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Abstract. Accounting fraud is the intentional manipulation of accounting data to create a false appearance of corporate
financial health or obtain personal benefits. If problems like this occur continuously, it will cause fraud that is
detrimental to many parties. Therefore, efforts to minimize fraud need to do an in-depth analysis of the causes of fraud.
One of them is analyzing the tendency of public accountant fraud through the fraud hexagon perspective.
Georgios L. Vousinas developed the fraud hexagon in 2019. The fraud hexagon explains that fraud can occur due to six
factors, namely, 1) pressure, 2) opportunity, 3)rationalization, 4) capability, 5) arrogance and 6) collusion.
Thistheoretical concept is the basis of this research. This research aims to obtain empirical evidence regarding the
influence of the fraud hexagon factor on the tendency of public accountant fraud accompanied by a moderating
variable of professional ethics. The questionnaire method was used to collect data for analysis. The samplein this study
is all public accountants working at public accounting firms registered with the Indonesian Ministry of Finance
(Kementerian Keuangan) in 2022. The total sample is 107 respondents. To analyze data Moderated Regression
Analysis (MRA) was used. The results of this study are pressure, rationalization, opportunity, capability, and arrogance
do not affect public accountant fraud tendencies. Collusion is a factor that influences the tendency of public
accountants to commit fraud. The ethics of the accounting profession do not moderate the hexagon fraud factor's effect
on public accountants tendency to commit fraud. Other related parties can use the results of this study to prevent
public accountant fraud through policies related to collusive practices because only collusion increases the desire of
public accountants to commit fraud.
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ByxrantepcbKuit 061iK
®ipaa Hyp ®ay3in

Jeporcasnuil ynisepcumem Mananey, m. Manane, Inoonesis

Cpi Ilyininrceix

Hepoicasnuii ynisepcumem Mananey, m. Manane, Inoonesis

MaxkapsinaBarti
Hepoicasnuii ynisepcumem Mananzy, m. Manane, Inoonesis

JerepminanTu maxpaiictsa cepea npodeciiHux OyxrajarepiB y myOJiuHii
npakTuli B Ingonesii

Anomayin. Byxeanmepcvke wiaxpaiicmeo — ye HABMUCHE MAHINYII08AHHA OYXeaimepCcoKumu OdHUMU 3 Memoio
Henpagougoeo npeocmagients QIiHaHco8020 CMAHY KOMRAMii y 36imuocmi abo ompumauHs 0cooucmoi eueoou
Oyxeanmepom uu iHWUMU NOGA3AHUMU OcocOamu. AKujo unaoku makozo wWaxpaucmeda SUHUKAIOMb 4ACMO, MO ye
3a80acms WKOOU OazamvoM CMOpoHam. 3ycunna 3 Minimizayii waxpaiicmea nompe6yioms npoeoeHHs 2IUbOK020
ananizy npudun 1020 eunukHenua. OOHUM i3 maxux 3axo0ié € aHaniz cxunvHocmi Oyxeanmepie 00 waxpaiicmea yepes
npusmy wecmukymuuxka waxpaticmea. [llecmuxymuux waxpaiicmsa, pos3poonenuii I'eopziocom JI. Byszinacom y 2019
Poyi, npunycKae, wjo Waxpaicmeo Modce cmamucs uepes wicms gaxkmopis, a came. 1) muck, 2) moxcrugicmo,
3) payionanizayiio, 4) 30i6uicme, 5) saposyminicme i 6) 3mogy. L[ meopemuuna KoHyenyisi € OCHOB0I0 O0AHO20
00CNIOdNCEN S, MEMA AKO20 — OMPUMATY eMNIPULHI 00KA3U W00 6HAUEY PAKMOPIE WeCMUKYMHUKA WaAXpaicmea Ha
CXUbHICL OyXeanmepis 00 wWaxpaiucmea 3 po3enioom npo@ecitinoi emuku K Mooepyio4oi 3minHoi. [[na 300py danux
0Nl aHANi3y BUKOPUCMOBYBABCA MemoO aHKemy8aHHs. Bubipkoio 6 yvomy Oocnioxcenui € 8ci Oyxeanmepu, sKi
npayioons y 0epicagHux oyxeanmepcvkux gipmax, 3apeccmposanux y Minicmepemsi ginancie Inoonesii y 2022 poyi.
3aeanvua eubipxa cmanosums 107 pecnondenmis. [{ns ananizy 0anux uKOpUCmo8y8ascsi MOOEPOSAHULl pespecitinuil
ananiz (MRA). Pesyromamu yb020 00CHIONCEHHA CEIOUAMb, WO MUCK, PAYIOHANI3AYISL, MONCIUBOCMIE, 30i0HOCMI Ma
3apo3yminicms He 6NAUBAIOMb HA CXUNbHICb Oyxeanmepis 0o wiaxpaticmea. Hamomicme 3mo06a € pakmopom, aAxuil
CYMmeso 8NIUSAE HA CXUNbHICMb Oyxeanmepis 00 wiaxpaticmea. [Ipogeciiina emuka 6yxeanmepa He NOM'AKULYE 6RAUB
axmopis wecmuKymHuKa waxpaticmea Ha cXuibHicme Oyxeanmepie 00 waxpaiicmea. Bionogioui ciyscou yu ocoou
MOACYMb BUKOPUCTNOBYBAMU PE3YIbMAMU Yb020 00CHIONHCEHHA, Wob 3anobiemu waxpaicmaey nyoaiyHux Oyxeaimepis
uepes NOAIMuUKy, 06’ A3any i3 3M0B0I0, OCKINbKU JUME 3MO06A 30L1bULYE DAdICaHHs OYX2aimepie GUUHAMU WAXPAtiCMeo.

