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Bai bdo xem xét cac nhdn t§ anh hudng dén do tré bao céo
kiém toan (ARL), duoc dinh nghia 1a khoang thoi gian tir cubi nim
tai chinh va ngay cong bd bao co kiém toan. Thong qua phuong
phap phan tich tong hop, véi mau nghién ctiru gdm 40 bai bo, quy
mo anh huong 310 trong giai doan nam 2020 - 2024. Chlng toi
nhom cac nghien ctru dugc phan tich téng hop thanh ba nhom: (a)
cac yeu t6 quyét dinh kiém toan va lién quan dén klem toan, (b) cac
yeu t6 lién quan dén quan tri cong ty va (c) cac yéu té dic thu cu
thé clia cong ty. Két qua nghién ctru phat hién mua kiém toan cia
nhom nhan t6 kiém toan 1am ting ARL, trong sb cac yéu té quyét
dinh quan tri cong ty, su ton tai cia mot thanh vién chuyén gia tai
chinh trong o1y ban kiém toan va murc do tap trung so hiru lam giam
ARL. Cubi ciing, trong cac yéu tb tinh dic thu ciia cong ty, cho
thdy tinh phirc tap cua cong ty lam ting ARL, trong khi loi nhudn
lam giam d¢ tré nay. Nhiing két qua nay s& hiru ich cho céc nha
nghién ctru khi lya chon céac bién kiém soat cho céc nghién ctru vé
ARL trong tuwong lai va cung cip thong tin chi tiét vé cac yéu td
chinh gop phan gay ra sy cham tré vé bao cao kiém toan.

ABSTRACT

The paper examines the factors that affect Audit Reporting
Lag (ARL), defined as the period between the end of the fiscal year
and the date of publication of the audit report. Using a meta-analysis
method, with a research sample of 40 articles, the impact scale is
310 for the period from 2020 to 2024. We group the meta-analyzed
studies into three groups: (a) audit and audit-related determinants,
(b) corporate governance-related factors, and (c) company-specific
factors. The research results found that the audit season of the audit
factor group increases ARL. Among corporate governance
determinants, the presence of a financial expert member in the audit
committee and the level of ownership concentration reduce ARL.
Finally, among company-specific factors, it shows that company
complexity increases ARL, while profitability reduces this lag.
These results will be helpful to researchers when selecting control
variables for future ARL studies and provide insights into the key
factors contributing to audit reporting delays.
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1. Gi6i thi¢u

DPé dam bao tinh hitu ich cho cac nha dau tu va co quan quan ly, Bao Céo Tai Chinh
(BCTC) can dugc cong bd kip thoi (Vuko & Cular, 2014). Néu BCTC di kiém toan dugc cong
bd qua mudn, nd s& khong mang lai gia tri cho ngudi st dung. Do d6, tinh kip thdi cia BCTC
dong vai tro quan trong, va cac yéu t6 anh huong dén thoi gian cong bd BCTC di kiém toan cua
cac cong ty niém yét da tré thanh chu dé& dugc nhiéu nha nghién ctru quan tim. Muc dich cua
bai béo nay 1 dé hiéu sau hon cac nghién ctru lién quan dén do tré cua bao céo kiém toan, 1a sb
ngdy tir cudi nam tai chinh cua cong ty dén ngay bao céo kiém toan cua cong ty duoc cong bd
(Ashton & ctg., 1989; Knechel & Payne, 2001), bing cach tong hop cac tai liéu hién co.

Do tré bao cao kiém toan (ARL) 1a mot bién sé duoc quan tAm trong nhiéu nghién ctru
vi thoi gian hoan thanh kiém toan BCTC anh hudng dang ké dén thoi diém cong bd BCTC cua
cong ty (Givoly & Palmon, 1982; Pizzini & ctg., 2015) va viéc cong bé BCTC cham tré co thé
1am ting su bat d6i xtng thong tin trén thi trudng (Bamber & ctg., 1993; Omer & ctg., 2020) va
6 thé lam gidm tinh lién quan cia BCTC (Whitworth & Lambert, 2014). Trén thuc té, do tré
béo cdo kiém toan da ting 1én ké tir khi thuc hién céc yéu cau ciia Sarbanes-Oxley 404, dan dén
nhiéu cong ty lua chon cong bd thong tin tai chinh trude ngay béo cao kiém toan (Krishnan &
Yang, 2009). Diéu nay anh huong dén do tin cdy cta théng tin ma cac nha dau tu sir dung dé
dua ra quyét dinh dau tu.

Nghién ctru vé cac yéu té anh hudng dén ARL bit dau vao nhitng nam 1970 va di co
nhitng budc phat trién dang ké ké tir thoi diém d6. Trén c¢d s& nghién ctru cia Habib va cong su
(2019), Durand (2019), chung t6i tiép tuc phat trién nghién ctru theo hudng nay, st dung phan
tich tong hop dé kiém tra cac yéu td anh huong dén ARL va xac dinh xem nghién ctru trude day
¢6 cung cdp mo ta nhat quan vé sy anh huéng ciia cac nhan t6 dén ARL hay khong? Phan tich
tong hop 1a mot phuong phap théng ké tich hop cac két qua nghién ctru gitra cac nghién ctru vé
cing mot chu dé (Hansen & ctg., 2022; Hunter & Schmidt, 2004), né thudng duoc str dung khi
c6 nhiéu nghién ctru véi két qua thyc nghiém mau thuén nhau.

