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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 manuscript examines the impact of auditor competence and integrity on fraud detection, with professional skepticism as a mediating variable. Given the increasing sophistication of financial fraud globally, this research provides valuable empirical evidence from the context of Indonesian public accounting firms. By clarifying the roles of competence, integrity, and professional skepticism, the study addresses a timely and important topic for audit practitioners, academics, and regulators. The use of Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) adds rigor to the analysis, and the findings offer practical insights for enhancing audit quality and trust in financial reporting.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the core content and variables studied in the manuscript. It clearly identifies the main factors (competence, integrity, and professional skepticism) and the research focus (fraud detection).

No changes are necessary.
	

	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 provides a clear overview of the research aim, methodology, sample, and key findings. However, it can be strengthened by adding more quantitative detail, such as mentioning the sample size and specific statistical methods used (e.g., SEM-PLS). Additionally, consider briefly stating the practical implications of the findings for audit practice.

Suggested revision/addition:
Include the sample size (58 auditors), mention that SEM-PLS was used for analysis, and briefly highlight how the results may inform future auditor training or regulatory policies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is methodologically sound, employing appropriate statistical techniques (SEM-PLS) and presenting thorough validity and reliability testing. The theoretical framework is robust, grounded in attribution theory, and the hypotheses are clearly developed. Results are transparently reported, with both direct and indirect effects discussed. Limitations are acknowledged, and conclusions are drawn in alignment with the data.

However, a few minor points can improve scientific rigor:
· Expand on how variables were measured, especially for constructs like "competence" and "professional skepticism" (e.g., give more detail on the specific questionnaire items or scales).

· Clarify response rate and sampling representativeness more explicitly.

· Consider discussing possible confounding factors or external validity limitations.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript draws upon a large number of relevant, recent sources (2022–2024), and covers both foundational theories and empirical studies. Key international and regional literature is cited.

No critical references are missing.
If possible, consider adding a reference or two from highly-cited international audit journals (e.g., Auditing: A Journal of Practice & Theory, The Accounting Review) to further contextualize findings for a broader audience.
	

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


	Overall, the English language is clear and understandable. The manuscript is well-organized and reads fluently for the most part. However, there are occasional grammatical errors and awkward sentence structures (e.g., missing articles, word order, or subject-verb agreement) that should be addressed in a copy-editing round.

Examples:
· "The results further reveal that neither competence nor integrity enhances fraud detection through the mediation of professional skepticism."

· "In research, the outer loading value > 0.7 variables explain more than 50%..." (should clarify wording).

A careful language revision will enhance the overall scholarly quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study makes a valuable contribution to the literature on audit quality and fraud detection. The results particularly the finding that integrity, but not competence, predicts fraud detection, and that professional skepticism does not significantly mediate these effects are both interesting and potentially impactful for practice. The authors are encouraged to expand discussion of the policy and training implications, and to explore possible reasons for the non-significant role of professional skepticism, perhaps in future research. Visual presentation (tables/figures) is appropriate and aids comprehension.
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