Knrouosi cnoea: wecmukymuux waxpaicmed, CXulbHicmb 00 waxpaicmea, npogeciiina emuxa Oyxeaimepa,
npogeciinutl 6yxearmep y nyoniuHit npaKmuyi, 3M08d.

INTRODUCTION rationalization, opportunity, capability, arrogance, and

In 2018 there was a big case at PT. Garuda, Thk. This
case was caused by a violation by a public accountant
who conducted an audit not following Statement of
Financia Accounting Standards (Kementerian Keuangan,
2018). The public accountant is Kasner Sirumpea from
public accounting firm Tanubrata, Susanto, Fahmi,
Bambang, and colleagues. This case started when the
public accountant did not obtain sufficient audit evidence
to evaluate the financial statements of PT. Garuda, Thk,
so that public accountants can not audit financia
statements optimally (Akbar, 2018). It is because the
2018 financial statements showed a profit of US$
5,018,308, while the 2017 financia statements showed a
loss of US$ 213,389,678. (Christian et a., 2021).
According to Kementerian Keuangan (2018), the public
accountant has violated the Public Accountant
Professional Standards.

If problems like this occur continuoudly, it will create
fraud that is detrimental to many parties. Therefore,
efforts to minimize fraud need to do an in-depth analysis
of the causes of fraud. One of them is by analyzing the
tendency of public accountant fraud through the fraud
hexagon perspective. The fraud hexagon is an approach
to detect fraud through factors of pressure,

collusion.

The authors found that the analysis of fraud in public
accountants is still rarely carried out in accounting
studies. The majority of previous studies have only
focused on cases of public sector fraud, such as
corruption (Ozcelik, 2020; Prakoso & Setiyorini, 2021),
academic cheating (Purwatmiasih et a., 2021; Savilia &
Laily, 2020), and cheating on company employees (Sari
& Nugroho, 2020; Avortri & Agbanyo, 2020). Therefore,
in this research, the accountant's professiona ethics
variable is used as amoderating variable to create updates
from previous studies.