Két qua nghién ciru trude day cho thdy mot s6 nhan t6 c6 anh huong dén ARL va ¥ nghia
thong ké. Tuy nhién, ching t6i ciing thay rang mot sb bién doc lap thuong duoc st dung khong
c6 mbi quan hé dang ké v6i ARL sau khi két hop, chang han nhu phi kiém toan, sy thay do6i
kiém toan vién hay cong ty kiém toan uy tin BIG4 va mot s6 bién van chua co két luan. Vi dy,
chung t6i thdy rang rui ro kinh doanh ciia kiém toan vién, duoc dai dién béi cac bién phap vé
loi nhuan/thua 15 va tinh hinh tai chinh ctia khach hang, lam ting sy cham tré trong kiém toan.

Mic du dd ¢ nhiéu nghién ciru thyc nghiém trén timg thi truong riéng 1é nham phan
tich cac yéu t6 anh huong dén ARL, phan 16n cic nghién ctru van ton tai nhitng han ché nhat
dinh, tao nén khoang tréng cho viéc thuc hién mdt nghién ctru phan tich téng hop. Thu nhat, cac
két qua thyc nghiém hién nay chua théng nhat vé tac dong cia cung mot bién s, chang han nhu
quy md cong ty, so hitu tap trung, hay sy hién dién cua kiém toan vién Big4, trong khi viéc thiéu
su tong hop hé théng khién kho xac dinh dau 1a cac yéu té c¢6 anh hudng 6n dinh va dang tin
cdy dén ARL. Thtr hai, chua c6 nhiéu nghién ctru phan tich tong hop cap nhat dir liéu sau dai
dich Covid-19, mot giai doan c6 kha nang dinh hinh lai quy trinh kiém toan va thoi gian cong
bd bao cao kiém toan. Do d6, mot nghién ctru phan tich tong hop c6 hé théng, toan dién va cap
nhat sé khong chi gitip lam r6 muc d va hu’orng tac dong cua tung nhan t6 dén ARL, ma con
cung cip co so vitng chic cho cac nghién ctru tiép theo va khuyén nghi chinh sach trong kiém
toan tai chinh.
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Diém méi ctia nghién ciru nay nam & viéc tong hop c6 hé thdng va dinh luong cac bang
chtng thyc nghiém lién quan dén cac nhan t6 anh huong dén do tré bao cao kiém toan trong
bdi canh cip nhat dén nim 2024. Khac véi cac nghién ciru riéng 16 trude day chi tap trung vao
tirng nhan t6 hodc ting thi trudng riéng biét, nghién ciru nay thyc hién phan tich tong hop trén
40 bai bao vé6i 310 quy mo anh hudng, tir d6 cung cip cai nhin toan dién, khach quan va co
cin cr thong ké vé cac yéu t6 chinh tac dong dén ARL. Viéc phan nhom céc nhan té thanh ba
nhom (kiém toan, quan tri cong ty va dic thu cong ty) cho phép danh gia rd rang muac d6 anh
hudng twong d6i cia timg nhom nhan t5. Ngoai ra, nghién ctru con phat hién ra vai tro lam
giam ARL cua chuyén gia tai chinh trong iy ban kiém toan, mot yéu td it duoc 1am rd trong
cac phan tich tong hop trudc d6. Day 1a dong gdp mébi quan trong ca vé phuong phap va ndi
dung. Sau phan gidi thiéu, trong phan 2, chiing t6i téng quan cac nhém linh vuc anh hudng
dén do tré bao co kiém toan. Phan 3 mé ta phuwong phap nghién ctru. Phan 4 trinh bay céc két
qua nghién ctru va thao luan vé ching. Trong phan 5, chung t6i két luan, khuyén nghi va huéng
nghién ctru tiép theo.

2. Tong quan nghién ctru
2.1. Cdc nghién ciru vé Kiém todan va ddc diem kiem todn dén dj tré bdo cdo kiém todn

Céc nha nghién ctru ké toan rat quan tdm dén viéc nghién ctiru ARL vi mot sb 1y do. Pau
tién, thoi gian hoan thanh kiém toan BCTC anh huong dang ké dén thoi diém cong bd bao cao
tai chinh ctia cong ty (Givoly & Palmon, 1982; Pizzini & ctg., 2015). Tai Hoa Ky, cac cong ty
khong thé nép BCTC cho ty ban chimg khoan My trudc ngdy bao céo cua kiém toan vién
(Lambert & ctg., 2011), do 6 ARL anh hudng dén tinh kip thoi ciia hd so 10-K. ARL dai hon
va do @0, su cham tré trong viéc cong bd BCTC c6 mot sb tac dong. Pau tién, viéc cong bd
BCTC khéng dung thoi han ¢6 thé 1am giam niém tin ctia nha dau tu vi viéc cong bd thu nhép
mudn ngoai du kién bao hiéu tin xu cho thi trudng (Chambers & Penman, 1984; Ettredge &
ctg., 2006). Vi du, Givoly va Palmon (1982) dua ra bang ching cho thiy thong tin thu nhap
dugc cong bd mudn hon khi thu nhap thap hon ky vong so véi khi thu nhap vuot quéa ky vong,
trong khi d6 Chambers va Penman (1984) chi ra rang viéc cong bd thu nhap mudn ngoai duy kién
c6 lién quan tiéu cuc dén loi nhuan bt thuong.

