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Abstract.

The Research Mainly Aims to Identify the Effect of Administrative Ownership,
Financial Leverage and Company Size on The Financial Performance of Iraqi
Commercial Banks as Measured by the (Tobin's Q) Model. Research Hypotheses and
Knowing the Size of The Correlation, The Impact and The Level of Significance
Between the Research Variables Using the Statistical Programs (Statistical Package for
Social Sciences- (SPSS Vr.20), (Eviews-V9), (Amos). The Results of The Research
Showed: The Existence of a Statistically Significant Effect of Financial Leverage and
Company Size on Financial Performance, and the Absence of a Statistically Significant
Effect of Administrative Ownership on Financial Performance. as for the Relationship
Between Administrative Ownership, Company Size and Financial Leverage, it Had a
Statistically Significant Effect in The Company's Financial Performance.

Keywords: Administrative ownership, financial leverage, company size, financial
performance, Tobin’s Q.
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Descriptive Statistics
N [Minimum|/Maximum| Mean |Std. Deviation
Size 110 | 10.322 11.731 |11.08530| .294228
Lev 110 202 841 52523 166734
MO 110 .000 126 10705 123878
Per 110 .349 1.443 79775 .203552
Valid N
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Lol e Mad bl ded Jlef -l claliadl sxe (V) a8 dsaadl oo
il aead el aaa G oDle) Jsaall (e Laadly Lo adl 5 (g jbmall Gl iV 5 luall
il e Gl 350 58ha af dsm g ade iy Lae BaLEL 110 2
) Gl paaia (AU Lol )Y A8 shian (V) a8 Jsoadl Cpu shal Y ddghaa ¥
Candl &l e (e Ul SV 4d siiaa o (7)) Jsaal)
Correlations

Size Lev | MO | Per
. Pearson Correlation 1
Size : .
Sig. (2-tailed)
Lev Pearson Correlation | .261™ 1
Sig. (2-tailed) .006
MO Pearson Correlation | -.100- | -.215-"| 1
Sig. (2-tailed) 297 | .024
Per Pearson Correlation | .772™ | .578™ | -.025-| 1
Sig. (2-tailed) .000 | .000 | .797

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
*. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
SPSS (Shaal¥l malill e dlaie YU Griald) dlae] (e 1zl
dpali o385 el Tas g @8 Sl ) 2 ga s axe (V) o dsaall (e Jaadls
AdlA L alag) Ll G paid) G Je Ja sada
Ui 25a 5 p2e o Oialdl) U il 3 sl Jdas o) jal Jd s s bal) Jaal jLasy v
bl Jalall el JA (e el g Gl 8 deadiiall &l il clily 3 Jaal) a3l
<lyy «<Diagnostics Collinearitysbie: sz W 51 Test Multicollinearity
(VIF) Factor Inflationary Variance ¢nlall adst Jdalas laa (p pligar ald VL
it WS (8) A Jsaall & daim gl s Tolerancedesdll e 3 sl Jalaa
Al @l yriall aal) Jalaill sl () Jsasd)

: Collinearity Statistics
variable Tolerance VIF
Size 930 1.076
Lev .896 1.116
MO 952 1.051

.SPSS Alaal @QU‘)QS‘ e Aaie YU Gaialll alae ) e jaadll

gan Ol «(5) Os B (VIF) il pioss Jalas o an O (8) 85 sl G
Ak vy a2e ANl s (0.1) ¢ ).;Si Tolerance Jaaill e 338l Jalza o
ool lastV) Jidat o) jal g S e da pd ga g Gl il by 4 add) Jadal)
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Al ol il yrie Ll pagadall a5 sl Ll ol jaly aalidl 26 LS 5 audal) a gl LAY
& WS il @il s One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test dalad alaaiuly ey g
1(°) fd) sl
Glitall pdall a5 i) sl () Jsaadl
One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test
Size Lev MO | Per
N 110 110 110 | 110
Mean 11.08530| .52523 | .10705 |.7977
Std. Deviation| .294228 | .166734 |.123878|.2035
Absolute .068 079 194 | .086

Normal Parameters?-?

Most Extreme

Differences Positi_ve .044 .079 161 |.053
Negative -.068 -065 | -.194 |-.086
Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z 711 .829 2.032 | .902
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) .693 497 183 |.389

a. Test distribution is Normal.
b. Calculated from data.