Professional ethics is a moral behavior that is owned
by a person in carrying out his profession (Agoes, 2017).
This can create professionalism in making a decision, the
better the ethics, the better the actions taken (Thomas,
2021). Therefore professiona ethics have a role to
weaken or increase a person's tendency to commit fraud
in carrying out his profession (Sahla & Ardianto, 2022;
Wahyuni & Isniawati, 2021). Professional ethics contains
controls that are expected to prevent fraud factors
(Widiyati, 2021), especialy the factors contained in the
fraud hexagon. Based on the explanation above, the
researcher will formulate a problem regarding the
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influence of the fraud hexagon factor which includes
pressure, rationalization,  opportunity,  capability,
arrogance, and collusion on the tendency of public
accountant fraud accompanied by moderating variables of
accounting profession ethics.

This research is expected to provide knowledge and
information to future researchers regarding the tendency of
fraud to occur in public accountants using the fraud hexagon
approach. The practical value of this study is asfollows:

1) knowing the factors that cause fraud will help other
related parties make policies to discipline and supervise
public accountants. Such associations include the
Indonesian Ingtitute of Accountants (lkatan Akuntan
Indonesia (IAl), the Financial Profession Development
Center (Pusat Pembinaan Profesi Keuangan (PPPK), and
others. The am is to prevent ongoing fraud in public
accountants.

2) accountants will be more aware of the factors that
lead to fraud in public accountancy.

LITERATURE REVIEW & HYPOTHESES
DEVELOPMENT

Fraud Hexagon

The fraud hexagon was developed by Georgios L.
Vousinas in 2019. This is a development of the previous
fraud theory, namely the fraud triangle (Cressey, 1953),
fraud diamond (Wolfe & Hermanson, 2004), and
pentagon or star (Marks, 2011). The fraud hexagon
explains that fraud can occur due to six factors, namely
1) pressure, 2) opportunity, 3) rationalization,
4) capability, 5) arrogance, and 6) collusion. Hexagon
fraud is considered better and more perfect than other
frauds (Sagala & Siagian, 2021). Because more complex
indicators can analyze the problem comprehensively.
Therefore, this theory is expected to be more accurate in
detecting fraud in an organization.

Pressure

Pressure is an urge that occurs in a person to do an
action or action (Mardiah, 2021). Pressure can create
fraud on public accountants due to internal and externa
motives. Pressure can be financial or non-financia
(Tuanakotta, 2013). The greater the pressure faced by a
person, the higher someone commits fraud (fraud) (Lou
& Wang, 2009). This statement is supported by other
empirical studies which revea that pressure has a
significant effect on public accountant fraud (Durori &
Indradjit, 2020). While research Sahla & Ardianto (2022)
explains that pressure does not affect the tendency of
public accountant fraud. Every accountant can feel
pressure in his work. Therefore, the potential for fraud
will always exist.

H,: pressure affects the tendency of public accountant
fraud.

Rationalization

Rationalization is a feeling that arises in a person
because he has justified deviant (cheating) actions
(Romney & Paul, 2014). This rationalization is one of the
factors that triggers someone to commit fraud or fraud
(Apriani, 2020). Severa other studies have proven that

rationalization has a positive effect on someone in
committing fraud (Omukaga, 2019; Putra & Rahayu,
2019; Rustiarini et a., 2019; Fadly et da., 2020).
Meanwhile, Sahla & Ardianto's research (2022) shows
that rationalization has no effect on the tendency to cheat
in public accountants. There is an inconsistency of results
that causes rationalization of fraud research that may
occur in accountants.

H,: rationalization affects the tendency of public
accountant fraud.

Opportunity

Opportunity is the opportunity for fraud to occur in an
organization. Opportunities for fraud occur due to the
perception that controls within an organization are weak
(Abdullahi et a., 2015). The greater the opportunity that
a person fedls, the greater the potential for fraud to occur
(Suryandari & Valentin, 2020). Severa studies have
tested that opportunity has a positive influence on fraud,
namely (Omukaga, 2019; Rustiarini et al., 2019; Apriani,
2020). But research Sahla & Ardianto (2022) shows that
opportunity does not affect the tendency of public
accountant fraud. Sometimes public accountants can get
opportunities outside their control that can spur
fraudulent actions in them.

