N1SNS=9NAIVaINAINGIUULYBIIa-wans:ny
Tuds:zinAlng

%3 € @ a :
ALATAUUG u\‘mIa Julasuduaduunang : 13 §9u9AY 2563
91973552 91a7973990150Y T FuiuwdlouFuuseunaay : 25 wgaaniegy 2563
#19n3%1n759975 U INe 1A INA Tunnauiudnuiunam : 9 suaAN 2563

09.9A331 TUINAN

9197156V 9187917 15U T

AEUTNITGINT AN INe158mAlLIagTIVANAATAIN UATTIVEN]
(dUszarusIunan)

mﬁﬁﬂﬁmLauamaniz‘vm‘aa\imin‘i:i}ﬂﬁma\mmmﬂauﬂ'cyﬁﬁﬁﬁiamiﬁmwﬂﬂ'mauﬁmﬁLLa:iwmu
miaauﬁcyﬁl,muﬁLﬂ?ialmma\ﬂﬂ mnmﬁLﬂiﬂ:ﬁﬁayjaﬂa\ju%ﬁmmw:Lﬁalu"lummmwﬁnwi‘fwéLL‘w'\m‘i:mﬂlwﬂ
5ewIvT W.A. 2559-2561 Wan133dedin mini:ﬁ;nﬁma\mmﬂaauﬂmﬁa'\manizwuLﬁ\jmﬂr}iamiﬁmum
A1daulityd na1iAe Lﬁ'amini:ﬁ;ﬂﬁma\mamaauﬁmﬁLﬁluﬁ:msd\jwa"l,ﬁa"mwm\imammmauﬁ"[ﬁu%mi
aauﬂ'rgﬁﬁﬂia\mmmmnﬁuLLazmminri’muﬂﬁhaauﬁfy&ﬁu@j\jﬁu NNITILATIZARILUUANNITIASIAZ 1Y
491 mini:i}nrﬁ"rﬂa\immmaauﬁmﬁﬁmwﬁuﬁuﬂﬁ\jmnﬁum‘iﬁmummauﬁmﬁLLazﬁJLLﬂid\nimﬁa
m‘irﬁ‘wurﬂﬁwaauﬁmﬁﬁmmﬁmﬁuﬁlﬁnmﬂri"‘umwLﬁu"l,umiﬂauﬁcyﬁuuuﬁLUﬁHuLLUa\ﬂU HansAne
WA LALAWIN m‘ini:qﬂﬁ‘hﬂa\flmmmaauﬁmﬁﬁmmﬁuﬁ'uér‘fuﬂ’nmm:l,ﬂulunﬁﬁmummaauﬁmﬂﬁgu’ﬁu
Trﬂﬂﬁmﬁri’wwﬂﬁwaauﬁmﬁﬁgw%ulﬁLﬁmamaﬁ'ﬁjﬂauﬁmﬁﬂ:LLam\jﬂﬂNLﬁuMHW‘iaauﬁmﬁLLuuﬁLﬂﬁﬂuLLﬂa\j
lughe FundngunnsideiiarudunanisAnuizay Huang, Chang, and Chiou (2016) fiwuin n1sivua
Andautnddunanssiuduausasioniunisaautnduuuiiuasnudanly

Ad1Ay: nsnszandlzavAaIRdautnd nsdmuaAidauind Ardaudnd s1eeiunsdaudduuud
WaswLUaaly

38 91531s3v1¥wOyd UN 17 aUUA 53 DurAy 2564



Audit Market Concentration and Consequences
In Thailand

Dr.Dej-anan Bungkilo Received: August 13, 2020
Lecturer in Accounting Department, Revised: November 25, 2020
School of Management, Mae Fah Luang University Accepted: December 9, 2020

Dr.Atchara Chanaklang
Lecturer in Accounting Department,
Faculty of Business Administration, Rajamangala University of Technology Isan, Nakhon Ratchasima

(Corresponding Author)

ABSTRACT

This research presents evidence on the effect of audit market concentration on audit pricing and
modified audit opinions. Analyzing listed companies’ data from the Stock Exchange of Thailand for the
period 2016 to 2018, the results indicate that audit market concentration affects positively on audit pricing.
Empirically, an increasing in audit market concentration enhances the market power of the leading audit
service suppliers and increases audit pricing. Using the structural equation modelling (SEM) technique, the
results reveal that audit market concentration is positively associated with audit pricing and a mediator
variable of audit pricing is positively associated with modified audit opinions. The findings suggest that
audit market concentration is related with a higher probability of audit pricing. In addition, higher audit
pricing increases the likelihood of auditors to issue modified audit opinions. The evidence differs from the
results in Huang, Chang, and Chiou (2016), where audit pricing is negatively associated with modified audit

opinions.

Keywords: Audit Market Concentration, Audit Pricing, Audit Fees, Modified Audit Opinions
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1. Usunaaadaulgydvasuszmalng

AmsnvesnatndeutyivesUssmalnefidnuilag Chanaklang and Jangkloy (2018) duaussiiay
n1sasesnandulugvesdinauasudnydlungu Big 4 Ao 1nndn 82% laguseanal senined w.a. 2556-2560
wazwluswingemiinn1znisnsyyndivanatnaeulydlulsemelve edelsiniu nisfnwidanardlaleals
ndnguin nszandvesnatndeutyddinansenueylstne dsfeusiin Ysingnisalnisnseandivesnain
aoutadlaintundendsturilan Tlulssmaiinamuduazssnafitdataul (Gunn et al, 2019) usif
LinuauAteilvindngrudasednsmadrnsusdin manssanivewmainaeutyilulsundlneiinanseny
wilouruiivsngluvszmadu uazidefiansanignamnsnilunaravdnnindituindouasugiavesusay
UszimafagiiiuannuuandsiithluganudesganzvesfaeuiydlundasUssina dmiugaamnssy
fituedounaanulvouanduzuil 1 Usdi gramnssuuimaasnineins Ju 2 gramnssudiflyadisaui
Aoy 47.10% FeudazUszmmaziianuuandrsiuluanimasugiafiasignamnssundnlunisduindou
isugRaunneaiy fady n1sfnwnansenuveInszyndivesmatngeuiydlulssmalneaglinanisfnu
Afudiu (Confirmation) aneldanimasugiafidgnamnssuuinisuazninensdungulnglunainnuin
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Technology 44
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2. AINTLINAIVBINANEBUVYY (Audit Market Concentration)

a o Ay '

