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ABSTRACT 
This research aims to examine the differences between internal and external audit in detecting fraud, as well as the 

role of professional skepticism as a moderating variable between independence and audit experience in fraud detection. The 
population and research object are internal and external auditors in Central Java Province. The sampling technique used in 
the research was purposive sampling, obtaining a sample of 155 internal auditors and 177 external auditors. The research 
method uses Structural Equation Model (SEM) with the help of Smart-PLS 4 software. Data was obtained using a 
questionnaire. The research results were divided into two groups, namely in the internal and external auditor groups, where 
there were similar results which stated that professional independence and auditor experience had a positive impact on fraud 
detection. The moderating variable professional skepticism is unable to moderate the relationship between professional 
independence and auditor experience in detecting external and internal auditor fraud. However, in the professional internal 
auditor group, skepticism was able to moderate the relationship between auditor experience and fraud detection. 
 
Keywords: professional independence; auditor page; professional skepticism; fraud detection 
 
 

ABSTRAK 
Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk mengkaji perbedaan antara audit internal dan eksternal dalam mendeteksi kecurangan, 

serta peran skeptisisme profesional sebagai variabel moderasi antara independensi dan pengalaman audit pada deteksi 
kecurangan. Populasi dan objek penelitian adalah auditor internal dan eksternal di Provinsi Jawa Tengah. Teknik sampel yang 
digunakan dalam penelitian adalah purposive sampling didapat sampel 155 auditor internal dan 177 auditor eksternal. Metode 
penelitian menggunakan Structural Equation Model (SEM) dengan bantuan software Smart-PLS 4. Data diperoleh dengan 
kuesioner. Hasil penelitian terbagi dua yaitu pada kelompok auditor internal dan eksternal dimana terjadi kesamaan hasil yang 
menyatakan independensi profesional dan pengalaman auditor berdampak positif terhadap deteksi kecurangan. Variabel 
moderasi profesional skeptisisme tidak mampu memoderasi hubungan independensi profesional dan pengalaman auditor 
dalam mendeteksi kecurangan auditor eksternal dan internal. Namun pada kelompok auditor internal professional skepticism 
mampu memoderasi hubungan pengalaman auditor dan deteksi kecurangan. 
 
Kata Kunci: independensi professional; pengalaman auditor; skeptisisme profesional; deteksi kecurangan    
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INTRODUCTION  
 Fraud is a challenge in organizations in this era. This is in the organization's context; 
fraud is an unethical act that disrupts the law and policies that can be carried out by individuals 
or groups in the organization itself, aiming for personal interest and profit (Roszkowska, 2021).  
 Currently, research in auditing is a crucial effort to improve the understanding of good 
audit practices. However, auditors face several challenges today regarding developing 
expertise and identifying risks and fraud (Junitra & Lastanti, 2022). This is because, in today's 
audit world, there are still many phenomena where an auditor experiences errors in detecting 
fraud in the firm being inspected (The Institute of Internal Auditors, 2019). According to 
several studies, an auditor is often unable to reveal fraud because they lack independence and 
experience as an auditor (Kleinman et al., 2020). This study looks at several sides of internal 
and external auditors. Internal auditors conduct audits in companies that focus on company 
management, aiming to audit the company's internal controls and assist the company in 
providing the necessary advice and evaluation (Ritonga, 2023). Unfortunately, the weakness 
of internal auditors lies in several problems that an internal auditor must face, namely that they 
are often considered less neutral and independent in conducting audits because there are 
indications that they are close to management (Handoyo & Bunga, 2021). Meanwhile, external 
auditors are independent auditors from outside the organization who aim to audit financial 
statements (Ambarsari et al., 2018). In the opinion of Lari Dashtbayaz et al. (2022), external 
auditors tend to depend more on clients to get their income. 
 An auditor's independence is a fundamental principle that requires the auditor to remain 
objective and impartial and not be influenced by certain interests or pressures that can interfere 
with his integrity in carrying out his duties (Junitra & Lastanti, 2022). This independence is 
very important because it ensures that the audit results can be trusted and used to make the 
right decisions (Rahmi et al., 2024). Meanwhile, auditor experience can be defined as a series 
of experiences working as an auditor, which includes knowledge, experience, and skills gained 
during a career as an auditor (Narayana, 2020). Previous research revealed a positive 
relationship between professional independence and an auditor's experience in fraud detection 
(Salsabil, 2020). Thus, this study examines the differences between internal and external audits 
in detecting fraud and the role of professional skepticism as a moderating variable between 
independence and audit experience on fraud detection. 
 
THEORETICAL REVIEW 
Professional Independence and Fraud Detection 

Becoming an auditor is not easy, and auditors must have professional determination so 
that they are not easily intervened by parties who want to cover up fraud (Merta Permana & 
Budiartha, 2022). An auditor must have the value of professional independence to identify 
fraud in the company being audited (Junitra & Lastanti, 2022). Several experts state that auditor 
independence will impact the efficiency, effectiveness, and quality of financial reports 
provided by financial institutions (Rahmi et al., 2024). Based on the fraud triangle theory, 
management often carries out manipulative actions because of opportunities and opportunities 
(Iskandar & Kurniawan, 2020). For this reason, an independent auditor is a professional 
responsible for conducting an independent audit of an entity's financial statements. When 
performing an audit, an independent auditor does not commit fraud in the financial reports they 
make (Agustina et al., 2021). An auditor needs to be impartial, unaffected by the interests of 
any party, and free from interference, and if a condition is discovered, he is not permitted to 
participate in maintaining it (Kartim et al., 2022). Several previous studies have clarified that 
there is a positive connection between auditor independence and fraud detection (Agustina et 
al., 2021). This means that independent auditors comply with applicable audit standards and 
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maintain independence in carrying out their work, which means they are not bound by conflicts 
of interest or pressure from the audited party to detect existing fraud. 
H1a: Professional independence has a positive effect on internal auditor fraud detection.  
H1b: Professional independence has a positive effect on external auditor fraud detection 

 
Auditor Experience and Fraud Detection 

In general, experience is valuable. Experience is related to what an individual has done 
to be used as evaluation material in acting in the future (Narayana, 2020). According to Ruth 
et al., (2021), experience is knowledge and abilities obtained by an individual from an event 
experienced (which is experienced directly or participated in the event experienced). 
Experience while working is significant because the more experienced an individual is, the 
more the ability to act and make decisions is always appropriate (Lari Dashtbayaz et al., 2022). 
Experience as an auditor is a crucial factor in work; this is useful in working as an auditor; 
experience influences auditors in detecting problems and resolving problems, enabling them to 
think and act more carefully (Putra & Dwirandra, 2019). Work results as an experienced auditor 
will differ from those of a less experienced auditor; a professional auditor can examine 
financial reports accurately and thoroughly (Anto et al., 2020). 

According to Putra & Dwirandra (2019), the auditor's experience will significantly 
impact fraud detection when conducting an audit. This is because the auditor's experience in 
recognizing fraud increases along with their experience. In agency theory, two parties have 
their interests: management as an agent and the company as the principal (Fauziah & Yanthi, 
2021). Therefore, if problems occur in the organization, management will act in various forms 
of fraud. For this purpose, an auditor who is experienced in detecting fraud is needed when 
conducting audits. Based on the results of previous research conducted by Iftinan & 
Sukarmanto (2022), they explained that auditors who have long experience will tend to have 
accuracy, knowledge, and skills in detecting errors and fraud. 
H2a: Auditor experience has a positive effect on internal auditor fraud detection 
H2b: Auditor experience has a positive effect on external auditor fraud detection 
 
Professional Independence and Fraud Detection Moderation of Professional Scepticism  

Professional independence strengthens the relationship between an audit's professional 
skepticism and detecting fraud. The reason for this association is that robust independence 
among auditees, he is more likely to maintain a strong attitude of skepticism towards the 
information received; this is to prevent conflicts of interest that could influence his views 
(Sukma & Paramitha, 2020). According to Agustina et al. (2021), the pressure to disclose 
fraudulent financial reports by an audit often creates problems. Still, revealing the fraud will 
not be difficult if an audit has independence and an attitude of skepticism. Research conducted 
by Salsabil (2020) demonstrates how professional independence and skepticism work together 
to support an auditor's capacity to detec fraud. 
H3a: Professional skepticism strengthens the relationship between professional independence 
and internal auditor fraud detection 
H3b: Professional skepticism strengthens the relationship between professional independence 
and external auditor fraud detection 
 
Auditor Experience and Fraud Detection Moderation of Professional Scepticism 

Professional skepticism is a mental attitude in the form of critical caution, rational doubt 
about the information received, and the desire to seek evidence of the information received by 
an auditee to conclude (Santoso et al., 2020). Usually, a good attitude of skepticism will appear 
in an experienced audit person (Nurkholis, 2020). An auditee can uncover fraud in a company's 
financial reports by exercising skepticism (Agustina et al., 2021). This follows the previous 
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explanation that professional skepticism helps auditors remain critical and alert to potential 
fraud. In contrast, auditor experience provides the knowledge and insight needed to identify 
subtler patterns and signs of fraud. Several previous empirical studies have clarified that 
skepticism can bolster the relationship between an auditor's audit experience and detecting 
fraud (Salsabil, 2020). 
H4a: Professional skepticism strengthens the relationship between auditor experience and 
internal auditor fraud detection 
H4b: Professional skepticism strengthens the relationship between auditor experience and 
external fraud detection.  

