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Abstract: This paper aims to expand the contingency perspective to include the financial
accounting information system rather than the management accounting information system by
studying the impact of the contingency factor "environmental uncertainty” on the quality of the
financial accounting information system outputs. The study used data (annual financial reports)
from 11 banks listed on the Damascus Stock Exchange from 2011 to 2020 (99 observations).
The data was analyzed using EViews 12 program. This paper documents that environmental
uncertainty effect negatively on financial accounting information system outputs. Some

recommendations are provided based on these results.

Keywords: contingency theory, environmental uncertainty, financial accounting information
systems, quality of financial reports, earning management, loan loss provision (LLP).
Jel Classification Codes: M41, Q56.
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Kanagaretnam et al., ) oo IS duhs cuad dglal 35l <l (al, a2, al)
Gl Gl Ly 8 Akl e =gl caly WK (2005; Ryan, 2007
St palaie ay o Al e dassaal) Gaglly s5all DA Alalall (g 8l
(a4) Gasdl Jlaa) G il dalee 5L8) 0585 of adsiall (e 4T LS L g il
s Al (Bl (5355 o maall e e iall BL L QaliE gl dula
ot (8 SOl Gap Al s Gasll pled palade 30y
-(Kanagaretnam et al., 2005; Ryan, 2007)

EE R v P PO PR P P~ PR gy S L E QY
Li<a ((DLLP) sl dallaall dell 32§ 2 & (7 W)Y) 5yl)) Al cliaioall
oSy AL L el IS8 # Y1 8la) dujlas <l (DLLP 3 Zillaall dagdl) <
i)l e (2) ) zisalll & sl 2dsa Jia

DLLPy = a0 + al EBTPi + a2 EUsx + a3 GRi + éir (2)
¢ sl Jd oVl :EBT Py Aplia¥) liaivsall 4allad) iedll DLLPit Jiay Cu
KE axe :EUj sl Jof Jpa) Jea) o doguia cilpually clialaddl)
laly) — Adlad) Al o)) clabyY) i sGRi (ol Jebeay Lulie) 2
Zasalll il tet (AL Al culaly) /(AR Ain
o sl e e Hadl) o1V Al J2al) ygai Jhlsa EBTP el Ll
058 Ladie DLLP (e sapas sidl onae Y chimge EBTP 8)la) (45
dsidl (e 4 LS m EBTP (58 Lexie DLLP ¢ ojlfayy ¢laiiiye EBTP
M) A KA ane o) LS8 Al KB ane ae folay) JSG DLLP Ly of
Gilayda Baga g?JL\S\_} Cunddlg CLUY\ 5 dylas caly clah ) CRE (ggiua
Jialinse (@2) Jebadl 5l 68 o adgdl e JEL, A FAIS
sl b Unilis i GR _jial)
1Al ciglaay) 2,10
t oY) satll e duhl) eyl Ldea gl cleliaa) (1) &) Jsaall (e
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Gl ciyial Ldaagll cilplaal) :(1) a8y Jgand

Y zdsall) ciyaia

Std. Dev. Minimum | Maximum | Median Mean &) jarial)
0.075675 -0.171368 0.230189 0.028965 0.039613 LLP
0.258798 0.000000 0.928991 0.278352 0.289752 LCO

0.187819 | -0.184847 1.263503 0.057273 | 0.098777 CHNPL

0.142592 0.011482 0.512885 0.234654 | 0.238900 | LASTLLA

0.208582 0.004466 0.868186 0.318925 | 0.343741 | LASTNPL

(D 3 galll ) e

Std. Dev. | Minimum | Maximum Median Mean i idal)
0.033898 0.001355 0.158474 0.035784 0.044018 DLLP
1.725367 | -6.782661 | 13.942760 | 0.188993 | 0.459042 EU
0.194983 -0.107713 1.247084 0.047114 0.108892 EBTP
1.366887 -2.353700 8.244925 0.188562 0.343055 GR