N13n383NFIvesRaInasudnd vu1eds aaianddliuinsaeulnydduiudesenddiuwtnisnain

1Y =

saufusdadswnInnitdwlmaiavesdtnauaeu sy o Fivdolumananavunsau i FININTLING
waznsudiiuresnatnaeutaddudditliduiennnznisud sfuvesddnauaeudyi 38n153ad101s
nsxgndadl 3 38 liun 1) n13¥adnsinisnszqnei (Concentration Ratio: CR) lnaduianduivesidudayau
YosdIuRyINIsRanvesdtnauaeutydurasuisiidesdduainuinlunites wdnhuisudu winaa CR
fA11NN91 80% uanedn aatageulydiinisnseandiguaziivuildulndifssiunaiagnuin 2) n15inng
nszandlaglddviigosiiunsia-ldsvuny (Herfindahl-Hirchman Index: HHI) 3112911391897

N13N3¥NAEIINENTGIER YR IULUINTAAInYasd TN UER VTR TUAazUAe ¥InAT HHI SiA1gend
1,800 uanein aannaeutnydiin1snsgandigs 3) n3inalgsvil Comprehensive Concentration Index (CCI)

1)

O v v o w LY

Judsnmsawaiiliauddyduddnanuaeutasedu q Aldldddnanuseutyinelugiign Jwansia

o
1%

9nsedl CR way HHI fldhwmidndinauaeudadselug fewin ccl avliiminfuddnauasudad
'3'1EJLSm'?iaaﬂummmﬁfulé’%’uﬁmﬁﬂmm’mﬂdwﬁwﬁﬂmuaauﬁ@%iwimmj waglfiiendinauasudydioglu
naranns1euIfuInNdsdnIsnszands wind1 CCl fAuvadu 1 uanedn Snnsnszgndageduualindu
AAARNVIA fauiduill#Any1snain1snszand (Concentration Ratio) vewmanaeutiyFlutszimelne
pann1sliusnsaeutailudsmalneduiinsivlnedrseiies Feiladudfayussnsuiisie msvenesn
maasugiailifinmsfiuturesusdnaane outslunaiandnninduazuennaandnnindsiuauunn dawals
nandoudadvesUsymalneiinnsivindfiatunuluge egralsiniu 91nnanisdnwves Chanaklang and
Jangkloy (2018) wu31 sandeulnydvesuszimdalvedinisnseyndage vldiuudmaindlnganduves
dinauvunlvg 4 uvs (Big 4) Tnelud 2558 duugnArusenvangidoulunaiananninduisusemelne
$1uru 60% Mdugnirvesdriinsnuasuliyd Big 4 Andulszana 90% yarmainsINvesuTEnaanzLdeu
Tunanandnnsndwisseinalng aenadesiunanisfineives Pratoomsuwan (2017) finudn lassadia
aarnaeulndlulssmalnedidinauasudydlungy Big 4 AsesdIuLUImaIATINAY WINNTT 75% Fanne
msﬂixﬁ;ﬂﬁaﬁﬁmﬁuﬂémﬂﬁaﬁ’u?’i’ﬂaﬂﬁgﬂuswumwgﬁ%aaﬂizmﬂﬁﬁﬁaﬁwmuazﬂixmﬂﬁv"v’@umuﬁa
(Francis et al., 2013; Gunn, Kawada, & Michas, 2019) s1uidsluefnldlsimdngruiddyifeafunanseny
Y89n15nsEandlunainaeulyd 819 Huang et al. (2016) uag Eshleman and Lawson (2017) Wuin
nsnszandvesmainaeulyTlusyiugazvinlidasutydgs egnslsfnm Tuuisnsdinisnszqniafigiensas
Liladealirnaeutndgwmiuluaie wu Kallapur, Sankaraguruswamy, and Zang (2010) wud1 n13n523NHA
voanaInaauUydluseiuiiinsrasuseimaanigoining (Metropolitan Level) Lifinansznusanisfiinun
Aaeulayd waznuin dinnuaesuladiniswsiulusuaiaeudytlunainaeudadsesuiiios agralsiniu
Kallapur et al. (2010) AFUNUIT N13NTEINAIVBINAINARUT YT INANTENUTIUINABAMAINATARUTYT
d@0AAavdnU Boone, Khurana, and Raman, (2012) Newton et al. (2013) wag Chang, Guo, and Mo (2019)
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3. N13N3LINAVBIRAINFRUUYINUNIIAMUAAI U

Imaﬁaiﬂ;jaauﬁag%%ﬁmummaauﬁ’iy% ImsJﬁﬁmm’mﬂG’TunumaqmsUg‘jﬁ’amuaauﬁzyjﬁ?jmmﬁwmwf}’ﬂm
Asvuiideddduindiesilsifesnisannisasiadeuautiu (TFAC, 2014) sehdlsfnnu 91nn153msned
aAuu (Meta-Analysis) 9u3delusin Tae Hay et al. (2006) wag Hay (2013) wuin dJededifidvinase
nsfmuaeiaeutydduatunsaudseanidu 3 ndu ldun nquusn Uaduaunudnyuzianisvesgnan
(Client Attribute) 8191 UseLANanaIvNITURALYUINVRITIELA YUIAVDIAINTT ANFUdoueIfanIs
ANuABIfIUA1e 9 vesAants msmfuguaiants Tassasnanansdu wazkanisduiuay Yedunguil 2 o
HaFududrinauaeuiad (Auditor Attribute) Usgnausie vuinvesdiniuasutad arudediy
Tugaamnssuiinsiaaoy waznisuisdulunanaeutad drutadenguil 3 Ao Jadesudnvuzvesnud

v A

1%U3n15 (Engagement Attribute) 1wy szazialunisinegu anueinnsedievesdsziutymasuiad
YBULANITATIIEOU YUIALATHANTENUVDIAIALsTLRn Tz el UTsunsiu (Tudy

uenaNG Lawrence, Minutti-Meza, and Zhang (2011) wag Bradbury (2017) Wu11 A15A1%AUA
Aaputyddtuegfunagnsvesudazdidnmuasutyd Tnsddneurualvgyiloniageiiosidugiden
anduazimuadasuinydnginitvuianatsuazauialdn Jaaenadesiunanisinuilulszmalngves
Kitiwong and Srijunpetch (2018) ﬁm%’u@m%wamaamsmz@ﬂéf’i’lummmaauf@%ﬁdqwaﬂizmw\'am'ﬁﬁmum
Aaeutydtu nsdnuiluszesusn Wy Pearson and Trompeter (1994) Wy N13N52NFIVRILLIUINNT
apulnytlugnainnssulseiudouwasednsunsndinansenuleaviunisivundiaeuty® uag Kallapur
et al. (2010) Tvmdnguin nsnseyndvesnanasulaluseiuiioaoiUssmaansgewuini (Metropolitan
Level) lsiflnansynusionisivuastaeudad egalsiniy 9uidendsd a.a. 2010 819 Huang et al. (2016)
Eshleman and Lawson (2017) Chang et al. (2019) uag Gunn et al. (2019) naunUd1 N1SNTEYNAILY
pamaputyddwansenudauanfunisiiuuasiaeudydiiaudy fomgafiauiteagalimdngululy
fienafisrtudandn Fuhungmstauauuigiuniside delud

