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questionnaires distributed to external auditors and financial
managers. The results indicate that the quantitative
measurement of materiality, both at the account balance level
and the financial statement level, positively and significantly
contributes to improving audit effectiveness and fraud
detection, while it does not show a significant effect on audit
efficiency. The study also highlights key characteristics of
quantitative measurement, such as precision in planning and
execution, standardization of judgments, and increased
transparency, which collectively enhance audit effectiveness.
The research concludes that adopting quantitative
measurement of materiality serves as a strategic tool to
improve audit quality, emphasizing the importance of
professional training, technological infrastructure
development, and cost-benefit analysis to ensure sustainable
implementation.
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Efficiency, Audit Effectiveness, Fraud Detection.
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Abstract

This study aims to explore the impact of quantitative
measurement of materiality on enhancing the efficiency and
effectiveness of audit processes. The research employed a
quantitative design using Partial Least Squares Structural
Equation Modeling (PLS-SEM) to analyze data collected from
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