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oABSTRACT o

The study aimed to examine the impact of audit firm characteristics on audit
fees charged by banks listed on the Damascus Securities Exchange during the period
2016-2023. It focused on three main characteristics: audit firm size, auditor industry
specialization, and auditor—client tenure, while including client firm size as a control
variable. To achieve the research objectives and test its hypotheses, a multiple linear
regression model was applied using SPSS 22.

The findings revealed that audit firm size and auditor industry specialization
have a positive and significant effect on audit fees, whereas auditor—client tenure has
a negative and significant effect, as longer relationships lead to lower fees due to
accumulated knowledge and experience. The study also confirmed the importance of
client firm size as a key determinant of audit fees.

The research recommends enhancing disclosure of audit fee pricing criteria and
ensuring auditor independence, while balancing professional efficiency with cost
considerations. It further suggests conducting future studies with broader variables
and across different sectors.

Key words: Audit Fees, Audit Firm Characteristics, Audit Firm Size, Industry
Specialization, Audit Tenure.
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lin Lad ISl ode calidny ¢damglei€illy dpapdanil) i) adad Al Jb 4 daliy lgaeadiie
(s «(DeAngelo, 1981) \giddisa gisliSy Wilard saga (Jo (et Al pailiadl) (s deganas
tuailiadl) o2 aal

Cus adal) Baga e € il aly dagall pailadd) (e anall aed :@dal ASE aaa L)
Lylae 83sal) e ol Sligine adi HUSH Zan)Y) il @l$s of Al cluhall (e el <kl
LIS e g e chiaadially daulsll Lalnas dpdally 4l Lylse o dpaall @lS)all
DeAngelo, 1981; Tran et al., ) o Gsudl 48 hy el 52Uy dan dujnsall clanailly (Uadyl
.(2025
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O G (g8 38 IS g e o) amg S pailiadl) aal (pe LB jiies :AINEIY) ¥
O N cady an ol Al Aeginse e 55 8 Layld chil 6 e AIW desid) L)l o
.(Francis, 2004; Yen et al., 2018) Lueall LY aan (g A&l 3850 A Aol 3 5e3 DMLY

Luladl Laldy arie cllae 8 ey a3l UGS dhia o) Gy iBelislly Bl LY
pablis Lea S8l aalss 8 ) dilly dalall claianll agh o cpiad) 53 (e 335 53 o 3] cdalally
-(Lai etal., 2018) s8xll saga (pesd

Ol (AT 83sn e o Sa A delia B paadil :@Eiall Lelial) gawddl) .t
i anlg U Llaall HSE agdy pajilly clbanillh el djee OSlia A delia B Gpacadid)
Cilapiy iy dallad ST (<50 Lualiall 3A0N ules Gadiis A0l oaY) aaat (e agi€ar Las tdeliall
.(Habib, 2011) d3gisas 38> s

5 il s el¥) audt G daulad) Gludl 8 ddaal) pailadll e tdsenll BLEN) By .0
Cianes Gl D) (e I 8 Abshal) 55l o (o Aol DLl dgagd ¢Jaeally 380 A$8 (e LalaY)
e Byeally LSl 5al) o Aaall lall dgag g5 iy ((DeAngelo, 1981) ially duasill 28
.(Cheynel et al., 2024; Myers et al., 2003) Pl (sbusal) (153 86l Gun o Ky Jaanl

o Llaall Caags Joall o daall Lyt Al ALl iluband) (o GB2al (lyen aay @Bl Glga 1
Jaaally G82al) (p ddajihe ClBle (68 giar ol Dusill o Gk s cJaaall JERLY) Criady DY)
shaYl 1wy 8 Jiladl Ay (Carey et al., 2006) sleally (fall c¥lasl nig LDELY) (o Chaad 38
Aalal agdl Algl Al 878 sl Gl mie gy diendl Jos aSHE) dbpadd) GE a3 RIS
-(Jackson et al., 2008; Johnson et al., 2002 ) <,

O o e (aulll) (ailaddl e odleally il ClSHE ) Jealsill aey ) Jualgdll LV
o el Lnlidh Gl daal Bl e den L (zavag Gliaglly @l duag Je gpili (5ol
.(Christensen et al., 2014) géxll i