v A

H1: n1snsEnAveInatndeudiinansenusonisiuaetaeudyd

4. n13n32RNAIVRIRAIRaaUUYTRUNsHansAuTiuIuseunsaa Ul TuuUTIAsuwaslY
(Modified Audit Opinion)
Jun1siusassenuresiaeudydtedunanudidyfiduinsuas{aeulydfiidiusulunisiuaue

Toyadansisas mndeyalusunistukassienuvesdaeulyidaunmivsiinuededlddoyawazaziiou

Tiiudagaunimauaeudy®in WujoRnuniuuinsguivdn (Chadegani & Mohamed, 2014; Rajgopal,
%d 1

Srinivasan, & Zheng, 2020) Fsuasudyindannindouvsdigua1vosuuinisiinnuledu lay
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aoutny@lugiusiiiu iesugning viedud/uinsmaasugia (An Economic Good)' lsuAglsunsiiu
TnefaouinyIuanianuiivlusunisiuiieairsanusiulaludiuvesanugndeduaszdidy Fsaudy
Ustlowilunisindulavesgldaunisiiu (Simunic, 1980; DeFond & Zhang, 2014) #iall Arfiuvessaeutiyd
wuseenidu 2 Usziavudn laun mmﬁumaqﬁaauﬁﬁg%l,wuhiﬁﬁaulﬁu (Unqualified Audit Opinion) Wag
ﬂ’J’mLﬁu%a&éﬁ@Uﬁin%LLUU‘ﬁlLU%BHLLU@QLLUNW%E](%]LLUNIU (Modified Audit Opinion) sUsznausieainaniiy
wuuiidouly anaiuuuuaunisfuligndes waznisliuansmnuiiuiesunisitu Tnesenuvesiaoutayd

o

ﬁaaamﬁu%uaaUJ'ﬁu%’aa'gﬂﬁlléjmﬂmiﬂﬁﬁamumaaﬂaauﬁ’m%n“]umm%‘luﬂmmmmmﬁuﬁawmilﬁu MUY
Tuaﬁmﬁﬁﬂmm'ﬁmzqﬂﬁamaamamaauﬁ’m% Kallapur et al. (2010) Wu31 N15n583NFIVINAINABUTYT
damansznuideuinsonaninauasuiyd aonndestu Newton et al. (2013) inuin M3nszaniavesnain
aoudndgelianuduiusivlenafiaziinnisususunsiiudeuvdsiivesas agnslsinm Huang et al. (2016)
w1 Msnszandvesmaindeutyliinansenumensaenisuansmnaiiunisaeudanuuiuasuulasly
Lindunuin nsnszandavenatnaeuiydinansznunisdenresisaunisasuiyduuuiiudsunadly
Tnerunstvuaraeudyd fudu Mmevdngudwsedndil Jathangmaiannauuiigiunsided 2 fareluil

H2: miﬂﬁxqﬂé’wama’maauﬁm%ﬁmaﬂimumaﬁawiamsqwuﬂw3aauﬁm%LLUUﬁLU?iEJuLLUaﬂU JEHAR!
n1sAUAAIERUTYT

s:108Ud8999
Usznsuazngudiagneiililunisdinen
nmfeiifuteyavesuisniamzidoulunaandnninguvisusemelng (The Stock Exchange of Thailand:
SET) wsilisudayavesuienaansiloulunatandnning 18u 1o la (Market for Alternative Investment:
MAD ududeyalusunisiiusagssautsesUsenined wa. 2559-2561 Tuidosduiisruruardanasu
1,605 #10619 ndudniunisdansesdoya dailde Wndoyavesuidnlundusuians Bunuudnning
UseiuBinuasUseiudy wasuisniigninussiamegseninsflugmadiiiunu uasdnuidnitideyaldasudou
Tunnsuusillilunsideoen luieiigarandesiuiuuivnildlunisidediedu 1,207 Fegrenmiiuans
Tupns1edt 1 Sasieludl

1

o

WiswgningAs FudAvseuinisnlduninaiudeinisvesuyududiegIndnillieuyudaeinisliveweniun vieliAneuwnu

Faagl@un (Simunic, 1980)
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A139% 1 AedewavdulenuuunsgIuveiawlsnldlunisfnw

usen 2559 2560 2561 sou

SrunUsTmaangeusianue (Lisaumain MAD 522 538 545 1,605
fn uniddegnifinneuusfidieg seudnsilugians 6 6 6 18
Uienlungugsiasuang Useiu n1sdusasndnning 57 58 58 173
Uisniifideyaliinsudou 60 80 67 207
SruuusInildlunsise 399 394 414 1,207

N13IAAIRIUUINIINTTINAIVDINAINFIUUYTY

2 1
awv o o

n15398ildaA1 CR (Concentration Ratio) M1135%@4 Pearson & Trompeter (1994) §1N15n383NAIVBA
nanaeuUndlundazgnavnssudunasuvesdiuudmenisnatnvesdrineuasudydfiuiniian 3 dninau

lugnamnssuiisuiveensiuaraeulnivesndinnuaeuintlugaainssy dadl

3 n
CRkt = Zi=15ft/2f:15fr (1)
e
CR = ANsnsyanivenalnaeutgydlugaaivngsy “k” U “t”
s = gaasiuAasulnvesdiinauasulndnunniign 3 ddnanudwsugnamnssy “k” U “t
S = gansuAasulnvewndiinnuasulnyddmsugnamnssy “k” U “t”
AaulsnIuAx

drnauasulgduuialvg (BIGA) arnnsAnwiluefnues Simunic (1980) Palmrose (1986) wag

o w v A

Pratoomsuwan (2017) wu31 wu1avesdinauasulydinasoniaeulgdnuand1siu Tasd1tunauasudyd

SIS o a a

gunlngaunsafisrSeniuaraeulaidusuauduiiunnnitdidnauasuladuuindn esnd i
aauﬁm%muwmlmwjﬁé’unuﬁwum%’wmﬂ'ﬁﬁqaﬁm%fum'ﬂﬁu%msaauﬁig%ﬁﬁ@mmw fiarudemaanizluusas
gramnITugIlazdesasugslunsundesdeldssvesdiinay wazdiinnuasuiydvuinlngfinnsundes
Foidstenisannudssninnsgnilesiesduiund Tasnaifiuauneisnlunuasudydliuniu ua
ihlugmauansauiiuuuuiiudsunUasluifieasvioufvaniunisaifiintuass ne Habib (2013) sy

&y

dinauaeududvunaluglanuduiusiBsuindenisiansaudiuiuuiasundasly

v Y

WIANINITVBIGNAT (LTA) danuduiusiuanududeulunisdiiunu lagfanisvuialvgaeidiuiu

v A !