 
 

METHOD 
The study was conducted in January and March of 2024.. The research object was 

External and Internal auditors in Central Java. The research population is divided into two 
population categories: external auditors who work at public accounting firms in Central Java 
and internal auditors who work in several company sectors. The sampling technique used in 
this research is purposive sampling using specified sample criteria. The number of samples 
obtained in this research was 155 internal auditors (N=155) who worked for internal companies 
in Central Java Province and 177 internal auditors (N=177 who worked at Public Accounting 
Firms (KAP) in Central Java Province. Research data used closed questionnaire data 
distributed to respondents with the help of an online questionnaire form. The questionnaire 
scale used is a Likert scale of 1-7. This research uses a quantitative method approach using the 
Structural Equation Model (SEM) with the help of Smartpls software version 4.  

Respondent demographics are presented using descriptive analysis, with categories of 
gender, age, work experience, and education. Table 1 shows the demographics of respondents 
in this study. 

 
Table 1. Respondent Demographics 

Variable Internal auditor model  External auditor model 
Frequency  Percentage  Frequency  Percentage  

Gender     
Man 78 51 88 49 

Woman 77 49 89 51 
Age     

20-30 33 18,6 95 53,6 
31-40 45 29 30 16,9 
41-50 58 37,4 45 25 
51-60 19 12,2 7 3,9 

Work experience     
<10 110 70,1 131 74 
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11-20 28 18 26 15 
<20 17 12 20 11 

Education     
Bachelor 98 63 103 58 
Masters 40 25,8 60 33,8 
Doctor 17 11 14 7,9 

 
Source: Primary data processed in 2024. 
 
RESULTS 

This research uses data analysis techniques with SEM with the help of  Smartpls version 
4 software. The reason for using SEM with Smartpls is that the proposed model is relatively 
new to research; this research uses multi-group analysis to determine the differences in results 
from two sample groups, namely internal and external audits. Analysis using Smartpls itself 
will go through two stages of analysis, namely the Inner Model and the Outer Model (J. F. Hair 
et al., 2019). 
Outer Model 
Convergent Validity 

The outer model in Smartpls is used to determine the validity of each construct used. At 
the outer model stage, each construct in the latent variable will go through several validity 
stages, namely convergent validity, reliability, and discriminant validity (Khan et al., 2019). 
Convergent validity assesses how well a measuring instrument can measure the same construct 
as an existing one. Convergent validity can be seen from the loading factor value, which must 
be more than > 0.7 (J. F. Hair et al., 2019). In this study, all constructs in the latent variables 
in the internal and external audit models have met convergent validity, which can be seen in 
Table 2. 
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Table 2. Loading Factor 
Variable Indicators Loading Factor 

(Internal Auditor) 
Loading Factor 

(External Auditor) 
Professional 
Independence 
 

X1 0,844 0,884 
X2 0,876 0,796 
X3 0,822 0,826 
X4 0,802 0,853 

Professional 
skepticism 
 

X5 0,899 0,901 
X6 0,901 0,888 
X7 0,781 0,817 

Auditor 
Experience 
 

X8 0,787 0,858 
X9 0,839 0,900 
X10 0,916 0,791 

Fraud 
Detection 

X11 0,775 0,769 
X12 0,770 0,815 
X13 0,772 0,780 
X14 0,728 0,719 

 
Source: Smartpls 4 2024 data processing. 

 
Discriminant Validity 

Discriminant validity in this research is essential. Discriminant validity determines 
whether each latent variable construct can differentiate itself from other latent variables 
(Sarstedt et al., 2020). In research, discriminant validity can be seen by calculating the Fornell-
Larcker criterion. A latent variable is said to have good convergent validity if the average 
variance extracted (AVE) value is greater than other latent variables. In the research, all latent 
variables in the internal and external audit models have met good discriminant validity, which 
can be seen in Table 3 and Table 5. 

 
Table 3. Fornell-Larcker (Internal auditor) 

 Auditor 
Experience 

Detecting 
Fraud 

Professional 
Independence 

Professional 
skepticism 

Auditor 
Experience 

0,849    

Detecting Fraud 0,685 0,762   
Professional 

Independence 
0,741 0,758 0,837  

Professional 
skepticism 

0,775 0,732 0,849 0,863 

Source: Smartpls 4 2024 data processing. 

 
Table 4. Fornell-Larcker (External auditor) 

 Auditor 
Experience 

Detecting 
 Fraud 

Professional 
Independence 

Professional 
skepticism 

Auditor  
Experience 

0,852    

Detecting Fraud 0,788 0,777   
Professional 

Independence 
0,779 0,815 0,837  
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Professional 
skepticism 

0,776 0,779 0,876 0,879 

Source: Smartpls 4 2024 data processing. 

 
Reliability Test 

The reliability test in this research was carried out to test whether each construct in the 
latent variable was reliable if tested again (J. F. J. Hair et al., 2014). The reliability test in this 
research is by looking at the Cronbach Alpha value, which must be more than > 0.7, and the 
Composite Reliability (C.R) value, which must be more than > 0.7 (Sarstedt et al., 2020). Our 
evaluation showed that internal and external audit models had met the reliability test. 
Reliability tests can be seen in Tables 5 and 6. 
 
Table 5. Reliability Test (Internal Auditor) 

 
  Cronbach's Alpha Composite 

Reliability 
Average Variance 
Extracted (AVE) 

Auditor Experience 0,805 0,885 0,721 
Detecting Fraud 0,761 0,847 0,580 
Professional Independence 0,857 0,903 0,700 
Professional Scepticism 0,825 0,897 0,744 

Source: Smartpls 4 2024 data processing. 

 
Table 6. Reliability Test (ExternalAuditor) 
  Cronbach's Alpha Composite 

Reliability 
Average Variance 
Extracted (AVE) 

Auditor Experience 0,810 0,888 0,726 
Detecting Fraud 0,782 0,859 0,604 
Professional Independence 0,854 0,903 0,700 
Professional skepticism 0,853 0,911 0,773 

Source: Smartpls 4 2024 data processing. 
 
Inner Model 

The inner model in Smartpls is used to see the relationship between latent variables 
(constructs), which consist of endogenous and exogenous variables (Khan et al., 2019). This 
research uses the inner model to view hypothesis testing and R-Square. 
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Figure 2. Internal Auditor Structural Model 

Source: Smartpls4 2024 data processing. 
 

Figure 3. Structural Model of External Auditors 
Source: Smartpls 4 2024 data processing. 
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Hypothesis Testing 
Hypothesis testing is an essential part of this research because the hypothesis proposed 

by the researcher can be said to be accepted or rejected, which can be seen in this test (Khan et 
al., 2019). Our study used a value of α=5% with a significance of 0.05. This study accepts the 
hypothesis that the P-value must be less than <0.05. Hypothesis testing in this research can be 
seen in Table 8. 

 
Table 8. Hypothesis Testing 

Hipotesis 
 

Internal Auditor Model External auditor model 
β P  

Values 
Result β P 

Values 
Result 

Auditor Experience -> 
Detecting Fraud 

0,191 0,028 Accepted 0,370 0,000 Accepted 

Moderating Effect 1 -> 
Detecting Fraud 

0,019 0,830 Rejected 0,108 0,250 Rejected 

Moderating Effect 2 -> 
Detecting Fraud 

-0,118 0,145 Rejected 0,127 0,026 Accepted 

Professional Independence -> 
Detecting Fraud 

0,442 0,000 Accepted 0,409 0,000 Accepted 

Source: Smartpls 4 2024 data processing. 
 
