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Abstract: 
This paper seeks to contribute to the clarification of one of the most important audit literature, 
based on the research presented in the same subject, or in one of its parts, by examining the 
effect of the fees size of the auditors and audit offices on the quality of the audit process they 
provide to audit clients, As the responsibility of the external auditor is to ensure the quality, 
integrity, and suitability of the financial statements to the end-users. Financial reporting users 
view the auditor as independent, objective and impartial during the preparation of his financial 
reports, and therefore his review process must be of quality to the approval of the mental image 
that clients have about references and practices. This paper, through the field study conducted 
in the top 10 accounting firms in Damascus, has reached several results: 
1. There are differences in the sample of the study regarding audit fees and the quality of the 
audit, due to the demographic variables (gender, age, experience, qualification). 
2. The size of the auditor's fees affects the quality of the audit, as the relationship between the 
two variables has emerged in an inverse medium relationship. 
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Sum of 
Squares 

df
 

Mean Square

 

 
F 

 Sig. 

 Between Groups 55.716 5 2.143 253.758 .000 

Within Groups 1.714 139 .008   

Total 57.430 144    
 Between Groups 198.726 5 7.643 102.638 .000 

Within Groups 15.117 139 .074   
Total 213.843 144    

 Between Groups 204.478 5 7.865 175.342 .000 
Within Groups 9.105 139 .045   

Total 213.583 144    

 
Between Groups 214.112 5 8.235 113.113 .000 

Within Groups 14.779 139 .073   
Total 228.891 144    

 Between Groups 217.870 5 8.380 206.916 .000 

Within Groups 8.221 139 .040   

Total 226.091 144    
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Model R 
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Square
Adjusted R 

Square 
Std. Error of the 

Estimate 

dimension0 1 -.688a .473 .876 1.22561

ANOVAb:
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Dependent Variable: y
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Model 
Sum of 
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Df Mean Square F Sig. 

1 Regression 18390.055 1 18390.05 12387.896 .000a 

Residual 336.934 143 1.488   

Total 18665.996 144    



9201-4No.- 2vol.  University Journal of Hama

 
 

Fsig)0.000>0.05
=0. 473 

473Y=ax+b

139812
Y= -0.812 X + 0.139 

 

 Sig 

-6790.000 
0. 01

18SPSS

679

Model Unstandardized 
Coefficients 

Standardized 
Coefficients 

T Sig. B Std. Error Beta 

1 (Constant) x .139 .242  0.169 .000 
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 Model Summary

Model R 
R 

Square
Adjusted R 

Square 
Std. Error of the 

Estimate 

dimension0 1 -.679a .461 .881 1.22561

ANOVAb:

Predictors: (Constant), x
Dependent Variable: y

sig>

Fsig)0.000>0.05
=0. 461 461

Y=ax+b
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Y= -0.823 X + 0.151 

 

Model 
Sum of 
Squares 

Df Mean Square F Sig. 

1 Regression 18198.095 1 18390.06 12387.896 .000a 

Residual 336.934 143 1.488   

Total 18445.976 144    

Model Unstandardized 
Coefficients 

Standardized 
Coefficients 

T Sig. B Std. Error Beta 

1 (Constant) x .151 .242  0.169 .000 

 -.823 .285 -.746 2.848 .000 

 Dependent Variable: y 
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