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Abstract

Companies can use various manipulative techniques when preparing general-
purpose financial statements in order to present better financial position and better
performance. Fraudulent financial statements can lead their users to wrong decisions
and, consequently, cause big losses and distort confidence in the financial reporting
system. Therefore, it is important to timely discover and prevent financial reporting
frauds. Timely detection of fraud is one of the key tasks of forensic accountants, who
should pay attention to fraud indicators, i.e. warning signs of fraud. Warning signs are
not evidence of fraud but point to the need for a more detailed investigation. The aim of
the research in this paper is to examine whether there are warning signs and to
understand the degree of fraud risk in financial reporting by analyzing financial
statements of companies in the Republic of Serbia. The research is conducted on a
sample of 42 companies. By applying the Beneish model, we find that the general fraud
risk is not insignificant. Borrowing activities of companies are identified as a significant
source of this risk, while forensic accountants should pay special attention to income
recognition and accrual items, i.e., items related to recognition of income and expenses
before or after cash inflows or outflows, including depreciation. Higher risk of fraud is
identified in manufacturing companies and financial institutions than in trade and service
companies. The research results indicate the need to strengthen the mechanisms of
financial reporting control in the Republic of Serbia.

Key words: financial statements, fraud, fraud indicators, forensic accounting,
Beneish model.

IOKA3ATEJbU ITIPEBAPA Y ®UHAHCUJCKOM
MN3BEHITABABY Y PENYBJIMIIN CPBUIN

AmncTpakT

TpunukoM cacTaBibarba (DHHAHCHJCKUX H3BEIITaja OMIITE HAMEHE, a y LHJbY
MPUKa3HBamka MTO 0OJber (PUHAHCHJCKOT TOJI0XkKAaja M MITO O0JbE YCIICITHOCTH, TPEIy-
3eha mMory za ce mociy)e pa3HUM MaHHUITYJIaTHBHUM TexHUKama. Jlaxxuu QuHaHCcHjcKH
M3BEIITaji MOTY HbHXOBE KOPHCHHMKE HABECTH Ha MOTPEIIHE OJUIYKe W, CXOIHO TOME,
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W3a3BaTH BeIMKe TyOWTKE M HApYIINTH IIOBEPEHE Yy CHUCTEM (DHHAHCH)CKOT
U3BEIITaBamka. 300T TOra je BaXKHO Jia ce OJIaroBpeMeHO OTKpHjy U cIpede IpeBape y
(uHaHCHjCKOM H3BelITaBamby. biaroBpeMeHo youaBame MpeBapa jenaH je o1 KJbY4HUX
3amataka (OpEeH3UUKHX pavyyHOBola, Koju Tpeba ma oOpaTe Mmaxmy Ha MOKa3aTesbe
npeBape, Tj. 3HaKOBE YII030peha Ha IpeBapy. 3HAKOBU YII030perha HUCY JI0Ka3 IpeBape,
Beh yka3yjy Ha moTpely a ce crpoBezie JieTaJbHIje HCIUTHBame. Lib uerpaxxuBama y
OBOM pajay jecte jma ce, IMyTeM aHauu3e (MHAHCHjCKMX WH3BEIITaja KOMIAHWja Yy
Peny6mumu CpOuju, ncnuTa Aa 1 NOCTOje 3HAKOBU YIIO30pera U Jla ce CIIO3HA CTEeTeH
pH3HKa on mpeBapa y (YMHAHCHjCKOM H3BEUITaBamy. VCTpaXWBame je M3BPILICHO Ha
y30pKy ox 42 kommanuje. [Ipumenom Beneish-oBor Monena, OTKpHUBEHO je Ja OMIITH
pHU3UK Of TpeBapa HUje Oe3HauajaH. 3any)KUBambe KOMIIAHH]a je IIPENO3HaTo Kao
3HAYajaH U3BOP TOT pU3WKa, a (hopeH3WMuKke pauyHOBohe Tpeba ma oOpare moceOHY
HNaXIby Ha NpPH3HABAKBE NPHUXOJa M OOpauyyHCKe CTaBKe, Tj. CTaBKEe IIOBE3aHE ca
NpH3HAaBakEM MPHXOJa M pacxoja Ipe WIM HAakOH IIPWINBA, OJHOCHO OIJINBA,
TOTOBHUHE, YKJbydyjyhn amopTn3anujy. Kox npomsBomanux npenyseha n ¢puHaHCHjCKHX
MHCTHUTYIHja Ipero3HaT je Behu pusuk of mpeBapa Hero Koi TProBHHCKUX U YCITY>KHUX
npenyseha. Pesyntatn mcTpakuBama yka3yjy Ha moTpely 3a jayameM MexaHH3ama
KOHTpoOJIe (PHHAHCHjCKOT M3BeITaBama y Permyomuim Cpouju.

KibyuHe peun: (QuHAHCHjCKH W3BEIITAjH, IPEBape, MOKa3aTeIbU MpeBapa, HOPEH3NIKO
padyHOBOACTBO, Beneish-oB mozen.