R-Square (R2) 

In this research, R-square measures how much variation in endogenous latent variables 
can be explained by directly connected exogenous latent variables. In both models analyzed, 
internal and external audits produce good R-square. This can be seen from the R-square value 
of the internal audit model, which is 0.628, and from the R-square value of the external audit 
model, which is 0.724. The R-square test results can be seen in Table 7. 

 
Table 7. R-square  
 R -square Internal Auditor Model Internal Auditor Model 
Detecting Fraud 0,628 0,724 

Source: Smartpls 4 2024 data processing. 
 
DISCUSSION 
Professional independence on internal auditor fraud detection. 

The results of the data analysis show that the hypothesis that professional independence 
has a positive effect on internal auditor fraud detection is accepted (sig=0.00). This research is 
in line with research conducted by Mariyana et al. (2021), stating that there is a positive impact 
between auditors' professional independence and fraud detection. This refers to the ability and 
attitude of the auditors themselves to carry out their duties without any influence or pressure 
that could interfere with their objectivity. When internal auditors can maintain high 
professional independence, they tend to detect fraud within the organization more effectively. 
According to the fraud triangle theory, independent individuals will strongly believe that they 
should not commit fraud and comply with existing procedures. Professional independence in 
an auditor will strengthen personal integrity, increase awareness of the risk of fraud, and 
comply with applicable ethical and professional standards (Merta Permana & Budiartha, 2022). 
 
Professional independence on external auditor fraud detection. 

The results of the data analysis show that the hypothesis that professional independence 
has a positive effect on external auditor fraud detection is accepted (sig=0.00). This research is 
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in line with research conducted by Muntasir & Maryasih (2021), stating that there is a positive 
impact between professional independence and fraud detection. These results follow the 
opinion of Larasati & Puspitasari (2019), who state that the independence of external auditors 
has a strong relationship with fraud detection. Thus, it can be explained that independence 
increases the reliability of audit results, ensuring that auditors can uncover and report fraud 
without any obstacles. It can be said that the relationship between auditor independence and 
fraud detection is a positive dependency relationship where the more robust the auditor's 
independence, the better the fraud detection that is revealed. 
 
Auditor experience on internal auditor fraud detection. 

The results of the data analysis show that the hypothesis that auditor experience has a 
positive effect on internal auditor fraud is accepted (sig=0.028). These results follow the 
opinion of Budiantoro et al. (2022), which states that an auditor's experience plays a crucial 
role in detecting fraud. This can be explained by the fact that the more experienced an auditor 
is at work, the higher their skills and knowledge in detecting fraud will be. According to the 
research results of Sukma & Paramitha (2020), experienced auditors are effective in finding 
errors and fraud and provide more accurate clarity in detecting fraud compared to new auditors 
who are less experienced. 

 
Auditor experience external auditor fraud detection. 

The results of the data analysis show that the hypothesis that auditor experience has a 
positive effect on external auditor fraud is accepted (sig=0.00). Thus, these results align with 
the opinion of Iftinan & Sukarmanto (2022), explaining that the positive impact of the 
experience will increase an audit's response in seeing and detecting fraud. According to 
Larasati & Puspitasari (2019), experienced auditors can identify and find the root causes of 
fraud. This happens because someone who does work repeatedly, their skills and knowledge 
will become better honed. The results of this research align with research conducted by Merta 
Permana & Budiartha, (2022) that shows that auditor experience positively affects auditor 
fraud detection. 
 
Professional skepticism strengthens the relationship between professional independence 
and internal auditor fraud detection. 

The results of the data analysis show that the hypothesis that professional skepticism 
strengthens the relationship between professional independence and internal auditor fraud 
detection is rejected (sig=0.830). The results show that the proposed hypothesis is rejected. 
This can explain why skepticism cannot strengthen the relationship between professional 
independence and fraud detection. Several opinions state that internal auditors are often under 
pressure from management to reveal fraud, so their skepticism in accepting information from 
management is not accurate. This research's results align with Sukma & Paramitha (2020), who 
said that the association between independence and fraud detection is not moderated by 
professional skepticism. 
 
Professional skepticism strengthens the relationship between professional independence 
and external auditor fraud detection. 

The results of the data analysis show that the hypothesis that professional skepticism 
strengthens the relationship between professional independence and internal auditor fraud 
detection is rejected (sig=0.250). These results can be explained by the fact that conflicts of 
interest often become a challenge for an auditor in disclosing fraud, resulting in an auditor's 
independence and skepticism in carrying out their duties. Sukma & Paramitha (2020) revealed 
that an external audit often needs more information to understand the organization's internal 



Nama Lengkap Tanpa Gelar1  dan Nama Lengkap Tanpa Gelar2 : Judul Jurnal  

 
 

11 

operations more deeply. Although skepticism helps information evaluate fraud, independence 
is more important in an objective audit. 

 
Professional skepticism strengthens the relationship between auditor experience and 
internal auditor fraud detection. 

The results of the data analysis show that the hypothesis that professional skepticism 
strengthens the relationship between auditor experience and internal auditor fraud detection is 
rejected (sig=0.145). Professional skepticism and internal auditor experience are essential in 
detecting fraud, but professional skepticism does not always directly strengthen this 
relationship. According to research by Sukma & Paramitha (2020), experience can provide 
important and valuable insight; auditors who are too dependent on their experience may be less 
flexible and have a skeptical attitude in dealing with fraud. 
 
Professional skepticism strengthens the relationship between auditor experience and 
external auditor fraud detection. 

The results of the data analysis show that the professional skepticism hypothesis 
strengthens the relationship between auditor experience and internal auditor fraud detection 
(sig=0.026). This is the opinion of Salsabil (2020), who states that the better the auditor's 
skepticism in carrying out audits, the better the auditor's ability to detect fraud. According to 
an auditor, a high level of skepticism will grow along with the auditor's experience in carrying 
out their duties. This result aligns with research conducted by Sukma & Paramitha (2020), This 
claims that the association between an auditor's experience variable and their ability to detect 
fraud is strengthened by professional skepticism, a moderating variable. 

 
CONCLUSION 

Research has concluded that the perception of detecting fraud among internal and 
external auditors is similar in that they prioritize professional independence in detecting fraud. 
The moderating variable of professional skepticism is considered less successful in mediating 
the relationship between professional independence and auditor experience on fraud detection 
by internal and external editors. However, in the external audit of the relationship between 
editor experience and fraud detection, the moderating variable of professional skepticism 
strengthened this relationship. In this research, we see that internal and external auditors have 
the same goal of producing effective and efficient fraud detection. Even though they have 
different roles and involvements, they have similarities in their approach to detecting fraud, 
namely, prioritizing professional independence as an audit person. 

Lastly, in this research, we suggest that although internal and external auditors have 
similarities in maintaining independence and utilizing auditor experience, differences in their 
contexts can influence how they apply this independence and experience in detecting fraud. 
Internal auditors have the advantage of access and a deep understanding of an organization's 
operations, while external auditors can provide a more independent and objective view from 
outside the organization. 

 
 
  



Jurnal Akuntansi, Keuangan dan Auditing, Vol. (No.), 20__, Hal: ??-?? 
 

 12 

DAFTAR PUSTAKA 
 

Agustina, F., Nurkholis, N., & Rusydi, M. (2021). Auditors’ professional skepticism and fraud 
detection. International Journal of Research in Business and Social Science (2147- 4478), 
10(4), 275–287. https://doi.org/10.20525/ijrbs.v10i4.1214 

AMBARSARI, D., PRATOMO, D., & KURNIA, K. (2018). Pengaruh Ukuran Dewan 
Komisaris, Gender Diversity pada Dewan, dan Kualitas Auditor Eksternal terhadap 
Agresivitas Pajak (Studi pada Perusahaan Sektor Property dan Real Estate yang Terdaftar 
di Bursa Efek Indonesia Periode 2013-2017). Jurnal ASET (Akuntansi Riset), 10(2), 163–
176. https://doi.org/10.17509/jaset.v10i2.14991 

Anto, L. O., Hamid, W., Florensia, A., & Supyati, O. (2020). AUDITOR’S ABILITY TO 
DETECT FRAUD: INDEPENDENCE, AUDIT EXPERIENCE, PROFESSIONAL 
SKEPTICISM, AND WORK LOAD. Russian Journal of Agricultural and Socio-
Economic Sciences, 107(11), 192–205. https://doi.org/10.18551/rjoas.2020-11.23 

