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ABSTRACT 

Rizka Aulia Noor (2026). The Effect of Audit Experience, Professional Skepticism, 

Moral Reasoning, and Time Budget Pressure on Audit Quality with Religiosity as a 

Moderating Variable (Study on Regional APIP of South Kalimantan Province). 

Advisor: Dra. Hj. Rasidah, M.Si, Ak, CA, CPA 

This study aims to determine and analyze the effect of Audit Experience, 

Professional Skepticism, Moral Reasoning, and Time Budget Pressure, moderated 

by Religiosity, on Audit Quality in Government Internal Supervisory Apparatus 

(APIP) in South Kalimantan Province. 

This study uses associative research with a quantitative approach. The 

sampling technique used is saturated sampling, with 91 responses from APIP in 

South Kalimantan Province. Primary data collection is conducted using 

questionnaires distributed to APIP in South Kalimantan Province. Data analysis 

uses the Structural Equation Model (SEM) PLS with the help of SmartPLS software 

version 4.1.1.8. 

The research results show that audit experience, professional skepticism, 

and moral reasoning have a positive effect on audit quality. Meanwhile, time budget 

pressure does not have a negative effect on audit quality. Religiosity also moderates 

the relationship between time budget pressure and audit quality. However, 

religiosity does not moderate the relationship between audit experience, 

professional skepticism, and moral reasoning on audit quality. 

Keywords: Audit Experience, Professional Skepticism, Moral Reasoning, Time 

Budget Pressure, Religiosity, Audit Quality. 
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ABSTRAKSI 

Rizka Aulia Noor (2026). Pengaruh Pengalaman Audit, Skeptisisme Profesional, 

Moral Reasoning, dan Tekanan Anggaran Waktu terhadap Kualitas Audit dengan 

Religiusitas sebagai Variabel Moderasi (Studi pada APIP Daerah Provinsi 

Kalimantan Selatan). 

Pembimbing: Dra. Hj. Rasidah, M.Si, Ak, CA, CPA 

 Penelitian ini memiliki tujuan untuk mengetahui dan menganalisis pengaruh 

variabel Pengalaman Audit, Skeptisisme Profesional, Moral Reasoning, dan 

Tekanan Anggaran Waktu dimoderasi oleh Religiusitas terhadap Kualitas Audit 

pada Aparat Pengawas Intern Pemerintah (APIP) yang berada di Provinsi 

Kalimantan Selatan. 

 Jenis Penelitian yang digunakan dalam penelitian ini adalah penelitian 

asosiatif dengan pendekatan kuantitatif. Teknik pengambilan sampel dalam 

penelitian ini adalah sampel jenuh dan sampel yang digunakan sebanyak 91 

jawaban yang berasal dari APIP Provinsi Kalimantan Selatan. Teknik pengumpulan 

data dalam penelitian ini adalah data primer dengan menggunakan kuesioner yang 

disebarkan ke APIP Provinsi Kalimantan Selatan. Analisis data menggunakan 

Structural Equation Model (SEM) PLS dengan bantuan software SmartPLS versi 

4.1.1.8. 

 Hasil Penelitian menunjukkan bahwa Pengalaman Audit, Skeptisisme 

Profesional, dan Moral Reasoning berpengaruh positif terhadap kualitas audit. 

Sedangkan, Tekanan Anggaran Waktu tidak berpengaruh negatif terhadap Kualitas 

Audit. Religiusitas juga mampu memoderasi hubungan antara Tekanan Anggaran 

Waktu dengan Kualitas Audit. Namun, Religiusitas tidak mampu memoderasi 

hubungan antara Pengalaman Audit, Skeptisisme Profesional, dan Moral Reasoning 

terhadap Kualitas Audit. 

Kata Kunci: Pengalaman Audit, Skeptisisme Profesional, Moral Reasoning, 

Tekanan Anggaran Waktu, Religiusitas, Kualitas Audit. 

 

  



 

 

xi 

 

DAFTAR ISI 

 

HALAMAN SAMPUL ........................................................................................... i 

LEMBAR LEGALITAS ....................................................................................... ii 

LEMBAR PENGESAHAN UJIAN SKRIPSI ................................................... iii 

BERITA ACARA PERBAIKAN SKRIPSI ........................................................ iv 

SURAT PERNYATAAN........................................................................................ v 

KATA PENGANTAR ........................................................................................... vi 

ABSTRACT ........................................................................................................... ix 

ABSTRAKSI .......................................................................................................... x 

DAFTAR ISI ......................................................................................................... xi 

DAFTAR TABEL ................................................................................................ xv 

DAFTAR GAMBAR ......................................................................................... xvii 

