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Abstract: 

 This study aims to examine the impact of institutional pressures—including coercive, normative, 

and mimetic pressures—on the quality of governmental accounting information. The research 

assumes that these pressures have a positive influence on the quality of such information. To test 

this hypothesis, data was collected through a survey distributed to 70 administrative accountants 

and professionals working in auditing and expenditure divisions within public sector entities in 

Tartous. The collected data was systematically analyzed using SPSS 26. The findings indicate that 

institutional pressures positively affect the quality of governmental accounting information, with 

coercive pressure proving to be the most influential factor. Based on these results, discussions 

were conducted, and recommendations were formulated to further enhance the quality of 

governmental accounting practices. 
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.859** 

SPSS

Model R R Square Adjusted R Square Std. Error of the Estimate 
1 .877a .770 .756 .34667 
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Anova 

ANOVAa 
Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

1 Regression 20.880 3 6.960 57.911 .000b 
Residual 6.250 52 .120   

Total 27.129 55    
a. Dependent Variable:  
b. Predictors: (Constant),  

F57.911sig

.

:
Coefficientsa 

Model 
Unstandardized Coefficients Standardized Coefficients 

t Sig. B Std. Error Beta 
1 (Constant) -.318- .293  -1.082 .284 

 .747 .066 .784 11.373 .000 
 .210 .093 .156 2.271 .027 
 .220 .096 .157 2.294 .026 

a. Dependent Variable:  

 Sig 
 Beta 

 
Beta . 

y = -0.318+ 0.747 x1 + 0.210 x2 + 0.220 x3 

yX1X2

X3
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:

Tests of Normality 

 
Kolmogorov-Smirnova Shapiro-Wilk 

Statistic df Sig. Statistic df Sig. 
Standardized Residual .072 56 .200* .984 56 .653 

*. This is a lower bound of the true significance. 
a. Lilliefors Significance Correction 

sigKolmogorov-
SmirnovShapiro-Wilk
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