Association of Certified Fraud Examiners Indonesia. (2019). Survei Fraud Indonesia 2019. In 
Indonesia Chapter #111 (Vol. 53, Issue 9). https://acfe-indonesia.or.id/survei-fraud-
indonesia/ 

Budiantoro, H., Nurrahmah, M., & Lapae, K. (2022). Pengaruh Beban Kerja, Skeptisme 
Profesional, dan Pengalaman Auditor dalam Mendeteksi Kecurangan dengan Pelatihan 
Audit Kecurangan sebagai Variabel Moderasi. Journal of Business and Economics 
Research (JBE), 3(3), 342–349. https://doi.org/10.47065/jbe.v3i3.2330 

Fauziah, K., & Yanthi, M. Y. (2021). Pengaruh Fee Audit, Independensi, Pengalaman Auditor 
Dan Kompetensi Auditor Terhadap Kualitas Audit (Studi Kasus Kap Di Jawa Timur). Jae 
(Jurnal Akuntansi Dan Ekonomi), 6(2), 61–70. https://doi.org/10.29407/jae.v6i2.15992 

Hair, J. F. J., Sarstedt, M., Hopkins, L., & G. Kuppelwieser, V. (2014). Partial least squares 
structural equation modeling (PLS-SEM). European Business Review, 26(2), 106–121. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/EBR-10-2013-0128 

Hair, J. F., Risher, J. J., Sarstedt, M., & Ringle, C. M. (2019). When to use and how to report 
the results of PLS-SEM. European Business Review, 31(1), 2–24. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/EBR-11-2018-0203 

Hakami, T. A., Rahmat, M. M., Yaacob, M. H., & Saleh, N. M. (2020). Fraud Detection Gap 
between Auditor and Fraud Detection Models: Evidence from Gulf Cooperation Council. 
Asian Journal of Accounting and Governance, 13, 1–13. https://doi.org/10.17576/ajag-
2020-13-01 

Handoyo, B. R. M., & Bunga, I. B. (2021). The influence of internal audit and internal control 
toward fraud prevention. International Journal of Financial, Accounting, and 
Management, 3(1), 45–64. https://doi.org/10.35912/ijfam.v3i1.181 

Iftinan, S. H., & Sukarmanto, E. (2022). Pengaruh Pengalaman Auditor dan Kompetensi 
terhadap Pendeteksian Kecurangan Laporan Keuangan. Jurnal Riset Akuntansi, 2(1), 1–
7. https://doi.org/10.29313/jra.v2i1.666 

Iskandar, I. S., & Kurniawan, T. (2020). Gratifikasi di Badan Usaha Milik Negara Berdasarkan 
Motif Kecurangan: Sebuah Tinjauan Literatur. JIIP: Jurnal Ilmiah Ilmu Pemerintahan, 
5(2), 81–97. https://doi.org/10.14710/jiip.v5i2.7690 

Junitra, R., & Lastanti, H. S. (2022). Pengaruh Independensi, Kompetensi Dan Tekanan Waktu 
Terhadap Kualitas Audit Dengan Skeptisme Profesional Sebagai Pemoderasi. Jurnal 
Ekonomi Trisakti, 2(2), 1551–1560. https://doi.org/10.25105/jet.v2i2.15017 

Kartim, S., Ibrahim, M. B. H., Akbar, M. A., Kartim, & Sutisman, E. (2022). Independence 
and Competence on Audit Fraud Detection: Role of Professional Skepticism as 
Moderating. Jurnal Akuntansi, 26(1), 161. https://doi.org/10.24912/ja.v26i1.823 

Khan, G. F., Sarstedt, M., Shiau, W.-L., Hair, J. F., Ringle, C. M., & Fritze, M. P. (2019). 



Nama Lengkap Tanpa Gelar1  dan Nama Lengkap Tanpa Gelar2 : Judul Jurnal  

 
 

13 

Methodological research on partial least squares structural equation modeling (PLS-
SEM). Internet Research, 29(3), 407–429. https://doi.org/10.1108/IntR-12-2017-0509 

Klienman, G., Strickland, P., & Anandarajan, A. (2020). Why Do Auditors Fail to Identify 
Fraud? An Exploration. Journal of Forensic and Investigative Accounting, 12(2), 334–
351. 

Koerniawati, D. (2021). the Remote and Agile Auditing: a Fraud Prevention Effort To Navigate 
the Audit Process in the Covid-19 Pandemic. Jurnal Riset Akuntansi Dan Bisnis 
Airlangga, 6(2), 1131–1149. https://doi.org/10.20473/jraba.v6i2.208 

Larasati, D., & Puspitasari, W. (2019). Pengaruh Pengalaman, Independensi, Skeptisisme 
Profesional Auditor, Penerapan Etika, Dan Beban Kerja Terhadap Kemampuan Auditor 
Dalam Mendeteksi Kecurangan. Jurnal Akuntansi Trisakti, 6(1), 31–42. 
https://doi.org/10.25105/jat.v6i1.4845 

Lari Dashtbayaz, M., Salehi, M., & Hedayatzadeh, M. (2022). Comparative analysis of the 
relationship between internal control weakness and different types of auditor opinions in 
fraudulent and non-fraudulent firms. Journal of Financial Crime, 29(1), 325–341. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/JFC-01-2021-0005 

Mariyana, A. B., Simorangkir, P., & Putra, A. M. (2021). Pengaruh Pengalaman Auditor, 
Independensi dan Beban Kerja Terhadap Kemampuan Auditor Mendeteksi Fraud. 
Prosiding Biema, 2, 766–780. 

Merta Permana, I. M. B. A., & Budiartha, I. K. (2022). Pengaruh Pengalaman Audit, 
Skeptisme, Intuisi, Dan Independensi Auditor Terhadap Kemampuan Auditor Mendeteksi 
Kecurangan. E-Jurnal Ekonomi Dan Bisnis Universitas Udayana, 11(11), 1369. 
https://doi.org/10.24843/eeb.2022.v11.i11.p09 

Muntasir, M., & Maryasih, L. (2021). PENGARUH INDEPENDENSI, PENGALAMAN, 
SKEPTISME PROFESIONAL AUDITOR DAN KOMPETENSI TERHADAP 
KEMAMPUAN AUDITOR DALAM MENDETEKSI KECURANGAN (STUDI PADA 
INSPEKTORAT ACEH). Akbis: Media Riset Akuntansi Dan Bisnis, 5(2), 138. 
https://doi.org/10.35308/akbis.v5i2.3946 

Narayana, A. A. S. (2020). Auditors experience as moderating effect investigative abilities and 
understanding of red flags on fraud detection. International Research Journal of 
Management, IT and Social Sciences, 7(1), 205–216. 
https://doi.org/10.21744/irjmis.v7n1.837 

Nurkholis, N. (2020). Pengaruh Pendidikan, Pelatihan, Dan Pengalaman Terhadap Skeptisisme 
Profesional Auditor. EKUITAS (Jurnal Ekonomi Dan Keuangan), 4(2), 246–265. 
https://doi.org/10.24034/j25485024.y2020.v4.i2.4376 

Putra, G. S. A., & Dwirandra, A. A. N. B. (2019). The effect of auditor experience, type of 
personality and fraud auditing training on auditors ability in fraud detecting with 
professional skepticism as a mediation variable. International Research Journal of 
Management, IT and Social Sciences, 6(2), 31–43. 
https://doi.org/10.21744/irjmis.v6n2.604 

Rahmi, M., Fitri, A., Putra, Y. E., Masdar, R., Marlin, K., Negeri, U. I., Yunus Batusangkar, 
M., Keuangan, A., Padang, P., Id, M. A., & Author, C. (2024). The Role Of Internal 
Auditor Independence And Whistleblowing Systems In Detecting Fraud: Literature 
Review Peran Independensi Auditor Internal Dan Whistleblowing System Dalam 
Mendeteksi Fraud: Literature Review. Management Studies and Entrepreneurship 
Journal, 5(1), 597–606. http://journal.yrpipku.com/index.php/msej 

Ritonga, A. Y. (2023). Peran Audit Internal Dalam Penerapan Manajemen Risiko Perusahaan. 
Owner, 7(3), 2348–2357. https://doi.org/10.33395/owner.v7i3.1454 

Roszkowska, P. (2021). Fintech in financial reporting and audit for fraud prevention and 
safeguarding equity investments. Journal of Accounting and Organizational Change, 



Jurnal Akuntansi, Keuangan dan Auditing, Vol. (No.), 20__, Hal: ??-?? 
 

