
Turkish Online Journal of Qualitative Inquiry 
e-ISSN 1309-6591 | Period Quarterly | Founded: 2010 | Publisher Science Research Society 

 
 

Total Views: 109.589 

Total Downloads: 489.940 

TR Dizin Citation Count: 186 

Dear Authors, 

Turkish Online Journal of Qualitative Inquiry will continue its publication 

on http://tojqi.net/index.php/journal/index. All authors are requested to submit their 

paper on http://tojqi.net. 

The new publisher of Turkish Online Journal of Qualitative Inquiry is Science 

Research Society and all queries related to journal should be mailed 

on editor@tojqi.net. All the articles published till Volume 12 Issue 2 will be available 

on both the websites. New Articles from Volume 12 Issue 3 will be published 

on http://tojqi.net. 

In accordance with the TR DİZİN Journal Evaluation Criteria updated for 2020, “Ethics 

Committee Approval” is requested for articles in all disciplines including social sciences 

(See TR DİZİN Journal Evaluation Criteria - Article 8.) The relevant information (board 

name, date and number) should be included in the method section as well as on the first / 

last page of the article and the relevant approval should be documented. Even if the review 

process of the articles are completed, the articles that does not meet this criterion may not 

be published since it will negatively affect the the journal to be indexed in TR DİZİN. 

Besides, TR DİZİN journal evaluation criteria have made it obligatory to provide 

information on the compliance of research and publication ethics in the articles. In this 

http://tojqi.net/index.php/journal/index
http://tojqi.net/
mailto:editor@tojqi.net
http://tojqi.net/


context, the following statement should be added to the last page by the responsible author 

in all articles in TOJQI beginning with Volume 11 Issue 1 (January, 2020). 

“I, as the Corresponding Author, declare and undertake that in the study titled as XXXX, 

scientific, ethical and citation rules were followed; Turkish Online Journal of Qualitative 

Inquiry Journal Editorial Board has no responsibility for all ethical violations to be 

encountered, that all responsibility belongs to the author/s and that this study has not been 

sent to any other academic publication platform for evaluation." 

Sincerely, 

TOJQI Editorial Board 

• e-ISSN 1309-6591 | Period Quarterly | Founded: 2010 | Publisher Science Research 

Society 

• Call for Paper: Volume 12 Issue 3 July 2021 

• Processing Charges: None 

• Aim: The Turkish Online Journal of Qualitative Inquiry (TOJQI) is an open access, peer-reviewed, 

international e-journal in scope of educational and social sciences which publishes high quality and 

original research papers conducted with qualitative, mixed and action research methodology. The TOJQI 

has been being published quarterly a year (January, April, July and October). 

• Scope: Besides the research papers, TOJQI publishes eligible works on theoretical and 

cognitive issues or book reviews related to qualitative research paradigm in educational and 

social sciences. 

IndexesandPlatforms 
Abstracting and Indexing 

 Scopus 

 TR Dizin 

AbstractingandIndexing 
Abstracting and Indexing 

 



Editorial Team 
Editor in Chief 

Dr. Esra Sipahi 
Coordination Office for Scientific Research Projects, 
Social Sciences University of Ankara/ TURKEY 
View Profile 

  

Associate Editor 

Ahdi Hassan 
CEO, Plcorpora, Islamabad Pakistan. 
Web of Science Researcher ID AAW-8159-2020 
Scopus Author ID: 57212417756 
 
Assoc. Prof. Serdar Vural UYGUN 
Nevşehir Hacı Bektaş Veli University, Turkey 
View Profile 
 
Assoc. Prof. Dr. Burçin Yersel 
Eskisehir technical university, Turkey 
View Profile 
 
Prof. Dr. Mustafa BÜTE 
Faculty of Management; 
Department of Business; 
Department of Organizational Behavior, 
Istanbul University, Turkey 
 
Dr. Alexander Obskov 
International eLearning Project, 
“American Accent Program.” Austin, TX, USA 
View Profile 
 
HR Mag. Eveline Wandl-Vogt 
Austrian Academy of Sciences, Austria 
View Profile 
 
Dr. Nhatphaphat Juicharoen 
School of Management Science, 
Sukhothai Thammathirat Open University, 
Nonthaburi 11120, Thailand 
View Profile 
 
Prof. Dr. Oytun Sözüdoğru 
Vice- Rector, University of City Island, North Cyprus 
View Profile 
 
Prof. Dr, Rusudan Makhachashvili 

https://asbunet.asbu.edu.tr/rehber/index?page=2&per-page=25&sort=birim
https://dergipark.org.tr/en/pub/@svu01
https://www.linkedin.com/in/burcin-yersel-2a7734152/?originalSubdomain=tr
https://www.scopus.com/authid/detail.uri?authorId=56381555300
https://www.oeaw.ac.at/acdh/team/current-team/eveline-wandl-vogt
https://www.stou.ac.th/main/en/schools.html
https://adakent.edu.tr/kadro/2/rektorluk


