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Abstract: Algeria witnessed many changes by the early nigetie
of the last century, including the transition tonarket economy
pattern, hence, many reforms must be implemented,ntbst
important one is reforming the profession of the externdit & be
promoted to a level of high quality. This work aitasassess the
quality of the audit in the Algerian environmentyneg on multi-
dimensional indicators which take into account titaelitional and
modern standards to measure the quality of finhmaidit, which
appeared before and after the scandal of Anderaamea for
review that took place in 2001.
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