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Hoat ddéng kiém todn ngay cang tré nén quan trong va can thiét cho cd chinh cdc nha quan 1y doanh
nghiép ciing nhuw nguoi sir dung két qud kiém todan. Theo théng 1é, chat lwong kiém todn la kha ning
ma bdo cdo tai chinh (BCTC) khéng con chira dung cdc sai pham trong yéu. P cé nhiéu nghién
cieu trede ddy chi ra moi quan hé ty 16 thudn gitka chdt lwong kiém todn va quy mé cia cdc cong ty
kiém todn va khang dinh rang céc cong ty kiém todn cé quy mé I6n thi ¢6 chat lwong kiém todn cao
hon cdc cong ty kiém todn cé quy mé nhé. Tuy nhién, véi sw sup do ciia hang kiém todn Andersen,
mét trong cdc hing kiém todn 1om nhat trén thé gidi, da lam thay doi nhdn dinh trén.

Nghién ciru nay ciing danh gid chdt lwong kiém todn theo phirong phdp gidn tiép théng qua tinh
tudn thii chudn mwc vé giam gid tri cia loi thé thwong mai ciia cdc céng ty niém yét trén thi truong
chitng khodn Hong Kong. Két qua chi ra rang cé suw bién dong rdt lom vé chat lwong kiém todn giita
cdc cong ty kiém todn trong ngit canh ciia Hong Kong.

Tir khoa: Chét lugng kiém toan, kiém tra ton that tai san, Hong Kong.

Assessing Audit Quality Among Auditors: The Case of Hong Kong
Abstract

Audit activities are becoming more important and necessary both for entity management and users
who use audit results as well. Conventionally, audit quality is defined as a probability that financial
statements are free from material misstatements. The existence of a positive relationship between
audit firm size and audit quality has long been accepted in previous literature and the conclusion
has been asserted that larger audit firms produce a higher audit quality. The collapse of Andersen,
however, has undermined the premise that large audit firms provide higher audit quality than small-
er firms do. This research also investigates audit quality based on the extent of compliance levels
with disclosure requirements pertaining to goodwill impairment of large listed Hong Kong firms.
The results show that audit firm identity appears to be a significant proportion of cross-sectional
variation, in which compliance levels and disclosure quality varies considerably among auditors.

Keywords: Audit quality, Asset Impairment Testing, Hong Kong.

1. Gidi thiéu

Chat luong kiém toan duoc cho 1a mét trong
nhitng vin dé quan trong nhét trong linh vuc kiém
toan va dugc xac dinh la kha nang ma BCTC dugc
kiém toan dugc trinh bay trung thuc va hop 1y khi y
kién chip nhan toan phin duoc dua ra (Simunic,
2003). Trong mdt thoi gian dai, nhiéu nghién ctru da

khang dinh ring cac cong ty kiém toan 16n cung cap
cac dich vu kiém toan co chat luong cao va chét
lwong kiém toan giita cac cong ty kiém toan 16n
(nay 1a Big 4 bao gdm Emnst & Young, KPMG,
Deloitte va PWC) c6 chét luong ddng nhat. Nhung
v6i su sup d6 ctia Arthur Andersen di 1am nghi ngd
vé két luan trén ma n6 da duoc thira nhan trong thoi
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gian dai trudc day.

Cudc kiém toan c6 chat luwong cao phu thudc 16n
vao ning lyc nghé nghiép ciia kiém toan vién trong
viéc phat hién cac sai pham trong yéu va tinh doc
lap cuia kiém toan vién trong viéc bao cdo cac sai
pham d6. Theo Dang (2004), chét luong kiém toan
cao c¢6 moi quan hé voi chat lugng cao cac thong tin
ciia BCTC do BCTC dugc kiém toén béi cac kiem
toan vién co6 trinh d9 thi it ¢6 kha nang con ton tai
cac sai pham trong yéu.

Ciing nhu cic nude trén thé gigi, Hong Kong
ciing chuyén déi va 4p dung chuin muc 1ap BCTC
qudc té& (IFRS) va trong d6 c¢6 nhicu chuan muyc
duogc cho 1a rat kho 4p dung trén thyuc té nhu chuén
muc vé ton that tai san, cong cu tai chinh... Do tinh
phtre tap va thach thire cua chuin muc ké toan dan
dén kho khan trong viéc ap dung chuan muyec tir phia
nhitng ngudi hanh nghé ké toan va kho khan trong
viéc phat hién cac sai pham tir phia cac kiém toan
vién dan dén chét luong kiém toan bi anh hudng
(Hoogendoorn, 2006).