Department Typology and Romance Languages, 
Borys Grinchenko Kyiv University, 
Ukraine 
Scopus Author ID is 57218565160 
 
Asst. Prof. Suradetch Wangthong 
Sukhothai Thammathirat Open University, Thailand 
View Profile 
 
Dr Misbah Sadiq, 
Assistant professor, 
Department of economics College of economics and management , 
Al Qasimia university, Sharjah,UAE 
Web of Science Researcher ID A-5920-2017 
Scopus ID 55367847700 
 
Dr. Manel Mouleme 
Mentouri Brothers University, 
Constantine 1 
Algeria 
View Profile 
 
Dr Sunil K Mishra 
Amity University Haryana, 
Amity Education Valley, 
Pachgaon, Manesar, Gurgaon, Haryana 122413, India 
View Profile 
 
Rakhshanda fawad 
Lecturer, 
University of Central Punjab, Pakistan 
View Profile 

 

https://www.stou.ac.th/main/en/
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Mouleme-Manel
https://www.amity.edu/faculty-detail.aspx?facultyID=1585
https://www.ucp.edu.pk/member/rakhshanda-fawad/


Concepts For Assessing Audit Quality Of Cooperative Auditors In Thailand 

1813 

Turkish Online Journal of Qualitative Inquiry (TOJQI) 

Volume 12, Issue 6, June 2021: 1813-1818 

 

Concepts For Assessing Audit Quality Of Cooperative Auditors In 

Thailand 
 

 

Ronnakorn Suphachin a*, Montree Chuaychoo b 
 

 

a* Doctor of Philosophy Program in Accountancy, Sripatum University, Thailand 
bAdvisor, Director of Doctoral Programs, School of Accountancy, Sripatum University, Thailand 

 

email:awirachaisu@hotmail.com 

 

Abstract 

The objectives of this study were to test the audit quality factors of the cooperative auditors in Thailand with 

empirical data and to present the appropriate audit quality assessment form for the cooperative auditors. This 

research used the Mixed Method using the test results from the quantitative research followed by the qualitative 

research. For the quantitative research, the researchers determined the research population consisting of the 

cooperatives under the responsibility of 1,299 cooperative auditors in Thailand with the sample group of 460 

persons. The model was examined with empirical data. The statistics used were frequency, percentage, mean, 

standard deviation, and the Confirmatory Factor Analysis. For the qualitative research, the In-Depth Interview 

was used to ask for opinions on the concept of the assessment on the audit quality of cooperative experts in 

Thailand to cooperate in analysing the results of quantitative researches totalling 17 persons. The results of 

quantitative researches revealed that audit quality factor model was consistent with empirical data. The 

qualitative research results were mostly consistent with the quantitative research to present the conceptual model 

for the audit quality assessment of the cooperative auditors which can be used by relevant persons for the 

assessment and development of the audit quality of the cooperative auditors in Thailand. 

Keywords: Assessing, Audit quality, Cooperative Auditors 

 

1. Introduction 

At present, the fraud problem occurs because the financial statements are manipulated causing significant 

loss. This can be seen from the bankruptcy of many large corporations in foreign countries indicating the lack of 

transparency in the financial statements of the entities and the financial statement manipulation to create wealth 

for the management such as Enron, WorldCom, Tyco international, Global Crossing, Adelphia, Xerox (Rezaee 

& Kedia, 2012). The case of Enron’s fraud in USA was mainly due to the lack of professional ethics of the 

auditor affecting the global economy. The regulator bodies began to take measures in controlling the audit work 

image (Al-qtaish et al., 2014; Al-Taweel, 2015; Chambers, 2011; Khani, 2014; Sae-Lim & Jermsittiparsert, 

2019). This includes the corruption in the cooperative industry affecting many members and related parties. It is 

the reason why the Cooperative Auditing Department have to inspect the quality of audit work to be of reliable 

quality and beneficial to cooperatives. The cooperative is a type of business enterprise that deals with business 

entities and is regarded as having a very high business value affecting a broader range of people compared to the 

11,570.30 billion baht in GDP. In the year 2020 (Bank of Thailand, .2021), the value of Thai cooperative 

business was 264.97 billion baht, or 2.29 percent of the country’s GDP. Therefore, the auditors must perform 

audit work with quality to build confidence in the financial statements of the cooperative or the users of 

financial statements in general. 
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The service of the auditors will be more quality when the auditors performs the work in accordance with 

auditing standards  ( International Auditing and Assurance Standard.Board:.[IAASB],.2012; 2014; Federation of 

Accounting Professions ,2012). 