DAFTAR LAMPIRAN .................................................................................... xviii 

BAB I PENDAHULUAN ...................................................................................... 1 

1.1 Latar Belakang .............................................................................................. 1 

1.2 Rumusan Masalah ....................................................................................... 12 

1.3 Tujuan Penelitian ......................................................................................... 13 

1.4 Manfaat Penelitian....................................................................................... 14 

1.5 Sistematika Penulisan .................................................................................. 15 

BAB II TINJAUAN PUSTAKA ......................................................................... 17 

2.1 Landasan Teori ............................................................................................ 17 

2.1.1 Teori Atribusi........................................................................................ 17 

2.1.2 Audit ..................................................................................................... 20 

2.1.3 Auditor Internal Pemerintah ................................................................. 21 

2.1.4 Jenis-Jenis Audit Pemerintah ............................................................... 24 

2.1.5 Kualitas Audit....................................................................................... 27 

2.1.6 Pengalaman Audit ................................................................................ 29 

2.1.7 Skeptisisme Profesional ....................................................................... 32 

2.1.8 Moral Reasoning .................................................................................. 35 

2.1.9 Tekanan Anggaran Waktu..................................................................... 39 

2.1.10 Religiusitas ......................................................................................... 42 

2.2 Hasil Penelitian Terdahulu .......................................................................... 45 



 

 

xii 

 

BAB III KERANGKA KONSEPTUAL DAN HIPOTESIS ............................ 50 

3.1 Kerangka Konseptual .................................................................................. 50 

3.2 Hipotesis ...................................................................................................... 53 

3.2.1 Pengaruh Pengalaman Audit Terhadap Kualitas Audit ........................ 53 

3.2.2 Pengaruh Skeptisisme Profesional Terhadap Kualitas Audit ............... 54 

3.2.3 Pengaruh Moral Reasoning Terhadap Kualitas Audit .......................... 56 

3.2.4 Pengaruh Tekanan Anggaran Waktu Terhadap Kualitas Audit ............ 57 

3.2.5 Pengaruh Pengalaman Audit Terhadap Kualitas Audit dengan 

Religiusitas Sebagai Variabel Moderasi ........................................................ 59 

3.2.6 Pengaruh Skeptisisme Profesional Terhadap Kualitas Audit dengan 

Religiusitas Sebagai Variabel Moderasi ........................................................ 61 

3.2.7 Pengaruh Moral Reasoning Terhadap Kualitas Audit dengan Religiusitas 

sebagai Variabel Moderasi ............................................................................ 63 

3.2.8 Pengaruh Tekanan Anggaran Waktu Terhadap Kualitas Audit dengan 

Religiusitas sebagai Variabel Moderasi ........................................................ 66 

3.3 Model Penelitian ......................................................................................... 68 

BAB IV METODE PENELITIAN..................................................................... 69 

4.1 Ruang Lingkup Penelitian ........................................................................... 69 

4.2 Jenis Penelitian ............................................................................................ 69 

4.3 Tempat/Lokasi Penelitian ............................................................................ 69 

4.4 Unit Analisis ................................................................................................ 70 

4.5 Populasi dan Sampel ................................................................................... 70 

4.5.1 Populasi ................................................................................................ 70 

4.5.2 Sampel .................................................................................................. 71 

4.6 Variabel dan Definisi Operasional Variabel ................................................ 72 

4.6.1 Variabel Dependen ............................................................................... 72 

4.6.2 Variabel Independen ............................................................................. 73 

4.6.3 Variabel Moderasi ................................................................................ 75 

4.7 Teknik Pengumpulan Data .......................................................................... 77 

4.8 Teknik Analisis Data ................................................................................... 78 

4.8.1 Statistik Deskriptif ............................................................................... 78 

4.8.2 Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) PLS .......................................... 79 

4.8.3 Evaluasi Model Pengukuran (Outer Model) ........................................ 80 

4.8.4 Evaluasi Model Struktural (Inner Model) ............................................ 82 

BAB V HASIL PENELITIAN DAN ANALISIS .............................................. 85 



 

 

xiii 

 