Theo nghién ctru ctia Copley va cong su (1994),
Mollik va Bepari (2010), Carlin va cong su (2007)
va nhiéu tac gia khac thi chat luong kiém toan co
mbi quan h¢ ty 1€ thuan véi tinh tuan thu chuan muc
ké toan tir phia cac cong ty khach hang. Theo do,
chat lugng kiém toan trong nghién ctru nay duoc
danh gia thong qua tinh tuan thu chuan muc vé giam
gi4 tri (t6n that) cua loi thé thwong mai ctia cac cong
ty niém yét trén thi truong chimg khoin Hong
Kong.

2. Tong quan céc cong trinh nghién ciru

Chat luong kiém toan 1a chu d& dwoc nhiéu nha
nghién ctru va nhitng ngudi hanh nghé ké toan kiém
toan va ca nhitng ngudi sir dung két qua kiém toan
rit quan tim. Tuy nhién, diéu dang noi & ddy 1a chat
lwong kiém toan khong phai la thong tin cong ching
va khong dé dang nhan biét duoc xem cudc kiém
toan nao c6 chat luong hon cudc kiém toan nao. Do
ban chit ciia cudc kiém toan va bao cio két qua
kiém toan ma viéc danh gia chit luong kiém toan
qua 1a twong ddi khong thuc sy rd rang. Do vy,
danh gia chit lugng kiém toan duogc coi 1a mot trong
céc van dé dang gay tranh cdi trong kiém toan.

Nhiéu nghién ciru thuong sir dung quy mé kiém
toan dé danh gia chit luong kiém toan va ho thudng
két luan rang quy mo cua cong ty kiém toan c6 moi
quan hé ty 1& thuan voi chit luong kiém toan

(DeAngelo, 1981; Becker va cong su, 1998) va co
nhiéu 1y do dugc dua ra dé chimg minh cho cac két
ludn d6. Cac 1y do c6 thé 1a cong ty kiém toan co
quy md lon c6 doi ngli nhan vién cd trinh d§ hon,
tinh doc 14p cao hon, quy trinh kiém toan chat ché
hon, ton trong uy tin va danh tiéng hon. ..

Chat luong kiém toan 1a mot trong nhing van dé
rit quan trong trong nghién ctru kiém toan (Kit,
2005). Nhiéu nghién ctru van tiép tuc di theo quan
diém 1a chét luong kiém toan do cac cong ty kiém
toan lon thuc hién thi cao hon so vdi cac cong ty
kiém toan c6 quy md nhoé thuc hién. Tuy nhién,
ciing khong c6 nhiéu nghién ciru vé danh gia su
khac biét vé chat luong kiém toan giira cac cong ty
kiém toan c6 quy mé 16n nhu Big 4 ching han.

Ciing do viéc phat trién va bao cdo cac sai pham
trong yéu trong qua trinh kiém toan 1a diéu khong dé
dang quan sat va nhan biét duoc (Krishnan va
Schauer, 2000); do d6 cac nha nghién ctru danh gia
chat luong kiém toan hodc theo phwong phap truc
tiép hodc theo phuong phap gian tiép. Panh gia theo
phwong phap truc tiép thi qua 1a kho hon va ton kém
chi phi hon nhu thong qua kiém soat chat luong
kiém toan; truc tiép thuc hién kiém toan; soat xét
kiém toan chéo... Do viy, cac nghién ctru thudong
danh gia chit lwong kiém toan theo phwong phap
gian tiép nhu thong qua quy mo ciia cong ty kiém
toan, phi kiém toan, cac vu kién tung cong ty kiém
toan, tinh tuén thi chudn muc, khao sét tir kiém toan
vién; khao sat tur nhitng nguoi su dung BCTC...

Ciing di theo truong phai danh gid chat luong
kiém toan theo phuwong phap gian tiép, nghién ctru
nay tién hanh danh gia chat luong kiém toan giira
cac cong ty kiém toan (ca Big 4 va Non Big 4) thong
qua tinh tuan tha chuan muc tén thit cua loi thé
thwong mai trong ngir canh ciia Hong Kong.