Hs: opportunity affects the tendency of public
accountant fraud.

Capability

Capability is an ability possessed by a person to create
deviations, such as controlling a situation for his gain
(Suryandari & Vaentin, 2020). Strategies can be made
well because the perpetrators already know the
weaknesses of interna control. In research Omukaga
(2019); Rustiarini et a (2019); Apriani (2020) state that
competence has a positive effect on fraud. Study Sahla &
Ardianto (2022) also explains that capability influences
the tendency of public accountant fraud. Therefore, a
public accountant who has the ability in himself will have
the potential to commit fraud in it.

H,: capability affects the tendency of public
accountant fraud.

Arrogance

Arrogance is a feeling in a person who feels superior
and fedls he has the right to cheat. This is caused by the
perception that company or organizational policies are
not directed at him (Marks, 2012). According to Marks
(2012), There are five factors that a person commits
arrogance in an organization, including 1) a large ego,
2) internal control does not apply to the perpetrator, 3) the
characteristics of a bully, 4) accustomed to leading
authoritarian, and 5) fear of losing one's position,
position, or status in an organization. Research by Sahla
& Ardianto (2022) explained that arrogance encourages
public accountants to commit fraud. Accountants have
the possibility of being arrogant because of their position
or job. So the accountant may have an arrogant attitude
that has the potential to commit fraud.

Hs: arrogance affects the tendency of public
accountant fraud.
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Coallusion

A collusion is an act of hiding between two or more
people. This is done so that the fraud that has been
committed is not detected by other parties or internal
control (Sihombing & Rahardjo, 2014). An example of
collusive behavior is co-workers cooperating with fake
expenses on financial reports (Suryandari & Valentin,
2020). The aim is to gain profit from the fraudulent act.
Severd other empirica studies have aso tested the effect
of colluson on fraud (Susandra & Hartina, 2017,
Desviyana et al., 2020), and the results show that there is
a positive influence on it. Public accountants may receive
offers for collusion so that the potential for fraud can
occur. Therefore, the hypothesis madeiis:

Hs: collusion affects the tendency of
accountant fraud.

public

Accountant Professional Ethics

Professional ethics is a person's behavior and morals
in carrying out his profession (Sukrisno, 2017). Each
profession will have its professional ethics, including the
accounting profession. Professional accounting ethics is
very necessary to prevent public accountants from
deviant actions. Therefore, the accounting profession is
equipped with a code of ethics to guarantee the quality,
quality, and trust of accountants (Wahyuni & Isniawati,
2021). The higher the accountant's understanding of the
accountant's code of ethics, the more excellent and
reliable the service provided by the accountant to the
client will be (Thomas, 2021). Other studies have tested
that the professional ethics of accountants can moderate
the influence of capability and arrogance on the tendency
of public accountants to fraud (Sahla & Ardianto, 2022).
Although other studies explain that the ethics of the
accounting profession are unable to moderate pressure
(Wahyuni & Isniawati, 2021), rationalization, and
opportunity (Sahla & Ardianto, 2022). This professional
ethics is expected to weaken the factors that can trigger

deviant behavior, such as cheating. Therefore the
hypothesisis derived, as follows:

H-: professional ethics moderates the influence of the
hexagon fraud factor on the tendency of public
accountant fraud.

Accountants' Fraud Tendency

Tendency to cheat means a person's motive or desire
to do things that deviate from the norms or rules that
apply. In the business sector, the factor that causes a
person to experience fraud tendencies is the lack of strict
rules due to the low integrity of related parties in
preparing financia reports (Amin, 2013). According to
the Association of Certified Fraud Examiners (ACFE),
accounting fraud is divided into three types: 1) intentional
or unintentional misstatement of financial reporting;
2) misappropriation of assets; 3) Corruption attempts for
persona gain.