WIoUSHITIENTAININ dawadanisuURnuvesaeutayd wu nsmvuaruiaflsgraiiinduilidedy
srezialun1sUfURNunNInulazazdnadaf1aou Uy dniuvua1nluaie 8391nn13fnw1vee Gonthier-

<

Besacier and Schatt (2007) Carson and Fargher (2007) wag Fleischer and Goettsche (2012) Wu71
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nfaNIsgnAfianuduiusduIniuAtaeutyded1elild Ay wonaniidamuin vuiavesiansinase
suansnLuNsaeuTduuUUAsuLUAdlY (Gul et al,, 2013; Chen et al,, 2011)

Somdruniiausudedunindsu (LEV) LLamﬁﬂﬂiaa’%’NL'Euamuﬁumﬁﬁ]m'ﬁﬁﬁa%ﬁqmmL?%mmamiﬁu
wazazviouaiissnmnisnsduresianis Taemndanisillassadreduamuiinandmiidudnlng ed
waltiuflgifnnansgnudoanuaiunsalunisdtedissaenidonasdrse Gudlueuan vlvifasutaydses
Ugummmamms ffnszTasounoulunisnsavasuauidsimnenisfulagiaiosn1nn1ansiiuvesionis
Feaz aawamamwsnﬂsmiﬁt’ﬂumiﬂgummmnaauLLa nsgnudertapulnyd Wun1sAN®IY0e Simunic (1980)
ua Gist (1994) wuin Saauniiaususeduningmudanudutusifanfudaoudod

v ol

ANaNIsatunsiiils (ROA) agvieuaiudssanizianisvesgnafifaeulydlddudviiiansan

<

a

audesiiddy Tnonanisaiuauvesianisiifeuaiusalunisiiilse HaauUndagliauddglu
m'ﬁmnaaumﬂmfwﬁamsﬁﬁmmmmmhmﬁﬁwﬁ”ﬂ:ﬁqa TneazfinnuseinseTrlunisnsiaaeuifielianunse
memmLﬁuaiawmiﬁuié’ash@ﬂé]’aamuﬁmi wazAusEnsEisfinanfavdeddnineinslunisnsaaeu
Ty Feavdamansznusentaeuld wail Mshesizdedunulag Hay et al. (2006) wui1 AINLEI"TA
Tun1sviranlsvesianisasiinnuduiusi@sauiuaaeudyd

v A

12N Y (LOSS) minian1sinanisaniuaiuviayu szdwansenusonisujuRauvesdasulnld
Tumaifiuarusssinsz Ylunsnsraeuinntuiiolianmsauansanufiudesunisduldegugniowmuiingg
FensufoReuiiiutufinanazdamansenudesaoutyd Tnun1sfinwves Hay et al. (2006) uay Gonthier-
Besacier and Schatt (2007) Wu31 A1g1anuilAuduiusidauiniuaaeudd

a

§asndmiunuuyudou (CURR) wansiannuiidssvasionisiiiendasivanmademninisiiuwesgsne
mnAantsfianinagemisnisduhariloniagefitanisfuazinisuanstoyalusunisiiuiinatniadeundo
lignees e daeudnideddeussdnse tafintulunsufoinunseaeuiamsidanimadesmnanaius
wazsoslinineinslunsnsasouiniuiioanarndsdunisaeutyd feasnszmudemsiinundiaoudayd
ﬁ@ﬁ]’u WUNISANYIVDY McMeeking, Peasnell, and Pope (2006) ag Choi et al. (2010) WU mmL?ilEN
mqmiﬁuiwzé?u%qgﬂﬁ’l FrinandnsdniuumuidsuiinnuduiudBsauiuaaeulyd

dasimsiavlavessenyie (SGROW) eAansiisnsnisdvlavessenvisanamwmdeiduay azuansis
Arandnsosgsia faeutyBarlimuddylunisnnaaeuseariemaniuii uansdoyagndesmuiinisvioll
fnsanussiaausenionielsl inszaziu sddelusfinuu Stanley (2011) wuin Snsnisiulavessennie
fanuduiussaviuataeuUayd

dmfudnsdruyarinudadneyadinain BTM) Wudnsidruiliianisveneivesianisuazldiiu
fwdsaruauludnuunisitnuariaeula® 919 Choi, Kim, and Zang (2010) wag Stanley (2011) FaRans
ffinsvenefuaniulngs yarmedafiisuiuyadmsnisnainazuansadidesndt 1 1n Seisaesenide
WU A BTM Sanuduiusidsaviuataeudafedeiveddadeseuiiisufuianisiisnsnisvenssa

a

Y83535A999N37 (RaN159TiA1 BTM W1lng 1 wasanniivsewindiu 1) ¢ty 1ienunuNanssnull 3951u6uds
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BTM Tusuuudde wazsuusvuuesd w.e. 2559 (Y59) uag n.e. 2560 (Y60) iufuusaivaudmiunanseny

[

RNEYIUN M UNTIFe

ALUUIATIZRNANTENUVBINITNTZINAIVBINAInda Ul TNTAaN1suanIAuiLvasddaulyTuuud
wWaguuwlasly

fuuvaunisanneenyaiienaaevanufgiu H1 {Wudadl

LFEE, = a,+b,CR, + b,BIGA, + b,L TA, + b,LEV, + b.ROA, + b,LOSS, + b,CURR, + B;SGROW,,
+bBTM,, + b, Y59, + b,,Y60, + e, (2)
\ile
LFEE = alaen s7uvesrdsudydvesuien “i” U “t”
CR = AINIINTFINAIVDINAINADUTYTVDIRAAIMNTIN “k” U “t”
BIGE = sauusuiidndu 1 devidn “7 U “t” avreseulasditinauasutiyd PwC KPMG Deloitte 3o
EY wag 0 nsdldu
LTA = A1RINSTNYREUNINGTINVRIUTEN 17 U “t”
LEV = Snsdumidunusofunindruveauitn 7 T “t7
ROA = enuanunsatunisimlsiaaismenlsgnimsmedunindsinvesusem 7 U “t
LOSS = sauusvufidndu 1 floui¥m “7 T “t7 oeunaviayu way 0 n3dld
CURR = damduduyumudeuiaddeduningvaudounsieniaumyuisuresudem <7 8 <