 14 

17(2), 164–196. https://doi.org/10.1108/JAOC-09-2019-0098 
Ruth, N., Takasenserang, A., & Indarto, S. L. (2021). Experience as Moderator for Factors 

Affecting Auditor’s Ability to Detect Fraud. Asian Journal of Law and Governance, 3(4), 
12–20. https://doi.org/10.55057/ajlg.2021.3.4.2 

Salsabil, A. (2020). PENGARUH PENGALAMAN AUDITOR, INDEPENDENSI, 
PENDIDIKAN BERKELANJUTAN, TEKANAN WAKTU KERJA TERHADAP 
PENDETEKSIAN KECURANGAN OLEH AUDITOR EKSTERNAL DENGAN 
SKEPTISISME PROFESIONAL SEBAGAI VARIABEL MODERASI. Prosiding 
Seminar Nasional Pakar, 1–7. https://doi.org/10.25105/pakar.v0i0.6907 

Santoso, R. D., Budi Riharjo, I., & Kurnia, K. (2020). Independensi, Integritas, Serta 
Kompetensi Auditor Terhadap Kualitas Audit dengan Skeptisisme Profesional Sebagai 
Variabel Pemoderasi. Journal of Accounting Science, 4(2), 36–56. 
https://doi.org/10.21070/jas.v4i2.559 

Sarstedt, M., Hair, J. F., Nitzl, C., Ringle, C. M., & Howard, M. C. (2020). Beyond a tandem 
analysis of SEM and PROCESS: Use of PLS-SEM for mediation analyses! International 
Journal of Market Research, 62(3), 288–299. https://doi.org/10.1177/1470785320915686 

Sukma, E., & Paramitha, R. V. (2020). Pengaruh Pengalaman Auditor, Independensi, dan 
Keahlian Profesional Terhadap Kemampuan Auditor Mendeteksi Kecurangan Laporan 
Keuangan dengan Skeptisme Profesional sebagai Variabel Moderasi. Prosiding Seminar 
Nasional Pakar, 1–6. https://doi.org/10.25105/pakar.v0i0.6875 

The Institute of Internal Auditors. (2019). Internal Audit dan Kecurangan. In IIA Position 
Paper. www.globaliia.org. 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

LAMPIRAN 2 

BUKTI KONFIRMASI REVIEW  

DAN HASIL REVIEW PERTAMA 

 

  



 

 

Tue, April  02, 2024, 11:14 AM 



 

Laporan Hasil Reviu 

 

 Ya Tidak Komentar 

No. Artikel    : JAKA 51180524  

Judul Artikel:   

DIFFERENCES BETWEEN INTERNAL AND 

EXTERNAL AUDITS IN DETECTING FRAUD: THE 

MODERATING ROLE OF PROFESSIONAL 

SKEPTICISM AS A MODERATING VARIABEL 

   

V  Sesuai Scope 

Jurnal 

Tentang Abstrak: 

Terdapat pernyataan singkat tentang tujuan, ukuran sampel, waktu 

penelitian dan temuan/hasil penelitian 

V   

1. Pendahuluan     

 Terdapat fenomena/ reseach GAP   V Belum 

dijelaskan  

reseach 

GAPnya 

 Terdapat rumusan masalah, tujuan atau pertanyaan penelitian V   

 Terdapat motivasi atau alasan dilakukan penelitian V   

 Terdapat kalimat yang menjelaskan bahwa hasil penelitian berbeda 

dengan penelitian sebelumnya. 

 V Belum 

dijelaskan 

2. Kajian Literatur    

 Terdapat hasil penelitian terdahulu yang cukup dan relevan 
(diutamakan 80%  dari referensi 10 tahun terakhir)  

V   

 Terdapat kalimat yang mendeskripsikan bagaimana pertanyaan 
penelitian atau rumusan masalah tidak dijawab oleh penelitian 

sebelumnya.  

V   

 Terdapat hipotesis penelitian, jika tujuan penelitian uji hipotesis V   

3. Metodologi Penelitian    

 Terdapat proses atau desain penelitian  V   

 Terdapat data penelitian yang terbaru atau periode penelitian 
yang cukup panjang  

V   

 Model penelitian tepat, dan dibangun dengan baik serta relevan V   

 Terdapat justifikasi  untuk ukuran sampel, model yang 
digunakan atau metode penelitian yang diikuti (jika penelitian 

kualitatif) 

V   

 Terdapat kalimat yang menjelaskan bagaimana peneliti  
memperbaiki model/penelitian sebelumnya dengan tambahan 

masukan 

 V Belum 

dijelaskan 

4. Hasil/Analisis    

 Hasil / temuan tersebut dijelaskan dengan baik dan meyakinkan V   

 Hasilnya baru dan memberi kontribusi pada pengetahuan V   

5. Simpulan    

 Simpulan sudah merangkum secara singkat  hasil penelitian dan 
pembahasan yang menjawab tujuan penelitian  

 Keterbatasan, jika ada,  

 Saran penelitian selanjutnya, jika ada 

V   



Tambahan Komentar, jika ada: 

Secara umum, artikel ini menarik karena mengangkat tema tentang DIFFERENCES 

BETWEEN INTERNAL AND EXTERNAL AUDITS IN DETECTING 

FRAUD: THE MODERATING ROLE OF PROFESSIONAL 

SKEPTICISM AS A MODERATING VARIABEL. Akan tetapi masih perlu 

ada perbaikan supaya artikel ini bisa dipublikasikan di JAKA (Jurnal Akuntansi, 

Keuangan dan Auditing) UDINUS Periode Mei 2024. 

1. Hasil Turnitin telah memenuhi syarat Publish Jurnal. 

2. Pada pendahuluan perlu dijelaskan perbedaan penelitian ini dengan penelitian 

lainnya serta Novelty Penelitian. 

3. Pada Gambar 1 perlu ditambahkan Judul Tabel dan Sumber. 

4. Beberapa judul sebaiknya dalam bahasa Indonesia seperti: Empirical Model and 

Variable Measurement. 

5. Tabel 1. Hasil Uji Statistik Deskriptif/Respondent Demographics sebaiknya 

ditambahkan informasi ‘n’ (bisa dengan tambah Kolom). 

6. Beberapa kutipan belum dimendeleykan 

7. Pada kesimpulan diharapkan ditambah keterbatasan 

Author diharapkan mengikuti dan merevisi sesuai hasil review yang diberikan setelah LOA 

dikirimkan Max 7 Hari. Terimakasih 

 

Keputusan Reviewer 

Mohon memberikan tanda X (silang) pada kolom yang tersedia. 

1 Diterima tanpa revisi      

2 Diterima dengan revisi minor X 

 3 Diterima dengan revisi mayor  

4 Ditolak  

 

Semarang, 2 Mei 2024 

Reviewer, 

 

 

 

                       JAKA (Jurnal Akuntansi,Keuangan dan Auditing) 

Rissa Anandita
02 April 2024



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

LAMPIRAN 3 

BUKTI KONFIRMASI SUBMIT HASIL REVIEW PERTAMA  

DAN ARTIKEL YANG DIRESUBMIT 

 



 
 

 

 

 

Tue, April 30, 2024, 02:34 PM 

To jurnal@riset.dinus.ac.id 

Dear Editors and Reviewers of the Jurnal Akuntansi, Keuangan dan Auditing (JAKA), 
I hereby submit the latest revised version of my article, which has been adjusted according to the reviewers’ feedback. 
Thank you. 