Thir hai, viéc cong bd BCTC cham tré c6 thé 1am ting sy bat d6i xtng thong tin trén thi
truong (Bamber & ctg., 1993) va anh hudng dén mirc d6 khong chic chin lién quan dén cac
quyét dinh dya trén thong tin duogc bao cao (Ashton & ctg., 1987). Cudi cung, viéc cong bd
thong tin tai chinh cham tré anh huéng dén tinh lién quan cta thong tin co trong bao céo tai
chinh thuong nién (Whitworth & Lambert, 2014).

Trudc day, hau hét cac cong ty doi dén ngay hodc sau ngdy bao cao kiém toan méi cong
b bét ky thong tin thu nhap nao (Bamber & ctg., 1993). Theo céc tac gia (Givoly & Palmon,
1982) cho thay bién dong gia c6 phiéu it rd rét hon ddi v6i cac ban cong bd thu nhap mudn. Tuy
nhién, ARL di ting 1én ké tir khi thuc hién cac yéu ciu cta Sarbanes-Oxley (SOX) 404, diéu
nay dudng nhu d3 budc hau hét cac cong ty phai cong bd théng bao thu nhap chua duoc kiém
toan trudc ngay bao cao kiém toan (Krishnan & Yang, 2009). Xu huéng niy 1am giam thém tinh
lién quan ctia cac BCTC da dugc kiém toan.

Ly do thir hai khién cac nha nghién ctru ké toan quan tim dén ARL 1a vi tai liéu dam
phan quan 1y khach hang kiém toan vién (ACM - Aditor Client Management) cung cap bang
chtng cho thiy dam phan ACM vé ndi dung BCTC va/hoic bao cao kiém toan co thé 1a ngudn
gbc dang ké gay ra sy cham tré kiém toan (Salterio, 2012). Vi du, Habib (2013) tim thiy méi
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lién hé tich cyc manh mé gitra ARL va y kién kiém toan da stra d6i, cho théy su cham tré kiém
toan dai hon ngu ¥ khdi lugng cong viée kiém toan tang 1én va/hoic cac cudc dam phan ACM
kéo dai. Ngoai ra, Hay va cong sur (2006) luu ¥ ring su cham tré bao céo kiém toan co thé chi
ra cac van dé trong qué trinh kiém toan, kho khin trong viée giai quyét cac van dé kiém toan
nhay cam hodac BCTC phuc tap hon dé lap, va do do tim théy mbi lién hé tich cuc nhat quan
giita phi kiém toan va ARL.

Cudi cung, ARL da dugc str dung trong nghién ctru trudc ddy nhu mot dai dién cho hiéu
qua kiém toan va/hodc nd luc kiém toan (Bamber & ctg., 1993; Knechel & Payne, 2001).
Knechel va cong su (2009) phét trién mot mé hinh 1y thuyét vé& quy trinh kiém toan va sir dung
moO hinh nay dé tinh diém hiéu qua cho mot mau kiém toén, st dung dir li¢u vé hoat dong kiém
toan doc quyén tir mot cong ty ké toan. Str dung diém sb nay, ho thay rang ARL c6 thé dugc coi
12 mot dai dién hop 1y cho nd luc kiém toan bat thudng, didu nay hd tro cho 14p luan raing ARL
dong vai trod 1a chi bao vé sy xuét hién cia cac cudc dam phan ACM.

2.2. Cac nghién ciru vé quadn tri cong ty dnh hwong dén do tré bdao cdao kiém todn

Mot s6 dic diém cua hoi dong quan tri duge nghién ctu trong tai liéu vé ARL bao gom
quy mo hoi d@)ng quan tri, tan suét hop hoi déng quan tri va tinh doc 1ap cta hoi déng quan tri.
Dua trén ly thuyét to chirc, Steiner (1972) di ghi nhan rang mot nhom 16n hon s& mét nhiéu thoi
gian hon dé dua ra quyét dinh; do d6, mot hoi dong quan tri 16n hon c6 thé gip phai rao can giao
tiép va van dé phdi hop. Do d6, mot hoi ddng quan tri 16n hon thuong kém hiéu qua hon trong
viéc giam sat quan ly, do d6 lam tang ARL (Dimitropoulos & Asteriou, 2010). Hassan (2016)
da tim thdy méi lién hé tich cuc giita quy mé hoi ddng quan tri va ARL.

Mot hoi ddng quan tri doc 1ap hop thuong xuyén hon co thé yéu cau chat luong kiém
toan cao hon nhiéu dé bao vé von uy tin ciia hoi dong quan tri (Fama & Jensen, 1983), dé thiic
day loi ich ciia c¢6 dong (Carcello & ctg., 2002), va dé giam thiéu trach nhiém phap 1y. Chat
luong kiém toan cao hon sé& phai chiu nhiéu chi phi kiém toan hon, tir d6 ¢6 kha nang lam ting
ARL. Quan diém nay cho thiy méi lién hé tich cuc giita ARL va tinh doc 1ap cta hoi dong quan
tri va tan suat hop cta hoi ddng quan tri. Tuy nhién, cac cudc hop cta hoi ddng quan tri thuong
xuyén hon, v&i nhidu thanh vién hoi dong quan tri doc 1ap hon, s& ting cuong chirc nang giam
sat cua hoi déng quan tri va dam bao viéc ngp BCTC da kiém toan kip thoi hon, do d6 lam giam
ARL (Chan & ctg., 2016).