SGROW = amsinswiulavasganviginminignan1esielasiuuesusen “i” U “t” du U “t-17 wsaiesiele

Y “t-17
BTM = sasiduyarmudndseyarinainvesuiuvm “i” U “t
v59 = ghudsu dandu 1 vnduuin <7 9w 2559 wag 0 nadlau
v60 = dhudsu dandu 1 vniduuien <7 O w2560 wag 0 nsdlau

AUUUTIELUAYDINTUEAIANTINYR s FauTyBuuuiiiudsuwdasly
FuUaNn13tATIa3a (Structural Equation Modelling: SEM) Litenaaauauufgiu H2 fsil

H2 H2
CR > LFEE > MAO

MAO = fudsviudandu 1 deviem “i” U “t” dnsuansmnuiuwuuiiisusdadly lusieauvesiaeudad

13l

Suaygn liun wuuliReuly wewvulduanmnuiiu vsesun1sdullgndes uaz 0 n3didu

v A

JUN 2: fnuuiiionslinsgdauuAgIudeaimavenisuaniauivtesaeudgyduuuiiudsuudadiy
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wan1sove

ADRALTINTTUUN

v A

M15°9% 2 YnaueAIN1snsEandivesnanaeutnyd (CR) uenamunguena nnIsudmsul w.a. 2559-2561

o

v A o w

lagAInangansiuAtaeulydvesdrinnuasudyinuinigs 3 drdnauluudazenaivnssy Fedn CR

o

~ Y

Uaefgaminiu 0.669 wazanfigamiiu 0.960 ludiuveddn CR Nw1nndt 0.9 laud nauinuasiazgnaInnssy

A 1 a v

9113 waznguinalulad luvasnguaudgulaauilaaiien CR dndmnanaivnssuiazfauddn aelen CR

9

1 [

indugszau 0.773 1wl w.a. 2561 udndawinningaamnssudu

Y

A13190 2 adiin1snszandivesmainaaulind (CR) LeNMUNGNRAEMNTTI SeWinel n.A. 2559-2561

N1SNS=9NAIVOIAAINGOUUTYS (CR)

9MAINNSSU

2559 2560 2561
NYATHAYENEINNTINDINT 0.960 0.950 0.950
dudgulnauilan 0.670 0.669 0.773
AuAgnaInngsy 0.788 0.764 0.769
DRIMTUNSNEUAZNATS 0.731 0.751 0.782
NSNELINT 0.828 0.800 0.812
UINg 0.776 0.814 0.787
wialulag 0.915 0.926 0.909

adfdmssaundmiuatdans 1,207 fegradnauslunisad 3 lnedudsudniiddyde Arasutyd
(Audit Fees) fuanadudnauumiuiitanusresnisuanuasdoyagasswineiade (Mean) fuanifsegu
(Median) uanslsiifiudn Ardeudydvesnguiognsnsideifizunuunisuanuasitliaunnsdow (Skewness)
ety augideTauiasdoyadioaon3iin Guinausludves LFEE uendnivuinvesianisio Aunindsm
fgnuuasdeyafisasniifiunazinausludives LTA sewuiu dvfufuusjuididey 2 duds i
MAO uansafifisnuau 43 fogrs (3ewaz 3.56) Ao sunsdulsyddfigasuliydsenunisaoudaduuud
Wasuwlasly way LOSS i 214 fega (Fesay 17.73) Ao S1uiuvesnguiiegaiiauenalsznounns

AU

9sd1saviwlnyd UR 17 aUun 53 DunAu 2564 49



UnAUIYEY

A1519% 3 @DALTaNTSUUNYIRLUsNIYIuN15I

Aonus N mean StdDev min median max
Audit Fees (U) 1,207 4,964,739 11,906,195 380,000 2,570,000 151,000,000
LFEE 1,207 6.452 0.376 5.580 6.410 8.179
CR 1,207 0.801 0.076 0.669 0.787 0.961
LTA 1,207 3.832 0.664 2.328 3.737 6.372
LEV 1,207 0.419 0.208 0.003 0.419 1.215
ROA 1,207 0.067 0.089 -0.520 0.066 0.751
CURR 1,207 2.804 5.213 0.090 1.620 144.860
SGROW 1,207 0.133 0.972 -0.884 0.042 25.457
BTM 1,207 1.681 1.645 0.037 1.244 20.567
Aauusviu
AaNUs N Dummy =1 % Dummy =0 %
BIG4 1,207 749 62.05 458 37.95
MAO 1,207 43 3.56 1,164 96.64
MAO-BIG4 16 37.21
MAO-Non-BIG4 27 62.79
LOSS 1,207 214 17.73 993 82.27

a ¢ v o & i o = a o dl i v o &
N15iATIzRandunussznIedUsnldluntsegevanuAgiuiiauslunisai 4 lnearanduius Pearson
WAAIATUVIUULAZATENFURUS Spearman LEAIAIULIEA1T d1m5UAILUIAIN LFEE WUl anduiusidauan

° v a [ v 6

wardidudrAgyn1sanffudalys CR BIGA LTA LEV BTM waz MAO luvuzifandunusisaunazddsdfey

(% aa v W

NERATUAILUS CURR Tudiuvesdudsaiu MAO fanduwusi@suinuaziidsdrAgynieadfnusiiuds LFEE
BTM waz LOSS Tuvmeiiflanduiudidavuazivodfynisadfsusiuds ROA Tunimsiuidiefiansaien
anduiuslunsidetinuds Sanavduitusgeanifiu 0.684 aghslsfiou Aranduiudseninsiuys Taeitly
fo91 ldgeuaziilevhnismaaevanudgiusuiuuunuin i VIF d1ndn 10 Tunnannis wanslsiiiiuin

MTATIEEneaEna litymisesnzdndsdassiinuduiusiutes (Multicollinearity) (Kennedy, 1992)
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wanisnadaudauungau
n13nsEInAvRInaIndaulylnun1sivuarga Uyl

o

M9 5 dnausnanIINagevaNufgIu Hl lngn15asendadensnizaniivesnainasulyindxa

a @

NIENUFDNIIMNUAAIADUTYTANFIUU (1) WU ANdNUTANS (Coefficient) 909 CR MILVUAINITNTZYNG?