RESEARCH METHODS

This research is classified as explanatory research or a
type of causal or causal research (Creswell, 2016). In this
study, the aim was to obtain empirical evidence regarding
the influence of the fraud hexagon factor on the tendency
of public accountant fraud accompanied by a moderating
variable of professional ethics. This study will use
primary data from a survey. This study will collect data
directly using online or offline questionnaires. The
population of this study is al public accountants in
Indonesiawho work at Public Accounting Firms registered
with the Ministry of Finance (Kementerian Keuangan) in
2022. While the sampling is done by accidental sampling
or by chance (Creswell, 2016). The minimum sample uses
the Lemeshow formula, which is a minimum of 96
samples. The data analysis technique will be tested with
Moderated Regression Anaysis (MRA). In this research, it
isformulated into two equations, as follows:

Y =a+ B X, + X5 + B3 X3 + BuXy + BsXs + BeXg
Y =a+ B Xy + Xy + B3 X3 + B4 Xy + PsXs + PeXg + ZX1 X, X3X4 XX + €

Explanation:

Y = The tendency of public accountants fraud
Bi... Be = Coefficient of regression direction

X1 = Pressure

X, = Rationalization

X5 = Opportunity

X, = Capability

X = Arrogance

X = Collusion

z = Professiond ethics

Dependent Variable

The dependent variable in this study is the tendency to
fraud in public accountants such as the research of Sahla
& Ardianto (2022). The tendency to fraud is the
perpetrator's motive for committing fraud, this can be
measured through an instrument that contains several
questions (Suryandari & Valentin, 2020).

Independent Variables

The independent variables in this study include:

1. Pressure, namely the pressure felt by someone to
commit fraud. Pressure can be measured through an
instrument consisting of several questions (Suryandari &
Valentin, 2020; Desviyana et al., 2020).
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2. Rationalization, namely the justification of afraud
committed by someone. Rationalization can be measured
through an instrument consisting of several questions
adopted from the research of Suryandari & Vaentin
(2020), and Desviyanaet al., 2020).

3. Opportunity, namely the opportunity for someone
to cheat. Opportunity can be measured through an
instrument consisting of several questions adopted from
the research of Suryandari & Vaentin (2020), and
Desviyanaet a., 2020).

4. Capability, namely the ability of a person to cheat.
Capability can be measured through an instrument which
consists of severa questions adopted from the research of
Suryandari & Vaentin (2020), and Desviyana et al.,
2020).

5. Arrogance, namely the arrogant attitude possessed
by someone to support the motive of cheating. Arrogance
can be measured through an instrument which consists of
severa questions adopted from the research of Suryandari
& Valentin (2020), and Desviyanaet a., 2020).

6. Coallusion, namely the conspiracy of two or more
parties in committing fraud. Collusion can be measured
through an instrument consisting of several questions
adopted from the research of Suryandari & Vaentin
(2020), and Desviyanaet al., 2020).

Moderating Variable

The moderating variable in this study is the ethics of
the accounting profession, as was done in Sahla &
Ardianto's research (2022). The ethics of the accounting
profession have an influence on weakening or
strengthening the motives of fraudulent public
accountants. The ethics of the public accounting

profession will be measured through an instrument
consisting of severa question items adopted from
Wahyuni & Isniawati's research (2021).

RESULTS

Respondent Profile

This study got 107 responses from public accountants
as respondents. The results showed that the composition
of the respondents varied. The percentage of respondents
gender shows the results of 53% women with a total of
57 people. While men as much as 47% with a total of 50
people. The percentage of age 20-30 years were 91
respondents, age 30-40 years were 11 respondents, and
40-50 years were 5 respondents. The percentage of Senior
High School/Vocational High School education level is 7
respondents, Associate's degree is 8 respondents,
Bachelor degree is 82 respondents, and postgraduate is 10
respondents. Finaly, the percentage of work experience
<1 year is 34 respondents, 1-5 years is 50 respondents,
and >5 yearsis 23 respondents.