5.1 Gambaran Umum Objek Penelitian ............................................................ 85 

5.1.1 Gambaran Umum BPKP Perwakilan Provinsi Kalimantan Selatan .... 85 

5.1.1.1 Visi dan Misi ................................................................................. 85 

5.1.1.2 Tugas dan Fungsi........................................................................... 86 

5.1.2 Gambaran Umum Inspektorat Daerah Provinsi Kalimantan Selatan ... 88 

5.1.2.1 Visi dan Misi ................................................................................. 89 

5.1.2.2 Tugas dan Fungsi........................................................................... 89 

5.2 Hasil dan Analisis ........................................................................................ 93 

5.2.1 Karakteristik Responden ...................................................................... 93 

5.2.1.1 Jenis Kelamin Responden ............................................................. 95 

5.2.1.2 Umur Responden ........................................................................... 95 

5.2.1.3 Pendidikan Terakhir Responden.................................................... 96 

5.2.1.4 Jabatan Responden ........................................................................ 96 

5.2.1.5 Asal Instansi Responden ............................................................... 97 

5.2.1.6 Lama Kerja Responden ................................................................. 97 

5.2.2 Gambaran Jawaban Responden............................................................ 98 

5.2.2.1 Variabel Pengalaman Audit ........................................................... 99 

5.2.2.2 Variabel Skeptisisme Profesional .................................................. 99 

5.2.2.3 Variabel Moral Reasoning ........................................................... 100 

5.2.2.4 Variabel Tekanan Anggaran Waktu ............................................. 101 

5.2.2.5 Variabel Kualitas Audit ............................................................... 102 

5.2.2.6 Variabel Religiusitas .................................................................... 102 

5.2.3 Statistik Deskriptif Variabel Penelitian .............................................. 103 

5.2.4 Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) PLS ........................................ 106 

5.2.5 Evaluasi Model Pengukuran (Outer Model) ...................................... 107 

5.2.5.1 Validitas Konvergen (Convergent Validity) ................................. 108 

5.2.5.2 Validitas Diskriminan (Discriminant Validity) ............................. 114 

5.2.5.3 Reliabilitas Konstrak (Construct Reliability) ............................... 117 

5.2.5.4 Uji Model Fit ................................................................................ 118 

5.2.6 Evaluasi Model Struktural (Inner Model) ........................................... 119 

5.2.6.1 R Square (R2) ............................................................................... 119 

5.2.6.2 F Square (F2) ............................................................................... 120 

5.2.6.3 Pengujian Hipotesis ..................................................................... 125 

5.2.7 Pembahasan Hasil Penelitian ............................................................. 130 



 

 

xiv 

 

5.2.7.1 Pengaruh Pengalaman Audit Terhadap Kualitas Audit ............... 130 

5.2.7.2 Pengaruh Skeptisisme Profesional Terhadap Kualitas Audit ...... 132 

5.2.7.3 Pengaruh Moral Reasoning Terhadap Kualitas Audit ................. 134 

5.2.7.4 Pengaruh Tekanan Anggaran Waktu Terhadap Kualitas Audit ... 136 

5.2.7.5 Pengaruh Pengalaman Audit Terhadap Kualitas Audit dengan 

Religiusitas sebagai Variabel Moderasi .................................................. 139 

5.2.7.6 Pengaruh Skeptisisme Profesional Terhadap Kualitas Audit dengan 

Religiusitas sebagai Variabel Moderasi .................................................. 142 

5.2.7.7 Pengaruh Moral Reasoning Terhadap Kualitas Audit dengan 

Religiusitas sebagai Variabel Moderasi .................................................. 145 

5.2.7.8 Pengaruh Tekanan Anggaran Waktu Terhadap Kualitas Audit dengan 

Religiusitas sebagai Variabel Moderasi .................................................. 147 

5.2.8 Implikasi Penelitian ............................................................................ 149 

5.2.8.1 Implikasi Teoritis......................................................................... 149 

5.2.8.2 Implikasi Praktis.......................................................................... 151 

5.2.9 Keterbatasan Penelitian ...................................................................... 152 

BAB VI KESIMPULAN DAN SARAN ........................................................... 154 

6.1 Kesimpulan ............................................................................................... 154 

6.2 Saran .......................................................................................................... 155 

DAFTAR PUSTAKA......................................................................................... 157 

LAMPIRAN ....................................................................................................... 163 

 

 



 

 

xv 

 

DAFTAR TABEL 

 

Tabel 2.1 Penelitian Terdahulu .............................................................................. 45 

Tabel 4.1 Data Auditor pada BPKP Perwakilan Provinsi Kalimantan Selatan ..... 71 

Tabel 4.2 Data Auditor pada Inspektorat Daerah Provinsi Kalimantan Selatan ... 71 

Tabel 4.3 Data Sampel .......................................................................................... 72 

Tabel 4.4 Pengukuran Variabel.............................................................................. 75 

Tabel 4.5 Skala Likert ........................................................................................... 78 

Tabel 5.1 Distribusi Sampel .................................................................................. 94 