9
a

yowmatnaautydiauduiusiduindenisinunaiaeulay? (LFEE) wiafu 0.189 (t-stat = 1.827) Failsesu
foddyd 0.10 wavean1sTAT LRI efansdsuudandintu 1% Tuandeauuunsgiu (Standard
Deviation) weamsnszqndrlunaiaaeutiyd (CR) azdwmansenurenisfuunsaaoudadifntu 1.449
uanantl WeidsuifisunanisinwifuiisUszmanuind wailndiAssfunanasutyivesanizewinid
nsnsEandvesaaaeutyTdmansenudenisinunsaeaeuyfiiutu 2.80% (Eshleman & Lawson,
2017) war 1.62% dwiumaiadeutnydvesaisisnisusseisuiu (Huang et al. 2016) ety agudiulédn
YUIATeINANTENUTDININTEndalunanae Ty Tidwmaronisimunaaeutydlulsemalngazdoondni
Andululssmeanizoniniuarassuisussneuiu deleneifulsnuauduiidmanssnudenisiivue
Aaeudadresuidnaansifoulunarnndnnindusssmdlng f5d vidnilleunsasaeulngdninau
aputiayFlundy Big 4 YuInvasRans (LTA) aseniiau (LEV) avwanunsalunisyindils (ROA) uazaniznisal
199U (LOSS) Feaonndesiunanisinuluens (Pearson & Trompeter, 1994; Numan & Willekens, 2012;
Huang et al,, 2016; Eshleman & Lawson, 2017; Gunn et al,, 2019)

LY

M3 5 wanTiATIwinIsanneenvan’ MuUsiuAe A1aenisinvesr @yl (LFEE)

Variables Coefficients t-stat p-value
Intercept 4.881 52.455 0.000%***
CR 0.189 1.827 0.068*
BIG4 0.095 5.552 0.000%***
LTA 0.344 25.085 0.000***

AFovazyeamdsuuasduinlag exp(0.076 x 0.189) = 0.0205 1ile 0.076 Ae ﬁauﬁmwummgmmm CR u@az 0.189
Ao ANduUszavisves CR (Eshleman & Lawson, 2017)

nansnaasudeauuAlunsiesinisannssmygunui 1) Anuesaiedeulinisuanuasuuulni §33e1E38nslaendenn
57 Normal Probability Plot 9839ALUUAASE LY IAINARIALAABY (Standardized Residuals) 2) ANuLUsUTILTEIAIAGIA
indouiinnuuususiuasi AIdendonnsInuuLnY X 5871119 AIAZLULLIATEINYEIAT Standardized Predicted Value w3e
ZPRED fUULLAY Y ARMLLLNATEIUYDAT Standardized Residuals 38 ZRESID manszanseglufufiviiouasliszsiu 0.0
wagiiiuiilnd iAoty 3) anududaszvesnnunainndoulinismageu Durbin-Watson Wity 2.007 4) nzsmiBaduves
FuUs3Bastiansainen Variance Inflation Factor (VIF) wud1 ngeaaves VIF winfu 1.755 deilAndinin 10 wansin A
duiudvosinuusdasveglusyiudilineliAndam Multicollinearity
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Y

= a ¢ Y = | a= ! = '
A15°90 5 HanTIATIERNTanneENAN FILUIIINAD A1aen1SiNvesAae Ul (LFEE) (de)

Variables Coefficients t-stat p-value
LEV 0.209 4.330 0.000%**
ROA -0.207 -1.885 0.060*
LOSS 0.062 2.513 0.012**
CURR 0.000 -0.179 0.858
SGROW 0.007 0.895 0.370
BTM -0.006 -1.167 0.243
Y59 -0.071 -3.782 0.000***
Y60 -0.026 -1.377 0.169
N 1207
F-value 115.225 0.000***
Adjusted R 0.510

o

e X, ¥, o syautdeddagi 0.10, 0.05, 0.01

nsnszandnvesnansaulyd nsfvuadaeuTyuazseunsaeutyuuuiidsuuuadly

NANTVARBUNANTENUNNINTIVBININTEINMITesnande uTrdfuenumsasudyduuuiivasuudadly
FreiFseinisoaneslaiafnduandluansnd 6 wudn ArduUsEAnS (Coefficient) ¥89 CR @aunuAIng
nszanvesmainaeudaTaunsaneinsainsuansnuiiuresasutyduuuiiuasundadlulaeaeutiyd
(MAO) Wiy 2.373 (Wald-stat = 1.200) &<biiffoddamisadi 91nnavesnsinsziasuldin letinng
ﬂizﬁ;m?f’mammmauﬁzy%t,ﬁmﬁu Liidsnasieniseansissunisaeuiyduuuivasunvaslulnedaoudnd
ity

a Y

A1919% 6 wanTIATIEinITannesladafing AuUsnufe sneeun1sdeuUydnuuniudsunlaslil (MAO)

Variables Coefficients Wald-stat p-value
Intercept -5.568 8.324 0.004%**
CR 2.373 1.200 0.273
BIG4 -1.256 12.925 0.000%**
LTA 0.102 0.143 0.705
LEV 1.357 2.774 0.096*
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A15°9% 6 wan1TIATIzin1sannesladafing AnlsauAe s18unsaeuTlTLuuiUAsuLUaslU (MAO) (sio)

Variables Coefficients Wald-stat p-value
N 1207
Hosmer and Lemeshow Test 12.559 0.128
Cox & Snell R? 0.014

'
o v A

NG : *, %%, 2 sgudedAyi 0.10, 0.05, 0.01

[

nsnegevanufgiu H2 T¥n1simsnzidanuuaunisiaseasie (SEM) seluswnsy LISREL wWefnwi11

LY a1 ¥

N13n323nA1T0Ina Ina0 U TdINANTENUNIITaUR I8 U SR U ARuUMUAsuLUAdlY Tagr1unig

<

a A

AanUsnisimuadtaeudyivielil Fawanismaaeudibuuleanvnlusud 2 wansadeil GFl=1.00 way
AGFl = 0.98 W19 kagA1 RMSEA = 0.021 #itiaendn 0.07 U3T91 WadiAsIifiwuuiianumuivausiiu

o w

AzangUaiing (Goodness-of-Fit Indicators) dwmsuA Chi-Square = 7.67 MldiddAyn9adaty Uadiin