Descriptive Statistics Results

Descriptive statistics show the minimum, maximum,
average, and variance of the dependent, moderating, and
independent variables. The average respondent’'s answers
regarding the tendency to fraud agree with 30,000 (30%)
and disagree (minimum) with 16,000 (16%), the average
is 24,971 (24.9%). This shows that the maority of
respondents agree that accountants have the potential for
fraud. This is because there are till frequent cases of
fraud that occur in certain companies that are closely
related to public accountants, such as the case of
PT. Garuda, Thk (Natalis Christian et al., 2021).

Table 1. Descriptive Statistics

Min M ax Mean Std. Deviation Variance
Tendency to Fraud 16,000 30,000 24,97196 3,292238 10,839
Pressure 7,000 57,000 33,98131 6,477801 41,962
Rationalization 16,000 30,000 23,99065 2,918695 8,519
Opportunity 18,000 30,000 2455140 2,825870 7,986
Capability 18,000 30,000 24,28037 2,520835 6,355
Arrogance 18,000 30,000 25,53271 2,882340 8,308
Collusion 18,000 30,000 25,30841 3,432396 11,781
Professional ethics 16,000 30,000 24,49533 3,172327 10,064

Table 1 shows the descriptive statistics of each
variable showing amost the same average value. While
the highest average value is in the pressure variable,
which is 33,981 or 33.9%. This means that the ratio
between the maximum and minimum values is 33.9%.
The maximum value of 57% and the minimum is 7%.

Pearson Correlation Test

The results of the Pearson correlation between
variables show that pressure, rationalization, opportunity,
capability, arrogance, and collusion have a significant
positive relationship with the tendency of public
accountant fraud. The moderating variable is professional
ethics related to the tendency of public accountant fraud.
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Table 2. Pearson Correlation

Explanation 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Tendency to Fraud 1,000

Pressure 258" 1,000

Rationalization ,089 ,037 1,000

Opportunity 287" 124 296" 1,000

Capability 248" ,143 257" 260" 1,000

Arrogance 479" ,155 335" 552" 286" 1,000

Collusion 376" 147 356 454" 325" 612" 1,000
Professional ethics 655" 242" 287" 426" 445" 523" 579" 1,000

** Significant correlation on 0.001
* Significant correlation on 0.05

Regression Test Results

Before carrying out the Multiple Linear Regression
test, researchers must carry out the Classical Assumption
test, including 1) The normality test using the
Kolmogorov-Smirnov one sample shows that the research
datais normally distributed because the sig value shows a
value of 0.200. This value is > 0.05. 2) For the
multicollinearity test in this study, the VIF value as a

whole has shown <10. This shows that the data in this
study did not have multicollinearity in it
3) The heteroscedasticity test in this study used the
Glgjser test. All variables show sig values > 0.05. Overall
the variables ae free from interference or
heteroscedasticity. In connection with research data that
does not use time series data, the autocorrelation test is
not necessary for this study.

Table 3. Regression Test Results

Model | Model |1
Constant 7,196 0,418
Pressure (X4) 0,572 ,297
Rationalization (X,) 0,677 ,962
Opportunity (Xa) 0,158 ,293
Capahility (X4) 0,451 ,950
Arrogance (Xs) 0,468 439
Collusion (Xg) 0,006 ,635
Professional ethics ,637
Professional ethics (2)* X, ,353
Professional ethics (2)* X» ,976
Professional ethics (2)* X3 377
Professional ethics (Z)* X4 ,896
Professional ethics (2)* X5 422
Professional ethics (2)* X ,404
Simutan test (Uji F) 0,000 0,000
Coefficient of Determination (R?) 0,276 0,405