The quality of an auditor’s audit work is largely determined by the likelihood that the auditor will detect and 

report errors. How useful a financial statement can be depends on the quality of audit work provided by the 

auditors (Franczel, 2013). The US Public Company Accounting Oversight Committee (PCAOB) has established 

three audit quality indicators: Audit Professionals, Audit Process Level. ) And the quality of audit work (Audit 

Results) 

PCAOB identified the indicators of auditing quality into 3 aspects; Audit Professionals, Audit Process, and 

Audit Results (Public Company Accounting Oversight Board: [PCAOB], 2015). Methods for measuring audit 

quality can be separated into 2 issues: 1) Direct Measures of Audit Quality is a measurement method from the 

Input into the Auditing Process and audit results are the auditor’s report and 2) Indirect Measure of Audit 

Quality is a study of the relationship of audit quality with various factors including the size of the audit firm and 

the duration of the audit firm in relation to clients (Chadegani, 2011). Brown (2016) studied the primary 

auditing performance indicators of the leading auditor in Visconsil, USA, aimed to validate audit performance 

through the AQ framework quality indicator (PCAOB, 2015). With the skills, knowledge and experience in 

performing audit work including accounting consultation, the emphasis is placed on audit performance that is 

measurable and provides tangible benefits to the users of the financial statements. For the audit quality 

framework, the researchers reviewed the international audit quality framework of the auditing researchers. 

Knechel et al. (2013) studied the audit quality model using the BSC.4 perspective as a measure of inputs, 

processes, outcomes and environment. Knechel et al. said that the audit team and the professional skepticism are 

essential to audit quality. DeFond & Zhang (2014) developed the audit quality framework derived from the 

Economic Model in relation with the Demand and Supply. The auditor should abide by the laws and regulations 

regarding the audit work in their work to build the reputation of the auditor and reduce litigation from clients 

and regulators.  

Audit Quality means that the auditors can detect and report the errors or the non-conformity to the entity’s 

financial reporting standards accurately and appropriately to the situation (Federation of Accounting 

Professions, 2012). For the auditors to be able to provide quality services and to respond to public expectations, 

the auditors will have to detect material errors both intentionally and unintentionally (Bashir, 2013; IFAC, 

2014). The Cooperative Auditing Department has prepared a manual for the auditing quality control standard 

system (CAQC) for cooperative auditors to use as a guideline for practice of the auditing work and auditing 

criteria (Cooperative Auditing Department, 2010). For the measurement of auditing quality, in this research, the 

researchers used the concepts of the Cooperative Auditing Department and the researchers both international 

and in Thailand in 4 areas (CAQ, 2014; Cooperative Auditing Department., 2020). 

Therefore, in order to assure users of cooperative financial statements that the auditors will perform their 

duties with quality. There should be an appropriate audit quality assessment form. The objective of this research 

was to test the composition of audit quality and propose the conceptual framework for assessing the audit 

quality of cooperative auditors in Thailand 

2.Research Methodology 

This research used the Mixed Method using the test results from the quantitative research followed by the 

qualitative research. For the quantitative research, the researchers determined the research population consisting 

of the cooperatives under the responsibility of 1,299 cooperative auditors in Thailand with the sample group of 

460 persons employing Stratified Random Sampling. 

The tools used in this research were both tools built by the researchers and the tools greatly improved by the 

researchers from those have already created. There are 4 auditing quality factors characterized as a 5 Likert 

Rating Scale (5 = most to 1 = least). The revised questionnaire, along with the researcher-created consistency 

assessment, was proposed to 6 experts to assess the consistency between the content of the question and the 

operational term definition. The IOC was found that the entire questionnaire was 60% or more, or the 

consistency between 0.60-1.00 met the criteria used to determine the validity of the content. The calculated 

value must be greater than 0.50 (IOC> 0.50) (Sirichai Kanchanawasi, 2002). Confidence was tested on 30 non-

sample subjects in all research questions. The questions were 0.781-0.996 with α from 0.70 and above. It is 

considered that the questions have reliability (Laddawan Petchrote and Atchara Chamniprasart, 2002). After all 

questionnaires have been returned, the researcher checked the quality of the questionnaire again. The audit 

process had the accuracy of 0.925 suitable for use in elemental analysis. The criteria for interpretation of the five 

levels of mean were the highest (4.21-5.00), high (3.41-4.20), moderate (2.61-3.40), low (1.81-2.60) and the 

lowest (1.00-1.80). 
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The research hypotheses were tested through data analysis of the confirmatory factor analysis of audit 

quality to check consistency and develop a form and composition. In the case that the model was analyzed 

according to the conceptual framework in the research using the data obtained from the samples analyzed 

inconsistent, the model was adjusted by considering the Model Modification Indices in accordance with the 

empirical data. 

