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Abstract

The auditor’s opinion acts as analarm informing the information quality in financial statements to users via the auditor’s
report which there are 4 types consisting of the unqualified opinion, the qualified opinion, the disclaimer of opinion, and the
adverse opinion. Therefore, the objective of this research is to examine the difference of communicating the information quality
divided by the auditor’s opinion types. The listed firms of service industry in the Stock Exchange of Thailand (SET), totally 64
firms, were chosen as the population and sample during the period 2011 - 2012. The result showed that the auditor’s report
with unqualified opinion can significantly communicate the higher level of information quality than those with other opinions at a
significance of 0.05 levels. Thus, the empirical result confirmed that the auditor’s opinion can communicate the information
quality in accordance with Thai audit standard (ISA) 700 “the auditor’s report on financial statements” and the auditor’s report

can be the warning on earnings management or creative accounting to users.
Keywords: Auditor’s Report Forms, Auditor’s opinion, Information Quality
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