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 اف الأداء انخمسالآثار انخارجيت لأهذ    
 سعر يُخفض و ھايش أعهي

 

 انتكهفت
 

 إَراجيح كهيح أعهي

وقد ذسهيى          ذسهيى يىثىق ته

 أقم

 انسرعت     الأعتماديت  

    

 وقد أسرع    عًهيح   

 يىثىق تها

 

 الآثار انذاخهيت لأهذاف الأداء انخمس    
    

 

 عًهياخ خهيح    انقذرج 

 يٍ انعيىب  عهي انرغيير 

 

 انجىدة     انمرونت

 

 

 ذقذيى يُرجاخ       ذقذيى ذشكيهح يرُىعح

  تانًىاصفاخ انًطهىتح 
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 انخًس. 

 

 

 

 انعىامم انتنافسيت

 إرا أعطي انعًيم أھًيح ل:

 انسعر الأقم 

 انجىدج الأعهي 

 انرسهيى الأسرع 

 انرسهيى انًىثىق ته 

 انًُرجاخ أو انخذياخ انًثركرج 

 ذشكيهح يرُىعح يٍ انًُرجاخ 

 نرغيير في انرىقيد انقذرج عهي ا

 أو انكًيح انًُرجح.

 

 أهذاف الأداء

 فإٌ انشركح يجة أٌ ذرفىق في الآذي:

 أداء انركهفح 

 أداء انجىدج 

 أداء انسرعح 

 أداء الإعرًاديح 

 )أداء انًروَح )انًُرج أو انخذيح 

 )أداء انًروَح )انرشكيهح 

 )أداء انًروَح )انرسهيى أو انحجى 
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 عاني

 فضيُخ

 انحصح انسىقيح

إسرراذيجيح 

 انرركيز

 إسرراذيجيح ريادج انركفح

 إسرراذيجيح انرًايز

 عانيح يُخفضح
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 (  1جذول ) 

 َسثح انردود في شركاخ انعيُح
انمقااااااااااااااااااااا  ث  انمستجيبين

 انشخصيت
 انردود

انعيناااااااات  

 انمبذئيت
الاستماراث 

 انمستهمت
 انعينت اننهاائيت
انااااااااااااااااااااردود 

 انصحيحت

 معذل انردود

 % 33 25 33 35 35 انًذير انًاني
رئيييييييييييس قسييييييييييى 

 انركانيف
35 35 35 32   11 % 

 % 30 50 65 03 03 الاجًاني
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Nunnally (1987)

coefficient of homogeneity

Item 
Homogeneity 

Coefficient  
Alpha 

Item # in the 
questionnaire 

Variable  

> 0.85  (.001) 
> 0.71  (.001) 
> 0.62  (.001) 
> 0.39  (.001) 
> 0.85  (.001) 
> 0.71  (.001) 
> 0.72  (.001) 
> 0.62  (.001) 
> 0.89  (.001) 

0.81 
0.75 
0.82 
0.74 
0.85 
0.83 
063 
0.76 
0.77 

1 
2-15 
16-21 
22, 23, 25, 26, 30 
31, 33, 35 
24, 27, 29 
28, 32, 34, 36 
37, 38, 39, 42, 46, 47 
40, 41, 43, 44, 45 

cosize 
stragy 
scoper 
ccosts 
btpart 
perfev 
freqrp 
uncnty1 
uncnty2 
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Definition Variable 

Company size حجم الشركة                                     
Strategy type                                نوع  استواراايجية                
Scope of Reporting                  نطاق الاقرير الداخلي 
Cost Control System                   نظام رقابة الاكلفة     
Budget Participation         المشاركة في اعداد المعازنة 
Performance Evaluation System   نظام اقييم الأداء 
Frequency of Reporting  دعرية الاقرير عن اسنحرافات 
Strategic Uncertainty    -العموءء راايجيعودم الاككود استوا    
Strategic Uncertainty    -المنافتووين عوودم الاككوود  
 استاراايجي

cosize 
stragy 
scoper 
ccosts 
btpart 
perfev 
freqrp 
uncnty1 
uncnty2 
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α

ΖΖ

αα

Ζα

Corder, G. W. F. 2014
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 (4ى )جذول رق

 

   

Factor 

Group 1 Group 2 Mann Whitney 
Test 

Rank  Mean  Rank Mean α       
  

Ζ 

Cosize 
stragy 

scoper 
ccosts 
btpart 
perfev 
freqrp 

uncnty1 
uncnty2 

 8 
9 
1 
4 
3 
5 
2 
6 
7 

2.956 
2.912 
4.715 
4.213 
4.379 
3.753 
4.590 
3.722 
2.971 

9 
8 
2 
4 
3 
5 
1 
6 
7 

2.823 
2.921 
4.622 
4.391 
4.429 
3.711 
4.709 
3.639 
2.971 

0.057 
0.055 
0.195 
0.466 
0.249 
0.117 
0.538 
0.112 
0.746 

1.9- 
1.916- 
1.297- 
0.729- 
1.161- 
1.565- 
0.616- 
1.531- 
0.325- 
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Baglin, J. 2014

