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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This paper examines audit behavior by examining how task complexity reduces the impact of a number of important psychological and professional elements on audit judgment. These include experience, independence, pressure in supervising, locus of control, pressure on compliance, and pressure on time budget. The study focuses on cognitive and contextual factors that influence an auditor's decision making.
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	Yes, the title of the article reflects the scope and content of the research.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is clear enough but would be improved by including: (1) please improve the research design, place and duration of the study. (2) the number of population in this study
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this article is strong in its conceptual framework, research design, and data analysis. However, to improve the article, the following revisions are needed: (1). The theoretical section on moderating variables needs to be strengthened. (2). Control variables are not clearly explained or discussed. (3). It would be much better if the moderation hypothesis could state "strengthening" or "weakening" the relationship between the independent variable and the dependent variable. (4). sentences contain too many extra spaces. (5). There are some redundancies and inconsistencies in the language of the literature review. (6). incorrect citation
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are generally adequate, although most are local Indonesian studies or theses. The addition of international literature would increase the global relevance of this paper.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	This manuscript requires revision of grammar, sentence structure, and clarity. Examples:

Replace ‘audit judgement’ with ‘audit judgment’ consistently.
Change ambiguous writing (e.g., “task complexity cannot be a moderating variable on the influence of...” can be expressed better). 
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