INTRODUCTION

Financial statements should faithfully represent the financial
position, performance and cash flows of companies. Key preconditions for
quality financial reporting are: (1) the existence of high-quality financial
reporting standards, and (2) consistent (strict) compliance with these
standards (Obradovi¢ & Karapavlovi¢, 2016b, p. 394). Fraudulent financial
statements are an integral part of stock market fraud (Stojilkovi¢, 2016, p.
115), and, therefore, it is not surprising that large financial scandals that
shook the world at the beginning of the 21st century (such as scandals
related to the companies "Enron”, "WorldCom™ and "Parmalat™) put the
problem of financial reporting quality in forefront and emphasized the
importance of rigorous and detailed control and better regulation of
financial reporting. It became clear that only the joint efforts of the
participants in the financial reporting process (preparers, auditors and users
of financial statements, and institutions responsible for financial reporting
regulation) can ensure high-quality financial reporting. Prevention and
detection of fraudulent financial reporting, which is defined as "the
intentional preparation of misleading financial statements” (Needles &
Powers, 2007, p. 8), is imposed as one of the key tasks of the institutions
responsible for financial reporting regulation. The need for prevention and
detection of fraudulent financial reporting stems from the significance of
potential consequences of wrong business decisions (primarily investment
and credit decisions) based on false financial statements.
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Preparation of fraudulent financial statements is one of the forms of
business frauds. The Association of Certified Fraud Examiners (ACFE)
identifies asset misappropriation and corruption as the main categories of
business fraud, in addition to the preparation of fraudulent financial
statements (Association of Certified Fraud Examiners, 2016, p. 12). Unlike
misappropriation of money or some other asset, which is usually done by
employees at the detriment of their employers, fraudulent financial
reporting is usually associated with management, which in attempts to
mislead external persons (Weireich, Pearson & Churyk, 2010, p. 199). The
purpose of fraudulent financial reporting is to present financial position,
performance and cash flow in general-purpose financial statements
differently than they really are (more or less favorable depending on the
specific motives). Frauds in financial statements, as other frauds, involve
intent as well as an attempt to conceal. Many frauds are hard to notice. The
symptoms are often overlooked or misunderstood.

The subject of research in this paper is indicators of fraud, i.e.
warning signs, visible from the financial statements of companies in the
Republic of Serbia. The aim of the research is to examine whether there are
and which are the most common indicators of fraud in financial statements
by the practical application of the Beneish model, as one of the most
important models for detecting fraud indicators. The research aims to point
out that it is possible to reduce the frequency and negative consequences of
frauds by preventive analysis of warning signs (fraud indicators). Since the
Republic of Serbia is a country with a relatively high bankruptcy rate
(Mizdrakovi¢ & Boki¢, 2016, p. 1368) and since the mentioned financial
scandals indicate that companies threatened with bankruptcy are prone to
fraudulent financial reporting, it is very important to investigate fraud
indicators in the financial statements of companies in the Republic of Serbia.

THE FINANCIAL REPORTING ENVIRONMENT
IN THE REPUBLIC OF SERBIA

According to the report of the Center for Reporting Reform of the
World Bank on June 2015, the quality of accounting personnel in enterprises
in the Republic of Serbia varies considerably, resources allocated to the
accounting function are generally insufficient, and the quality of internal
controls is not at a satisfactory level. The same report suggests that smaller
businesses run by owners manipulate financial statements to meet creditors'
criteria, reduce taxes, or achieve other goals which are incompatible with
reliable reporting and that companies try to lower the cost of accounting
function by sacrificing the quality of reporting. The general conclusion in
the report is that the quality of financial reporting in the Republic of Serbia
is not at a satisfactory level (Centre for Financial Reporting Reform, 2015,

p. vii).
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Lack of awareness of the importance of financial reporting and
insufficient public accountability are key factors that jeopardize the quality
of financial reporting in the Republic of Serbia (Puki¢ & Pavlovi¢, 2014, p.
111). Due to underdevelopment of capital market, insufficient investment
in personnel development, underdevelopment of ownership relations,
marginalization of accountants and financial analysts and lack or non-
implementation of adequate legal solutions, many companies are not
sufficiently motivated and/or able to present a realistic view of the financial
position, profitability and cash flow in financial statements. In other words,
the quality of financial reporting is not on the list of companies' priorities in
the Republic of Serbia (Stojanovi¢ & Dimitrijevi¢, 2015, p. 7).

Empirical studies (Jaksi¢, 2010; Miji¢, Spahi¢ & Vukovi¢, 2011;
Obradovi¢ & Karapavlovi¢, 2014, 2016, 2016a, 2016¢) indicate that
companies in the Republic of Serbia which are legally obligated to apply
International Financial Reporting Standards (IFRS) are not always fully
motivated nor forced to comply with those standards, while auditors do not
always react to non-compliance with the standards. Although irregularities
in financial reporting cannot be equated with fraud (fraud involves intent,
while irregularities can also occur unintentionally, e.g. due to ignorance or
negligence), they are, without a doubt, a sign of danger that must not be
ignored.

THE APPROACHES TO IDENTIFY FRAUD INDICATORS
IN FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

In the process of investigating fraud in financial reporting, the
deductive or inductive approach can be applied (Stanci¢ & Dimitrijevic,
2014, p. 2). The deductive approach, as fairly simple and economical, starts
from general analysis and is directed to specific details. It is applied in
situations where there are no clear signs of manipulation in relation to
specific financial statements positions. Therefore, it is used for preventive
investigation or when there is suspicion but no clear signs indicating the
area of manipulation. The deductive approach can be based on a variety of
techniques, such as relationship analysis, Beneish's analysis, Benford's law,
Altman models, BEX model, FEFQM model and general forensic analysis
program (Stanci¢, Dimitrijevi¢ & Stancié¢, 2013, p. 17). Inductive approach
is based on specific experiences regarding financial statements positions.
Therefore, these positions are first investigated. This approach is applied
when there are significant doubts and warning signs of manipulation
regarding certain items of financial statements (Dimitrijevi¢, 2012, p. 22).

Fraud indicators, i.e. warning signs, in financial statements can be
defined as important symptoms that indicate that there is a possibility of a
fraud in financial statements, i.e. that the statements are fraudulent
(deliberately made incorrect). When we notice them, we should not draw
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the conclusion that a fraud has been committed, but only that we should
conduct a deeper investigation in order to finally confirm or deny the fraud.
The warning signs naturally lead to the creation of effective methods and
processes for fraud detection, while such methods, further, lead to the
creation of good controls. Accountants and auditors have to be well-trained
to identify warning signs and develop a risk model for preventing and
detecting fraud. If we timely response to warning signs, the consequences
of frauds can be reduced.