[

Muuunsideliiiayaenadesiudeyaliesuszdny (Hu & Bentler, 1999)

A5197 7 NANTSIASIZILULARANNISIASIAS 19978 LISREL d@1nSUBNSNaN19mnsIkardnsnani199euuednis
) o aAa | U A A A
nsggnilunainaeulnydndwanasienunsaeuindeuuiiasunlasiy

Effect Coefficients t-stat p-value
answasiu (Total Effect) 0.03 24.46 0.00%**
NINan19mse (Direct Effect) 0.05 0.76 >0.10
answan1edeu (Indirect Effect) 0.07 24.46 0.00%**
CR > LFEE 0.22 2.11 <0.05%*
LFEE > MAO 0.07 3.51 0.00***
AMUIAIUAY 5
Goodness-of-Fit Index 1.00
Bentler Comparative Fit Index 0.98
Bentler-Bonett Normed Fit Index 0.98
N 1207

vaeLng : %, **, e szdufedadail 0.10, 0.05, 0.01
ﬁ?LL‘Uiﬂ’JU@MUﬁ%ﬂBUﬁ’JB BIG4 LTA LEV ROA LOSS CURR SGROW uag BTM
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aaa a

INAITNN 7 HANITIATIENBNENANNIY (Direct Effect) wudn n13nsegnsitvesnalndeutyiidnsna
NIATITIBIUNSERUTYTLUUTIUAsuLUaslUeg1slulidudAgyn1ead@ (Est. = 0.05, t-stat = 0.76, p > 0.10)
F9a9nAA0INUNANITIATIENN150R00elaafndlun1s197 6 8819l5ANINANNNITIATILNBNSNAAUNAIIVD

U

msﬁ’mum’]mﬂ'mauﬁ’m%ﬁﬁGiammé’uﬁuéiwdwmim‘za;ﬂmﬂumawmaauﬁmﬁuamwsmum'aaauﬁig%l,wuﬁ
WasuuUas Han1shns1einudn N13N3¥NFVRIRAINaa T ILBNSNagIuInden s MuUaA1da Ul TeE
AludAgyn19adf (Est. = 0.22, t-stat = 2.11, p < 0.05) LazNIINUUAAIADUTYTUBNTNALTIVINADIIBITUY
nsaputyduuuiiudsunladliegnaifod fyvneadn (Est. = 0.07, t-stat = 3.51, p<0.01) KANSENUAINGT?
wansliifiudsnansenuiiidvanarionun (Full Mediating Effect) vy asuléa nmanszandvewmainaeutyd
AINANTENUITIVINNINE0Y (Indirect Effect) Giaiwq’mmiaauﬁ’zg%uwﬁLﬂﬁsuLLUaalﬂ 1AENIUNIF IS
nsiuuaAtaeuUyd egrelsinu InHanSITeEAwUIn N1TAINUAR @D UUYTAINANTENUITIUINDE 1]
Soddyneadinesierunisaeudaiuuuiddsunvaddidy fauuansdieanuanisinewives Huang,

Chang, and Chiou (2016) iwui1 n1sAuaAIdeUUYTFEINanTENURIaUeg Nltyd AN I9adRnD 189U
nsaeuURTLuUIUasuLUasly

Est. = 0.05
: t-stat = 0.76 i
; v
Audit Market | Est. = 0.22** | o | Est. = 0.07%** | Modified Audit
) > Audit Pricing > -
Concentration ’ t-stat = 2.11 ‘ ’ t-stat = 3.51 ‘ Opinions

Chi-Square=7.67, df=5, p-value=0.175, RMSEA=0.021, GFI=1.00, AGFI=0.98, RMR=0.003, CN=2366.32

]
v A

JUN 3 wan1siiasienlunaaunisiaseainadie LISREL ¥83n1snseaniivesnainaeudayd
° i v < v o o a 4
nsimuaraeulnyuarauiuvesasutdnuuniudsuudadly
nagwmg X, o segiutfedidayi 0.10, 0.05, 0.01

1 o

------- > Fudnsnaluddedn

@

UN9EN R

Y

——> dubvsnaniidedAgynisaia

asUna-onUsnewa

s o o A

nTideiliauenangudaUsednundfgiiifiunansenuvesniinseandilunatnaeutaydndnenisivue

o

' '
a

ArdaulTkazswunsasulgduuuitlasunlasiUvasnainranninguisuszmalng seninel w.a. 2559-

2561 1NNANITIATIENTIN Aatnaeulnylveslsemalnelinisnszandigslunnnauenainnssy (N5338d

v
S v

Lilafnwngugsiasuians Useiu msluuagndinning) Wesanel CR Nagviaufiedniinisnszanmdaviyin
1INNIT 66% (Pong, 1999) @anAdodnuNITILATIENAIENITINTEYNMAIveInaInaeulylveslseinalng
I Chanaklang and Jangkloy (2018) 1wy lugsAvaeutndvesUsemelnetulidinauasutyitesse

9sa1sav1iwlnyd Un 17 aUun 53 DunAu 2564 55



UnAUIYEY

(Oligopoly) asasdruwvimenisaatndudiulngviliduidunuimuasisiunagddunain (Market Power)
Tneusngmsaliliind undeadstunainaeutydlan felulssmaiivauindiuasUssmaiiidatau Gunn
et al,, 2019) uenanieranannléi N1EN1sUItuesgIivaeulydveslssinalnediniuanainnssy
ninerns melulad inwmsuazgnannnssnonstu Suwldulndifetunaingnuin (Monopoly) iws1ze1 CR
1A111nN11 80% (Evely & Little, 1960)

NHANINAHDUANNFFIUNUI N13NTEINAIVBIRAIRaBUTYTAINANTENUTIUINABN S A mMUAAId UT YT
N8R0 Lﬁamamaauﬁ@%ﬁmiﬂizqm?'hl,ﬁu%u 1% %aiqwamzmm’amiﬁmummaauﬁiy%ﬁqaéﬁu 1.44%
FananisAnunilaonndsuazlndidesiunanisiseves Eshleman and Lawson (2017) uag Huang et al. (2016)
LAINNITIATIEHRMUUANNITIATIATIE (SEM) WUd N13nsEandiivesnatnasudnyfdwmansenuidauan

] a o v

pg19HdsdAYNIEdRAeNITIIRUAAI@DUTYT Lazn1TMRUAAIda UTYTEINaNTENUTNUINeg 1l tud Aty

e

o

v v A [

NsERRnTIBUNITaUTY TLUUTIABULYaTlU dununeaua n13nszanfvesnanae Ul tanuduius

q

D

fuarudresidulunisimuadigeudaydnglu wasnisivuariadeudydfatuildiiulontandaeudnd

azuansanUinlunsasuTyuuuiildsuwdasiuaig Fan153deiiinauenanisAne1finneain Huang et al.