SPSS Sbas¥l malill Je aldie YU cpfialill dlae) (e : jraall

0.05 s Sl il uaiall es (Sig) Asine (s s G (0) i) Jsaall (g Laadls
(bl oy sl i Ll G sag 138
sdua) Cilwda b Lid) il IS
Lulie 4S50l L) o laY) 8 dy oY) lall dlian) AV 3 Lils clla o d¥) duda 4
(Tobin’s Q) sl

reY) hall sVl 2 gail delua a5 A jill s LAY

FET'”: — bD + bj_MOlf + E."I

Fs

Jitadl) iall Ao ()5S5 Lavie il riall ded Jidh iy lasd¥) Alslae <l =p
bl 4 e dailizall Gl yaiall
AU lata s e sh bl aadin s cJaall =b,
Aglan ) sl e la ) i) eladl =
rh LS5 (1) @8y Jsand) b LS iliil) ilS PSS Alan V) gl sl aladiuly ¢
¥ il LA 3 gl (adle 1(1) Jsaal
Model Summary®
Adjusted R|Std. Error of the
Square Estimate
1 0252 .001 -.009- 204430
SPSS (Slas¥) zali ) Ao slaie Wl ofialill slae ) (e ; jradll

Model | R |R Square
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(R) LYl dad & model summary ode) z3 s (adle (1) a8 Jsaall Gy
O aa Adgeia 0 250,001 &b R Square wasill deles (5 <0.025 sy ¢ yusciall o
oS Std. Error of the Estimate i)l Uaal (s el Gl i) Gl 5 cdiliany) dalill
Alaa¥) Aalil e Juzadl clld IS LS cUad¥) e o il 138 (ddis) WK 5 0.20443
ol LS s (W) A 5l AN ol (V) pd) Jsaal) om a5 WS
As¥) A @l sl (ol o (V) Jsaad

ANOVAP
Model Sum of Squares| df |[Mean Square F | Sig.
Regression .003 1 .003 .066/|.7972
1 | Residual 4.513 108 042
Total 4516 109

SPSS Jlaay) GAU)QM e e YU oafalll dlac) (e jaadll
25 0.066 <ials & pndll F dad 5 ANOVAP o3ke) ol (V) @By Jsaall G
5 siae e 3,92 Aalll 5 (L1¢ 108) df sl il o G35 Ay el A saal) Liad (e LS
8 Jsial) tadll dad (0 ST 085 0.797 @ialy Sig JLEa Y &y sies (5 sise Ol 5 <95 AV
10,05 ey Lk 2asall 5 e Laia V) o slall
oo LS g (A sW1 A jall oV Al clelae (A) @) Jsaal) i sy 5 LS
s a8l jlasay) Al Slas o (A) Jsaadl

Coefficients?
Unstandardized Standardized
Model Coefficients Coefficients t | Sig.
B Std. Error Beta
1 (Constant),  .802 .026 31.075/.000
MO -.041- .158 -.025- -.257- |.797

SPSS JFbas¥ zalidl e aladie VU Gaialill e ) (e Haadll

Jiiudl juidly ALy B, o) Ablee Jie A G (A) Jsaall e gy
Aol 5) il uaidl) 8 Jiieall uaidl) 56 Gas A5 -0.041 @l (Rl ALY
2l sl G efe il dllta G 1B Jaleall 0L Al s (B Jelaall
& Jsiall Undll 3l pe IS ST a5 0,797 iy T iban] Sig & gine G ¥ Jiieaall 5
A i (iad ) o Laie Dby s el il G a1 5 0,05 @l s e laia¥) o slall
Lilias) V1 G gl aned Canl

GEsll gxnbll gl G @Al @IS zoadl (V) Al JSEN e
DA e e IS laasy) Jidad sl Jag b elarial s lasiV) dlaleal dlany)
as) i Ailaal Alad)l G iy 1y sl haall Jsa LA g 55 Ga s
ALl lasV) Alales 483 Gy s 5 ¢ rpidal
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Dependent Variable: Per
Dependent Variable: Per
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Expected Cum Prob
Frequency