Different symptoms could indicate a fraud in financial reporting.
Key symptoms of a fraud in financial reporting, which could also indicate
fraud of another type (misappropriation of assets or corruption) are
accounting anomalies, weaknesses in the internal control system, analytical
anomalies, behavioral and lifestyle anomalies of responsible persons, and
complaints and denunciations. Accounting anomalies refer to the irregular
documentation and incorrect data entries into accounting books. The risk of
fraud is greater when internal controls are weak or do not exist or when
they can be easily avoided. The weaknesses in the internal controls are
reflected, among other things, in inadequate segregation of duties, weak
physical protection of assets, and a lack of independent checkouts.
Analytical anomalies refer to procedures or transactions occurring at an
unusual time or in an unusual place, including persons who have not
previously been involved, in which unusually high or low amounts occur
and which occur very often or rarely (Dimitrijevi¢, 2012, p. 8). An unusual
decrease in assets, deviations from specifications, increased inventory
write-off, increased volume of purchases, unrealistically high costs,
significant changes in ratios, and unusual relationships of financial
indicators are examples of analytical anomalies. A fraud could be indicated
by numerous anomalies in behavior and lifestyle of responsible persons
(persons who are in a position to commit fraud), such as avoidance of a
direct view, increased toughness, work biography with multiple
interruptions, problematic character, constant anger, tendencies to blame
others (Lux & Fitiani, 2002, pp. 50-51), and attempts to hide information
(Singleton & Singleton, 2010, p. 140). Vukovi¢, Rizni¢ and Voza (2015, p.
329) point out that greed is becoming increasingly evident in business.
However, in the context of investigating financial reporting fraud, it is
particularly important to find out and investigate problematic or unusual
relationships of auditors and managers (International Auditing and
Assurance Standards Board, 2016, p. 209). Complaints and denunciations,
public or anonymous, addressed to authoritative bodies or individuals in the
company or judicial institutions, should be treated with a caution because
they are often incorrect or false (Albrecht, Albrecht, Albrecht & Zimbelman,
2009, p. 134). The research in this paper is based on the perception of
analytical anomalies.
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RESEARCH METHODOLOGY AND SAMPLE

Widely recognized and applied Beneish model as a mathematical
model used to estimate the probability that a company manipulated its
accounting books and, consequently, its financial statements is used as a
methodological basis for empirical research in this paper. The model is
based on the indexes that measure changes in general ledger accounts
balances, i.e. changes in financial statements positions, in comparison to the
previous year (Kass-Shraibman & Sampath, 2011, p. 81). The model was
derived from the survey conducted by Messod D. Beneish, professor of the
Indiana University (USA), from 1982 to 1992. The survey was based on a
comparison of financial statements of (a) companies in the USA which,
according to the previous knowledge, had prepared fraudulent financial
statements (manipulators), and (b) companies in the USA for which
manipulations had not been detected (non-manipulators). In particular,
eight variables determined on the basis of data presented in balance sheets
and profit and loss statements of the observed companies were the subjects
of comparison, i.e. (Beneish, 1999, pp. 26-28):

1. days' sales in receivables index (DSRI):

receivables; / sales;
receivables;.; / sales;.1
(t - current year; t-1 — previous year);

2. gross margin index (GMI):

(sales;.; — cost of goods sold;.;) / sales;.;
(sales; — cost of goods sold,) / sales;

3. asset quality index (AQI):

1 — (current assets; + net PP&E,) / total assets;
1 — (current assets,.; + net PP&E, ;) / total assets; 1
(PP&E — property, plant and equipment);

4. sales growth index (SGI):

sales;
sales.¢

5. depreciation index (DEPI):

depreciation / (depreciation,.; + net PP&E ;) .
depreciation, / (depreciation PP&E; + net PP&E;) ’

6. sales, general, and administrative expenses index (SGAI):

sales, general, and administrative expense; / sales;
sales, general, and administrative expensey / sales;;
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7. leverage index (LVGI):

(long-term debts; + current liabilities) / total assets; )
(long-term debts ; + current liabilities,) / total assets;.; '

8. total accruals to total assets (TATA):

Acurrent assets; — Acash; — Acurrent liabilities;
— Acurrent maturities of long-term debts; — Aincome tax payable;
— depreciation and amortization, '
total assets;

In explanation of the indexes, Beneish (1999, pp. 26-28) points out
that a significant change in receivables could be caused by changes in
credit policy aimed at sales increasing. However, a disproportionate
increase in receivables in relation to sales could also indicate an
overvaluation of sales. Therefore, a significant increase in the ratio of these
variables, i.e. DSRI significantly higher than 1, could indicate an
overvaluation of sales, and thus profit. The deterioration of GMI is a
negative signal of the company's future, wherein it could be expected that
companies with worse future prospects are more inclined to manipulations
in financial reporting. AQI measures changes in the share of assets with
less secure future economic benefits, and its growth could indicate
manipulation in the form of unjustified cost capitalization (recognition of
assets), thereby delaying expense recognition. An increase in sales,
reflected in SGI, does not imply manipulation, but growing companies
could be considered as more likely to commit fraud, wherein incentives for
fraud arise from their financial position and a need to attract additional
capital. DEPI greater than 1 could point to changes in depreciation regime
aimed to reduce annual depreciation and thus increase earnings for a
period. Increase in share of management, sales and administration expenses
in sales revenues, i.e. SGAI greater than 1, could be considered as a
negative signal of the company's perspective. Therefore, it can be expected
that companies would be more prone to manipulations as this index is
higher than 1. According to Beneish, LVGI is included in consideration to
be examined whether the level of leverage is related to motivation for
frauds. The index of the share of accrual items in total assets (TATA)
reflects the relationship between cash flow and reported earnings. Beneish
uses the change in net working capital, excluding cash, less depreciation
and amortization as an approximation of accrual items, as items related to
the application of accrual basis of accounting, i.e. with recognition of
income and expenses before or after cash inflows or outflows, expecting
that higher share of non-cash items is associated with higher risk of
manipulation. The next way to calculate this index can also be found in the
literature (Mehta & Bhavani, 2017, p. 698):
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income from continuing operations; — cash flow from operating activities;
total assets; '

The Beneish's research results, shown in Table 1, reveals that
changes in relations of certain positions are more pronounced in the case of
companies that manipulate financial statements than in the case of
companies that do not manipulate. For example, the average DSRI is 1.465
for manipulators and 1.031 for non-manipulators. Statistically significant
differences in the average values between manipulators and non-
manipulators were found for five variables (DSRI, GMI, AQI, SGI and
TATA), but not for the rest three variables (DEPI, SGAI and LVGI).

