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ABSTRAK 

 

Penelitian ini bertujuan menguji pengaruh kualitas audit terhadap audit 

lag. Kualitas audit diukur dengan empat variabel yaitu, spesialisasi KAP, KAP 

tenure, partner tenure dan ukuran KAP. Sampel penelitian terdiri dari 200 firm 

years di Bursa Efek Indonesia (BEI) selama periode 2007 sampai 2009 yang 

membentuk balanced panel. 

Analisis regresi berganda menunjukkan bahwa spesialisasi KAP dan 

ukuran KAP berpengaruh negatif terhadap audit lag. Namun, penelitian ini belum 

dapat menemukan bukti adanya pengaruh KAP tenure dan partner tenure 

terhadap audit lag. Pengujian variabel kontrol memberikan hasil yang konsisten 

dengan penelitian sebelumnya. Ukuran perusahaan dan solvabilitas perusahaan 

yang diukur dengan Debt to Equity Ratio (DER) berpengaruh positif terhadap 

audit lag. Variabel profitabilitas perusahaan yang diukur dari Return on Assets 

(ROA) tidak berpengaruh terhadap audit lag. Konsisten dengan pengujian utama, 

uji sensitifitas pada pengukuran spesialisasi memberikan bukti bahwa KAP yang 

memiliki spesialisasi industri dapat memperpendek audit lag. 

 

Kata kunci: kualitas audit, audit lag, spesialisasi auditor, KAP tenure, partner 

tenure, ukuran KAP 
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Joko Siswanto
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ABSTRACT 

 

This study aims to examine the effect of audit quality to audit lag. Audit 

quality is measured by four dimensions namely, KAP specialization, KAP tenure, 

partner tenure and KAP size. The sample of this study sample consist of 200 firm 

years in Indonesia Stock Exchange (IDX) during the period 2007-2009 that form a 

balanced panel. 

Result of regression analysis showed that KAP specialization and KAP 

size negatively affect the audit lag. However, these studies have not been able to 

find evidence of the influence KAP tenure and partner tenure on the audit lag. Our 

testing of the control variables provide results that are consistent with previous 

studies. Firm size and solvency of firms that measured by Debt to Equity Ratio 

(DER) has a positive effect on the audit lag. Profitability that measured by Return 

on Assets (ROA) does not affect the audit lag. Consistent with the main test, our 

sensitivity test of the KAP specialization provide robust evidence that the KAP 

that has industry specialization can shorten the audit lag. 

Key words:  audit quality, audit lag, audit specializaton, KAP tenure, partner 

tenure, audit firm size 
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