J=3)
3.2
(1=2) |
(=3)
(J=2)
( =
1
(1=2) 983 (0.017- 1=983 )

91



4.22

4.22

90%

90%

92

421



93

4.23

90%

4.23 2

90%

4.22-4.23
(Univariate Analysis )

90 %



94

90 % 2
90 %
3
90 %
4
4.16-4.21
( Multivariate Analysis )
3
49.9 66.1
2.2.3

( Sensitivity Analysis )



.. 2540
.. 2540

6.13-6.18)

90%

6.25- 6.30)

. 2540

6.7- 6.12)

90%

.. 2540

6.19- 6.24)

95

6.1-6.6)



90%

6.31-6.36)

90%

6.37-6.43)

6.44-6.50)

90%

2
Binary Logistic Regression

90%

9%
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