Eviews 12 clada Je ol &alll slae) (e 1 jsaal)

0.04 Ly ol g il i (aada Cigpas Tausie of (1) o) dsandl el
0.29 s Loganall Ganall Langio dly Wiy cAiadl By 3 (gl Jles) (s
By b pamddl bugies <0.09 Ly &l sl gl el e
S LS 0.34 1y o) Aud) Ay A fiaiall (g il angiag €0.23 iy Aidl
HLEY) oty dawgidl ae AL S Cig el (g)lrad) GihadY) of il
cagpemall 13g] Slajind e 23 Ll Jad el g 2 o il dlla o

(1) a8 Aaleall Al 7 3galll yans clal :3.10

zisall G Lekis Al caDla) z3pall wand chlia) @ (2) &) dsaad) Gy
488 il V1 sshaall G alall e il il Juad) 2 3saill sa (xsenl
i) 2 3 gall apan]

aidlal) 7 dgail) yaas LAl :(2) ad) Jgaal)

Al il DAl e d JLEAY) (g 8
JE8Y
zisall | P=0.0547 | Jis P IS 13 Hy o= <15 skaall
il panill 13 Ho Jsés hilas) | il pooled asesdll 73 saill :Hy
Lilan) J1s e P OIS | Jumdl A3 a dl) Y1 23 a3 :H,
B zisai | P=0.0012 | J2 P o< 1) Ho u=i) | Glewst Jlaal) :2% ghall
a2 13 Hy Jsds dibasl :(Hausman
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Lilas) Jla e P oS (il 4] plall JEY) 23 i 1H,

il LGN 40 dl) B 23 sai Hy

zasall | P=0.2476 35 skl

bl apanill

Jh P s 1y HQ oady
1 Hy Jsds dbibaal | Juadl pooled endll 3503 :H,
Lilas) Jla e P oK (Jemdl Al gall JBY) 350 1 H,

Eviews 12 cilada e ol &alll dlae) (e 1 jdaall

Y Zasadll lasd) gilii :4.10
Cigpan JSI 8 (ALY ) Aplal) clskdl 3 (3) o) dsnad) el
Jaed) maaill Jaleas «0.4500a00) Jalas dad G Jaady LLP Lag @l jilua
DA o byt Ky LLP Cigpome b dlalall clyiwill o0 %43 &) (61 <0.43
iwial gl & ally dasseall gl e (O Deda LS czdsaill i
Meay iall Jelal LS (LLP g pme SR (8 ala) S8 o (Raidl ye)
OSls adsia b LS Lginas L Ll (LASTLLA) dl &y b (aladd)
Ahd palade JSo & il Gl el ol dnad) Ay 8 3l (g ) e

las) Jhyg calia (K€ 23l & F-statistic Jlaal jelal Taly . s sl

| QW) gisaihl lamd) ilni (3) abs Jeaat |
Dependent Variable: LLP

Method: Panel Least Squares

Date: 09/12/22 Time: 14:53

Sample: 2012 2020

Periods included: 9

Cross-sections included: 11
Total panel (balanced) observations: 99

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
C 0.0968766 0.012107 7.992531 0.0000
LCO 0.092442 0.031276 2.955647 0.0039
CHNPL 0.116518 0.034543 3.373091 0.0011
LASTLLA -0.355493 0.0689743 -5.097216 0.0000
LASTNPL -0.030605 0.053558 -0.571441 0.5691
Root MSE 0.055453 R-squared 0.457549
Mean dependent var 0.039613 Adjusted R-squared 0.434466
S.D. dependent var 0.075675 S.E. of regression 0.056909
Akaike info criterion -2.845543 Sum squared resid 0.304431
Schwarz criterion -2. 714476 Log likelihood 145.8544
Hannan-Quinn criter. -2. 792513 F-statistic 12.82191

Durbin-VWatson stat

1.539175

Prob(F-statistic)