Do tinh phurc tap cua chuén muc ké toan sb 36 -
Tén that tai san voi nhiéu quy dinh rat chi tiét va
phire tap dua trén nhiéu gia dinh va phan xét qua cac
su kién khong chic chan xay ra trong tuong lai, dan
dén viéc ap dung chuin muc nay trén thyc té con ton
tai nhiéu diéu chua tuan thu chudn muc; do vay anh
huong dén chat luong kiém toan BCTC d3 duoc
kiém toan ctia cac cong ty niém yét trén thi trudng
chtiing khoan Héng Kong.

3. Thu thép sb liéu va thiét ké phwong phap
nghién ctru

Ciing nhu nhiéu nudc trén thé gidi, Hong Kong
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Béng 1: Tong quan vé mau nghién ciru

Nganh S6 lwong Téng Tai san LTTM Ty 18 %
cong ty (triéu SHK) (triéu SHK) LTTM/Tai san
Hang tiéu ding 77 2.232.557,57 82.981.53 3,72%
Tai chinh 25 33.189.160,81 332.073,77 1,00%
Vién thong va dich vu 62 1.760.793,76 96.021,53 5,45%
Nguyén vit liéu 37 531.686,67 11.193,52 2,11%
Nang lugng va xdy dung 63 2.422.749,97 39.435,56 1,63%
Tdng cong (n) 264 40.136.948,78 561.705,91 1,40%

ap dung chuan muc lap BCTC cho ky hoat dong tir
1/1/2005 trong d6 c6 chudn muc ké toan sé 36
(HKAS 36) — Ton that tai san. Dya trén két qua thu
thap dugc ciia BCTC da dugc kiém toan cho nam tai
chinh 2007 (nam thtr 3 4p dung chuan muc), mau
thu dugc duya trén tiéu thuc 1a cac cong ty hoat dong
trén thi truong ching khoan; cé gia tri cta lgi thé
thuong mai (LTTM). Két qua la 264 mau duoc chon
¢6 von thi truong tai 31/12/2007 1a 12.922 ty db la
Hong Koéng, chiém 62,93% voén cia thi truong
chung khoan.

Céc cong ty niém yét trong mau ciing dugc phin
loai theo cac khach hang cua Big 4 auditors Ia
Deloitte, Ernst & Young, KPMG, PWC va cac cong
ty kiém toan con lai dugc phan loai 1a cong ty Non-
Big 4. Cac cong ty niém yét ciing dwoc nhom va cac
nganh nhu Hang tiéu dung; Tai chinh; Vién thong va
Dich vy; Nguyén vat liéu; Nang lugng va Xay dung.
Tong quan vé miu nghién ctru duoc phan anh trong
Bang 1.

Béng 2 trinh bay sé lugng cong ty khach hang
dugc phan theo cac cong ty kiém toan va theo
nganh. Trong s6 264 cong ty khach hang, KPMG c6
da s6 khach hang, chiém gan 29%; tiép dén 1a khach
hang ctia Deloitte, Ernst & Young va cac Hang kiém
toan khac tuong tng la 24%, 22% va 14%. KPMG
c6 s6 lwong khach hang thap nhét, chiém 11,4%.

Duya theo yéu cau ctia chuan muc ké todn s6 36 —
Tén thdt tai san; trong d6 c6 cac yéu cau trinh bay
vé kiém tra giam gia tri cua loi thé thuong mai

(LTTM) va két hop cung véi viée khao sat cia cac
cong ty niém yét chirng khodn trén thi trudong ching
khoan Héng Kong vé van dé nay, mot s6 cac thu tuc
can dugc thuc hién bao gom:

- Phuong phép trinh bay dé x4c dinh gié trj c6 thé
thu hoi cua cac don vi tao tién hay nhom don vi tao
tién.

- Gi4 tri LTTM cudi nam phan b cho cac don vi
tao tién dé qua d6 lam can ctr xac dinh chi phi ton
that ctia LTTM va chi phi ton that tai san.

- So sanh sd lwong don vi tao tién va sd luwong bd
phan kinh doanh dé xac dinh tinh dung dén trong
viéc tong hop bd phan kinh doanh.

- Cudi cung, trong trudng hop cac don vi bao céo
xac dinh (do ludng) gia tri c6 thé thu hoi cua don vi
tao tién, bao gém ca LTTM thi viéc trinh bay lién
quan dén cac bién trong mo hinh chiét khau ludng
tién nhu ty 1¢ chiét khau; toc do tang trudng; thoi ky
du toan... cua cac cong ty khach hang duoc kiém
toan boi cong ty kiém toan.