Significant value when the value of sig < 0,05

Based on table 3 partia test results (t-test) with
multiple linear regression in modd |, the variable
pressure to arrogance has a sig value > 0.05, so the
related variables do not influence the tendency of public
accountant fraud. Therefore the hypotheses H; to Hs are
rejected or not proven. It can be concluded that the higher
the pressure, rationalization, opportunity, capability, and
arrogance experienced by public accountants. Then it will
not affect his desire to commit fraud. Meanwhile,
collusion (Xg) has a positive and significant effect on
fraud tendencies (Y), so hypotheses Hg is accepted.
Because the sig value shows the number 0.006. This
value is < 0.05. This shows that the higher the collusive
practices that exist within the public accounting
environment, the more it will affect the motives for
committing fraud. Simultaneously, pressure,
rationalization, opportunity, capability, arrogance, and

collusion affect the tendency of public accountants to
commit fraud. The coefficient of determination (Ry)
shows a value of 0.276. This means that the ability of the
independent  variables namely  pressure  (Xy),
rationalization (X,), opportunity (Xz), capability (Xy),
arrogance (Xs), and collusion (Xg) in explaining the
dependent variable namely the tendency to cheat (Y) is
0.276 or 27.6 %. While the residua value of 73.4% is
influenced by other variables not examined in this study.
Based on table 3 results of the partial test (t-test) with
Moderated Regression Analysis in modd |1, the results
show that the ethics of the accounting profession are not
able to moderate the influence of pressure,
rationalization, opportunity, capability, arrogance, and
collusion on fraud tendencies. Because the sig vaue
shows a number> 0.05. So that the H; hypothesis is
rejected or not proven. Therefore, even though there are
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fraud hexagon factors that are perceived by public
accountants. The level of professional ethics in
accountants cannot weaken or increase the desire to
commit fraud. The simultaneous test (F) shows that the
sig value is 0.000, this value is <0.05. So it can be
concluded that simultaneously or simultaneously, the
variables of pressure (X,), rationdization (Xj),
opportunity (Xs3), capability (X4), arrogance (Xs), and
collusion (Xg) moderated by accounting professional
ethics (2) influence the tendency of public accounting
fraud (Y). Test the coefficient of determination on the
value of R square is 0.405 or in percentage is 40.5%. This
shows that the tendency to fraud (Y) of public
accountants can be explained by the variables of pressure
(X4), rationalization (X,), opportunity (Xs), capability
(X4), arogance (Xs), and collusion (Xg) which are
moderated by the ethics of the accounting profession by
40.5%. While the remaining 59.5% is influenced by other
variables not examined in this study.

DISCUSSION

The Influence of Hexagon Fraud Factors on Public
Accountants Fraud Tendency

For public accountants, internal or external pressure
will not cause them to commit fraud. In the fraud
hexagon theory, the pressure that comes from within can
appear in the form of financial difficulties or several
cases related to greed, such as the desireto livein luxury,
an elitelifestyle, and so on. (Sriyana et al., 2014). Despite
financial pressure, accountants choose not to commit
fraud. Meanwhile, external pressure can aso take the
form of pressure from third parties, clients, family
problems, and others (Pradipta & Bernawati, 2019). Even
if the accountant has family problems or other problems
that come from athird party, this still will not increase his
desire to commit fraud for personal gain. Even if pressure
from external parties deviates from the rules, it must be
rejected to uphold professionalism. This is dso in line
with the research Sahla & Ardianto (2022) which
explains that pressure does not affect the tendency of
fraud in public accountants.

In this study, rationalization of fraud can take the
form of justification for an error or fraud (Suryandari
& Vaentin, 2020). This can occur as a result of
individuals or groups often making up a small problem
(Wahyuni & lsniawati, 2021). However, the facts on the
ground show that public accountants do not justify an
error in the Public Accounting Firm. Even accountants
will always reprimand other accountants if they make
mistakes or violate the rules. So it can be concluded that
fraud is not a natural thing, and cannot happen to
everyone, especialy public accountants. Public
accountants know what is right or wrong, therefore this
rationalization of fraud will not influence accountants to
want to commit fraud. This research is in line with
research Sahla & Ardianto (2022) that the rationalization
of fraud has no effect on fraud by public accountants, or
accountants in a company (Hasuti & Wiratno, 2020).

