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O ABSTRACT 0O

Cost accounting is an important source of information that enables different
companies to make strategic decisions. The lack of cost information or its inaccuracy may
lead a company to make wrong decisions without being aware of that, such as giving up
profitable products, or maintaining high-cost products, and thus causing significant losses
to the company, and damaging its competitive advantage.

This research aims to investigate the level of using cost accounting in Syrian
manufacturing companies, the sophistication of the applied costing systems, the level of
adoption of the cost leadership strategy to achieve the company's competitive advantage,
and the relationship between the use of cost accounting and the cost leadership strategy. To
achieve the research objectives, a questionnaire designed based on the current literature
and distributed directly to a sample of (148) medium and large size Syrian manufacturing
companies. ( 52) valid and completed questionnaires were returned, giving a response rate
of (35.1%). Data was entered into (SPSS 23) and prepared for statistical analysis.

Results of the statistical analysis showed that (63.5%) of the participating companies
use Cost accounting system, (50%) of the participating companies do not allocate overhead
costs, and (73%) of the companies that allocate overhead costs used the traditional costing
system. Furthermore, companies used the information provided by cost accounting system
in a limited way, with an average ranging between (2.5, 3.5) on the five Likert scale (1 is
never used to 5 is always used), while the level of adopting cost leadership strategy was
limited, with an average ranging between (2.3, 3.1). The companies also adopted factors
that support other competitive strategies, so companies adopted a balanced strategy,
Finally, results of this research revealed a moderate and significant relationship between
the use of cost accounting and the cost leadership strategy positive (R = 0.559).

There is a need for other research in the Syrian environment to support the results of
the research, as future research may address industrial public sector companies with the
private sector, or study the relationship within the service sector, and society can be
divided into groups based on the nature of the industry, which guarantees more accurate
results.
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ST QL&.\L&‘?AAD-\\

A1) 5alb duasfinaly GRS Aucilaa p)adiud) (p A8

gl Galads) 40.4% 63.3%

g Y Rl g L) 75% 56.6%
dudliall Bad g i) 80.8% 60% 91.2%
Lalad) 3,080 acd 71.2% 91.1%
Cilalial) g 71.2% 85.7%
Aal) ana 31.9% 88.3%

SPSS23 malin (e dalill dlas) : jraall

Aa1<l) Fald dnat) il ¥
danla jbas BbawY) e Aal 5al8 dasliind 33 3 6V Al Al SISHAN el
Lngd i€ g gy ¢(3.05 =dacigia ) dudlia lenls sl wsitg ¢(3.13 =dausiar ) Lihaisl s &
LI (7) a8y Jsaad) eaagy (Yo r 4 =lacgia ) Spienall HISEN g Liaal)

(7) o2 dgxad
Aal<il) a8 duas) i
ASyal) ants AS)al) aatas O aga LG A AS)al) Jaius
llaiia bigi Ao 4dl) Gy A s aalg )
Sl L g gicil slas O ud 05 9 crisall
dublia PEPYAA] PLREEGIES alid) 3lgal) Adeabes & eDlaal)
C) SN e Llanl)y Lalal) daual)
Byaianal Lglauif dgall
Mean 3.0577 2.9038 3.1346 2.3846 2.6346
N 52 52 52 52 52
Std. 0.87253 1.07118 0.81719 0.91080 0.86385
Deviation

SPSS23 malin (e dualal) alae) : juaall

el GG 6 Al 5al8 duadlie) Gaiss ol (Kubuta, 2014)  dabs gzt colal Qladl b

s Loyl Pl ) 2Lyl (3.75= hagie ) dlelall adly lall dsall e cugll adsall laal e
Slo dlae¥ly dudlie bl clhiidl aai el ¢(3.75= Lasidl) dadl) dale 8 eDlaally a3yl
L3 (8) Ay Jsaall mamgss ¢(3.5= Lo giall) 8paicnall clylSuNY g Apaall Liangl i<l

(8) s dsaad
(Kubuta, 2014) ae 4alsil) 5208 dpauifiicd (a8a Jalge 43l
QQJ\AJ\ TP | Kubuta, )
(2014
Mean Mean

Y¢ey
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lgihadil ams (B Aala jabass Ailaiad) 3.13 3.25
Ldlia Jlauly claiial) g 3.05 3.5

Byateal) i \SLN|g 48 gd1al) Linglgisal) e slaicy) 2.9 3.5
daadl) dbodia B eDlaally Casall pa Jaaly 1) JSlaiud 2.63 3.75
Aalal) aully alad) Agall (e cujal) 450 adsa 2.38 3.75

SPSS23 zalin (e &alill dlae) @ juaal)

daanliu) jalic (e deganal aladl dadsill sl el o5 eIl 5al8 Lol il slaie) (Sgiwa (ulialg
LS L Sl dolas aladiufg AalKal) 5al8 Lo il G Akl (ubid] Tagad aafy juaies LAY cAalal) 5oL
{(9) ¢ sl (F e 5o
(9) s doead
A< 5alid dasi)yin) aliad lalad) Jalaxl)

Component Matrix ?

Component
1 2
dadlia jlaul Lgilatia 4H40) aai 0.778
sl e O duns ASHal adga Jlid) a3 | 0.752
Alaally alal)
ddginal) Lagloicall Cadih Ao AS)Al) aatad 0.745 -
Bpaiesall SN g 0.422
Lgihadil pany A Layls jibas 4S80 (uied 0.730
B edban) f gy gall g Jalg 1) Ay Jaius 0.311 | 0.909
4S50l Aaldl) dail) Lol

Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis.

a. 2 components extracted.