4. Két qua va thao luin

Muc dich cta nghién ciru nay 1a danh gia chét
luong kiém toan BCTC ciia cac cong ty niém yét
trén thi truong chimg khoan Hong Kéng theo
phuong phép gian tiép thong qua tinh tudn thu
chuan myc vé ton that cia LTTM ciia cic cong ty
khach hang ma dugc kiém toan bdi cac cong ty
kiém toan (bao gdm ca Big 4 va Non-Big 4).

Béng 3 chi ra tan suat ma cac cong ty khach hang

Bang 2: S6 lwong cong ty khach hang phén theo nganh va hing kiém toan

Sb Hing

Nganh lwgng Deloitte E&Y KPMG PWC kiém toan

cong ty khac
Hang tiéu dung 77 16 21 4 21 15
Tai chinh 25 5 7 9 4 -
Vién théng va dich vu 62 13 10 6 24 9
Nguyén vat liéu 37 11 8 7 6 5
Nang lugng va xay dung 63 18 12 4 21 8
Téng cong (n) 264 63 58 30 76 37
% trong mau 100% 23,9% 22,0% 11,4% 28,8% 14,0%
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Bang 3: Phuong phap lwa chon dé do lwomg gia tri c6 thé thu hdi cha tai san

Phurong phap lya chon Deloitte E&Y KPMG PWC  Hang khac Cong

: : n=63 n=58 n=30 n=76 n=37 n=264
Gia tri hop 1y 2 1 3 1 1 8
Gia tri sir dung 58 52 26 64 34 234
Phuong phap hén hop 2 1 - 4 - 7
Khong trinh bay 1 4 1 7 2 15
Ty 1&€ % khong trinh bay 1,6% 6,9% 3,3% 9,2% 5,4% 5,7%
phuong phap ap dung

lya chon ap dung dé do luong gia tri co thé thu hoi
ctia don vi tao tién hodc theo gia tri st dung; gia tri
hop 1y trir di chi phi dé ban; phuong phap hdn hop
(ca gia tri str dung va gia tri hop 1y).

Theo thong tin trong Béang 3, trong sb 264 cong
ty khach hang thi co6 toi 88% cong ty ap dung
phuong phép gia trj sir dung (phwong phap ma da sé
cac cong ty ap dung); chi c6 8 cong ty lua chon
phuong phap gia tri hop ly; c6 7 cong ty lua chon ap
dung ca phuong phap gia tri hop ly va gia tri su
dung. C6 dén 5,7% cong ty khach hang khong trinh
bay phuong phap ap dung. Trong s cong ty khach
hang khong trinh bay phuong phéap nao luya chon
trong viéc xac dinh gia tri ¢6 thé thu hdi cia don vi
tao tién thi khach hang ctia PWC chiém 9,2%; tiép
theo 1a khach hang cua Ernst & Young, cac hang
kiém toan khac; KPMG tuong tmg 12 6,9%; 5,4% va
3,3%. Deloitte c6 s6 khach hang khong trinh bay
phuong phap 4p dung co6 ty 1& thip nhét 1a 1,6%.

K thuat phan tich tiép theo 13 so sanh s du ciia
LTTM trén BCTC hop nhét véi gia tri ma LTTM da
phan bd cho cac don vi tao tién dé qua do thyc hién
phuong phap kiém tra xem tai san bao goém ca
LTTM c6 bi ton that (suy giam gia tri) hay khong.

Theo s6 liéu Bang 4, phan 16n cic cong ty khach
hang déu tudn thu chudn muc khi ma sé du cua
LTTM bang dtng gi4 tri ma LTTM phén b6 cho cac
don vi tao tién. Chi c6 3 cong ty khach hang cua
Deloitte, Ernst & Young va KPMG tuan thu mot
phﬁn do c6 su chénh léch dugc danh gia la khong
trong yéu. 24% céc cong ty khach hang khong trinh
bay gi ndi dung nay; trong d6 khach hang cua Ernst
& Young chiém ty trong 16n nhat 1a 32,8%, tiép dén
1a khach hang cta Hang kiém toan khac; PWC va
KPMG lan luot 1a 29,7%; 26,3%; 23,3% va cudi
cung la khach hang cua Deloitte 1a 9,5%.