0.000000

-Eviews 12 malin Slassa )_\mJ‘I

A5 Y Gl Aludu G o Al i) Gt Ly bk by g550

Jo¥) asalll JBls Bagy Ll @il :5.10
Sl Al poad a3 :Normality test bl ajsill JLEd) :1.5.10
O e LAY 1] anell Apnjd el cdad) zisal) ailad e grakll asl

sl
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Sl G g 135 <0.05 e ST Jarque-Bera 1 adlaal) deall G Laadl

L;")"H‘ @Jjﬂ\ @:ﬁ CJ}«.\S\

(Aloll bl 568l JLES) 1(1) a8, JSid)

2 Series:Standardized Residuals
10 Sample 2012 2020
Observations 99
8
Mean -1.00e-17
6 Median -0.006163
Maximum 0.157802
4 Minimum -0.111065
Std. Dev. 0.055820
> I II I I Skewness  0.465895
Kurtosis 3.025562
. umililll i Eilans
-0.10 -0.05 0.10 0.15 Jarque-Bera 3.584151
Probability 0.166614(

EVIEWS. 12 cilsjie mil : juaal)

Bload) Aadas i) Lsd) :2.5.10
o ksl Gyl ge Gl Al ) il & (4) &) deall pam
— bl ) LY g sl adaad JinY) dad (Y S Aulld) G Jaadl saa sl
ol G iy L <0.05 o sl (dsally ) (50 — aaly ol e
Siise AL Gl Jiad) Gz dl) Jig o(5)fise je) Bans 3 ALl Gl S5

Aloal) Al e JLIA) il 1(4) ady Jgaa

1al)
Cross-
Method Statistic Prob.** sections Obs
Null: Unit root (assumes common unit root process)
Levin, Lin & Chu t* -5.13032 0.0000 11 83
Null: Unit root (assumes individual unit root process)
Im, Pesaran and Shin W-stat -2.60023 0.0047 11 83
ADF - Fisher Chi-square 45.7231 0.0021 11 83
PP - Fisher Chi-square 52.9782 0.0002 11 88
19 adalal)
Cross-
Method Statistic Prob.** sections Obs
Null: Unit root (assumes common unit root process)
Levin, Lin & Chu t* -5.14976 0.0000 11 83
Breitung t-stat 1.02200 0.8466 11 72
Null: Unit root (assumes individual unit root process)
Im, Pesaran and Shin W-stat -0.32573 0.3723 11 83
ADF - Fisher Chi-square 32.0544 0.0765 11 83
PP - Fisher Chi-square 73.4799 0.0000 11 88
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| [N TY)
Cross-

Method Statistic Prob.** sections Obs
Null: Unit root (assumes common unit root process)

Levin, Lin & Chu t* -7.25246 0.0000 11 84
Null: Unit root (assumes individual unit root process)

IADF - Fisher Chi-square 84.1492 0.0000 11 84
PP - Fisher Chi-square 83.3712 0.0000 11 88

Eviews 12 cilada e ol &alll dlae) (e 1 jdaall

Dlial i (5) ) Jsaall ey i Sled) Audu B (udladh) ldl :3.5.10
o S Jlaa¥) dad (Y duilaie Alulld) G Jaadl L ) dluls 8 Gailail)
cdaad) (il oad g cAuslatie ALl Bl B axall (g Jis JEL 0.5

Aloal) Alada b Guilaill L8 quilis 1(5) A, Jsaad

MNull hypothesis: Residuals are homoskedastic

Value df Probability
Likelihood ratic 12.75287 11 0.3098

Eviews 12 Glayie e ol sl alae] (e 1 diaal)

(2) a8 Ualaeall aidlall gz 3gail) yaad ci)lid) :6.10
zasall & el s DLl #3saill st clylasl 25l (6) W) Jsaadl s

2 ab ) Adalaall aidlal) 723 gail) daaal il LA 3(6) ady J9aad)