2 0.4 os
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oY) L il 81 gl alall 55l 5 S 2 el (V) S
SPSS Alaay) GAU).A\ e e YU cialll dlac) e :jaadll
zasaily Lilie L) laelal 3 4S50l anal dilias] A0 53 il olla (400N 4u 4
(Tobin’s Q)

re V) chall JlasiVl 23 sail delua & dpa il oda JEAY
Per;; = by + by Per;; + &,

;(‘1) (’éJ Jsaall ‘; LS C._ﬂ."\.ﬁ\ <l SPSS @Lm;‘)[\ G.AU)J\ e\dél.ub.}
Al Al LA 23 seil padle 1(9) Jsaal

Model Summary®

R |Adjusted R|Std. Error of the
Model| R .
Square| Square Estimate
1 |.772%] 596 593 129935

.SPSS Sbaay) GAU).A\ e e YU sl dlae) e ;)

G (R) bl Y S model summary o< ES}.J‘)I\ oedle odle ) Jgandl pu
doalil) (e dadi e a2 5 0.596 &b R Square uasill dalae Gis 0,772 @ialy o purial
O Std. Error of the Estimate sl Uadl (g jlmall il as¥) Gy dgliaay)
LS Agban¥) dalill (e Juadl @iy IS LS clad¥) (e g 5ill 128 (ids) LK 5 0.129935
sk LeS g Al dpa jall HLAAS ol (Y 0) a8y JSE mia g

A A Hall sl ol o () +) Jsaadl
ANOVAP

Model | SumOfl g Mean | gl gig
quares Square
Regression| 2.693 | 1 | 2.693 |159.502| .0002
1 Residual | 1.823 | 108 | .017
Total 4516 | 109
SPSS ‘;‘La;‘i\ G.AUJJ\ e e YU ialdl dlae ) e :jaadll

159.502 il & sunall F dad 5 ANOVA odlel cpliill () +) a8 Jsaal) cm
die 2,08 4l (92.7) df Loall s s iy Lswaall Adgaall Lgiad (e ST oy
Watll dad o sl 25 0.00 il Sig JLERY) 4y sina (5 sise Gls %5 AV G sl
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sVl 3 il Adide iy Lo 138 5 0,05 oty Lils sasall s delaia¥) o lall & sl
Al dpca @l jlasa¥) Al el (V1) Ay IS ra g9 LS dguajall LAY aadiid)

(b WS
Al dpa @l Hlasa¥) Al Clelaa o())) Jsandl
Coefficients?
Unstandardized |Standardized
Model Coefficients Coefficients t Sig.
B Std. Error Beta
1 (Constant)] -5.124 469 -10.924-| .000
Size 534 .042 172 12.629 | .000

SPSS (Abaa¥l el il e aldie Y Gialll dlae) (a1 jaadll

aan) Jiisall el Zalall g By jlasiVi dlalas Jue ded & (1)) a8 Jaall G
(B Jabaall da 5) aoldll paaiall 3 Jiial) i) 530 0 )5 0534 caady (384
) el s il Gl G gk s dllia G ) By Jalaall G sall Al i
s sasl s Ay ey (AS,A) ana) JEiwal) jeddl 8 30h) @ O A B e
Sls s A G pusiall JS @l e (Ml 1Y) il el & 94534 laiay saly )
Wadl) dad o G saal a5 0.00 @il AS580 aas il T osslias) Sig 4 sins
e baiie Sy Gy Aal) Gl Gl (Say 13a5 0,05 Al Lelaia¥) alall 8 J gl
Lilean) Y1 gl Canll dpa jh 58

sl gxnball gl G @Al @IS ol (V) A JSE e
DA e (Al IS o) Jidas sl Jog b elirial (s ¢ laaiV) dlaleal dilan)
posl ai Alan) 8l Gy 1 el badll Jsa Lla ¢ 358 Gan g3l
ALl lassV) Alales 283 Can oA 5 ¢ apdall

Dependent Variable: Per
Dependent Variable: Per

Expected Cum Prob
Frequency

04 06
Observe d Cum Prob -
Regression Standardized Residual

Al daa 8l ) sl cadall a6l 5 (o)) Sl 2 aall (V) JSA
SPSS (Abaa¥l el il e slaie b Gaialill dlae) (a1 jaadll
sy Lalie 4S80 ol 3 ALl dadl 1 dgliaa) Vs ) Ll Gllia (AR Ay Y
(Tobin’s Q)
(Y hall stV 23 sail delua o3 A il 2 LaaY
Perj; = by + byLev; + &,
(0 Y) b i) CulS SPSS Slas V) guali sall alasinly g
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AN dpca i) Hlidl) 3 el padle 1(VY) Jsaall
Model Summary®

