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Abstract

     This study aimed to identify the role of analytical review as 

substantial measures to reduce the gap of reasonableness and 

performance in an environment audit of Jordan, it also aimed to identify 

the extent of adoption of Chartered Accountants of Jordanians on the 

analytical procedures to reduce the expectations gap and identify whether 

there are statistically significant differences in the study sample answers 

about the role of analytical review to reduce the expectations gap, 

Attributable to demographic variables. To achieve the objectives of the 

study questionnaire was designed and distributed to a random sample of 

the community component of the study (566) Jordanian public 

accountant registered in the Jordanian Association of Accountants, were 

distributed (200) questionnaire to them, we recovered (156) 

questionnaire, a response rate (87%), and after obtaining the data was 

analyzed using descriptive statistical methods and analytical the study 

found a range of results: 

-That there is a clear role for the analytical review as substantial 

measures to change the plausibility gap in the Jordanian environment 



  
audit in the  average (4.16), and in narrowing the performance gap  in 

the average (4.13). 

-Analytical plays a clear role using financial ratios narrowing  the gap 

of reasonableness in the audit environment Jordanian in an average of 

(4.10), and in narrowing the performance gap in  average (4.18). 

-There is a clear role for using analytical review recent trends in 

financial analysis to narrow the reasonableness gap average (4.13), and 

in narrowing the performance gap average (4.13). 

     In the conclusion of these findings the study provide the following 

main recommendations: 

-Working to educate the financial community chartered accountant 

duties through seminars and lectures aimed at spreading awareness and 

culture of the public function of chartered accountant and objectives. 

-The need to continue and intensify the meetings held between the legal 

accountants enrolled in the Association of Chartered Accountants to 

discuss the cost of things that would add from the expectations gap with 

the financial community. 

-Deepen the concept of analytical review in an environment audit of 

Jordan and its importance in achieving a high level of credibility and 

reliable in the financial statements to investors and shareholders and 

other stakeholders associated with the company's Multi audit, and thus 

shrink the gap between decision-makers and what his chartered 

accountant's efforts to show the lists with a high level of reliability. 

Key Words: Auditing, Analytical Review, Expectation Gap, 

Reasonableness Gap, Performance Gap. 
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