VAN s AN Basld JREAY) (g 8
LAY

gl | P=0.9564 | Ja P oS 13 Hy o= 115 shadll
NI P VEN | 13 Hp dsdy bibaa) | Juadl pooled (oraenill 3 5adll :Hy
Lilas) b e P OIS |l A3 30 al) Y 23 9 1 H,
Bl zisai | P=0.6038 | Ja P S 13 Hy gy | clewsr sl 28 skl
Jadl 4300 gl 1) Hy Jsds dibias) :(Hausman
Lilas) Jla e P oS (bl 4 gl JBY) 23 503 1 H
] A3 20 &) Y 23 9 1 Hy
- gisall [ P=0.9552 | s P S 13) Hy od) ‘ 35 shaall
LJadl apanill 1 Hy Jsés bibaa) | Juadl pooled el z35aill :H,
Lilas) Jla e P oS (bl 40 gl BV 23 503 1 H,y

Eviews 12 ciladaa e ol Dalll dlac) (e 1 jaaal)

LBl gz dgadl) lasd) gilis :7.10
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e O3 e cdunse (EBTP) WY1 8y dalae 33L8) &1 (7) ) dsaall el
L) el LS L Lglas) 40 Las m LV )Y & Uil (ggine e SEN e
M e KB e o LIS G gine 4125 dinse (EU) i) REY axe Jalas
Gy ey o(Leains ol ALY 8ol elsn) A3pafll Cliatadl ehad) aladil
pulad) Glagles alla cilajie saga cuzmids) B =LY 853 e had) dusyles
shaall aladinl e paidy (RG) @bl asa sai O il cjell LS L33
0.14 351 Jalao Lo G LD (Lysine g Ll 5)LaY1) 43080 linioall
Cigpan b Alalall cliadl) e %11 &) @l 011 Jhaad)l aaill Jalaag
& F-statistic Jlia) elal Ty oz dseill clyiwia A (o lajpud (Soy DLLP

las) J1ys cnlie 0SS 2 3 all

I e T 3gaill laad) @l (7)) ads Jgaad I
Dependent Variable: DLLP

Method: Panel Least Squares

Date: 09/12/22 Time: 23:25

Sample: 2012 2020

Periods included: ©

Cross-sections included: 10

Total panel (balanced) observations: 99

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.

C 0.031937 0.004799 65.654218 0.0000

EBTP 0.060987 0.0190186 3.207075 0.0019

EU 0.055615 0.024981 2.226292 0.0286

RG -0.011327 0.004701 -2.409241 0.0181

Root MSE 0.032763 R-squared 0.145006
Mean dependent var 0.041695 Adjusted R-squared 0.115181
S.D. dependent var 0.035631 S.E. of regression 0.033516
Akaike info criterion -3.910155 Sum squared resid 0.096606
Schwarz criterion -3.799052 Log likelihood 179.9570
Hannan-Quinn criter. -3.865351 F-statistic 4.861835
Durkin-VWatson stat 1.973633 Prob(F-statistic) 0.003587

| LEViews 12 Clajaa e oln d85aldl slas) e :_,;..,...ul

) zagail) Blg Bags cufylad) milii :8.10

i (2) Ay JRA (aym :Normality test asdall ayigill jLas) :1.8.10
Jarque-Bera 1 adlall dadl O Laadl .zdsall el aglall ajall sl
cornhall sl o magaill s G ey 1385 <05 (e S
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Alsll oonlall g JLR) 3(2) ) g

12
Series:Standardized Residuals
10 Sample 2012 2020
Observations 99
8 Mean 0.001183
Median -0.006300
6 Maximum 0.084439
Minimum -0.061866
a Std. Dewv. 0.032189
Skewness 0.534333
> Kurtosis 2.667320
o I . . = m Jaraue-Bera 5.167485
-0.06 .04 -0.02 0.00 0.02 0.04 . . Probability 0.075491m