For the qualitative research techniques by In-Depth Interview after analyzing the audit quality factors, the 

researchers used the results from quantitative research to ask for opinions whether it is appropriate or not and 

ask for opinions in presenting the appropriate cooperative audit quality assessment form. By means of data 

collection through intensive interviews or in depth from experts in work and policies of the Cooperative 

Auditing Department, auditors, cooperative auditors, public and private sectors and management 

representatives, director or an accountant of cooperative, cooperative auditing service user jointly synthesize the 

results of the quantitative research and present an audit quality assessment form of 17 cooperative auditors with 

the investigators. 

3.Results. 

According to the quantitative research results on the study of the audit quality factor, it can be summarized 

as follows. 

1. Factors affecting the audit quality of cooperatives are in 4 areas as shown in Table 1.  

Table 1: Mean, standard deviation and level of factors affecting the audit quality of the cooperative auditors 

in Thailand 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2 . The results of 

confirmatory factor analysis of auditing quality of the cooperative auditors in Thailand revealed that the model 

was consistent with the empirical data as shown in Table 2 and Figure 1. 

Table 2: Results of confirmatory factor analysis of auditing quality of the cooperative auditors in Thailand 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chi-Square = 1.24, df = 1, P = 0.26575, GFI = 0.999, AGFI = 0.987, RMR = 0.00596 

Particulars Mean 

and  

Standar

d 

deviatio

n 

Level  

- The report is accurate and timely. 4.38 0.67 Highest 

- The cooperative financial 
statements are reliable. 

4.36 0.88 Highest 

- The observations and flaws are 

informed in time. 

4.25 0.99 Highest 

- There are suggestions beneficial to 
the management of cooperatives. 

4.37 0.85 Highest 

Total 4.34 0.66 Highest 

 

Variables/indicators b(S.E.) Factor 

Scores 

Regressio

n (fs) 

R2 

- The report is accurate and timely. 0.737**(----) 0.804      0.647 

- The cooperative financial 

statements are reliable. 

0.689**(0.039

) 

0.706 0.499 

- The observations and flaws are 

informed in time. 

0.871**(0.050

) 

0.851 0.724 

- There are suggestions beneficial 

to the management of 

cooperatives. 

0.835**(0.050

) 

0.774 0.599 
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**p<0.01 

Note: b is the element weight. S.E. is the standard tolerance. fs is the element coefficient 

 R2 is the forecasting coefficient. 

 

Figure 1 Model of auditing quality measurement 

From the results of qualitative study, the key informants had opinions on the model for measuring audit 

quality factors based on the quantitative research results. These can be summarized as in Table 3. 

Table 3 Summary of opinions, components of audit quality 

Audit quality factors Number Percentage 

1. Consistent  12 70.59 

2. Inconsistent  4 23.53 

3. Not sure 1 5.88 

Total 17 100.00 

According to the research results of key informants, most of the opinions were consistent with the audit 

quality measurement model. The opinions have been presented about the quality assessment of the exam, 

starting with the auditor’s quality level from the beginning of thinking at level 8 or more to be good. This is to 

divide the quality of the auditors of the cooperative into 3 levels by assigning 10 scores in all three areas, 

namely 8-10 points equaling to good, 5-7 points equaling to fair, and 0-4 points equaling to be improved. In the 

self-development of the auditors and in the development of the quality level even more, there should be a report 

on the weaknesses of the audit quality for the benefit of the cooperative auditors to improve the quality of work. 

For the audit quality assessment form, it should be the observation on the behaviors of the cooperative auditors 

who have been assessed by the supervisor or supervisors of the cooperatives. The auditing work and the 

weaknesses of the audit quality should be reported for the auditors. Cooperative auditing is used as a guideline 

for developing audit quality in the next accounting year to be of higher quality. 

4.Discussion and Conclusion 

The audit quality consists of 4 components; The report is accurate and timely, The cooperative financial 

statements are reliable, The observations and flaws are informed in time, and There are suggestions beneficial to 

the management of cooperatives. All aspects were found to be the auditing quality factors. This agreed with the 

research of Brown et al. (2016) studying the auditing performance indicators of auditors according to the AQ 

Framework (PCAOB, 2015). It was found that the professional auditors who had skills, knowledge and 

experiences in performing audit work including accounting consulting would focus on the audit performance 

that was measurable and brought tangible benefits to the users of the financial statements. The financial reports 

must be accurate, reliable and complete conforming to the standard including timely in the use of financial 

statements and allocation of time for the audit effectively as well. Therefore, there should be an audit quality 

assessment form of the cooperative auditors to inquire, observe the performance behavior and report the audit 

quality results. The assessable quality level of audit work may be of benefit to relevant parties, for example, a 
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cooperative who will recruit auditors can use as information in selecting audit services of a cooperative auditor. 

The Cooperative Auditing Department and the auditors can use the weaknesses that need to be developed to 

improve the quality of audit work. 
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