Nhu vay, dua trén hai tha tuc phan tich trén thi
cling khong ¢ nhiéu sy khac biét 1on vé chat lugng
kiém toan giira cac cong ty kiém toan. Tuy nhién,
khéch hang cua Deloitte duong nhu c6 tinh tuan thu
cao hon so v6i khach hang cua cac cong ty kiém
toan Big 4 va cac hing kiém toan khac.

Thi tuc phan tich tiép theo 1a so sanh s luong
don vi tao tién va sb luong bd phan kinh doanh dé
xac dinh tinh dung dén trong viéc téng hop don vi
tao tién. Theo quy dinh cta chuan muc mot don vi
tao tién khong thé hién lién quan dén hon mot bo
phan kinh doanh. Piéu d6 c6 nghia rang mot b

Bang 4: Tinh tuan thi trong viéc phan bé LTTM cho don vi tao tién

Mikc tuan thi Deloitte E&Y KPMG PWC  Hang khac Cong
n=63 n=58 n=30 n=76 n=37 n=264
Tuén thii toan bo 56 38 22 56 26 198
Tuéan thi mot phin 1 1 1 - - 3
Khéng tuan thi 6 19 7 20 11 63
% khach hang khong tuan thii 9,5%  32,8%  233%  263% 29,7% 23,9%
Bang 5: B) phan kinh doanh va don vi tao tién
Méi quan hé Deloitte ~ E&Y  KPMG  PWC I:ﬁ:cg
n=63 n=58 n=30 n=76 n=37
S6 don vi tao tién > Bo phan kinh doanh 8 7 4 12 3
S6 don vi tao tién = BO phan kinh doanh 18 7 3 16 4
S6 don vi tao tién < Bo phan kinh doanh 32 28 16 33 20
Khéng trinh bay 5 16 7 15 10
% khach hang khong trinh bay hodc don 58,7% 75,9% 76,7% 63,2% 81,1%
vi tao tién < bo phan kinh doanh
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] Bang 6: Phin tich ty 1¢ chiét khau i
(Ap dung cho phwong phap gia tri sit dung va phwong phap hon hop)

Trinh by tj 1¢ chiét khiu Dl‘il:"gge 1555‘3{ I?;“;f f:ég Hagg;;"“
Ty 1¢ khac nhau 11 8 2 8 2

Ty 1& giéng nhau 44 36 16 39 27

Ty 1¢ theo khoang 2 4 3 6 5
Khéng trinh bay 3 5 5 15 -

% khach hang khong trinh bay 5,0% 9,4% 19,2% 22,1% 0,0%
Ty 18 16n nhét 5,00% 3,10% 5,00% 2,60% 4,68%
Ty 1¢ nho nhét 22,36% 23,70% 25,90% 20,00% 20,00%
Ty 1€ binh quén 11,26% 9,68% 10,79% 10,93% 11,48%

phan kinh doanh c6 thé c6 nhidu don vi tao tién
nhung mot don vi tao tién khong thé lién quan dén
nhiéu bo phan kinh doanh.

S liéu trong Bang 5 chi ra rang cac khach hang
ctia cac Hang kiém toan khac (Non-Big 4) co xu
huéng xéac dinh don vi tao tién it hon bd phan kinh
doanh hodc khong trinh bay gi lién quan dén van dé
nay. Theo yéu cau cua doan 80 cua chuan muc ké
toan sd 36, cac khach hang nay da khong tuan thu
noi dung ciia chuin myc ké toan.

81% khach hang cta Hang kiém toan khac khong
tuan thu; tiép dén 13 khach hang cua Deloitte, PWC,
KPMG va Ernst & Young tuong tng la 59%; 63%;
77%; va 76%. Két qua nay khang dinh rang co rui
ro cao trong viéc tong hop don vi tao tién trong sb
khach hang cta cic Hang kiém toan khéc, hon 1a
khach hang cia 4 cong ty kiém toan 16n nhét trén
thé gidi; dac biét 1a khach hang cua Deloitte.

K¥ thuat tiép theo duoc 4p dung trong viéc danh
gia chat luong kiém toan giita cac cong ty kiém toan
1a xem xét viée trinh bay ty 1& chiét khau khi cac
cong ty khach hang lya chon ap dung phuong phap
gi tri str dung dé xac dinh gia tri c¢6 thé thu hoi cua
don vi tao tién; dé qua do xac dinh xem LTTM ciing
nhu don vi tao tién c6 bi ton that hay khong.