2.3. Cdc nghién civu vé dic diém ciia doanh nghigp anh hwéng dén dj tré bdo cdo
kiém todn

Dic diém dau tién vé do phirc tap ctia to chirc 1a quy mé cong ty. Mic du cic cong ty
16n hon ¢6 xu huéng kiém toan cac tai khoan phtc tap hon, nhung cac cong ty 16n hon thuong
sir dung cac cong ty kiém toan 16n hon, ¢6 nhidu nhan vién hon dé hoan thanh cong viéc kiém
toan sém hon (vi du: Ng & Tai, 1994). Sy nhanh chéng nay dugc tao diéu kién thuan loi hon
nita boi cac hé thong kiém soat ndi bd manh hon do cac cong ty 16n thiét ké (Carslaw & Kaplan,
1991). Nguoi ta cling cho rang viéc cham tré trong viéc phat hanh bao cdo thudng nién cé thé
lam tang su khéng chéc chan gifra cac bén lién quan khac nhau va anh huong dén gia co phiéu
ctia cong ty. Dé glam b6t nhitng su khong chic chin do, cac cong ty 16n hon c6 xu hudéng hoan

thanh cong viéc kiém toan cia minh cang sém cang tot dé co thé phat hanh bao cao thudng nién
som hon (Ashton & ctg., 1989).

Céc phén khic kinh doanh, doanh sé ban ra nuéc ngoai, sap nhap va mua lai 1a ba yéu
t0 co thé quan sat dugc bén ngoai lién quan dén tinh phuec tap ctia hoat dong kinh doanh (Woo
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& Koh, 2001). Sd lugng phan khuc kinh doanh 16n hon, ty 1€ doanh b cao hon co duoc tir
hoat dong kinh doanh nudc ngoai va sy tdn tai cia mot vu sap nhap, mua lai hodc lién doanh
thuong bao hi¢u tinh phuc tap 16n hon trong hoat dong cua cong ty va do do, kha nang xdy ra
sai s6t quan trong 16n hon (Bamber & ctg., 1993). Tai liéu trudc ddy cling cho thiy ring khi
mot doanh nghiép trinh bay thong tin phan khiic trong BCTC ctia minh, cac kiém toan vién c6
xu huéng thyc hién cac thu tuc kiém toan bd sung, dan dén ARL ting 1én (Bamber & ctg.,
1993; Ng & Tai, 1994). Carslaw va Kaplan (1991) 1ap luan rang khi cac cong ty chiu 15, cac
cong ty c6 kha ning tri hodn viéc cong bd 16 bing cach yéu cau kiém toan vién 1én lich bat
dau kiém toan mudn hon binh thuong. Mac du vay, cac kiém toan vién c6 thé tién hanh than
trong hon néu ho cho rﬁng thu nhap am dugc bao céo s€ lam tang kha nang pha san tai chinh
hodc gian 14n quan 1y sau nay. Bao cdo 15 ciing c6 thé lién quan dén rui ro, diéu nay c6 thé
thuc day cac kiém toan vién tién hanh thir nghiém thuc chit hon dé xac nhan rang cong ty
dang hoat dong. Do d6, cic kiém toan vién phai chiu muc rii ro kiém toén cao ddi voi cac
thue thé thua 16 (Bamber & ctg., 1993).

3. Phuwong phap nghién ciru

3.1. Dir liéu nghién ciru

Chung t6i tién hanh nghién clru cac nhan t6 anh hudng dén ARL. Bé nghién ctru mot
cach co hé théng, chung to6i da tién hanh tim kiém tir khoa cua co s& dit liéu Scopus véi tir khoa
lwa chon tiéu dé bai viét co cic cum tir ¢6 lién quan 13 “audit report lag” OR “audit reporting
lag” OR “audit lag” OR “audit delay” OR “auditing delay”. Theo Annesley (2010); Jamali va
Nikzad (2011) cho rang, tiéu dé cia bai bao 13 yéu t6 dau tién ma ngudi doc s& quan sat va phu
hop v6i muc tiéu nghién ctru tong hop. Nhém nghién ctru ap dung phuong phap PRISMA, cho
phép danh gia tong quan c6 hé thdng mot cach khach quan, duoc xay dung thé hién qua Hinh 1.
Hinh 1
So D6 PRISMA Sang Loc Bai Bio Cac Nhin Té Anh Huong dén ARL

( Xic dinh nghién ciru thong qua co sé dir liéu va tim kiém 1

E Tim kiém tiéu dé bai viét, Loai bé céc bai viét, chi lua chon
e nguon dir liéu Scopus (n =72), bai viét dang trén tap chi, ngon
> giai doan 2020 - 2024 ngit bang tiéng Anh (n = 5)
=3 Bai bao du diéu kién sang Bai bao khong thé truy xuat toan
\%ﬁ loc toan van (n = 62) > van (n = 14)
%)
v
Bai bao dugc truy Xudt Loai bo bai bao 1a cac nghién ctru
day du toan van (n = 48) tong quan, cac nghién ciru khong
- du gia tri t-student (t), gia tri p,
s v hé s6 beta dé xac dinh gia tri hé
g Bai bao dua vao danh gia s6 twong quan (1), (n = 8)
/| (n = 40)