& ) LSl Aaand e 5uli 058 o Gl I8 ey slasleal aladial LA
bl ddas b sl of Ka dedfial) Glmayd) pladinl Cus 3850 Llee 80US Gpuatl (Aidyll jeac
.(Appelbaum et al., 2017) 48 jisly g ol J<io

e of Cus ediigally ADAY) ulaalls Ganl GIGE 2uh G sy (ABIAY) sulaally M) L4
Svanstrom, alyials Ao closled) paen pe daledl) 23 o ey 45530 d8laas (e e N
.(2016)



ag¢ Ll Gl Ol 3 aall Sy ailad i
L8l gty
dgland) Ayl
Descriptive Analysis i sl Judail)
s slasy) il (1) o) Jssa
Descriptive Statistics
N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
Gl Gl ¢4l 112 13.02 18.98 16.2371 1.55683
383 4,8 aas 112 .0 1.0 214 4122
aall _clial ) 112 .0 1.0 .348 4785
Jaanlly Lol ) 5538 112 1.0 4.0 2.027 1.0608
Valid N (listwise) 112

SPSS lan! malinll SlasV) dlatl) il e 2l Galill alae) (e 2 jaadll
S @bl Glhad) ¢ alaal) ausidll) Slasy) il ddaill (V) o) Jsaal) mas
T Gaagy YT I YN e gl et g Baalie V)Y (e A53Sal Aol disel (Lad el
LY Gy cand) il pial Aalal) ailiadl)
Gl e Jy Lea (V1.78) GRSl Qlad¥ ol alilesll lall Jacigiall o
i culS (YALAR) dad lelg ().07) 58 i (glane ol po ole log dadliye dlaigia
dle e Ll ably Jugalin w5 s AN ASAL Lgabs (53 LY sl yous
e oo duga) e ganl ASHE gady M) ALEN el calS (VYY) dad g (Y YY
Y oYA
e %YVt Jea o S (4.Y)8) @B A paal aleall bugial) Zye
-(Big 4) LS (pian ae Jalann IS0
Sox o s (VA @Baall Leliall pawdill lual) bugia) die
cpanadd agadl iadl e %Y ELA
aaal) 358 G A G (Yo F) Jpaadls BLEY) Bl alual) baugial) flie
Lad lof cul€y cclsin £ 4y zgand) oY) aadl oY Y1 Aaugie ) spuad UWle giadl
(V) dasd s (€)
T pladiul )ym lee ¢l GlSHE paibiad A il (e da)d s Clpdsal) 28 Sl
(8l bl 3 cpnall sda S sl jlaasy)
(Correlation Analysis) LN sl
Pearson  ,lasl shal & sl Glaly i) chssdl Gy ddasd) A asil
.Correlation
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Pearson Correlation (¥) a; Jg

Gl gl Ay aas eliall paadil) | by 55

Saxl Gl Gl Lraalls

sl Gl % Peartson Cor.relatlon 1 182 321 -.106-

Sig. (2-tailed) .055 .001 .265

casll S Pearson Correlation 182 1 212" 110

S5 e Sig. (2-tailed) 055 025 247

eelicall Ganasil Pearson Correlation 3217 212" 1 .070

sl Sig. (2-tailed) .001 025 462

Lla ) sy Pearson Correlation -.106- 110 .070 1

daaall Sig. (2-tailed) 265 247 462

SPSS ilasy! malinll Jlaa¥) dlatl) il Lo 3y Gald) slae) (et jaadl)
tsb b (Y) D dsaall s
Gaall eliall Gaadilly Gl Gl on dsine Lk 3Ble 39ag Oy L) I Cyell
A el 8 el Ll gy Lelia anadidl gdiad) of Jle Ja L o(r = 0.321, Sig = 0.001)
LlsyY) 558, (r = 0.182, Sig = 0.055 ) Géxll A<k ans (e JSy Gl Cladl o gsine Jala)) jelas
(r =-0.106, Sig = 0.265) Jall
Ll ad madagi (Y) by Jon

il AV (ggie Jalae Bl
(Sig.) Ly
a5yl Lyl [ v 0 e cud Jh e c.h00 COAY A8 aas ¥ G Gladl g4
Lilas) (gina . 4! Gax)
s €5ty (sub Lyl [ o) Ggiae die I o YY) paadd) * ganl Glal ¢4l
Gl Gl e 1y eliall Gacadill of ) Gl elial)
Y s by i uSe Ll [y e “.Y1e Y- LlayY) g * gaxl il ¢l
Gl & L) sl maaly S aag Jaaalls
S i gyl bl [ vo e ie I Yo CYNY paadil)l * 3anll 4<5 aas
S AN G ) as Las - Spinas Jauisia Gl o lial
ST A lia Cliaads dlho L W
ADle 251 Y tSyina by 1an Chunaa Lalivy) CYEY SRR LalayV) 5 ¥ gaxl) A<)d aaa
daaly Jaenlly
SEADle g1 Y fgyina by lan Cuna Lalii) 2 cove 58 % iaall elial) jacasd)
daeally Lol )Y