R | Adjusted R (Std. Error of the
Model R .
Square| Square Estimate
1 578? 334 328 166830

SPSS ilas ¥l il Sle sLe VU il slae] (o 1 yreadl
on (R) BliLY) dad 5 model summary o3el z3 a1 (adle sde ) Jsaall cy
dgalill e A sie ad 8 50.334 &b R Square waaill delea (i 5 €0.578 il jaciall
JS Std. Error of the Estimate _paiill Uaal s bmall Gl mi¥) G5 ddglany)
LS Ailaa¥) dalill (o Juadl @lld IS LK oUad¥) (e & sl 128 (ids) WIS 5 0,16683
o LS g AUl A jall LAl s (VYY) a8 Jgaal) ma ga g
AN A ) s ol (V) Jsaad)

ANOVAP
Model Sum of Squares| df Mean Square F Sig.
Regression 1.510 1 1.510 54.266 | .000?
1 | Residual 3.006 108 .028
Total 4516 109

SPSS Fflas¥) zalill e alaie YU sl dlae) (e 1 Haadll
25 54,266 <l A suaall F dad 5f ANOVA oDl il (V1) Jsaadl G
& sia e 2,08 ALl 5 (92.7) df sl Gla s 385 A gunall A gaall ik e S
&8 Jsaiall Uadll Aad (e iaal 02 50,00 <ty Sig LAY & sine (5 sisa (5 <95 AV
padiiall Slas¥) 23 s Al ady Le 138 5 0.05 laiay Ll aaaall 5 Belaia¥l o sl
LeS g 23N Az il jlaas¥) Al O lelaa (V£) @l ) Jsaall masyy WS Apia il Ly

ot
AN A3l lassY) Ay S labas 1() £) Jsaal
Coefficients?
Unstandardized |Standardized
Model Coefficients Coefficients | t | Sig.
B | Std. Error Beta
1 (Constant) | .427 .053 8.087|.000
Lev .706 .096 578 7.367|.000

SPSS (Abaa¥l zali pll e alaie YU sl alae) (a1 jaadll
il iy dalally B laad¥l dabae dae dad G (VE) a8 Jsaad) Gy
Jalzall ddassl 1) il yuriall 8 Jisall prial) 5805 (s 3l 0.706 iy (Aallall ) L)
o) Jisall 5 il priall e g2 ke Lls elllia 5 11B1 Jalaall A gl Gl i s (B
G s Banls da o ey (Alall dad) ) JEieal) el sl ) OF oA e
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Ols s AY) @l el JS Gl an (Al eaY1) i) uriall & 94706 laiay 35l )
Wadll da (ge i sl (85 0.00 @il Al dadl ) juaid T ailas) Sig 4 sine
e Laie Sy @iy Al by G i 1385 005 Julls Lelaia¥) ahell 2 J gl
Lilan) SV gl Gnll dpm 53 J

Aol bl sl @ @IS o)l (V) Wl JSEN (s
DA e Sl IS laasy) Jidad sl Jag b elaial (s lasiV) dlaleal dlan)
aosl ai Agliaa) el G cafy 1 il Ll Jga LA ¢ 58 Gan gl
ARl lass¥l Aolee 383 (3 5 ¢ apidall

Dependent Variable: Per
Dependent Variable: Per
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Al dpm 8l (81 sl oandall a5 5 5 (5 SN 2 aall (V) JS
SPSS (Shan¥l zali il e alaie Wl ialdl slae) (e 1 radll
AVy 5 Lls ) dad) g AS N aas s byl ALl G ARl sdagl N duda
(Tobin’s Q) g3 salls Lulda Ll ¢ha¥) (3 Lilias
Jia3 54 5 Path Analysis Jbwell Jilad aladiol s 4pia jill o8 LAl (i jal
Aladinly g i) i) W il Gl e Ald) @ i) G 48D jlae ) ki ash
(8) Ja) A ls il Cils Aas¥IAMOS gl »

