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Lampiran 

1. Data Variabel 

No Kode Tahun 

VARIABEL 

X1(ROA) 
X2 

(ACHANGE) 
X3 

(IND) 
X4 

(KAPBIG) 
X5 

(CIA) 
X6 

(CID) 
X7 

(CEOPIC) 

1 ADHI 

2016 0,015681 0,19894 0,33 0 0 0 2 

2017 0,018249 0,40992 0,33 0 0 1 4 

2018 0,021416 0,06302 0,33 0 1 1 4 

2019 0,018213 0,21240 0,33 0 1 0 3 

2 ANTM 

2016 0,002162 -0,01236 0,33 1 0 0 1 

2017 0,004548 0,00109 0,33 1 1 1 1 

2018 0,049120 0,10969 0,40 1 0 0 1 

2019 0,006420 -0,09342 0,33 1 1 1 2 

3 BBNI 

2016 0,018921 0,18568 0,63 1 0 0 2 

2017 0,019414 0,17627 0,63 1 0 1 2 

2018 0,018665 0,13991 0,63 1 1 1 2 

2019 0,018340 0,04580 0,63 1 0 1 4 

4 BBRI 

2016 0,026160 0,14387 0,56 1 0 0 8 

2017 0,025762 0,12206 0,56 1 1 1 14 

2018 0,024997 0,15030 0,56 1 0 1 5 

2019 0,024291 0,09242 0,56 1 0 1 5 

5 BBTN 

2016 0,012228 0,24656 0,57 1 0 0 3 

2017 0,011583 0,22037 0,50 1 1 0 6 

2018 0,009163 0,17244 0,56 1 0 1 7 

2019 0,000671 0,01743 0,50 1 1 1 3 

6 BMRI 

2016 0,014104 0,14136 0,50 1 0 0 9 

2017 0,019066 0,08279 0,50 1 0 1 8 

2018 0,021503 0,06895 0,50 1 1 1 5 

2019 0,021586 0,09648 0,50 1 0 1 3 

7 GIAA 

2016 0,002506 0,12917 0,33 1 0 0 3 

2017 -0,056703 0,00688 0,33 1 1 1 3 

2018 0,001148 0,16166 0,43 0 1 1 3 

2019 0,001449 0,01922 0,60 1 1 1 3 

8 INAF 2016 -0,012570 -0,09916 0,33 0 0 0 4 
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2017 -0,030254 0,10729 0,33 0 0 0 5 