WORD 

 



Nama Lengkap Tanpa Gelar1  dan Nama Lengkap Tanpa Gelar2 : Judul Jurnal  

ISSN 
2723 – 2522 (Online)  

 

JAKA 
 

              Jurnal Akuntansi, Keuangan dan Auditing, Vol.  (No. ), 20__, Hal: - 
 

http://publikasi.dinus.ac.id/index.php/jaka 
 
 

DIFFERENCES BETWEEN INTERNAL AND EXTERNAL AUDITS IN 
DETECTING FRAUD: THE MODERATING ROLE OF 

PROFESSIONAL SKEPTICISM AS A MODERATING VARIABEL 
 

Rissa Anandita1, Fakhmi Zakaria2, dan Rifki Adhi Prasetyo3 
1,3Progdi Akuntansi Perpajakan,  Sekolah Vokasi, Universitas Diponegoro 

2Progdi Akuntansi,  Fakultas Ekonomi dan Bisnis, Universitas Dian Nuswantoro 
1,3Jl. Erlangga Tengah No 17 Pleburan, Semarang, Indonesia 

2Jl. Nakula I No. 5-11 Semarang, Indonesia 
 

*Corresponding Author: 1 rissaanandita@live.undip.ac.id, 2 fakhmi@dsn.dinus.ac.id,  
3 rifkiadhip@live.undip.ac.id 

 
Diterima: ; Direvisi: ; Dipublikasikan:   

 
 

ABSTRACT 
This research aims to examine the differences between internal and external audit in detecting fraud, as well as the 

role of professional skepticism as a moderating variable between independence and audit experience in fraud detection. The 
population and research object are internal and external auditors in Central Java Province. The sampling technique used in 
the research was purposive sampling, obtaining a sample of 155 internal auditors and 177 external auditors. The research 
method uses Structural Equation Model (SEM) with the help of Smart-PLS 4 software. Data was obtained using a 
questionnaire. The research results were divided into two groups, namely in the internal and external auditor groups, where 
there were similar results which stated that professional independence and auditor experience had a positive impact on fraud 
detection. The moderating variable professional skepticism is unable to moderate the relationship between professional 
independence and auditor experience in detecting external and internal auditor fraud. However, in the professional internal 
auditor group, skepticism was able to moderate the relationship between auditor experience and fraud detection. 
 
Keywords: professional independence; auditor page; professional skepticism; fraud detection 
 
 

ABSTRAK 
Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk mengkaji perbedaan antara audit internal dan eksternal dalam mendeteksi kecurangan, 

serta peran skeptisisme profesional sebagai variabel moderasi antara independensi dan pengalaman audit pada deteksi 
kecurangan. Populasi dan objek penelitian adalah auditor internal dan eksternal di Provinsi Jawa Tengah. Teknik sampel yang 
digunakan dalam penelitian adalah purposive sampling didapat sampel 155 auditor internal dan 177 auditor eksternal. Metode 
penelitian menggunakan Structural Equation Model (SEM) dengan bantuan software Smart-PLS 4. Data diperoleh dengan 
kuesioner. Hasil penelitian terbagi dua yaitu pada kelompok auditor internal dan eksternal dimana terjadi kesamaan hasil yang 
menyatakan independensi profesional dan pengalaman auditor berdampak positif terhadap deteksi kecurangan. Variabel 
moderasi profesional skeptisisme tidak mampu memoderasi hubungan independensi profesional dan pengalaman auditor 
dalam mendeteksi kecurangan auditor eksternal dan internal. Namun pada kelompok auditor internal professional skepticism 
mampu memoderasi hubungan pengalaman auditor dan deteksi kecurangan. 
 
Kata Kunci: independensi professional; pengalaman auditor; skeptisisme profesional; deteksi kecurangan    
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INTRODUCTION  
 Fraud is a challenge in organizations in this era. This is in the organization's context; 
fraud is an unethical act that disrupts the law and policies that can be carried out by individuals 
or groups in the organization itself, aiming for personal interest and profit (Roszkowska, 2021).  
For example, many forms of fraud in organizations are corruption, theft, embezzlement, and 
financial manipulation (Hakami et al., 2020). According to data from the Association of 
Certified Fraud Examiners (ASFE) Indonesia in 2020, they said that in Indonesia forms of 
financial fraud were dominated by financial statement fraud at 9.2%, corruption at 69.9%, and 
misuse of assets at 20% (ACSFI, 2020). The impact of financial fraud will result in a company 
not developing and even going bankrupt (Roszkowska, 2021). For prevention, organizations 
usually conduct regular audits to prevent fraud (Koerniawati, 2021). 
 Currently, research in auditing is a crucial effort to improve the understanding of good 
audit practices. However, auditors face several challenges today regarding developing 
expertise and identifying risks and fraud (Junitra & Lastanti, 2022). This is because, in today's 
audit world, there are still many phenomena where an auditor experiences errors in detecting 
fraud in the firm being inspected (The Institute of Internal Auditors, 2019). According to 
several studies, an auditor is often unable to reveal fraud because they lack independence and 
experience as an auditor (Kleinman et al., 2020). This study looks at several sides of internal 
and external auditors. Internal auditors conduct audits in companies that focus on company 
management, aiming to audit the company's internal controls and assist the company in 
providing the necessary advice and evaluation (Ritonga, 2023). Unfortunately, the weakness 
of internal auditors lies in several problems that an internal auditor must face, namely that they 
are often considered less neutral and independent in conducting audits because there are 
indications that they are close to management (Handoyo & Bunga, 2021). Meanwhile, external 
auditors are independent auditors from outside the organization who aim to audit financial 
statements (Ambarsari et al., 2018). In the opinion of Lari Dashtbayaz et al. (2022), external 
auditors tend to depend more on clients to get their income. 
 An auditor's independence is a fundamental principle that requires the auditor to remain 
objective and impartial and not be influenced by certain interests or pressures that can interfere 
with his integrity in carrying out his duties (Junitra & Lastanti, 2022). This independence is 
very important because it ensures that the audit results can be trusted and used to make the 
right decisions (Rahmi et al., 2024). Meanwhile, auditor experience can be defined as a series 
of experiences working as an auditor, which includes knowledge, experience, and skills gained 
during a career as an auditor (Narayana, 2020). Previous research revealed a positive 
relationship between professional independence and an auditor's experience in fraud detection 
(Salsabil, 2020). Research conducted by Iftinan & Sukarmanto, (2022) concluded that auditor 
experience vital role in improving the quality of fraud detection in auditors when conducting 
company audits. In this study, we also see the role of professional skepticism, where skepticism 
is an attitude and behavior of being critical, not easily believing, and not making limitations 
when conducting an audit evaluation (Budiantoro et al., 2022). Several studies have revealed 
that audit professional skepticism can strengthen the relationship between auditor 
independence and experience in fraud detection. Thus, this study examines the differences 
between internal and external audits in detecting fraud and the role of professional skepticism 
as a moderating variable between independence and audit experience on fraud detection. 
 
THEORETICAL REVIEW 
Professional Independence and Fraud Detection 

Becoming an auditor is not easy, and auditors must have professional determination so 
that they are not easily intervened by parties who want to cover up fraud (Merta Permana & 
Budiartha, 2022). An auditor must have the value of professional independence to identify 
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fraud in the company being audited (Junitra & Lastanti, 2022). Several experts state that auditor 
independence will impact the efficiency, effectiveness, and quality of financial reports 
provided by financial institutions (Rahmi et al., 2024). Based on the fraud triangle theory, 
management often carries out manipulative actions because of opportunities and opportunities 
(Iskandar & Kurniawan, 2020). For this reason, an independent auditor is a professional 
responsible for conducting an independent audit of an entity's financial statements. When 
performing an audit, an independent auditor does not commit fraud in the financial reports they 
make (Agustina et al., 2021). An auditor needs to be impartial, unaffected by the interests of 
any party, and free from interference, and if a condition is discovered, he is not permitted to 
participate in maintaining it (Kartim et al., 2022). Several previous studies have clarified that 
there is a positive connection between auditor independence and fraud detection (Agustina et 
al., 2021). This means that independent auditors comply with applicable audit standards and 
maintain independence in carrying out their work, which means they are not bound by conflicts 
of interest or pressure from the audited party to detect existing fraud. 
H1a: Professional independence has a positive effect on internal auditor fraud detection.  
H1b: Professional independence has a positive effect on external auditor fraud detection 

 
Auditor Experience and Fraud Detection 

In general, experience is valuable. Experience is related to what an individual has done 
to be used as evaluation material in acting in the future (Narayana, 2020). According to Ruth 
et al., (2021), experience is knowledge and abilities obtained by an individual from an event 
experienced (which is experienced directly or participated in the event experienced). 
Experience while working is significant because the more experienced an individual is, the 
more the ability to act and make decisions is always appropriate (Lari Dashtbayaz et al., 2022). 
Experience as an auditor is a crucial factor in work; this is useful in working as an auditor; 
experience influences auditors in detecting problems and resolving problems, enabling them to 
think and act more carefully (Putra & Dwirandra, 2019). Work results as an experienced auditor 
will differ from those of a less experienced auditor; a professional auditor can examine 
financial reports accurately and thoroughly (Anto et al., 2020). 