SPSS23 galin (s dald) dlag) @ juaal)

I iy Sl 538 miilfind Dy cplelal Jeags alall dabaill o ) (9) &) Jsoal) easy

Jiad Jo¥) Jalall slaiel @5 G ((%21.1) S dalall sy Lo (ARSI 8308 Zontl il (00 (%47.1)

Dkaal Ll LS L(9) ) Jsaall 8 mage g8 LS yualic ao)f (e Jo¥) dalall (5o g ¢ARlSH) 5L8 dumil jind

oS (x=58 , sig= 000) ssiwe 2= Bartlett's test of Sphericity ,Laily ((0.62) ssine 22 KMO
B el sl jladl saga



- 2ot ¢ Slasbes ¢ au)y) 4213 3L dadhualy CaAISH Ao aladiud (p A8

pladi) G Al jealial)l e 2l Cleladl Jlaill ela) o CRlSH) dualae aladio) (g5 Gulidls
Lowlas aladied G 2D el Tagas cCadlSall dulas aladind e juny Jele (A cCallSall dulsa
(10) a8y 2l gy cdpnedliil) Biaally ISl
(10) pd) Jgaa)
CilSil) dualae aladiud pualial lalad) Jalal

Component Matrix ?

Component

\ Y

1) bl Calsal) duulae Cilaglas addind 0.756 -
0.484

il dsalaal Lol a3<54 addiud 53 (sl () 0.727 -
0.507

Jalal) Jalast Calsnl) dslae cila gl adiind 0.705 -
0.560

claiial) Gids of AdlaY Cadlsil) duulas clagles aaiiud | 0.675 | 0.527
o el B AATY S dsulas cilaglie addiad | 0.648 | 0.465

gl
saeadl) G )R RS Calsal) duulas Cilagles addind 0.509 | 0.278
Jean) Ay ulidl Clal) Asualaa ilaglae e 0.380
Zalaial) AN JATY il doulas clagles a233d | 0.455 | 0.649

Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis.

a. 2 components extracted.

SPSS23 gealip (1 cialil) dlas) @ juaal)

Js¥) s s (IS duulae pladial e She oulde a9 (10) &) el g
IV daledl Ll @3 addey (%22.56) SU) sy Leb «@lSH Lplas aladiud (g5iee 0 (%38.57)
DUl LS (10) ) Jsaall 8 miage 58 LS yualic At e (s (glly callSall dualae sladinl Jial
x= 145, Sig= ) s 2ic Bartlett's test of Sphericity lasly ¢(0.73) ssius 2ie KMO L)
s bl datl) laad sase of ) (000

Kolmogorov Laal eyl o «cadlSill duslae aladicy LSl 508 Ll i) 28a)) Luslal Tangas
Cllall daalae ladiuly AalSal) 5aL8 Laailiin) (e IS @lily of @) adny ¢ audal) ajgll & Smirnov
(0-05) (s S sa5 (Sig= 0.2) (s5iuse die elliy Lianka 550
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bl JlasiV) z3sas pladia) 25 (ARSI 5alE Ly (RIS daulae alasiol cp 38aD) Al

O ol iy L Jiee e Gl duwlae aladialy (el aieS ZAISH 5aL8 gl il Ciye s cdasad)

o LS ¢(0.05) e Sl 225 (000) &Y (s5ina dic (22.6) Al (F) dad DA (g Grina Jlaai¥) 7350

S BIL elldg AASl 5aLE Al slael (ggies & dealal) Gl o (%31.2) ey Jiesall ynal)

&) Laslae pladiy Al 5ol donsiliial G A e Lud ) B dad cielsy o(R?) il Jala
(11) a3y Jgaal) b gy \go Aaiipall AVally T AV digina AV 3 a5 (0.559)

(11) & Jsaa
i) Lslna o)3iiualy AR B8 Doy Jagl ) 5)asiy)
Sig T B | Sig| F R? R ) pasall sl

000 4.7 1 0.559 | 000 | 22.6 [ 0.312 | 0.559 | 8aLd dsas)iu aladiu

SPSS23 malin (e dalill dlas) : juaall

cAdasgie dulag) dBle o8y 441 5alE Laail i)y IS dawls aladlial (g ABle gy il daleg
cladlal) gpdl guiaal AT dale Ao @l alae) ) Alaay) DA e Geuaiedl LE WS
drans (peand e Jaadly cagiuall Gaull DAL Lghagas (AlaS Cilalie aaaiiy clgesi (e Bajd Ciladie aaES
Ladliul o @lall olae) ) el b colaiiall 5l daailin) ae i dalse 25 ¢lgilatic §)5uay 45,4
colaiiadl e daadl i) o A2 5ol Aa) fulS Badas Lad il e Y 4315k
s
(%50) o Can cCpeun I S dulas djgad) dpeliall GISHAN axdis >
Byilaal) CadlSall AU Alase (oIS alat Ciadag cdalal) S (aiadn o dpsid) GISGEN (e
O s 5 Ay desie dalall (RIS Crmad Al GISED S5 Al bl CalS Uiy
e gie sy g alil) 24l JUss gula Lglel
dagia gt U Cloglealls sthall Calaal) dihaall Cadlall dalail (3aa3 o &
bl My calaiidl Cada f Ailey CallSll duslae losles aladinli cdhecs A3y il
Jaanl) donnyg eIV Gulil daaia dapng cilangio Ay OIS el ) aoaail) @il ¢ uel)
LadaiY) Lallad (3.5 ¢2.40) o RIS dalae Slastes aladiul Lo sia &gl Cua calaall Julal
e Ly Cadlall Lkl glgil o o dauladl
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