3
AJ8d1AYN19aDAANBI189IUNTEDUU T B UUN

o o

(2016) finuin n1stvuneiaeutyTdinansenulsauegng

Wasuwasly
nudngunTideninnszandvesnainaeuiyddanansenuideuannieden (Indirect Effect) fo

seeunsdeutyTuuuidsuntady Tnaduneiuusnistvuaaaeutad asvieudn drinauaeudnyd

[

fasesnainsislugfianuszinse TalunisujiRnuiiedestuanuianainvesnisuansaaiuiulusig sy

Haoudayd laslloddnauasulyduseilindt gnArseiineuiunulianudsdunisnsisaesugs dinau
v aga

Ao UUUARLUALUNNZINLNUNITATIADUTINDIIAFTINT NN TAUT U U UTYTIN 0N UAUDIRDAIULEDS

o
v

fufistudae wariuunldugefiazeonsisnunsaoutyduuuiivdsuuvadluldosadass Ssaziilugnis
fmundaeulydfgenulusie aenadesiu O’Keefe, Simunic, and Stein (1994) finudn mnudssly
gafagnArdnansenudoninensildlunisasuiiyBuarinlugnsdvuadiaeudydigau sl andoya
Tups1eit 3 dridnauaeudyduuialuglungy Big 4 In1seensenumsaeudaTuuuiuasunladl 37.21%

v A

(16 U3En) TuruzRdinauaeulgddu dniseenstenunisaeulyduuuiiuasunlasiy 62.79% (27 U3En)

wangliniiudn drdnauaeulydndanuliuievlunisudsdulunainaeudydesdsunalunisdesesgs
(Bargaining Power) vinlifillanaidengndiifiaaiudssiiniy wieilugndnfiszuvivnalunisdariseau

t

nensiuduuds damavilifasudadfivssinudgmadeadaudatanuiulusesnunisaeuiylandosas

muluaie nanlavasy areldanignisnszandivesnainaeulndazdanalglviuinisaeudyiidunaly

1% '
a = ¥ =

nssiesesgs lusasiierfufardmalvifasudad (@rinonuasudad) danududaszguiindudie dsluns
finsanfuanunsrssevvesdiinnuasuiydlunnzaaiaiiinisnszgndige gliuimsaoudadfiasemann
9efidunanen1smann (Oligopoly Market Power) lunisfmuneiaeudgdainindrdnauvuinnalswiedn
wazdaududaszgalunisuanaduiiunoiunisidu (Audit Independence) 1ws1gn13nsenAaeiili
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a

drdneuasulndlvaiuddglunissise@eidssvesdiinauuinninnssdn sgaidegnan (Pearson &
Trompeter, 1994)

Us:Tosunlfvnuuddona:iodninnssde

wan53deilvusslevdluddudu (Confirmation) Sinsinansznuraan1izn1snszaniinesnain
aeutndlulsenalng uazlindngrudslszdngnisinnisifeaduauinvessansenuiidmadonisfvun
AraaulnnazAun N uas Uy s?iqLﬂuﬂwﬂﬁwé’ﬂgmlﬁuLamwmwu%%’aiuaﬁmﬁmwlﬂsmm'iﬁagjsum
AENINTEINAIvRIRaIndaulnTlulsewmelny uennil wanFITedamsaUSsuTuransEnuTiinty
Tulsenalnefuussmaifaunduazdssmaiindafmundu q 1o Tneaziduusslonilunsfiundngiuin
uaﬂmﬁamm‘?imsmzﬁ;ﬂﬁwammmaauﬁ’ﬁg%’luﬂwmﬂlm%ﬁ'qNasiamiﬁmummaauﬁgg% gedanan1soou
lugauandenuninauaeulyd Imsﬁ?iLﬁamsﬁmumﬂ'waauﬁ’fy%ﬁqﬁuﬁmmﬁuﬁuéﬁuﬂ’rﬁl,ﬁuiamaﬁ;jaauﬁiy%

v
[

szuansnuinluntsaeudyTuuuiiiudeuudadlliie Snvamansifeddududsslevdiumienuiiugua

¥ % v A =

warnylsundininilunisesnulevieMfeitesiunisaeulad nanfie n1sfnwllindngiuin nszansa

v A

vamanaeulnyTdimadenisiintuvesatgeutyd (Higher Fees) agnalitfadAny uarlumnanguinisnseanda

o

Y

2199aNanIENUlUNN90 UL WU nanndaulnddnsuusenaangilsulunainrannsndaziifiidentossie

(Limited Choice) dsnaliidinauasuinydviesiuessefiianuarnsaluwdsdulunainaeusydfiinis
nsEgndngs wieonaaziianuainsalunisudaduiianaunszdiinauasudyvundniininensiesnia
drilnauasulyTvunalng Lﬁaﬁwﬁﬂmuaauﬁm%ﬁaqﬁuﬁqﬂﬁwﬁlﬂuu%ﬁmmmLﬁauiummwé’ﬂw%fwéﬁamw
agnsznUsonIsvIANsasnenaudisnglunuaeuiyanzgpamnsaululuindwluinie Ssazlify
waRFonsimuIAu mesIr inas Ty duessema Fadu mitseufidifuguanarimuaulevisaasli
arwaladsuiutigmilensssindunnuasesnienisnszgnivesmandeusyifiofinnsantvuauumg
WanAunmve i Inaeudydvesseindalneluauian

fodriavesnsifeife doyaililunsiieneinisnszandududoyanelddaoutyiansvasuidn

=

aangidouaneaiandnnindwitussmalng Feddnaugeudyinouisinihundnwisielaaiuinisaeudnd

<

ngnAsedunlilaansfoulunaiandnnindurisdsemalng Ay nuidglusuiangideaisfineinig
nszgnimduninsuveinain JsomvazliseldsuvewnazdinnuaeudayBundudding nandeuladiu
fifwiinsnszyndednsls wazngudiedaeausEeniildsusiesuvesiaoudayTnuanininuadufiuwuud

v
[

Wasuwdasly (MAO) Tifiea 43 fedne anvianan 1,207 drege visedndu 3.56% Fwavesnsideiagy

o v v A {

wavadusienanigladediini n15idulusuinnaisnwinansenuveInIInseyndveInalnaeudydise
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