Table 1 The Beneish’s research results

Variable M N
1. days' sales in receivables index (DSRI) 1465 1.031
2. gross margin index (GMI) 1.193 1.014
3. asset quality index (AQI) 1.254 1.039
4. sales growth index (SGI) 1.607 1.134
5. depreciation index (DEPI) 1.077 1.001
6. sales, general, and administrative expenses index (SGAI) 1.041 1.054
7. leverage index (LVGI) 1.111 1.037
8. total accruals to total assets (TATA) 0.031 0.018

M — average for manipulators, N — average for non-manipulators
Source: Beneish, 1999, 24-28.

Beneish further developed the next model for calculating the
unique indicator of fraud risk: M8 = -4.84 + 0.92DSRI + 0.528 GMI +
0.404AQI1 + 0.8925GI + 0.115DEPI - 0.172SGAIl + 4.679TATA -
0.327LVGI. The limit value in the model is -2.22. The value above the
limit means that there are indications of fraud in financial reporting. In
the literature, the next version of the model, with five variables and the
same limit value, can also be found: M5 = -6.065 + 0.823DSRI +
0.906GMI + 0.593AQI + 0.717SGI + 0.107DEPI (Mehta & Bhavani,
2017, p. 698).

One of the key constraints of the Beneish model is that it was
created on the basis of financial statements prepared in accordance with
the U.S. generally accepted accounting principles (GAAP). If the
Beneish's research included financial statements prepared in accordance
with some other basis of financial reporting, the results might have been
different, i.e. the model might have a different form. Therefore, we
should be particularly cautious when making conclusions in situations
where financial statements based on standards other than the U.S. GAAP
(e.g. IFRS) are analyzed. Also, if the same company prepared fraudulent
financial statements for a number of consecutive years, the Beneish model
will not be enough reliable. This model, in essence, detects changes in
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financial statements, but cannot fully illuminate causes of the changes. It
can indicate a fraud when the fraud does not exist. The changes detected by
the model can be completely legal. Therefore, the Beneish model can be
used only as a mean for identification of financial reporting areas requiring
additional research (Stanci¢ & Dimitrijevi¢, 2014, pp. 496-497).

The Beneish model has been widely tested in practice, both inside
and outside the USA. In the literature, there are numerous examples of
testing financial statements of companies with this model. It is particularly
interesting that the model proved to be adequate in the case of "Enron". The
studies show that the signs of fraud could be timely saw if the financial
statements of the mentioned company for the years preceding the
bankruptcy were tested (see: Mavengere, 2015; Mehta & Bhavani, 2017).

The research in this paper is conducted on a sample of 42 business
entities of different size and activity, on the basis of their financial
statements for 2013 and 2014, available on the website of the Serbian
Business Registers Agency. The research is conducted to reveal: (a) the
extent of fraud risk in financial reporting in the Republic of Serbia; (b)
which categories of business entities are related to the highest fraud risk;
and (c) which warning signs are the most common. Table 2 shows the
sample structure. We use both of the mentioned model variants (M8 and
M5), while the interpretation of the results is based on (a) the values in
Table 1 (in the cases of individual indexes) and (b) the limit value of -
2.22 (in the cases of M8 and M5).

Table 2 Sample structure

Number Percentage share

Size

small and middle-sized company 11 26.2

large company 31 73.8
Legal form

limited liability company 25 59.5

stock company 17 40.5
Primary activity

manufacturing 11 26.2

trade 10 23.8

services 11 26.2

finance 10 23.8

Source: author's calculation

Given that financial statements prepared on the basis of IFRS are
analyzed, it is clear that the aforementioned model limitations come to the
fore. In addition, it is important to point out that the calculation of indexes
that make up the Beneish model requires some adjustments and
approximations. Namely, the templates of financial statements used by
companies in the Republic of Serbia are designed so that some of the



1328

model variables are not available. This is especially true for the income
statement template, in which expenses are presented by nature, while
Beneish model requires the presentation by function. We use costs of
material used as a replacement for the missing costs of goods sold, and
salaries, salaries compensations, and other personal expenses as a
replacement for the missing sales, general and administration expenses.
GMI is not computed for financial institutions because of the specificities
in the structures of their revenues and expenses. Given the constraints of
the model itself and the modifications made, it is clear that the results can
only have the character of indications. Nevertheless, indications may also
be useful in the context of the effort to perceive the effectiveness of the
current mechanisms for financial reporting control.