EVIEWS. 12 cilsjia il 1 jaaal)

sl Al i 5L :2.8.10
o ol Gph ge Al Alale hEal sl & (8) &) Jsaall pam
— pbldl) a) LY el akieal Jlaia) dad G e ALullll G Laadls sasl)
el s by (JELs <0.05 (e sl (Jaally @bl 90 = Jaally @bl o
e ALl GL ) il Jiy o(Biine i) Baay H3s AL Bh Sl

Aloal) Al i) JLIA) il 1(8) ady Jgaal

1al)
Cross-
Method Statistic Prob.** sections Obs
Null: Unit root (assumes common unit root process)
Levin, Lin & Chu t* -7.97121 0.0000 11 84
Null: Unit root (assumes individual unit root process)
Im, Pesaran and Shin W-stat -2.96381 0.0015 11 84
ADF - Fisher Chi-square a47.8470 0.0011 11 84
PP - Fisher Chi-square 48.9390 0.0008 11 88
) L&l
Cross-
Method Statistic Prob.** sections Obs
Null: Unit root (assumes common unit root process)
Levin, Lin & Chu t* -11.2810 O.0000 11 80
Breitung t-stat -3.06994 0.0011 11 69
Null: Unit root (assumes individual unit root process)
Im, Pesaran and Shin W-stat -1.39181 0.0820 11 80
ADF - Fisher Chi-square 45.6769 0.0022 i 80
PP - Fisher Chi-square 51.2508 0.0004 11 88
-
1g adaldd) ) ga
Cross-
Method Statistic Prob.** sections Obs
Null: Unit root (assumes common unit root process)
Levin, Lin & Chu t* -9.50167 O.0000 11 86
Null: Unit root (assumes individual unit root process)
ADF - Fisher Chi-square 95.5829 0.0000 I 86
PP - Fisher Chi-square 92.3325 0.0000 i 88

Eviews 12 cilaaa e ol Zalll dlac) (e 1 jlaal)
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Jbia) & (9) &) dsaall (ajmy 1 Slgd) Al b uiladl) lsd) :3.8.10
Oo ST Jlaay) ded Y dulaie Al G LaadU L ) dlule 3 el

cdaal (il i cdilacia AL L s paall [ Jass JBIL, 0.5

Dol b & Luilasl) HLaS) @il 1(9) ady Jgaad)

Null hypothesis: Residuals are homoskedastic

Value df Probability
Likelihood ratio 10.33930 ju B O.5001

Eviews 12 cilada e ol &alll dlac) (e 1 jaaal)

(el cp BLEY) il :4.8.10
il BN i (10) ) Jsndl Gmpe

lpiall o BN @il :(10) s Jgaad)

Cerrelation
t-Statistic
Probability DLLP EU EBTP RG
DLLP 1.000000
EU 0.284986 1.000000
2.789060 = --——-
0.0065 = -
EBTP 0.210764 0.090341 1.000000
2.022576 0.850958 = -
0.0462 0.39712 ---—-
RG -0.005939 0.117546 0.193772 1.000000
-0.055718 1.110378 1.852864 @ -———-
0.9557 0.2699 o.o673 = ---—=

Eviews 12 cilaae Je oy @alll slac) (e s omaall

a8l Gy %0.05 sgiwa dio Ligina SN gigall) ciiie asan dall
Claglaa allal cilajia 515 g by W) 508 dujlan B alal (Al SSEY
gl lag) Ay yally paaial) gl @ L) 580 G s Al duulaal)
Aades L) aaa gad Ll OIS Lady
:aluagilly clatitnay) .11