2018 -0,022697 -0,05721 0,33 0 0 1 4 

2019 0,005753 -0,04050 0,33 0 1 0 8 

9 JSMR 

2016 0,033702 0,45678 0,33 1 0 0 3 

2017 0,026437 0,48023 0,33 1 1 1 4 

2018 0,024709 0,04073 0,33 1 1 1 4 

2019 0,020806 0,20943 0,33 1 0 0 3 

10 KAEF 

2016 0,058882 0,34286 0,40 0 0 0 3 

2017 0,045614 0,57658 0,40 0 0 1 3 

2018 0,047231 0,55789 0,40 0 1 0 4 

2019 0,000866 0,61998 0,40 0 1 1 5 

11 KRAS 

2016 -0,045907 0,06336 0,40 1 0 0 3 

2017 -0,020926 0,04513 0,33 1 0 1 3 

2018 -0,017952 0,04470 0,33 1 1 1 3 

2019 -0,153767 -0,23535 0,33 1 1 1 3 

12 PGAS 

2016 0,045153 0,05221 0,33 1 0 0 3 

2017 0,030952 0,19739 0,33 1 0 1 4 

2018 0,045928 -0,02981 0,40 1 1 1 4 

2019 0,015322 -0,07124 0,33 1 1 1 7 

13 PTBA 

2016 0,108975 0,09960 0,33 1 0 0 5 

2017 0,206810 0,18360 0,33 1 1 1 8 

2018 0,211853 0,09940 0,33 1 0 1 4 

2019 0,154816 0,07964 0,33 1 1 0 4 

14 PTPP 

2016 0,036792 0,62930 0,33 0 0 0 4 

2017 0,041257 0,33852 0,33 1 1 0 4 

2018 0,037279 0,25767 0,33 0 1 1 3 

2019 0,020422 0,12591 0,33 0 0 0 3 

15 SMBR 

2016 0,059304 0,33659 0,60 0 0 0 4 

2017 0,028980 0,15827 0,20 0 0 1 2 

2018 0,013737 0,09441 0,33 0 0 1 13 

2019 0,005398 0,00599 0,40 0 1 0 4 

16 SMGR 

2016 0,102540 0,15919 0,29 1 0 0 5 

2017 0,033626 0,10948 0,29 1 0 1 5 

2018 0,060762 0,03495 0,29 1 0 1 3 
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2019 0,029712 0,57151 0,29 1 1 1 4 

17 TINS 

2016 0,029643 0,02898 0,33 1 0 0 3 

2017 0,042851 0,24377 0,40 1 0 1 6 

2018 0,012079 0,28160 0,40 1 0 0 3 

2019 -0,030022 0,33774 0,40 1 1 1 3 

18 TLKM 

2016 0,162418 0,08087 0,43 1 0 0 5 

2017 0,164754 0,10508 0,57 1 1 1 3 

2018 0,130842 0,03885 0,43 1 0 1 7 

2019 0,124733 0,07280 0,50 1 1 1 5 

19 WSKT 

2016 0,029513 1,02688 0,33 0 0 0 8 

2017 0,042919 0,59354 0,33 1 1 1 10 

2018 0,037137 0,27065 0,43 0 1 1 3 

2019 0,008393 -0,01449 0,43 0 0 0 3 

20 WIKA 

2016 0,038623 0,59956 0,33 0 0 0 7 

2017 0,029685 0,45698 0,33 1 1 1 5 

2018 0,035004 0,29652 0,43 0 1 1 6 

2019 0,042199 0,04864 0,43 0 0 1 9 

 

2. Statistik Deskriptif 

 N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. 
Deviation 

ROA 
 

80 -.15 .21 .0315 .05352 

ACHANGE 
 

80 -.24 1.03 .1790 .20870 

IND 
 

80 .20 .63 .4018 .10208 

KAPBIG 
 

80 .00 1.00 .6750 .47133 

CIA 
 

80 .00 1.00 .4250 .49746 

CID 
 

80 .00 1.00 .5875 .49539 

CEOPIC 
 

80 1.00 14.00 4.4625 2.42844 

y 
 

80 .00 1.00 .1375 .34655 

Valid N (listwise) 
 

80     
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3. Uji Pengaruh 

a. Uji Pengaruh Parsial 

 wald df Sig. 
Step 1a ROA .002 1 .960 

ACHANGE .003 1 .958 

IND .001 1 .974 

KAPBIG .003 1 .958 

CIA .000 1 .991 

CID .002 1 .969 

CEOPIC .001 1 .970 

Constant .002 1 .969 

 

b. Uji Pengaruh Simultan 

Nilai -2LL Yang Hanya Terdiri Dari Konstanta 

Iteration Historya,b,c 

 Iteration 

-2 Log 

likelihood 

Coefficients 

Constant 

Step 0 1 65.616 -1.450 

2 64.083 -1.791 

3 64.064 -1.835 

4 64.064 -1.836 

 

Nilai -2LL Terdiri Dari Konstanta dan Variabel Independen 

Iteration Historya,b,c,d 

Iteration 

-2 Log 

likelihood 

Coefficients 

Constan

t ROA ACHANGE IND KAPBIG CIA CID CEOPIC 

Step 1 1 45.464 .768 -4.948 -3.480 -2.238 -.737 .409 -.502 .018 

2 30.963 1.697 -6.508 -7.797 -3.242 -1.256 .710 -.956 -.002 

3 21.268 2.481 -3.323 -15.811 -2.804 -1.837 .858 -1.390 -.053 

4 14.662 3.619 1.337 -28.085 -2.190 -2.655 .856 -1.943 -.118 

5 11.077 5.279 5.715 -43.753 -1.529 -3.865 .848 -2.738 -.201 
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6 8.975 7.391 11.669 -65.092 1.268 -5.964 .942 -3.961 -.352 