Ghi chl: Céc tac gia ty xay dung
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Sau khi tim kiém va thu thap cac bai bao lién quan tir co s dit lidu Scopus - mot ngudn
thong tin uy tin va toan dién, chung t61 da danh gid muc do phu hop cua tirng nghién ctru véi
trong tam nghién ctru cia minh. Muc ti€u la xac dinh li¢u nghién ctru d6 c6 du diéu kién dé dua
Va0 phan tich tong hop hay khong. Mot nghién ciru dugce coi 1a du diéu kién khi dép ting ba tiéu
chi sau: (1) nghién ctru cung cip két qua cu thé vé cac nhan t6 anh huong dén ARL; (2) nghién
clru ¢ sin toan vin trén mang; va (3) nghién ctru bao cdo mdi twong quan (r) hodc cac sb liéu
thong ké twong dwong lién quan dén cac nhan t6 anh huong dén ARL. Céc gia tri twong duong
v6i hé sb trong quan (r) c6 thé bao gdm gia tri t-student (t), gia tri p, hé sb beta hodc Chi-binh
phuong (), vi hé sb trong quan (r) 1a can thiét dé thuc hién phan tich tong hop.

Bang 1

Téng Hop cdc Nghién Ciru vé ARL theo Nim
Nim S6 bai Ty 18 (%)
2020 11 27.5
2021 09 22.5
2022 05 12.5
2023 08 20.0
2024 07 175

Tong cong 40 100

Ghi chd: Tong hop ctia nhém tac gia

Céc nghién ctru duge lya chon dé dua vao phan tich tong hop dua trén ba tiéu chi da dé
cap. Trudce tién, chi nhitng nghién ctru thyc nghiém bao cdo ¢& mau va két qua thdng ké (r, F
don bién, t, ¥*) mé&i duoc dua vao, vi nhitng dit liéu nay cho phép tinh toan hé sb twong quan
theo cong thirc ciia Hunter va Schmidt (2004). Sau khi hoan tit qué trinh thu thap dit liéu, cac
tac gia da thu duoc tong cong 310 kich thudc hidu tmg tir 40 nghién ctru. Thong tin chi tiét vé
cac nghién ctru ndy dugc tom tat trong Phu luc 1 (ban online).

Béng 1, trinh bay s6 bai bao dap g yéu cau phan tich v6i chi dé cac nhan t6 anh huong
dén ARL, trong giai doan 2020 - 2024 véi tong sd 40 bai bao, dap g yéu cau duoc dua vao
téng hop va phan tich. S6 bai dao dong tir 05 - 11 bai/ndm.

Bang 2
Téng Hop cdac Nghién Ciru vé ARL theo Quoc Gia

STT Qudc gia S6 bai [Ty 1é (%)| STT |Qudcgia| Sobai | Tylé (%)
1 |Indonesia 08 20 9 Canada 01 2.5
2 |Saudi 06 15 10 China 01 2.5
3 [Malaysia 05 12,5 11 Egypt 01 2.5
4 |US 04 10 12 Ghana 01 2.5
5 |Korea 03 75 13 Global 01 2.5
6 |Australia 02 5 14 Spanish 01 2.5
7 |lran 02 5 15 Vietnam 01 2.5
8 [Jordan 02 5 16 Yemen 01 2.5

Ghi chli: Tong hop ciia nhom tac gia
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Béng 2, trinh bay sd lwong bai bao dugc nghién ciru tai timg qudc gia, cac nghién ciru
nhiéu nhit vé chi d& ARL 13 Indonesia voi 08 bai, ké tiép Saudi la 06 bai, Malaysia 05 bai, Hoa
Ky 04 bai, Han Quéc 03 bai, cac qubc gia con lai co tir 01 - 02 bai.

3.2. Phuwong phap phdn tich

Céc tac gia da tién hanh phan tich tong hop nay theo hudng dan ciia Hansen va cong su
(2022); Hunter va Schmidt (2004). Trudc hét, chung t6i chuyén ddi sb liéu thong ké duoc bao
c4o thanh mét kich thudc hiéu tmg chung. Cac hé s6 hoi quy ciing c¢6 thé dugc chuyén d6i thanh
hé sb twong quan timg phan dua trén thong ké t ctia chung dé lam cho két qua hoi quy c6 thé so
sanh duoc gita cac nghién ctru (Stanley & Doucouliagos, 2012), voi su hd tro phin mém tric
tuyén https://www.campbellcollaboration.org va phan mém Stata 17.

S6 lwong cac nhan t6 anh huong dén ARL bao gdm 116 bién khac nhau, dé dam bao tién
hanh phan tich tong hop hiéu qud, chung t6i chi sir dung doi véi céc bién c6 1an xuat hién tir 03
lan trg 1€n. Danh sach cac bién dugc trinh bay tai Phu luc 2 (ban online).