Theo s6 liéu trong Bang 6, khach hang ciia PWC
khong trinh bay phuong phap xac dinh ty 1& chiét
khiu c6 ty 1¢ cao hon nhiéu so vdi cac khach hang
clia cac Hang kiém toan khac. Nhiéu cong ty khach
hang lya chon ty 1¢ chiét khau qué thap dan dén gia
tri c6 thé thu hdi cua tai san bj ghi cao hon thuc té
va két qua 1a chi phi ton that tai san bao gém cé ton
thit LTTM bi ghi thap hon thuc té hodc khong ghi
nhéan dan dén xuyén tac loi nhuén ké toan trong ky;
do vay tinh trung thuc va hop ly cua cac thong tin
ké toan c6 lién quan bi vi pham nghiém trong.

Ciing theo m6 hinh chiét khau ludng tién dé xac
dinh gia tri hién tai cua luéng tién trong tuong lai thi
can phai xem xét dén bién vé téc do ting trudng
(growth rate). Theo sé lidu trong Bang 7, phan 16n
khach hang ctia cac cong ty kiém toan khong tuan
thii theo yéu ciu ctia chuan muyc nay véi ty 1é cao
khong tuan thi. C6 thé ké dén muc tuan thi thap
nhét 1a khich hang ciia Deloitte; PWC, KPMG va
Ernst & Young.

5. Két luan

Nghién ctru nay dugc thuc hién nhim tim kiém
bang ching vé su bién dong vé chit lugng kiém
toan BCTC giita cac cong ty kiém toan bao gdbm
Deloitte, Ernst & Young, KPMG, PWC va cac Hang

) Bang 7: Phin tich tdc d§ ting truomg .
(Ap dung cho phwong phap gia tri sir dung va phwong phap hon hop)

Hang

Trinh bay téc df ting trwdng Deloitte E&Y KPMG PWC khac
n=60 n=53 n=26 n=68 n=34

Ty 1€ khac nhau 5 4 2 3 1
Ty 1¢ gidng nhau 11 16 7 14 8
Ty 1€ theo khoang 2 - - 5 1
Khong trinh bay 42 33 17 46 24
% khach hang khong trinh bay 70,0% 62,3% 65,4% 67,6% 70,6%
Ty 1¢ nho nhat 0,00 0,00 0,50 0,00 0,00
Ty 1¢ 16n nhat 26,76 12,00 8,00 15,6 21
Ty 1€ binh quan 3,40 3,29 4,94 3,99 6,13
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kiém toan khac. Phuong phap dugc 4p dung trong
bai viét nay 1a dwa vao ban chét va chét luong trinh
bay lién quan dén qué trinh kiém tra ton thit cua
LTTM theo chuan muc ké toan sé 36 - Ton that tai
san.

Dua trén két qua kiém tra phuong phap do ludong
gia tri co thé thu hoi; téng hop don vi tao tién; moi
quan hé gitra don vi tao tién va bd phan kinh doanh;
ty 1& chiét khiu, téc do ting trudng... cta cic cong
ty khach hang duogc kiém toan boi cac cong ty kiém
toan tai Hong Kong; thi c6 bang chimg chi ra tinh
tuan thi va chat lugng trinh bay thap lién quan dén
t6n that ciia LTTM tai cac cong ty khach hang; trong
d6 khach hang cua cac Hang kiém toan khac cé tinh
tuan thu thap hon khach hang cua 4 cong ty kiém
toan 1on nhat trén thé gioi.

Tai liéu tham khao

Trong sb 4 cong ty kiém toan 16n nhit (Big 4),
khach hang cta Deloitte dugc danh gia la tuan tha
cao hon khach hang ctia 3 cong ty con lai va cling
c¢6 su bién dong dang ké vé tinh tuan thu cta cac
khéach hang cta 3 cong ty con lai.

R3 rang rang muc tuan thi chudn muc c6 mbi
lién quan dén kha ning phat hién va bao céo cac sai
pham trong yéu cta cong ty khach hang. Sy bién
dong vé tinh tuan thii va chat luong trinh bay vé ton
that cia LTTM c¢6 anh huong dén su bién dong vé
chat luong kiém toan. Qua nghién ctru nay chi ra
rang c6 sy khang dinh cho gia thiét vé cic cong ty
kiém toan c6 quy mo 16n cung cap chat luong kiém
toan cao hon cac cong ty kiém toan co6 quy mé nho
va gitra cac cong ty kiém toan c6 quy mé 16n thi
chat luong kiém toan 1a khong dong nhét.(
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