According to Putra & Dwirandra (2019), the auditor's experience will significantly 
impact fraud detection when conducting an audit. This is because the auditor's experience in 
recognizing fraud increases along with their experience. In agency theory, two parties have 
their interests: management as an agent and the company as the principal (Fauziah & Yanthi, 
2021). Therefore, if problems occur in the organization, management will act in various forms 
of fraud. For this purpose, an auditor who is experienced in detecting fraud is needed when 
conducting audits. Based on the results of previous research conducted by Iftinan & 
Sukarmanto (2022), they explained that auditors who have long experience will tend to have 
accuracy, knowledge, and skills in detecting errors and fraud. 
H2a: Auditor experience has a positive effect on internal auditor fraud detection 
H2b: Auditor experience has a positive effect on external auditor fraud detection 
 
Professional Independence and Fraud Detection Moderation of Professional Scepticism  

Professional independence strengthens the relationship between an audit's professional 
skepticism and detecting fraud. The reason for this association is that robust independence 
among auditees, he is more likely to maintain a strong attitude of skepticism towards the 
information received; this is to prevent conflicts of interest that could influence his views 
(Sukma & Paramitha, 2020). According to Agustina et al. (2021), the pressure to disclose 
fraudulent financial reports by an audit often creates problems. Still, revealing the fraud will 
not be difficult if an audit has independence and an attitude of skepticism. Research conducted 
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by Salsabil (2020) demonstrates how professional independence and skepticism work together 
to support an auditor's capacity to detec fraud. 
H3a: Professional skepticism strengthens the relationship between professional independence 
and internal auditor fraud detection 
H3b: Professional skepticism strengthens the relationship between professional independence 
and external auditor fraud detection 
 
Auditor Experience and Fraud Detection Moderation of Professional Scepticism 

Professional skepticism is a mental attitude in the form of critical caution, rational doubt 
about the information received, and the desire to seek evidence of the information received by 
an auditee to conclude (Santoso et al., 2020). Usually, a good attitude of skepticism will appear 
in an experienced audit person (Nurkholis, 2020). An auditee can uncover fraud in a company's 
financial reports by exercising skepticism (Agustina et al., 2021). This follows the previous 
explanation that professional skepticism helps auditors remain critical and alert to potential 
fraud. In contrast, auditor experience provides the knowledge and insight needed to identify 
subtler patterns and signs of fraud. Several previous empirical studies have clarified that 
skepticism can bolster the relationship between an auditor's audit experience and detecting 
fraud (Salsabil, 2020). 
H4a: Professional skepticism strengthens the relationship between auditor experience and 
internal auditor fraud detection 
H4b: Professional skepticism strengthens the relationship between auditor experience and 
external fraud detection.  

 
 

METHOD 
The study was conducted in January and March of 2024.. The research object was 

External and Internal auditors in Central Java. The research population is divided into two 
population categories: external auditors who work at public accounting firms in Central Java 
and internal auditors who work in several company sectors. The sampling technique used in 
this research is purposive sampling using specified sample criteria. The number of samples 
obtained in this research was 155 internal auditors (N=155) who worked for internal companies 
in Central Java Province and 177 internal auditors (N=177 who worked at Public Accounting 
Firms (KAP) in Central Java Province. Research data used closed questionnaire data 
distributed to respondents with the help of an online questionnaire form. The questionnaire 
scale used is a Likert scale of 1-7. This research uses a quantitative method approach using the 
Structural Equation Model (SEM) with the help of Smartpls software version 4.  Data analysis 
will use multiple techniques, such as group analysis, to determine the differences between two 
samples, namely the internal and external auditor groups. In this study, the independence 
variable was measured by four indicator items. Three indicator items measured the professional 
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skepticism variable. Three indicator items measured the auditor experience variable. Four 
indicator items measured the fraud detection variables. 

Respondent demographics are presented using descriptive analysis, with categories of 
gender, age, work experience, and education. Table 1 shows the demographics of respondents 
in this study. 

 
Table 1. Respondent Demographics 

Variable Internal auditor model  External auditor model 
Frequency  Percentage  Frequency  Percentage  

Gender     
Man 78 51 88 49 

Woman 77 49 89 51 
Age     

20-30 33 18,6 95 53,6 
31-40 45 29 30 16,9 
41-50 58 37,4 45 25 
51-60 19 12,2 7 3,9 

Work experience     
<10 110 70,1 131 74 

11-20 28 18 26 15 
<20 17 12 20 11 

Education     
Bachelor 98 63 103 58 
Masters 40 25,8 60 33,8 
Doctor 17 11 14 7,9 

 
Source: Primary data processed in 2024. 
 
RESULTS 

This research uses data analysis techniques with SEM with the help of  Smartpls version 
4 software. The reason for using SEM with Smartpls is that the proposed model is relatively 
new to research; this research uses multi-group analysis to determine the differences in results 
from two sample groups, namely internal and external audits. Analysis using Smartpls itself 
will go through two stages of analysis, namely the Inner Model and the Outer Model (J. F. Hair 
et al., 2019). 
Outer Model 
Convergent Validity 

The outer model in Smartpls is used to determine the validity of each construct used. At 
the outer model stage, each construct in the latent variable will go through several validity 
stages, namely convergent validity, reliability, and discriminant validity (Khan et al., 2019). 
Convergent validity assesses how well a measuring instrument can measure the same construct 
as an existing one. Convergent validity can be seen from the loading factor value, which must 
be more than > 0.7 (J. F. Hair et al., 2019). In this study, all constructs in the latent variables 
in the internal and external audit models have met convergent validity, which can be seen in 
Table 2. 
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Table 2. Loading Factor 
Variable Indicators Loading Factor 

(Internal Auditor) 
Loading Factor 

(External Auditor) 
Professional 
Independence 
 

X1 0,844 0,884 
X2 0,876 0,796 
X3 0,822 0,826 
X4 0,802 0,853 

Professional 
skepticism 
 

X5 0,899 0,901 
X6 0,901 0,888 
X7 0,781 0,817 

Auditor 
Experience 
 

X8 0,787 0,858 
X9 0,839 0,900 
X10 0,916 0,791 

Fraud 
Detection 

X11 0,775 0,769 
X12 0,770 0,815 
X13 0,772 0,780 
X14 0,728 0,719 

 
Source: Smartpls 4 2024 data processing. 

 
Discriminant Validity 

Discriminant validity in this research is essential. Discriminant validity determines 
whether each latent variable construct can differentiate itself from other latent variables 
(Sarstedt et al., 2020). In research, discriminant validity can be seen by calculating the Fornell-
Larcker criterion. A latent variable is said to have good convergent validity if the average 
variance extracted (AVE) value is greater than other latent variables. In the research, all latent 
variables in the internal and external audit models have met good discriminant validity, which 
can be seen in Table 3 and Table 5. 

 
Table 3. Fornell-Larcker (Internal auditor) 

 Auditor 
Experience 

Detecting 
Fraud 

Professional 
Independence 

Professional 
skepticism 

Auditor 
Experience 

0,849    

Detecting Fraud 0,685 0,762   
Professional 

Independence 
0,741 0,758 0,837  

Professional 
skepticism 

0,775 0,732 0,849 0,863 

Source: Smartpls 4 2024 data processing. 

 
Table 4. Fornell-Larcker (External auditor) 

 Auditor 
Experience 

Detecting 
 Fraud 

Professional 
Independence 

Professional 
skepticism 

Auditor  
Experience 

0,852    

Detecting Fraud 0,788 0,777   
Professional 

Independence 
0,779 0,815 0,837  
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Professional 
skepticism 

0,776 0,779 0,876 0,879 

Source: Smartpls 4 2024 data processing. 

 
Reliability Test 

The reliability test in this research was carried out to test whether each construct in the 
latent variable was reliable if tested again (J. F. J. Hair et al., 2014). The reliability test in this 
research is by looking at the Cronbach Alpha value, which must be more than > 0.7, and the 
Composite Reliability (C.R) value, which must be more than > 0.7 (Sarstedt et al., 2020). Our 
evaluation showed that internal and external audit models had met the reliability test. 
Reliability tests can be seen in Tables 5 and 6. 
 
Table 5. Reliability Test (Internal Auditor) 

 
  Cronbach's Alpha Composite 

Reliability 
Average Variance 
Extracted (AVE) 

Auditor Experience 0,805 0,885 0,721 
Detecting Fraud 0,761 0,847 0,580 
Professional Independence 0,857 0,903 0,700 
Professional Scepticism 0,825 0,897 0,744 

Source: Smartpls 4 2024 data processing. 

 
Table 6. Reliability Test (ExternalAuditor) 
  Cronbach's Alpha Composite 

Reliability 
Average Variance 
Extracted (AVE) 

Auditor Experience 0,810 0,888 0,726 
Detecting Fraud 0,782 0,859 0,604 
Professional Independence 0,854 0,903 0,700 
Professional skepticism 0,853 0,911 0,773 

Source: Smartpls 4 2024 data processing. 
 