4. Két qua nghién ctru va thio luin

Bang 3, cung cip két qua phén tich téng hop anh huéng kiém toan va dic diém kiém
toan dén ARL, ndi dung ciia bang bao gdm tong cong sd két qua cua timg yéu té anh hudng dén
ARL, s6 két qua anh huong thuan chiéu (+) c6 ¥ nghia thong ké, sé két qua anh hudng nguoc
chiéu (-) c6 ¥ nghia thong ké, s6 két qua khong c6 y nghia thong ké, hé sd r, kiém dinh Z, va
mirc y nghia p. Vi du nhén t6 phi kiém toan (AFEES), tong sb c6 10 nghién ciru, trong d6 05
nghién ctru c6 anh hudng thuan chiéu va y nghia thong ké, 03 nghién ctru c6 anh hudng ngugc
chiéu va c6 y nghia thong ké va 02 nghién ctru thi khong cé y nghia théng ké. Tong hop lai anh
hudng cua phi kiém toan c6 anh hudng thuan chiéu dén ARL (0.018) dao dong tir [-0.031, 0.067]
v6i khoang tin cdy 95% nhung khong c6 y nghia théng ké (Z = 0.72, P = 0.4744). Két qua nghién
clru nay tuong dong véi két qua nghién ctru ciia Alhawamdeh va cong sy (2024), khong twong
dong v6i két qua nghién ciru ciia Alshammari (2024); Habib va cong sy (2019).

Tong hop 07 yéu té cia kiém toan va dic diém kiém toan anh huong dén ARL, chi co
nhan to thoi diém két thuc nién dg ké toan (BUSY) c6 anh hudng thuan chiéu va c6 y nghia
thong ké.

Béng 4, trinh bay két qua tong hop cta 09 yéu tb thudc vé hoi dong quan tri anh huong
dén ARL, két qua cho thiy c6 02 trong 09 yéu t6 c6 anh hudng nguoc chidu dén ARL va co ¥
nghia thong ké 1a chuyén mén cuia ty ban kiém toan (ACEXPT) va ty 1& so hitu lién quan dén
hoi dong quan tri (OWN). Két qua nghién ctru nay dong thuan voi nghién ciru ciia Astami va
cong su (2024)..

Bang 3, trinh bay cic nhom yéu t dic thu ciia doanh nghiép nhu mirc do phirc tap cua
doanh nghiép, cac rui ro ¢d hitu, kha nang sinh 101, rdi ro ctia doanh nghiép va céac yéu t6 khac.
Két qua nghién ciru cho thiy, day 1a nhom céc yéu tb c6 cac nhan t6 anh hudng nhiéu dén ARL
ctia doanh nghiép va co ¥ nghia théng ké, bao gdm vé kha ning sinh 10i (ROA), doanh nghiép
trong nam thua 15 (LOSS), quy md doanh nghiép (SIZE), doanh nghiép c¢6 nhiéu méang kinh
doanh (SEGMENT), té¢c d¢ tang truong cta doanh nghiép (GROWTH), don bay tai chinh cia
doanh nghiép (LEV). Két qua nghién ctru nay dong thuan véi két qua nghién ctru ctia Dang va
cong su (2023); Endri va cong su (2024); Hoang va cong su (2023); Pham va cong su (2024).
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Hinh 2

Két Qua Nghién Ciru cdc Nhdn Té Anh Huéng dén ARL theo Mirc Y Nghia
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Ghi cha: Két qua phén tich dit liéu ciia nhom tac gia
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Hinh 2, trinh bay téng hop két qua cua 29 yéu té duoc tinh theo ty 1& % cac yéu td co
anh hudng dén ARL, bao gom ty 1& cac két qua nghién ciru ¢6 anh hudng thuan chidu va co y
nghia théng ké, ty 1é cac nghién ctru c6 anh huéng nguge chiéu va c6 y nghia théng ké, cudi
cung la ty 1€ cac nghién ctru khong c6 anh hudng.
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Bang 3

Téong Hop Két Qua Nghién Ciru vé Anh Huéng Kiém Todn va Ddc DPiém Kiém Todn dén ARL

No. of No. (+) No. (-) No.

Bicn results significant  significant insignificant Corrected r SE z P 9% Cl

AFEES 10 5 3 2 0.018 0.025 0.72 0.4744 [-0.031, 0.067]
NONAFEES 4 2 0 2 0.017 0.022 0.79 0.4281  [-0.025, 0.058]
AUCHANCE 4 0 1 3 0.006 0.043 0.14 0.8852  [-0.075, 0.086]
AUDOPIN 16 7 4 5 0.01 0.024 0.42 0.6758 [-0.038, 0.059]
BIG4 27 7 7 12 0.007 0.027 0.26 0.7985 [-0.049, 0.067]
BUSY 10 3 0 7 0.022 0.004 5.51 0.0000 [0.014, 0.030]
SPEC 5 0 1 -0.077 0.060 -1.29 0.1966 [-0.193, 0.040]
Ghi cha: Két qua phén tich dit liéu ciia nhom tac gia
Bang 4
Tong Hop Két Qua Nghién Ciru vé Anh Huong Quan Tri Céng Ty dén ARL

Bién No. of results siglncjifi(c:gnt sigl\rlﬁfif:gnt insigI:i?‘.icant Corrected r SE z p 95% ClI
ACEXPT 11 0 5 6 -0.076 0.026 -2.87 0.004 [-0.128, -0.024]
ACIND 7 1 2 4 -0.006 0.050 -0.12 0.9068 [-0.115, 0.102]
ACMEET 12 2 1 9 0.006 0.019 0.32 0.7526 [-0.032, 0.044]
ACSIZE 16 2 3 11 0.027 0.038 0.72 0.4696 [-0.046, 0.101]
BIND 7 1 2 4 0.023 0.064 0.36 0.716 [-0.101, 0.147]
BMEET 1 1 1 -0.05 0.083 -0.6 0.5488 [-0.213, 0.113]
BSIZE 10 0 3 7 -0.024 0.019 -1.24 0.2135 [-0.061, 0.014]
IAD 3 1 2 0 -0.0001 0.100 -0.001 0.9973 [-0.141, 0.141]
OWN 8 0 4 4 -0.043 0.014 -3.07 0.0022 [-0.071, -0.016]