Tabel 5.2 Rincian Penyebaran dan Penerimaan Jawaban Kuesioner .................... 94 

Tabel 5.3 Klasifikasi Responden Berdasarkan Jenis Kelamin .............................. 95 

Tabel 5.4 Klasifikasi Responden Berdasarkan Umur ........................................... 95 

Tabel 5.5 Klasifikasi Responden Berdasarkan Pendidikan Terakhir .................... 96 

Tabel 5.6 Klasifikasi Responden Berdasarkan Jabatan ......................................... 96 

Tabel 5.7 Klasifikasi Responden Berdasarkan Asal Instansi ................................ 97 

Tabel 5.8 Klasifikasi Responden Berdasarkan Lama Kerja .................................. 97 

Tabel 5.9 Frekuensi Jawaban Responden Terhadap Variabel Pengalaman Audit . 99 

Tabel 5.10 Frekuensi Jawaban Responden Terhadap Variabel Skeptisisme 

Profesional........................................................................................................... 100 

Tabel 5.11 Frekuensi Jawaban Responden Terhadap Variabel Moral Reasoning 100 

Tabel 5.12 Frekuensi Jawaban Responden Terhadap Variabel Tekanan Anggaran 

Waktu .................................................................................................................. 101 

Tabel 5.13 Frekuensi Jawaban Responden Terhadap Variabel Kualitas Audit ... 102 

Tabel 5.14 Frekuensi Jawaban Responden Terhadap Variabel Religiusitas ........ 103 

Tabel 5.15 Statistik Deskriptif Penelitian ............................................................ 103 

Tabel 5.16 Hasil Outer Loading Uji Convergent Tahap 1 ................................... 108 

Tabel 5.17 Hasil Outer Loading Uji Convergent Tahap 2 .................................... 110 

Tabel 5.18 Hasil Outer Loading Uji Convergent Tahap 3 .................................... 112 

Tabel 5.19 Hasil AVE Uji Convergent Validity .................................................... 113 

Tabel 5.20 Hasil Cross Loading Uji Discriminant Validity Tahap 1 .................... 115 

Tabel 5.21 Hasil Cross Loading Uji Discriminant Validity Tahap 2 .................... 116 

Tabel 5.22 Nilai Cronbach’s Alpha ...................................................................... 117 



 

 

xvi 

 

Tabel 5.23 Hasil Uji Model Fit ............................................................................ 118 

Tabel 5.24 Hasil Uji R Square (R2) ...................................................................... 119 

Tabel 5.25 Hasil Uji F Square (F2) ...................................................................... 121 

Tabel 5.26 Hasil Koefisien Jalur Boostrapping Direct Effect ............................. 126 



 

 

xvii 

 

DAFTAR GAMBAR 

 

Gambar 3.1 Kerangka Pikir................................................................................... 52 

Gambar 3.2 Model Penelitian ............................................................................... 68 

Gambar 5.1 Model Penelitian ............................................................................. 107 

Gambar 5.2 Output Model PLS SEM Algorithm ................................................ 120 

 

  



 

 

xviii 

 

DAFTAR LAMPIRAN 

Lampiran 1 Kuesioner Penelitian ........................................................................ 163 

Lampiran 2 Surat Permohonan Izin Penelitian di BPKP Perwakilan Provinsi 

Kalimantan Selatan ............................................................................................. 175 

Lampiran 3 Surat Permohonan Izin Penelitian di Inspektorat Daerah Provinsi 

Kalimantan Selatan ............................................................................................. 176 

Lampiran 4 Surat Balasan Permohonan Izin Penelitian di BPKP Perwakilan 

Provinsi Kalimantan Selatan ............................................................................... 177 

Lampiran 5 Surat Balasan Permohonan Izin Penelitian di Inspektorat Daerah 

Provinsi Kalimantan Selatan ............................................................................... 178 

Lampiran 6 Jawaban Responden (Data Penelitian) ............................................ 179 

Lampiran 7 Statistik Deskriptif ........................................................................... 196 

Lampiran 8 Uji Outer Loading Factor melalui SmartPLS Versi 4.1.1.8 ............. 197 

Lampiran 9 Uji Average Variance Extracted (AVE) ........................................... 201 

Lampiran 10 Uji Cross Loading .......................................................................... 202 

Lampiran 11 Nilai Cronbach’s Alpha.................................................................. 203 

Lampiran 12 Model Fit ....................................................................................... 204 

Lampiran 13 R Square (R2) ................................................................................. 204 

Lampiran 14 Effect Size (F2) .............................................................................. 204 

Lampiran 15 Uji Hipotesis .................................................................................. 204 


