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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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 study offers a valuable contribution to the field of behavioural auditing by exploring how professional scepticism mediates the relationship between role conflict, audit experience, and auditors’ judgment. Its relevance to the academic community is reflected in the following points:

1). It deepens our understanding of how psychological dynamics and organisational environments shape the quality of audit judgments.

2). It addresses inconsistencies found in earlier studies concerning the effects of audit experience and role conflict on judgment quality.

3). It brings new empirical insights from a developing country—Indonesia—whose audit context remains underrepresented in international research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title reflects the content and focus of the study well. However, it could be considered to improve the style to:

‘The Mediating Role of Professional Skepticism in the Relationship Between Role Conflict, Audit Experience, and Audit Judgment’

to emphasise the position of the mediating variable.
	

	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 has concisely described the objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. However, it needs minor revision:

Use consistent tense (e.g. ‘This study examines...’ not ‘seeks to examine’).

Avoid repetition between direct results and indirect results.

Suggested improvements:

Add a sentence emphasising the theoretical and practical contributions of the study in the last two lines of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, this manuscript is appropriate and methodologically correct:

1). The exploratory quantitative design fits the research objectives.

2). The use of path modelling and Sobel test is appropriate for testing mediation.

3). The validity and reliability of the instruments have been properly tested.

However, there are some minor shortcomings:

It is not explained how potential bias from self-report surveys is handled (junior/senior respondents may have different biases).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The available references are quite complete and up to date (until 2024), and use strong sources. However, the format for writing references must be improved.

	

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


	Overall, the English is quite good 

	

	Optional/General comments


	This research is very promising for publication after minor improvements. 
Improve the wording of the abstract to make it more concise and academic.

Add a discussion of the limitations of the study and suggestions for future research.

Revise some parts of the English language that are less natural to be more academic.
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