7 7.273 10.328 21.651 -100.741 8.996 -9.768 1.358 -6.466 -.653 

8 5.338 16.571 44.500 -178.753 26.394 -17.975 2.144 -12.220 -1.311 

9 3.001 27.827 95.108 -347.501 66.152 -36.090 4.694 -25.931 -2.382 

10 .912 45.941 189.107 -655.762 141.998 -69.663 10.393 -52.256 -3.997 

11 .320 61.958 268.310 -917.446 204.587 -97.963 15.047 -74.204 -5.417 

12 .116 77.506 343.923 -1168.044 263.986 -125.010 19.439 -95.093 -6.794 

13 .043 92.997 418.598 -1416.006 322.508 -151.747 23.744 -115.692 -8.168 

14 .016 108.551 493.151 -1663.893 380.859 -178.461 28.013 -136.230 -9.547 

15 .006 124.201 567.852 -1912.501 439.269 -205.243 32.255 -156.777 -10.935 

16 .002 139.947 642.770 -2162.001 497.804 -232.112 36.469 -177.345 -12.333 

17 .001 155.778 717.907 -2412.344 556.472 -259.065 40.648 -197.926 -13.739 

18 .000 171.679 793.235 -2663.409 615.258 -286.092 44.784 -218.506 -15.151 

19 .000 187.636 868.725 -2915.062 674.144 -313.177 48.876 -239.075 -16.568 

20 .000 203.635 944.342 -3167.174 733.111 -340.309 52.927 -259.631 -17.990 

a. Method: Enter 

b. Constant is included in the model. 

c. Initial -2 Log Likelihood: 64.064 

d. Estimation terminated at iteration number 20 because maximum iterations has been reached. Final solution cannot 

be found. 

 

Hasil Uji Omnibus 

Omnibus Tests of Model Coefficients 

 Chi-square df Sig. 

Step 1 Step 64.064 7 .000 

Block 64.064 7 .000 

Model 64.064 7 .000 

 

4. Uji kelayakan Model Regresi 

Uji Hosmer and Lemeshow 

Hosmer and Lemeshow Test 

Step Chi-square df Sig. 

1 .000 7 1.000 

 

5. Uji Matriks Klasifikasi 



9 
 

 
 

Classification Tablea 

 

Observed 

Predicted 

 
y 

Percentage 

Correct 

 
tidak ada 

kecurangan ada kecurangan 

Step 1 y tidak ada kecurangan 69 0 100.0 

ada kecurangan 0 11 100.0 

Overall Percentage   100.0 

a. The cut value is .500 

 

6. Koefisien Determinasi 

Model Summary 

Step -2 Log likelihood 

Cox & Snell R 

Square 

Nagelkerke R 

Square 

1 .000a .551 1.000 

a. Estimation terminated at iteration number 20 because 

maximum iterations has been reached. Final solution cannot 

be found. 

 

7. Regresi Logistik 

 B S.E. Wald df Sig. Exp(B) 

Step 
1a 

X1 
 

944.342 18887.809 .002 1 .960 1.001 

X2 
 

-3167.174 60567.582 .003 1 .958 .969 

X3 
 

733.111 22906.745 .001 1 .974 1527.079 

X4 
 

-340.309 6437.357 .003 1 .958 .000 

X5 
 

52.927 4748.386 .000 1 .991 96794482659551550000000.000 

X6 
 

-259.631 6626.736 .002 1 .969 .000 

X7 
 

-17.990 477.006 .001 1 .970 .000 

CONSTANT 
 

203.635 5234.229 .002 1 .969 2.738E+88 
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