Ghi ch(: Két qua phan tich dit liéu ctia nhém tac gia
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Bang 5
Téng Hop Két Qua Nghién Ciru vé Bdc Thil ciia Doanh Nghiép Céng Ty dén ARL
Bién ggﬁftz sié\lnoifi(c;)nt sigNn(i)l;if:-gmt insigﬁi?‘icant Corrected r SE z P 5% Cl

Complexity
FOREIGN 2 2 1 -0.001 0,033 -0.03 0.9774  [-0.043, 0.042]
SEGMENT 2 0 3 0.035 0,016 2.21 0.0273 [0.004, 0.066]
SIZE 38 3 17 18 -0.095 0,022 -4.26 0.0000  [-0.138,-0.051]
Inherent risks
GROWTH 5 4 0 1 0.075 0,029 2.62 0.0088  [0.019, 0.131]
INVREC 6 2 0 4 0.026 -0,006 -4.12 0.3031  [-0.023,0.075]
LIQ 7 0 1 6 -0.02 0,033 -0.6 0.0000  [-0.029, -0.010]
RESTATE 4 2 0 2 0.028 0,007 4.27 0.0000 [0.015, 0.041]
Profitability
BTM 6 1 1 4 -0.021 0,040 -0.53 0.598 [-0.101, 0.058]
LOSS 18 10 1 0.084 0,059 1.42 0.1568  [-0.032, 0.200]
ROA 25 3 13 9 -0.159 0,042 -3.79 0.0001  [-0.241,-0.077]
Risk
BANKRUPT 6 2 1 3 0.025 0,029 0.85 0.3929  [-0.032, 0.082]
LEV 27 17 1 9 0.06 0,012 4.92 0.0000 [0.036, 0.084]
Other
AGE 5 0 0 5 0.023 0,016 14 0.1601  [-0.009, 0.055]

Ghi cha: Két qua phan tich dit liéu ciia nhom tac gia



Pham Thay Ha va cong su. HCMCOUJS-Kinh t€ va Qudn tri kinh doanh, 20(12), 3-18 13

Hinh 3, trinh bay mirc d6 anh huong cua tirng nhan té dén ARL, theo ty 1& %. Két qua
cho thdy ddi véi cac nhan té c6 anh hudng nguoc chiéu lan luot 1a cac nhan té vé kha nang sinh
loi (ROA), ké tiép 1a quy md cong ty (SIZE), linh vic chuyén mén hoa (SPEC) day 1a 03 nhan
t6 ¢ anh huong 16n nhat 1am giam thoi gian cong bd béo cao kiém toan. Nguoc lai, nhitng nhan
t6 anh huong 1am ting do tré cua bao céo kiém toan 1a cac nhan tb, nhu doanh nghiép thua 15
(LOSS), doanh nghiép tang trudng cao, doanh nghiép co rai ro tai chinh lon (LEV).

Nhu vay anh huéng cua céc bién doc lap dén do ARL, két qua chi ra rang cac bién nhu
noi bo kiém toan (IAD), phi kiém toan (AFFEES), hoat dong nuéc ngodi (FOREIGN) ¢ ty 18
anh huong nguoc chiéu co ¥ nghia cao nhat, goi y vai trd tich cuc trong viéc rdt ngan ARL.
Nguoc lai, cac bién nhu quy mé cong ty (SIZE), sé hitu cua nha quan tri (OWN) cho thiy két
qua khong nhat quan, véi phan 16n nghién ciru cho két qua khong cé ¥ nghia thong ké. Pang
chid y, céac bién nhu tudi céng ty (AGE), thanh khoan thanh toan (LI1Q), tinh chuyén mén hda
(SPEC) cho thay két qua gan nhu khong c6 ¥ nghia, cho thay day khong phai & nhiing yéu té
quan trong trong viéc giai thich ARL.

So véi nghién ciu caa Habib va cong sy (2019), Durand (2019), két qua nay cang cb
thém cac phat hién trudc vé vai trd caa yéu té kiém todn noi bo va sé hitu nudc ngoai trong viéc
giam ARL. Tuy nhién, nghién ciu hién tai mo rong bang cach 1am rd mie do khong nhat quéan
cua cac yéu té nhu SIZE va OWN, von timg dugc xem 1a ¢6 anh hudng manh mé trong cac
nghién ciru trude nhung lai cho két qua trai chiéu trong phan tich tong hop nay. Biéu nay cho
thiy tim quan trong cua viéc danh gia bbi canh va diéu kién thi truong khi xem xét cac nhan t6
anh huong dén ARL.

5. Két luan va khuyén nghi

Bai b4o nay str dung k¥ thuat phén tich tong hop dé xac dinh cac nhén té anh huéng dén
ARL. Ca nghién ctru vé ké toan va kiém toan déu cho thay tinh kip thoi cta béo cdo kiém toan
truyén dat thong tin quan trong lién quan dén hidu qua kiém toan cho nhiéu bén lién quan ciia
cong ty. Giam do tré ciia bao cao kiém toan hay tinh kip thoi ctia bao cao kiém toan 1a mot thanh
phan co ban cia chat luong bao cdo. Nghién ciru thuc nghiém da chi ra rang tinh kip thoi cia
bo cdo kiém toan lam giam sy bat d6i xtmg thong tin (Givoly & Palmon, 1982) va nang cao
chat luong thong tin anh hudng dén gi tri cong ty. Bang chtng thuyét phuc hon vé cac yéu té
anh hudng dén tinh kip thoi ctia bao céo kiém toan s& hd trg qua trinh cung cap thong tin co lién
quan mat cach kip thoi, day 1a muc ti€u chinh ctia béo cao kiém toan.