Inner Model 

The inner model in Smartpls is used to see the relationship between latent variables 
(constructs), which consist of endogenous and exogenous variables (Khan et al., 2019). This 
research uses the inner model to view hypothesis testing and R-Square. 
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Figure 2. Internal Auditor Structural Model 

Source: Smartpls4 2024 data processing. 
 

Figure 3. Structural Model of External Auditors 
Source: Smartpls 4 2024 data processing. 
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Hypothesis Testing 
Hypothesis testing is an essential part of this research because the hypothesis proposed 

by the researcher can be said to be accepted or rejected, which can be seen in this test (Khan et 
al., 2019). Our study used a value of α=5% with a significance of 0.05. This study accepts the 
hypothesis that the P-value must be less than <0.05. Hypothesis testing in this research can be 
seen in Table 8. 

 
Table 8. Hypothesis Testing 

Hipotesis 
 

Internal Auditor Model External auditor model 
β P  

Values 
Result β P 

Values 
Result 

Auditor Experience -> 
Detecting Fraud 

0,191 0,028 Accepted 0,370 0,000 Accepted 

Moderating Effect 1 -> 
Detecting Fraud 

0,019 0,830 Rejected 0,108 0,250 Rejected 

Moderating Effect 2 -> 
Detecting Fraud 

-0,118 0,145 Rejected 0,127 0,026 Accepted 

Professional Independence -> 
Detecting Fraud 

0,442 0,000 Accepted 0,409 0,000 Accepted 

Source: Smartpls 4 2024 data processing. 
 
R-Square (R2) 

In this research, R-square measures how much variation in endogenous latent variables 
can be explained by directly connected exogenous latent variables. In both models analyzed, 
internal and external audits produce good R-square. This can be seen from the R-square value 
of the internal audit model, which is 0.628, and from the R-square value of the external audit 
model, which is 0.724. The R-square test results can be seen in Table 7. 

 
Table 7. R-square  
 R -square Internal Auditor Model Internal Auditor Model 
Detecting Fraud 0,628 0,724 

Source: Smartpls 4 2024 data processing. 
 
DISCUSSION 
Professional independence on internal auditor fraud detection. 

The results of the data analysis show that the hypothesis that professional independence 
has a positive effect on internal auditor fraud detection is accepted (sig=0.00). This research is 
in line with research conducted by Mariyana et al. (2021), stating that there is a positive impact 
between auditors' professional independence and fraud detection. This refers to the ability and 
attitude of the auditors themselves to carry out their duties without any influence or pressure 
that could interfere with their objectivity. When internal auditors can maintain high 
professional independence, they tend to detect fraud within the organization more effectively. 
According to the fraud triangle theory, independent individuals will strongly believe that they 
should not commit fraud and comply with existing procedures. Professional independence in 
an auditor will strengthen personal integrity, increase awareness of the risk of fraud, and 
comply with applicable ethical and professional standards (Merta Permana & Budiartha, 2022). 
 
Professional independence on external auditor fraud detection. 

The results of the data analysis show that the hypothesis that professional independence 
has a positive effect on external auditor fraud detection is accepted (sig=0.00). This research is 
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in line with research conducted by Muntasir & Maryasih (2021), stating that there is a positive 
impact between professional independence and fraud detection. These results follow the 
opinion of Larasati & Puspitasari (2019), who state that the independence of external auditors 
has a strong relationship with fraud detection. Thus, it can be explained that independence 
increases the reliability of audit results, ensuring that auditors can uncover and report fraud 
without any obstacles. It can be said that the relationship between auditor independence and 
fraud detection is a positive dependency relationship where the more robust the auditor's 
independence, the better the fraud detection that is revealed. 
 
Auditor experience on internal auditor fraud detection. 

The results of the data analysis show that the hypothesis that auditor experience has a 
positive effect on internal auditor fraud is accepted (sig=0.028). These results follow the 
opinion of Budiantoro et al. (2022), which states that an auditor's experience plays a crucial 
role in detecting fraud. This can be explained by the fact that the more experienced an auditor 
is at work, the higher their skills and knowledge in detecting fraud will be. According to the 
research results of Sukma & Paramitha (2020), experienced auditors are effective in finding 
errors and fraud and provide more accurate clarity in detecting fraud compared to new auditors 
who are less experienced. 

 
Auditor experience external auditor fraud detection. 

The results of the data analysis show that the hypothesis that auditor experience has a 
positive effect on external auditor fraud is accepted (sig=0.00). Thus, these results align with 
the opinion of Iftinan & Sukarmanto (2022), explaining that the positive impact of the 
experience will increase an audit's response in seeing and detecting fraud. According to 
Larasati & Puspitasari (2019), experienced auditors can identify and find the root causes of 
fraud. This happens because someone who does work repeatedly, their skills and knowledge 
will become better honed. The results of this research align with research conducted by Merta 
Permana & Budiartha, (2022) that shows that auditor experience positively affects auditor 
fraud detection. 
 
Professional skepticism strengthens the relationship between professional independence 
and internal auditor fraud detection. 

The results of the data analysis show that the hypothesis that professional skepticism 
strengthens the relationship between professional independence and internal auditor fraud 
detection is rejected (sig=0.830). The results show that the proposed hypothesis is rejected. 
This can explain why skepticism cannot strengthen the relationship between professional 
independence and fraud detection. Several opinions state that internal auditors are often under 
pressure from management to reveal fraud, so their skepticism in accepting information from 
management is not accurate. This research's results align with Sukma & Paramitha (2020), who 
said that the association between independence and fraud detection is not moderated by 
professional skepticism. 
 
Professional skepticism strengthens the relationship between professional independence 
and external auditor fraud detection. 

The results of the data analysis show that the hypothesis that professional skepticism 
strengthens the relationship between professional independence and internal auditor fraud 
detection is rejected (sig=0.250). These results can be explained by the fact that conflicts of 
interest often become a challenge for an auditor in disclosing fraud, resulting in an auditor's 
independence and skepticism in carrying out their duties. Sukma & Paramitha (2020) revealed 
that an external audit often needs more information to understand the organization's internal 
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operations more deeply. Although skepticism helps information evaluate fraud, independence 
is more important in an objective audit. 

 
Professional skepticism strengthens the relationship between auditor experience and 
internal auditor fraud detection. 

The results of the data analysis show that the hypothesis that professional skepticism 
strengthens the relationship between auditor experience and internal auditor fraud detection is 
rejected (sig=0.145). Professional skepticism and internal auditor experience are essential in 
detecting fraud, but professional skepticism does not always directly strengthen this 
relationship. According to research by Sukma & Paramitha (2020), experience can provide 
important and valuable insight; auditors who are too dependent on their experience may be less 
flexible and have a skeptical attitude in dealing with fraud. 
 
Professional skepticism strengthens the relationship between auditor experience and 
external auditor fraud detection. 

The results of the data analysis show that the professional skepticism hypothesis 
strengthens the relationship between auditor experience and internal auditor fraud detection 
(sig=0.026). This is the opinion of Salsabil (2020), who states that the better the auditor's 
skepticism in carrying out audits, the better the auditor's ability to detect fraud. According to 
an auditor, a high level of skepticism will grow along with the auditor's experience in carrying 
out their duties. This result aligns with research conducted by Sukma & Paramitha (2020), This 
claims that the association between an auditor's experience variable and their ability to detect 
fraud is strengthened by professional skepticism, a moderating variable. 

 
CONCLUSION 

Research has concluded that the perception of detecting fraud among internal and 
external auditors is similar in that they prioritize professional independence in detecting fraud. 
The moderating variable of professional skepticism is considered less successful in mediating 
the relationship between professional independence and auditor experience on fraud detection 
by internal and external editors. However, in the external audit of the relationship between 
editor experience and fraud detection, the moderating variable of professional skepticism 
strengthened this relationship. In this research, we see that internal and external auditors have 
the same goal of producing effective and efficient fraud detection. Even though they have 
different roles and involvements, they have similarities in their approach to detecting fraud, 
namely, prioritizing professional independence as an audit person. 

Lastly, in this research, we suggest that although internal and external auditors have 
similarities in maintaining independence and utilizing auditor experience, differences in their 
contexts can influence how they apply this independence and experience in detecting fraud. 
Internal auditors have the advantage of access and a deep understanding of an organization's 
operations, while external auditors can provide a more independent and objective view from 
outside the organization. 
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