RESEARCH RESULTS

Table 3 shows the results of the descriptive statistical analysis. The
average value of the DSRI indicator at the sample level, in both observed
years, is between the average value for manipulators (column M in Table
1) and the average value for non-manipulators (column N in Table 1) in
the Beneish's research. This indicates generally moderate fraud risk
related to revenue recognition in the Republic of Serbia. GMI is very
close to one in both observed years and indicates a low fraud risk. The
average values of SGI and TATA, which are close to the average values
for non-manipulators in the Beneish's research, lead to a similar
conclusion. AQI indicates a low risk of unjustified costs capitalization.
DEPI and SGAI for 2013 are almost equal to one indicating a very low
risk of manipulation. However, the same indicators for 2014 are notably
higher indicating a high risk. By contrast, the average LVGI for 2013 is
very high, while the same indicator for 2014 drops sharply, although it
remains at a level that indicates a significant risk of manipulation. In any
case, the borrowing activities of companies are a significant threat to the
faithful presentation of financial statements. Summarized indicators (M8
and Mb5) for both observed years indicate a low general risk of
manipulation. Wilcoxon's rank test reveals that only in the case of LVGI
the difference between the observed years is statistically significant with
a medium effect size (Z = -2.757; p = 0.006; r = 0.301).
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Table 3 Descriptive statistical analysis

standard
deviation
DSRI (2014) 42 1.123 0.503 1.045 0.444 3.677
DSRI (2013) 42 1.126 0.409 1.056 0.550 2.578
GMI (2014) 32 1.005 0.088 1.001 0.756 1.288
GMI (2013) 32 0.994 0.047 1.006 0.887 1.072
AQI (2014) 41 1.075 0.894 0.913 0.058 5.699
AQI (2013) 41 1.035 0.604 1.020 0.039 3.275
SGI (2014) 42 1.126 0.781 1.044 0.138 5.855
SGI (2013) 42 1.140 0.788 1.027 0.657 6.000
TATA (2014) 42 -0.027 0.606 -0.030 -3.312 0.962
TATA (2013) 42 0.004 0.485 -0.001 -2.337 0.961
DEPI (2014) 42 1.101 0.337 1.042 0.748 2.417
DEPI (2013) 42 0.998 0.296 1.023 0.001 1.876
SGAI (2014) 42 1.109 0.722 0.997 0.221 4,944
SGAI (2013) 42 1.016 0.257 1.059 0.090 1.714
LVGI (2014) 42 1.121 0.479 1.014 0.258 3.040
LVGI (2013) 42 1.866 2.276 1.142 0.521 14.787
M8 (2014) 42 -2.529 2.881 -2.443 -18.186 1.769
M8 (2013) 42 -2.630 2.535 -2.469 -14.548 1.714
M5 (2014) 42  -2.903 0.752 -2.899 -4.121 -0.928
M5 (2013) 42 -2.931 0.703 -2.911 -4.290 -0.038
Source: author's calculation

Variable n mean median  minimum maximum

In addition to the average values of indicators, individual values
are also important, especially those that point to a high risk of fraud in
financial reporting. Table 4 contains the distribution of fraud risk based
on individual variables, whereby the values above those in column M of
Table 1 indicate a high risk of fraud, the values between those in columns
M and N indicate a moderate risk, and the values below those in column
N indicate a low risk. Although Beneish did not reveal statistical
significance in the cases of DEPI and LVGI, the values in Table 1, as
sufficiently distinctive, are used to assess fraud risk. In the case of SGAI,
where the Beneish's average values for manipulators and non-manipulators
are very close, we assume that the risk is high risk if the value is above
1.050 and that the risk is moderate if it is between 1.000 and 1.050. In
assessing the degree of fraud risk in the described sense, the observations
for 2013 and 2014 are considered together.
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Table 4 Fraud risk based on individual variables

Variable low risk moderate risk high risk

DSRI

whole sample 39 (46%) 35 (42%) 10 (12%)
small and medium-sized entities 9 (41%) 11 (50%) 2 (9%)
large entities 30 (48%) 24 (39%) 8 (13%)
stock companies 18 (53%) 12 (35%) 4 (12%)
limited liability companies 21 (42%) 23 (46%) 6 (12%)
manufacturing companies 9 (41%) 10 (45%) 3 (14%)
trade companies 7 (35%) 8 (40%) 5 (25%)
service companies 12 (55%) 9 (41%) 1 (5%)
financial institutions 11 (55%) 8 (40%) 1 (5%)

GMI

whole sample 41 (64%) 22 (34%) 1 (2%)
small and medium-sized entities 11 (55%) 9 (45%) 0 (0%)
large entities 30 (68%) 13 (30%) 1 (2%)
stock companies 11 (69%) 5 (31%) 0 (0%)
limited liability companies 30 (63%) 17 (35%) 1 (2%)
manufacturing companies 12 (55%) 9 (41%) 1 (5%)
trade companies 11 (55%) 9 (45%) 0 (0%)
service companies 18 (82%) 4 (18%) 0 (0%)
financial institutions - - -

AQI

whole sample 52 (63%) 18 (22%) 12 (15%)
small and medium-sized entities 15 (75%) 4 (20%) 1 (5%)
large entities 37 (60%) 14 (23%) 11 (18%)
stock companies 17 (50%) 10 (29%) 7 (21%)
limited liability companies 35 (73%) 8 (17%) 5 (10%)
manufacturing companies 13 (59%) 7 (32%) 2 (9%)
trade companies 16 (80%) 2 (10%) 2 (10%)
service companies 11 (50%) 6 (27%) 3 (14%)
financial institutions 12 (60%) 3 (15%) 5 (25%)

SGl

whole sample 69 (82%) 12 (14%) 3 (4%)
small and medium-sized entities 19 (86%) 2 (9%) 1 (5%)
large entities 50 (81%) 10 (16%) 2 (3%)
stock companies 19 (79%) 3 (12%) 2 (8%)
limited liability companies 40 (80%) 9 (18%) 1 (2%)
manufacturing companies 22 (100%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
trade companies 16 (80%) 4 (20%) 0 (0%)
service companies 16 (73%) 5 (23%) 1 (5%)
financial institutions 15 (75%) 3 (15%) 2 (10%)
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Variable low risk moderate risk high risk