Chung t6i tong hop két qua 40 bai bao da cong bd va mot s6 lwong du 16n cac bién giai
thich. Chung t6i phan loai cac yéu t6 anh huong dén ARL thanh 03 nhom (a) dic diém cia kiém
toan vién hodc su tham gia kiém toan, (b) dic diém quén tri cong ty va (c) dac diém riéng cua
cong ty. Ching t6i cung cip bang ching théng ké cho thiy cac bién lién quan dén kiém toan
lam giam ARL mua kiém toan (BUSY). V¢ dic diém quan tri doanh nghiép, chung toi thay rang
cac cong ty ma thanh vién tiy ban kiém toan c6 chuyén mon (ACEXPT) va cac cong ty c6 sur
tap trung quyén s& hiru (OWN) ¢6 ARL ngén hon. Cudi cung, cac dic diém cap d6 cong ty trong
mdt s6 nghién ctru cung cip bang ching chung nhit quan rang tinh phtrc tap, cong ty c6 ting
trudng cao, cong try co trinh bay lai bao cdo (RESTAE) va rti ro tai chinh (LEV), cong ty thua
16 (LOSS) lam ting ARL, trong khi d6 cong ty c6 quy md 16n (SIZE), tinh thanh khoan cao
(LIQ), khi cong ty c6 191 nhuan cao (ROA) lam gidm ARL.
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Hinh 3
Téong Hop Két Qua Nghién Ciru cdc Nhdan Té Anh Huéng dén ARL theo Mirc P Anh Hirong
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Nghién ciru nay goi ¥ mot sd co hdi nghién ctru trong tuong lai. Thir nhat, sb lwong nghién
clru xem xét anh hudng cua dai dich Covid-19 va ARL sb lwong kha nho. Chiing t6i khuyén khich
nghién ctru nhidu hon vé& méi lién hé cua dai dich Covid-19 va ARL. Thtr hai, mic du cac nha hoach
dinh chinh sach nhdn manh vao viéc ting cuong quy dinh vé quan tri doanh nghiép dé cai thién chat
lwong kiém toan, chung toi thdy rat it nghién ciu vé van dé quan trong nay. Ching t6i dé xuét
nghién ctru sau hon vé cac khia canh khéc nhau cua quan tri Gy ban kiém toan; vi duy, vai tro cta
chu tich uy ban kiém toan dbi véi ARL. Tht ba, U.S. Department of Labor - Office of
Administrative Law Judges (DOL). (2002) yéu cau cac cong ty niém yét cong khai phai bd nhiém
it nhat mot thanh vién iy ban kiém toan c6 chuyén mén vé tai chinh. Dinh nghia chi ra rang mot
thanh vién uy ban kiém toan c6 thé dugc chi dinh 13 chuyén gia tai chinh néu ngudi d6 co chuyén
mon vé ké toan hodc mot sd loai chuyén mon khong phai vé ké toan, chang han nhu ngan hang dau
tur, phén tich tai chinh, tu cach 13 giam ddc diéu hanh hodc tu cach 1a chu tich cong ty. Nghién ciru
sau hon c6 thé tap trung vao viéc hiéu hiéu qua cua chuyén mon linh hoat ndy cta Gy ban kiém
toan. Thir tu, ching t6i dé xuat nghién ctru bd sung dé hiéu ARL d6i véi cac cong ty do gia dinh
kiém soat. Nghién ctru ARL trong céac ciu triic s& hitu tap trung khac nhau ciing duoc khuyén khich.

PONG GOP KHOA HQC

Bai bao xé4c dinh rd khoang tréng nghién ciru; bai bdo ma rong hodc bé sung ly thuyét hién
c6;bai bao dé xuat md hinh ly thuyét hoac md hinh phan tich méi; bai béo cung cap bo dit liéu mai
hoac bang ching thuc nghiém méi.

PONG GOP CUA TAC GIA

CRediT: Pham Thay Ha: Xay dung y tuong, viét ban thao ban dau, Xt ly, 1am sach, chuan
hoa dix liéu; Pang Ngoc Hung: Thiét ké phuong phap, mé hinh, quy trinh, Hiéu chinh, ra soét hoc
thuat, Quan ly dix liéu, Phu trach toan bo trao ddi trong qua trinh phan bién va thuc hién viéc nop
bai cho Tap chi; Hoang Thi Viét Ha: Tham gia thu thap dir liéu, phan tich, Viét phan noi dung,
diéu phdi, to chic tién do; Pham Thi Hong Diép: Tham gia thu thap dit liéu, Hiéu chinh, ra soat
hoc thuat, diéu phéi, t6 chuc tién do.

TUYEN BO KHONG CO XUNG POT LOI iCH

Céc tac gia cam két, tuyén b6 khong co bat ky xung dot loi ich nao lién quan dén viée cong
b bai bao nay.
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