Ln(Audit Fees)=B0+81.AUDSIZ+B2AUDSPE+B33.AUDTEN+34.Controls+e

Gaalall slae) (e 1 Haaall

(il ey g igad) ardioall Hlasy) g isall
V) Aaledl) 3y z3sal) o o5 I omli) gz dgall

AY
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L3l Gl bl 2uslesll = Ln (Audit Fees) e

A BDIA 5 Big 4 e Gl A8 <l 1Y ) 1 Sl e = AUDSIZ .

AL G Bded (ew 8 Ayl Cajliad) saed digid) duall = AUDSPE o
) dagdll 345 %10 e ST culS 1) cBanly din b Basly (385 A58 U8 (e LekS S )
NEICRE ) EOP

cdseal) aa @dxl 4S55 b)) g 2 = AUDTEN o

28 A58 Jgeal Jeay anhll Sujlesll = Ln (Total assets) :{Controls} e
. 3l

Slstall Uadli = & o

Sl Jalad (£) ad) Jgan

Model Summary®

Model R R Square Adjusted R Std. Error of the Durbin-Watson
Square Estimate
1 ATT? .228 199 1.39341 2.189

a. Predictors: (Constant), Jsa¥! Jles) ¢} cJaaalls Jaliy¥) 553 ¢ gaall o lial) Ganadil) (gl A0 aaa

b. Dependent Variable: gaxi clal £l

SPSS ilanyl zalill Jlas) daill il e 3l Gaaldl slae) (o 2 jaadll

t b L syl idas Jgaa el

dhugie Ale 29y A ds lae (R = 0.477) 2aeiddl Lalip¥) Jales dad cazlyo
Lloy) s giaall eluall javaddll (Gl A5 aaa) Abed) chuidl o s
Gl (g (b axieS Jaeal) A58 anang ¢ aaalls

Gl 3 o) e 22.8% s of (RZ = 0.228) wasill (alaw dad muagie
sl 8 dayaal) Al clria) DA (e oppnsis ey 80l

Lelaay) Gigad) & Agie dad » (Adjusted R? = 0.199) dlasal) dail) culi e
Ao panadil) 43885 = 3gaill Ll 2S5 Lea cApsulaally

(s o a9 (Durbin-Watson = 2.189) (suily=cnysn L) dad cily Mg
sl Al 1D Ll AlCae ga axe Ao Ju Lee ¢Y.0 = ).0) Jgaiall Uil

Okl a3 (0) a8 Jga>

ANOVA?
Model Sum of Squares Df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 61.285 4 15.321 7.891 .000°
Residual 207.749 107 1.942
Total 269.035 111

a. Dependent Variable: sl el )

b. Predictors: (Constant), Jss¥) taa &5l ¢ dsaalls Llis,¥) 5558 ¢ 38xall e livall (avadall ¢ gaxl) 3558 aas

SPSS lany! malinll Slas¥) didaill milis e 2l Gall) dlae] (e 2 jaall

AA
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:(5) o) Jeall DA (e
s ¢(+220) (e i 25 (Sig. = 0.000) a2 (sginer F = 7.891 dfilias) dad o Jsaall cp
o 5 dading Aival) il o e %) Lisiee G v Lilaas) Iy IS z3sall of )
iy ale (S8 z3sail eliSy dmdlia pex gl Glb Jally L Jl IS8 i) Ol 8 cplal) e
e e JSE 00 jlassy) E lbaa Jalas ) Sy

Jhaady) Cdlalaa ('L) PBJ Jeia

Coefficients®

Unstand_a(dized Standa_rd_ized Collinearity Statistics
Model Coefficients Coefficients T Sig.
B Std. Error Beta Tolerance | VIF
(Constant) 8.539 2.178 3.920 .000
Gaxll A8 aaa 776 .339 .205 2.291 .024 .897 1.114
1 [e8all eliall paassll | .839 .286 .258 2.934 .004 .933 1.072
Jraalls Jali )Y 5538 -.290- 128 -.198- -2.271- .025 .954 1.048
Jea¥) Jles) ¢4l 299 .084 316 3.554 .001 .916 1.092

a. Dependent Variable: zasll el ¢ )