TATA

whole sample 45 (54%) 2 (2%) 37 (44%)
small and medium-sized entities 9 (41%) 1 (5%) 12 (55%)
large entities 36 (58%) 1 (2%) 25 (40%)
stock companies 16 (47%) 0 (0%) 18 (53%)
limited liability companies 29 (58%) 2 (4%) 19 (38%)
manufacturing companies 8 (36%) 1 (5%) 13 (59%)
trade companies 18 (90%) 0 (0%) 2 (2%)
service companies 15 (68%) 1 (5%) 6 (27%)
financial institutions 4 (20%) 0 (0%) 16 (80%)

DEPI

whole sample 32 (38%) 25 (30%) 27 (32%)
small and medium-sized entities 5 (23%) 10 (45%) 7 (32%)
large entities 27 (44%) 15 (24%) 20 (32%)
stock companies 12 (35%) 10 (29%) 12 (35%)
limited liability companies 20 (40%) 15 (30%) 15 (30%)
manufacturing companies 11 (50%) 6 (27%) 5 (23%)
trade companies 9 (45%) 7 (35%) 4 (20%)
service companies 5 (23%) 9 (41%) 8 (36%)
financial institutions 7 (35%) 3 (15%) 10 (50%)

SGAI

whole sample 37 (44%) 11 (13%) 36 (43%)
small and medium-sized entities 10 (45%) 2 (9%) 10 (45%)
large entities 27 (44%) 9 (15%) 26 (42%)
stock companies 17 (50%) 4 (12%) 13 (38%)
limited liability companies 20 (40%) 7 (14%) 23 (46%)
manufacturing companies 8 (36%) 4 (18%) 10 (45%)
trade companies 5 (25%) 3 (15%) 12 (60%)
service companies 11 (50%) 3 (14%) 8 (36%)
financial institutions 13 (65%) 1 (5%) 6 (30%)

LVGI

whole sample 37 (44%) 9 (11%) 38 (45%)
small and medium-sized entities 7 (32%) 2 (9%) 13 (59%)
large entities 30 (48%) 7 (11%) 25 (40%)
stock companies 16 (47%) 4 (12%) 14 (41%)
limited liability companies 21 (42%) 5 (10%) 24 (48%)
manufacturing companies 8 (36%) 0 (0%) 14 (64%)
trade companies 11 (55%) 2 (10%) 7 (35%)
service companies 8 (36%) 2 (9%) 12 (55%)
financial institutions 10 (50%) 5 (25%) 5 (25%)

Summary

whole sample 352 (54%) 134 (21%) 164 (25%)
small and medium-sized entities 85 (49%) 41 (24%) 46 (27%)
large entities 267 (56%) 93 (19%) 118 (25%)
stock companies 136 (54%) 48 (19%) 70 (28%)
limited liability companies 216 (55%) 86 (22%) 94 (24%)
manufacturing companies 91 (52%) 37 (21%) 48 (27%)
trade companies 93 (58%) 35 (22%) 32 (20%)
service companies 96 (55%) 39 (22%) 39 (22%)
financial institutions 72 (51%) 23 (16%) 45 (32%)

Source: author's calculation
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Table 4 confirms that a high fraud risk is related to borrowing
activities of companies (especially manufacturing companies). Although
the average values of TATA, DEPI and SGAI do not indicate a high risk,
the situation is different when considering individual values. A significant
number of observations shows a high risk of manipulation with accrual
items in general (TATA) and depreciation in particular (DEPI). A high
risk of fraud is associated with an increase in the share of administrative
costs in a significant number of cases. Analyses based on GMI and SGlI,
again, reveal a low risk. The summarized data in Table 4 shows that a
high risk is detected in one-quarter of the observations and that the risk is
moderate in one-fifth of the observations, wherein the share of observations
that indicate a high risk is higher for manufacturing companies and financial
institutions than for trade and service companies. According to the results of
analysis based on the variables M5 and M8, shown in Table 5, the limit value
of -2.22 is exceeded in 28% of the observations, which means there is an
indication of fraud. The analysis reveals a higher risk for financial institutions
and manufacturing companies. The difference in the number of risky
observations between M5 and M8 can be explained by the fact that M5 does
not include the risk of manipulation with accruals (i.e. TATA index), which
is identified as significant for companies in the Republic of Serbia.

Mann-Whitney U test is conducted to determine whether there are
significant differences between the levels of fraud risk in financial reporting
for companies of different size. The test reveals statistical significance, with
a medium effect size, in differences between large companies, on the one
hand, and small and medium-sized companies, on the other hand, in the
cases of AQI for 2013 (U = 82; z = -2,216; p = 0.026; r = 0.346) and SGlI
for the same year (U = 87; z =-2.389; p = 0.016; r = 0.368). The median of
AQI for 2013 is 1.066 for large companies and 0.801 for small and
medium-sized companies, so it can be concluded that fraud risk related to
cost capitalization is higher for large companies. The median for SGI for
2013 is 1.036 for large companies and 0.896 for small and medium-sized
companies, which means that fraud risk associated with growth in sales is,
again, higher for large companies.

The same test is used to determine whether there are significant
differences between the levels of fraud risk in companies of different legal
form. The test reveals statistical significance only for AQI for 2013, with a
medium size effect (U = 98; z = -2.805; p = 0.005; r = 0.438). The median
for this variable is 1.082 for stock companies and 0.913 for limited liability
companies, so it can be concluded that the risk of fraud related to cost
capitalization is higher for stock companies.
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Table 5 Fraud risk based on the summarizing variables