Descriptive Statistics 

 Mean Std. Deviation Analysis N 

Cosize 10.70175 7.035535 57 
Stragy 5.47 .325 57 

Scoper 4.061403502 1.4256130500 57 
Ccosts 5.004 .6882 57 
Btpart 4.450292398 1.2794021782 57 
Perfev 4.263157895 1.2578907385 57 
Freqrp 4.1404 1.44468 57 

uncnty1 3.618 .7749 57 
uncnty2 3.976608216 1.0462701246 57 
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Correlation Matrix

 
cosize stragy scoper ccosts btpart perfev 

Freqr
p 

uncnty1 uncnty2 

Correlation cosize 1.000 -.066 .024 -.023 .067 -.162 -.054 .103 -.079 

stragy -.066 1.000 .006 .083 .075 -.125 -.075 .101 -.047 

scoper .024 .006 1.000 .195 .815 .426 .871 .081 -.467 

ccosts -.023 .083 .195 1.000 .142 .402 .304 -.448 .141 

btpart .067 .075 .815 .142 1.000 .288 .769 .144 -.403 

perfev -.162 -.125 .426 .402 .288 1.000 .473 -.451 .315 

freqrp -.054 -.075 .871 .304 .769 .473 1.000 -.004 -.319 

uncnty1 .103 .101 .081 -.448 .144 -.451 -.004 1.000 -.302 

uncnty2 -.079 -.047 -.467 .141 .403 .315 319 -.302 1.000 

Sig. (1-tailed)  cosize  .314 .430 .434 .311 .114 .346 .224 .281 

stragy .314  .481 .269 .290 .177 .290 .228 .365 

scoper .430 .481  .073 .000 .000 .000 .273 .000 

ccosts .434 .269 .073  .147 .001 .011 .000 .148 

btpart .311 .290 .000 .147  .015 .000 .142 .001 

perfev .114 .177 .000 .001 .015  .000 .000 .008 

Freqrp .346 .290 .000 .011 .000 .000  .489 .008 

uncnty1 .224 .228 .273 .000 .142 .000 .489  .011 

uncnty2 .281 .365 .000 .148 .001 .008 .008 .011  
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 (7جذول رقم )
Communalities 

 Initial Extraction 

Cosize 1.000 .301 
Stragy 1.000 .809 

Scoper 1.000 .923 
Ccosts 1.000 .535 
Btpart 1.000 .819 
Perfev 1.000 .760 
Freqrp 1.000 .882 

uncnty1 1.000 .642 
uncnty2 1.000 .620 

Extraction Method: Principal 
Component Analysis. 

Baglin, J. 2014
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Total Variance Explained 

Component Initial Eigenvalues Extraction Sums of Squared Loadings 

Total % of Variance Cumulative % Total % of Variance Cumulative % 

dimension0 

1 3.124 34.715 34.715 3.124 34.715 34.715 

2 2.087 23.187 57.902 2.087 23.187 57.902 

3 1.079 11.984 69.886 1.079 11.984 69.886 

4 .979 10.874 80.760    
5 .704 7.824 88.584    
6 .485 5.383 93.968    
7 .272 3.024 96.992    
8 .180 1.999 98.991    
9 .091 1.009 100.000    

Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis. 
 
 

Total Variance Explained 

Component Rotation Sums of Squared Loadings 

Total % of Variance Cumulative % 

dimension0 

1 3.065 34.053 34.053 

2 2.145 23.832 57.886 

3 1.080 12.000 69.886 

4    
5    
6    
7    
8    
9    

Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis. 
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 (13جذول رقى )
Component Matrix

a
 

 
Component 

1 2 3 

Cosize -.017 -.249 -.489 
Stragy -.009 -.137 .889 

Scoper .948 -.154 -.020 
Ccosts .362 .606 .191 
Btpart .873 -.235 .032 
Perfev .536 .682 -.081 
Freqrp .938 .003 -.049 

uncnty1 -.040 -.799 .042 
uncnty2 -.405 .675 -.031 

Extraction Method: Principal Component 
Analysis. 

a. 3 components extracted. 
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(3) 

" َظياو انركيانيف و ذقيييى الأداء فيي 

ظيم عيذو انردكيذ" 

"

انعايم الأول و انثياَي يعيا. و انرًثييم انثيياَي أقم يٍ  

 انراني يىضح انثلاثح عىايم انرئيسيح:
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 (11جذول رقى )
Rotated Component Matrix

a
 

 
Component 

1 2 3 

Cosize .042 -.227 -.498 
Stragy .026 -.169 .883 

Scoper .957 .078 -.020 
Ccosts .207 .667 .216 
Btpart .904 -.021 .029 
Perfev .357 .794 -.053 
Freqrp .910 .229 -.042 

uncnty1 .153 -.786 .013 
uncnty2 -.555 .559 -.009 

Extraction Method: Principal Component 
Analysis. 

Rotation Method: Varimax with Kaiser 
Normalization. 

a. Rotation converged in 4 iterations. 
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 (12ل رقى )جذو
Component Transformation Matrix 

Component 1 2 3 

dimension0 

1 .971 .239 .007 

2 -.240 .970 .037 

3 .002 -.037 .999 

Extraction Method: Principal Component 
Analysis. 

Rotation Method: Varimax with Kaiser 
Normalization. 
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Abstract 

The effective management accounting systems satisfy the 

information needs of managers for planning, control, performance 

evaluation, and decision making. Companies operate in different 

environments; the information needs for companies which operate 

in dynamic, instable, and uncertain environments are different from 

the information needs for companies which operate in stable and 

certain environments. Therefore, management accounting systems 

should be align with the contingent variables which affect the 

performance of a company. For example, company size, ownership, 

organizational structure, manufacturing process, strategy, 

technology, competitors, customers, suppliers and so on. Prior 

studies dealt with the relationship between the contingency theory 

and the design of management accounting systems in different 

venues. This paper aims to explore the contingent strategic variables 

which affect the information provided by management accounting 

systems under strategic uncertainty. The research hypotheses were 

tested using Mann Whitney test and Factor Analysis test. The SPSS' 

results provided by the Mann Whitney test indicated there are 

congruence of executive management and top management about 

these contingent variables. Also, the SPSS' results provided by the 

Factor Analysis test extracted number of the principal contingent 

factors that affect the information provided by management 

accounting systems.  

 