SPSS lasyl malinll Slaa¥) didatl) il o 3l Galill slae) et jaadl)
(< 2) Jsiall Glaill e ai Wi clpsiall gl VIF D) o copglil (1) &) Jsaall DA (e

dSil o ) il b Ai8lie WiSarg Lz agail) (8 310 Dalls ad daed AlKAe 3sag a2e o Ja L
1Y)

sisa die 3A00) el 3 Ugieas Lpla i (38300 A58 ans of il capelal A6 ducajdl .
A5 LS eiae e Jalam Sl GIGEN G ) daill sda g (B = 0.776, Sig. = 0.024) %o Ay
(a8l laxd Baga Caniay Loy cAadiie Aablan gl 5pig Arans (ge S5 030 4y wiam Wl Tk ¢ lef Ll
.(Fafatas et al., 2010; Kikhia, 2015) dul)y ae daguill oda (3

(3l Clal 3 Lgieay Loyl i3 @iaall eliall Gavadnll of mobull cupgll (400N duajdl) .Y
glad 4 Gacadid) @iad) of Y dsall sda juing (B = 0.839, Sig. = 0.004) %) A2 (ssiue die
Gy GATH 5ol o i Lae cp Uil @lld lehaly dalailly dbuainll aidjeal Tyl ¢ el Llatl Gy (e
-(De Fuentes et al., 2015) du))r ae daiill 038 (305 . eDlaall dasd

ve gl bl b Usieas Lo 35 dsaall LoVl 558 o ol cojelal :ARIEY dacajdl) ¥
Gl dbshll Lala V) 55 of ) dsill o3 uins (B = -0.290, Sig. = 0.025) %o ANy (g5
By (3pxiny AGAN Aalail & AT oy sl o () ey (ghass il Qlail mid ) (535 daeally
.(Cheynel et al., 2024) d)) ae dagill o3 (3i55 . Gaxl dlee oLy Jf

Jaaall 3558 aan of bl cpglal 1(Jgna¥) Alaa) aljlegl — daalall patiall) Jaand) AN paa .t
dagll oda ity (B =0.299, Sig. = 0.001) %) AlNs (giwe vie axl) el 8 Lginag Lyl i
Iall) e a5 00 Lo Ue Wl ) elld gy el aan lal daat (80 @l of )
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ay Ml sl e Sl aga by Lee 2l Ly Lnadat lillial aadsy cllally Gl
.l dalSs e
laagilly il
(ALY i) ) Jeasil) a3 dlaad) dahall o 3Ly

Sy daan (e 4 Osri W Dl el Ll guality LS gpiiad) o A
a8l daleal dacly 2))gag dadia il liSy

agibynd Dl Aol Ll sy cpne gl (3 Cpeanadiall guiiad) A
cialfy o Undll @lld Aaif dalay ddexiall 4l

Sl A aanl) Qladl (aids Jueally @l Gu A 510 ) LS ¥
Lot agllaal) sgall oy Ly (38aall (5l y0ally 28 5al

L gy cdlliS 0dl a3 i i€ ol 631 Juaadl A58 paa £
Lo e o s (Sl IS cililee 2t Jon ) 35 Le e ey

Pl e iad) 138 g aai L () Taliia)

rdaadanl) calgall A

sl gleal Gaal) Qb e 8 Bisal) algall daalye v
Ll elial) Ganadilly 38 A8 aany (lety Lad dials cAllaally

GEal Gl s Gl e ablY) Flady) clllie e v
AL Slgally oyl e

ralSyall ¥

Ladgiadl Sl Jlae lpaadsy 3800 A$H8 aas G 43l v
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dupal) Cilaasa
Gl gallad g Ay e 5l ane byl G Gl e Taae uall gl
Olas aie slasind &g cagind) )il & LS Lgnladl AU bl Jig8 axe Ao ¢ gl Qlaal b gl
el (8 7 3gail Adpad (he a8 Law (L)Y 88 e e adipell Balo)Y) A (Jlgll z3sall (e (384
5idll DAa 0L (315U (38e3 w8 Aapaall Aalall Cajlad) o Auhall i jeail LS alel] g

LAl iy o ml) aant RIS (e 2 5 L a5 sy paall Al
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