The number of The number of
Variable observations observations
Above -2,22 Below -2,22
M8
whole sample 38 (45%) 46 (55%)
small and medium-sized entities 10 (45%) 12 (55%)
large entities 28 (45%) 34 (55%)
stock companies 17 (50%) 17 (50%)
limited liability companies 21 (42%) 29 (58%)
manufacturing companies 11 (50%) 11 (50%)
trade companies 4 (20%) 16 (80%)
service companies 7 (32%) 15 (68%)
financial institutions 16 (80%) 4 (20%)
M5
whole sample 9 (11%) 75 (89%)
small and medium-sized entities 0 (0%) 22 (100%)
large entities 9 (15%) 53 (85%)
stock companies 4 (12%) 30 (88%)
limited liability companies 5 (10%) 45 (90%)
manufacturing companies 3 (14%) 19 (86%)
trade companies 3 (15%) 17 (85%)
service companies 0 (0%) 22 (100%)
financial institutions 3 (15%) 17 (85%)
Summary
whole sample 47 (28%) 121 (72%)
small and medium-sized entities 10 (34%) 34 (77%)
large entities 37 (30%) 87 (70%)
stock companies 21 (31%) 47 (69%)
limited liability companies 26 (26%) 74 (74%)
manufacturing companies 14 (32%) 30 (68%)
trade companies 7 (18%) 33 (83%)
service companies 7 (16%) 37 (84%)
financial institutions 19 (48%) 21 (53%)

Source: author's calculation

Kruskal-Wallis test is conducted to determine if there are significant
differences between the levels of fraud risk in companies of different
activity. Table 6 shows the results of this test for variables in which
statistical significance is revealed, along with the order of medians.

The results in Table 6 reveal that fraud risk related to sales
revenues is the greatest for trade companies and that fraud risk related to
accrual items is the greatest for financial institutions. While the analysis
of the M8 indicator reveals the highest risk for financial institutions, the
analysis of the M5 indicator reveals that the risk for these entities is the
lowest. This finding, again, indicates the significance of fraud risk in
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relation to accrual items in the case of financial institutions. Namely, the
risk profile changes significantly when TATA is excluded from the
model.

Table 6 Fraud risk in companies of different activity

Order of medians

Variable Kruskal-Wallis test (1 —the highest; 4 — the lowest)
1 2 3 4
DSRI (2014) #*(3,n=42)=10454;p=0015 T M S
TATA (2014) »*(3,n=42)=14.798;p=0.002 F M S T
TATA (2013) »%(3,n=42)=10.189;p=0.017 F M S T
M8 (2014) ¥(3,n=42)= 9.687;p=0021 F M T S
M8 (2013)  »%(3,n=42)= 9.987;p=0.019 F M T S
M5 (2014) ¥(3,n=42)= 8.237;p=0.041 T S M F
M5 (2013) x’(3,n=42)= 8596;p=0.035 M T S F

M — manufacturing companies, T — trade companies
S — service companies, F — financial institutions

CONCLUSIONS

The research in the paper, based on Beneish model, reveals a
number of signs of fraud in financial statements of companies in the
Republic of Serbia. Given the purpose and limitations of the model
applied, the research results should be considered as indications, not as
irrefutable facts. Only after concrete and direct forensic examinations of
the operations of individual companies, which go beyond the scope of
this research, it could be ascertained whether and to what extent
companies really prepare fraudulent financial statements.

The research suggests that, generally speaking, there is a moderate
risk of fraud in financial statements. This risk is, to a significant extent,
related to borrowing activities of companies. In addition, the general risk
of manipulation in revenue recognition is identified. A high risk of
manipulation with accrual items in general and depreciation in particular
is identified for a significant number of companies, despite the fact that
the overall risk is not at a high level in these financial reporting areas.
Increased share of administrative costs also indicates a high risk in a
significant number of cases. Fraud risk is higher for manufacturing
companies and financial institutions than for trade and service companies.
However, a part of the previous statement relating to financial institutions
should be taken with a special reservation, as the limitations of Beneish
model are particularly evident in this type of entity. Fraud risk related to
cost capitalization and increase in sales are higher for large than for small
and medium-sized companies. Fraud risk related to cost capitalization is
higher for stock companies than for limited liability companies. The 8-
variable model is more proper than the 5-variable model for examining
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the financial statements in the Republic of Serbia because the 5-variable
model does not take into account a risk related to manipulation with
accrual items, which is not insignificant.

The research results indicate that the existing levels of financial
reporting quality control in the Republic of Serbia, which primarily
include internal and external auditing, are not able enough to prevent
fraud due to limitations that are immanent to them. Consequently, there is
a need for additional levels of control. Forensic accountants with a legal
authority to investigate in more detail every suspicion of fraud (not only
in financial reporting but also in business in general) could be the holders
of such a control. In order to prevent and detect fraud in financial
reporting and, in general, in order to enhance financial reporting quality,
it is necessary to regulate the powers and responsibilities of fraud
investigators by a separate law. Also, the government should cooperate
with professional organizations and educational institutions in the field of
educating accountants and developing new professions.
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INOKA3ATEJ/bU IPEBAPA Y PUHAHCUJCKOM
MN3BEIHITABABY Y PEIIYBJINIU CPBUJA

Jiparomup Jumutpujesuh’, Braxumup Odpaxosuh’, Cynunua Muaytunosuh?
YyuuBepsuter y Kparyjesuy, Exonomckn daxynrer, Kparyjesan, Cpouja
2yuusepsurer y HoBom Cany, Exoromckn (akyirer y Cy6oruim, Cy6otiua, Cpouja

Pe3ume

CacraBbame JTaXKHUX (DUHAHCHjCKUX W3BEINTAja jemaH je oX oOJHKa mpeBapa y
MOCJIOBaby ¥ OOMYHO Ce Be3yje 32 MEHAIMEHT KOjU HAcTOju Ja oOMaHe eKCTepHa
nuia. CBpxa JaxXHOT (MHAHCH]CKOT M3BELITaBama je Ja ce (GUHAHCHjCKH IMOJI0XKaj,
YCIEIIHOCT ¥ HOBYAHH TOKOBHM KOMITaHHje MPUKAXY IPYrauydjuM HEro MITO 3aKcTa
jecy.