Opportunities are often linked by weak internal
controls. Weak internal controls can lead to accounting
fraud in an organization (Fernandhytia & Muslichah,

2020). However, in the results of this study, the
opportunity to commit fraud due to internal control will
always exist. But the public accountants will not intend to
take this opportunity. Even accountants aways
communicate with clients, and other related parties to
avoid any opportunity for fraud. Accountants will carry
out their performance following professionalism. This
causes fraud not to occur in Public Accounting Firms.
Thisresearch isin line with Sahla & Ardianto (2022) that
opportunity does not affect the tendency of public
accountant fraud.

Capabilities are closely related to the competence or
skills possessed by a person (Wahyuni & Isniawati,
2021). In this study, the meaning of competence is the
ability of public accountants to control situations so they
can act fraudulently. The results of the study show that
public accountants can control socia situations. But this
does not create a desire for accountants to cheat.
Generally, someone with a high position and power can
control the situation to cheat (Nindito, 2019). In this
study, a high position does not necessarily create fraud.
Even many accountants with high positions, but do not
commit fraud. Accountants with high positions will
aways do their jobs well and according to the code of
ethics. Therefore position and power do not always lead
to fraud.

Arrogance is an attitude of arrogance and feeling
capable of committing fraud in an organization (Faradiza,
2019). Arrogance also includes a situation where it is
difficult to accept input or criticism from other people
because they feel that they are the best. In this study, the
attitude of arrogance towards public accountants may
occur in some public accountants. Just like research Sahla
& Ardianto (2022) states that arrogance has an influence
on the motives for fraud in public accountants. However,
in this study, on the contrary, accountants will continue to
carry out their duties properly even though they have an
arrogant or arrogant attitude. This proves that arrogance
does not affect the accountant's desire to commit fraud at
the Public Accounting Firm.

Collusion is a cooperative effort between two or more
people, the aim of which is to benefit from fraud
(Vousinas, 2019). Collusion can be an attempt to cover
up existing fraud. In this study, collusion can be done by
giving gifts, bribing, or giving temporary hope so that
other parties can cooperate. In addition, public accountant
collusion efforts can be carried out by providing services
and facilities to their clients. Therefore, collusion can
create an intense relationship between the public
accountant and the client. Even public accountants may
audit financial statements improperly. In a similar study,
namely research Sagala & Siagian (2021) explains that
collusion influences financial fraud. Because there is a
political connection between the company's financia staff
and the government, financial fraud can occur smoothly.

Professional Ethics Moderates the Hexagon Fraud
Factors Influence on Public Accountants Fraud
Tendency

Professional ethics are unable to moderate the
influence of the fraud hexagon factors which include
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pressure, rationalization,  opportunity,  capability,
arrogance, and collusion on the tendency of public
accountant fraud. This shows that a higher level of
understanding and implementation of accounting
professional ethics does not necessarily reduce or
increase the motivation of accountants to commit fraud.
Thisisin line with the research Sahla & Ardianto (2022)
which explains that ethics is not able to moderate
pressure, rationalization, and opportunities for public
accountant fraud. A study (Situmorang et al., 2020)
explains that competence or ability is not able to
moderate the tendency to cheat. In this study, public
accountants should carry out their professional ethics.
Even though there are various problems, such as pressure,
weak internal control, information asymmetry, and so on.
So, this will not cause the accountant to act fraudulently.
Therefore, the ethics of the accounting profession does
not play a role in increasing or weakening the desire of
public accountants to commit fraud.

CONCLUSIONS

This study found that the factors of pressure,
rationalization, opportunity, capability, and arrogance did
not affect the tendency of public accountant fraud.
Therefore, hypotheses H1 to H5 are rejected. Collusion is
the only factor that influences public accountants to
commit fraud at the Public Accounting Firm (Kantor
Akuntan Publik, KAP), so hypothesis H6 is proven and
accepted. This means that the higher the collusive
practices that occur in public accountants, the higher the
desire of accountants to commit fraud. Professional ethics
are not able to moderate the influence of pressure,
rationalization, opportunity, capability, arrogance, and
collusion on the tendency of public accountant fraud.
This shows that Hypothesis H7 is rejected. Therefore,
professional ethics is not able to weaken or increase the
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