00 Size —

Lewv

Al Az Hal) HLiaY jlesall Jalas il o(£) JSl)
AMOS Flas¥) zali gl e alaie YU sl dlae) (e 1 Haadll
Aol Il A el LAl 5 (1 0) @8 ) Jsaal) a
Gl 5l dguim i) LA il () ) Jsn)
Covariances Estimate | S.E. | C.R. P
i <--> FEEN -.004 .003 | -1.043 | .297
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Covariances Estimate | S.E. | C.R. P
e <--> | Aadl) 013 .005 | 2.640 | .008
4l <--> | Aadl ) -.004 002 | -2.194 | .028

Regression Weights Estimate | S.E. | C.R. P
¢1ay! <--- 4yl 223 078 | 2.853 | .004
glay) <--- FEEN 466 .033 | 14.001 | .000
g1y <--- | A 527 .060 | 8.812 | .000
AMOS SlaaV) zalill e alaie Vi gaialil dlae) (e 2 Haadll

DAl e )50 L oS Al @l i) s BN Gl oSl | Jgand) (e TanDly
Ja ol el maal 3 A ,A0 ) elall il i) 8 3y 5oy ALl i) jaiall
OS G 2 e laia¥) aslall 3 J gl Uadll (s sine o S8 58 5 0,004 4 sina 5 Lilas)
AS 8N anal Gy o oY) dpa i) LAl il 8 Jas of (3 ga il (s siaall e o e
0.05 o Bl 58 5 Leie IS 0,000 MLl Loghs sina (5 sinn Yy (5 gina i3 Ll Zad )1
ol A jh J ol oy UL
Cibgaa 1l g CLALILY) 120 ) g3l

slaliiiuy) g gitidl) S
AS all Sy Cum AN Jals (e @i 585 38 ) ol g2l (g A sanay Al elaY) il
Lo pSaill A8 LAl (S W A A ) Ly aSadll
AS il ) elal1 8 4 lay) ASlall dibany) Aalil) e Ja T asa s ade gl cuy
(Tobin’s Q) z3sails Ll
Lalie Jlall Lelal 3 4S50 aaal dgban) Aalill e J 18l ellis &) i)
(Tobin’s Q) z2saly
ASpall JJall ehaY) 3 Al Al 1 Ailan ) dalill e o T8l dla &) bl ey
(Tobin’s Q) g2l Lulia
Balill (e JIa Ll Al Zad) N 5 AS 5N aas g Aoy ASL) G 38D () plil) iy
(Tobin’s Q) g3 sy Lulie Il 131 (8 A5l
b gl L
el dxdl ) 5 AS 50 aana g A oY) ASLaS 3 ial) Jal sall dpealy IS 50 dpe 555 )5 e
APV PRY{ - VER
Led ol i) a5 dediall Ciladdll a5 YA (e Lgana 334 30 o sliadll alaia ) 5 5 pun
oY) Al e 3l
Al B g al clelad 8 ¢ W) el o s 5igall Jal sall LaaY Elaa¥l e a3l ¢ sal |

: S P
baall
Ay o) alaal) Yl
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Aliaal) ALl e slaall e LadSU Eaal) ALt (Y0 YY) e gy pihaaa ol |

A8/ patiedl Ladlall ¢ piivale Al dbiai®y) Cilas gl 38 gl Gadll o LenlSail g
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& B isall Jalsadl (Y 0V A) Cnie law ¢ Jill 5 cade 3al)y ¢ iy el oebo dllad sl

T 23ell (Y0 slaal) iy oY) o slall day el Aladll

e ¢y saall daalisall IS a0 elal 8 A8 (S8 laass S (Y4 YA) alls desa (ol

0 amall of v alaall cdualall Ll Al g & gl o 5 daala

Jrgaill @l 8 dpagad (Y2 Y 0) daall e dasa ¢ ! 2o g 4% Ol de

s (s dilae ol Ay e A Al Al /) el 4 LelSail 5 dge sSal)
A 2220 VT alaall cdy laly) o glall g SLatdy)
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:\..»\JJ) A;LAS\ clay) _)ﬁLﬂA:z)s..A\ LJ\)A\&MC)SM J\.b\ c(\'~\\/) u,ul_\c e

¢V Alaall dpabaBY) 4y oY) o glall Bl Alaa (el dadlan il 53 (g0 Aie o) )Y Aaldas
) 2asl)
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aslall gl A i I Ciian) Jama b Ak dul)yAaliy) IS al W ey
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