TlpenMer ncTpakMBama y paay Cy IOKa3aTesbH IpeBapa (3HAKOBH YIIO30pCH:A)
YOWbHBH U3 (PMHAHCH]CKHUX M3BeMITaja Kommanuja y Permyommu Cpouju. Luss uctpa-
JKUBama je /1a ce MCIUTa Ja JIM TOCTOje TMoKa3aTesbu IpeBapa y (GMHAHCH]CKAM HU3-
BEIIITajiIMa M KOJH CY HajydecTaluju.

IMTokaszaresbn TpeBapa (3HAKOBM YIO30pema) y (HHAHCHjCKUM H3BEIITajuMa
BXHHU Cy CHMIITOMH KOjH TOBOpE Ja TOCTOjH MOTYNHOCT 1a Cy M3BELITaju JIaXKHH.
HakoH mTo ce oHu youe, He TpeGa u3Byhn 3aksbydak Ja je mpesapa u3BpiieHa, Beh
camo na Tpeba CrpoBecTH NyOJhe UCTPAXKHMBAKE KOje Tpeba Ja MOTBPAM HIH OIO-
BprHe npeBapy. IIpaBoBpeMEHHM pearoBameM Ha 3HAKOBE YIIO30pema MOTy ce youa-
JKHUTH TIocneuie npesapa. Ha npeBape y GMHAHCH]jCKOM M3BELITABaKy MOTY YKa3aTh
OpOjHH CUMIITOMH, TIPH YEMy CE HCTPaKUBAE y paay 3aCHHUBA HAa yOuaBarwby aHaJU-
THYKHX aHOMAJTHja.

MeTonoI0IKyY OCHOBY HMCTpaXkMBama y paly 4uMHU Beneish-oB monen, koju ce
3aCHNBA Ha MHAEKCUMA KOjUMa Ce Mepe MPOMEHe MO3ULHja (UHAHCHjCKUX M3BEITaja.
Monen je ocMHUIIIJbEH Ha OCHOBY (PMHAHCH]CKHX M3BEIITaja CACTaBJbEHUX Y CKIIALy ca
GAAP CA/l, wto mpeacTaB/ba OMTHO OrpaHHYCHE Y KOHTEKCTY HCTPaKHBamba y
OBOM pay. JIpyro orpaHu4ere Be3aHo je 3a HeJOBOJbHY MOY3aHOCT MOJIeNa y CHTY-
anMjama Kajia ucTa KOMIIaHHMja y HH3Yy Y3aCTOITHHX TOJMHA CAaCTaBJba JIaKHE (DHHAH-
cujcke u3BemTaje. Tpehe orpannueme je y ToMe To ce moMohy Mojena camMmo mpermo-
3Hajy IPOMEHE, ajli He MOJXKe J1a y TIOTIYHOCTH OCBETIIH y3pOKe THX npomeHa. OH Mo-
K€ yKa3aTH Ha [peBapy ¥ Kaja OHa He TIOCTO]jH.

UctpakuBambe y paay CIPOBEICHO je Ha y30pky on 42 mpuBpenHa cyOjekra
PasanvnuTe BEJIMUUHE U NCITATHOCTH, @ HA OCHOBY HBbUXOBUX (bI/IHaHCI/IjCKI/IX l/I3Bel_LlTaja
3a 2013. u 2014. rogquny. OTKpHUBEH je HeMask Opoj 3HAaKOBa yIo30pera Ha IpeBape.
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HcrpaxuBame ykasyje Ha yMEpeH OINITH PH3UK O TIpeBapa. 3aayKHBambe KOMITaHH-
ja je 3HauajaH M3BOpa TOT PH3HMKA. YOUEH je M ONIITH PU3HK O]l MaHWIIYJIHCama ca
npusHaBameM npuxofia. Kox 3HauajHOr Opoja mpemyseha yodeH je BHCOK PH3HK O
MaHUITyJIHCcaka 00pauyHCKHM CTaBKaMa YOHIITEHO M MoceOHO amopTH3anujoM. Ilo-
pact yuemrha aqMUHHCTPAaTHBHUX TPOIIKOBA, Takohe, yka3zyje Ha BHCOK PU3UK Y 3HA-
yajHOM Opojy ciydajeBa. PesynTatu ucTpaxuBama ykaszyjy Ha TO Ja je KO MpOu3-
BoaHuX mpeay3eha U QUHAHCHjCKUX MHCTUTYLHja PU3HK O MpeBapa Behn Hero koj
TPrOBUHCKHX U YCIYXHHX Ipexmy3eha, anmu oBo oTkpuhe Tpeba mocMaTpaT ca BeJH-
KOM pe3epBoM, 300r orpanmdema Beneish-oBor monena, Koja HapOYHTO Jlojase IO
u3paxaja y ciydajy (pUHAHCHjCKUX MHCTUTYIHM]ja. Pu3unu ox mpeBapa y Be3M ca Ka-
MHUTATM30BakEM TPOIIKOBA M PACTOM IPHXOJa oA Ipojaje Behn cy Ko BEIHKUX HEro
KOJl MaJIUX U cpenmux npexyseha. Pusuk ox mpeBapa ca KanmuTalIn30BambeM TPOILIKO-
Ba BeliM je KO/ aKIIMOHAPCKUX JPYIITABa HETO KOA JPYIITaBa ca OTPaHHYCHOM OJro-
BOpHoIIhy.

HctpaxxuBame ykasyje Ha TO Ja moctojehm HUBoOM KOHTpoJie KBanuTeTa (pUHAH-
CHjCcKOT m3BemTaBama y Pemmyonui CpOuju, Koje mpeBacXoJHO YHHE WHTEPHA U €K-
CTepHa PeBU3Mja, HUCY JJOBOJHHHM U 1A j€ MOTPEOHO YCIIOCTABUTH J0JaTHE HUBOE KOH-
Tpoiye ca GOpeH3NYKUM padyHOBohama, MCTpaXHTeJbHMa IpeBapa M (HOPEH3NUKUM
peBU30pHMa Kao HOCHOIIUMA.