Cilajie 335 o8 Ll Dl L) BN aaal &1 e Tapas Sy il e
L AT ey (oY) 51 Al g o)) AL Dadad) Gilaglaa alis
ol e Dulaall agd dagiedl Aigyall ehad) aladiul oy o) KB e
oda (38 L oUaT 138 Cilajdie saga (mliadl ALy cJaal nea Gy GlisiuY)
Ghosh and ) Jlaal 13a & s3saad) 2] cluhAl Gy el bl ae dagul
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«(Olsen, 2009; Habib et al., 2011; Surbakti & Sudaryati, 2021

paad il aag axe cuyelal Jll (Ghani et al., 2017) 4l ml pe calias,

e Gmeliae ) edgly .~ LY 8y Ol dules & (Al ST

Cilaglas plai ilajie sasa b il KB e Tyl Jalall il llia G o
Slo Cagy AL @D dacy slay) lsles G iy e Al dpulal
Lolad) bl o slae¥) e S ddaialy ddamdl) gl gkl
COl o gay 4 sl

OS) mlimy e Ele dlae Cilaslae alai aag ¥ 48 e Sy il o2 o
Laaladdl ulee Ofs callail a8 Lals 1al ddasdl Gl Ol colSes gl
AU 138 il i saga Baat) A8S e L) LN dacy 4353

IFAIS Ll )&l daey L0 juledd) gaunly Jd (e fpea Ciljic] lia @
S il A aeaie de Gipad) chla b al ddail) A G
oyl 43,00 06 8 Y LAWY dplad) ilaglas HUail 43k 3 4D ey
AL )@ sae) vie Dnvlad) (L) 8 A Lo gnse ST s

t VL el 138 gy I

Gras Gl KB are dagy (ol Adaidly Alasadl 2l 2y (s pall e -
drale Al 285 die fouladd Glogleddl alai cilajie s o Lyl
Lalblad)

G (oo i€ Aadaiall L)) Lpnsladll cllaslaa st e Jolal) (g pal) (0 —
(hias & Subsystem el aUaill Jib &) 3 ¢l aladl AR e
zliny O i Gias b Loaf ulul) US) Ji8 ) (o35 2l 4in
(s o 40a0) dalsall asen Ay (Jdll jhalie Ay ) 2L sesiae
e 3554l

Sl AAS e Lald Biae U e Slleall daabe G Ll Sy i) 23 -
daalye Age skt Y] Gl G sl Caal AN Lyl G e
(A 4c 58 Ll foaslaall Gloglaal) alas e aSall dodil cillual)
aid L duslaall cilaglae alai il
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€ Dl dlad) Gloglas il chaall sasind e U il i —
DIV s G s Daay Al Glanglly a8l (gue (mdddl Lga
ehal el e aley A Llaall Glaghea alai sasa & Dol )
S0 Jaa il L) Aplad) Cilaglae pUail ¢ )yaall alaind 248 Joa il
e sleny ) A8 e

o oY) adinall J e AL Dpulaall ilaglaa alas Al (gyspall o =
G61 (Al dpladl) cilasheal) alail a5k ) 40,000 Ada ) 35,00yl dgas
L) dlaal) laglea alaig Aaliaa) Aok ) Jalsell (p ADLRD) Ay

512) Loladd 513y adlsy Jsn Lnlaall jubeall ddaiall il Sy Gand) 23—
ol o) 8 ) BN e 153G o i) e 035 L 2 WY
GV iz oY) e i Bl Cle haY ) MaS) U8 ) 2L il ikt
mlaall M) Jal e el B sale) e Jeall Lo by

sl KB aae Jie Ayl delsall G Al Jlm lul el Bygpa —
e liall g Uil bt cileUad 8 AL dpulaall Cilagbes alaiy

aabal) 4l .12

LW el ase 8 @l LS 5L (2018) caeae anm ol 5 Ol el
dagidall (pudil] daals Aae L (Apysudl LD (315V15 GhsY) L o Ll Ay
(44)2 e lials Al Eipalll

Mbj (u.ul:\ﬂ\ dfi\.m‘” 5‘)3“543\ d.q\):d\) dw\ ‘).\d)lsﬂ\ 3)}; (2013) U:‘-ﬂ\ &J.\ c}uu_.)
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