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LAMPIRAN 

 
Descriptive Statistics 

 N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation 

Tekanan 114 .0880 1.3254 .556817 .2842415 

Kesempatan 114 .2000 .6667 .423350 .1102664 

Rasionalisasi 114 .00 1.00 .3772 .48682 

Kemampuan 114 .00 1.00 .1228 .32966 

Arogansi 114 1.00 4.00 2.4123 .72639 

Kecurangan_Pelaporan_Keu
angan 

114 .00 1.00 .0702 .25657 

Valid N (listwise) 114     

 

 
Iteration Historya,b,c 

Iteration -2 Log likelihood 

Coefficients 

Constant 

Step 0 1 65.090 -1.719 

2 58.354 -2.354 

3 57.936 -2.563 

4 57.933 -2.584 

5 57.933 -2.584 

a. Constant is included in the model. 

b. Initial -2 Log Likelihood: 57,933 

c. Estimation terminated at iteration number 5 because 
parameter estimates changed by less than ,001. 

 

 
Variables not in the Equation 

   Score df Sig. 

Step 0 Variables Tekanan 7.088 1 .008 

Kesempatan 6.784 1 .009 

Rasionalisasi .593 1 .441 

Kemampuan 1.205 1 .272 

Arogansi .744 1 .388 

Overall Statistics 16.316 5 .006 

 

 

 

 
Iteration Historya,b,c,d 



115 
 

Iteration 
-2 Log 

likelihood 

Coefficients 

Constant Tekanan Kesempatan Rasionalisasi Kemampuan Arogansi 

Step 1 1 58.856 -3.674 .853 2.193 -.182 -.162 .265 

2 45.725 -6.817 1.904 4.945 -.456 -.480 .568 

3 41.893 -9.524 2.857 7.512 -.774 -1.077 .827 

4 41.090 -11.034 3.363 8.959 -.979 -1.928 .972 

5 40.949 -11.410 3.479 9.323 -1.034 -2.913 1.010 

6 40.905 -11.432 3.484 9.346 -1.038 -3.920 1.013 

7 40.889 -11.432 3.484 9.347 -1.038 -4.923 1.013 

8 40.883 -11.432 3.484 9.347 -1.038 -5.924 1.013 

9 40.881 -11.432 3.484 9.347 -1.038 -6.925 1.013 

10 40.880 -11.432 3.484 9.347 -1.038 -7.925 1.013 

11 40.880 -11.432 3.484 9.347 -1.038 -8.925 1.013 

12 40.880 -11.432 3.484 9.347 -1.038 -9.925 1.013 

13 40.880 -11.432 3.484 9.347 -1.038 -10.925 1.013 

14 40.880 -11.432 3.484 9.347 -1.038 -11.925 1.013 

15 40.880 -11.432 3.484 9.347 -1.038 -12.925 1.013 

16 40.880 -11.432 3.484 9.347 -1.038 -13.925 1.013 

17 40.880 -11.432 3.484 9.347 -1.038 -14.925 1.013 

18 40.880 -11.432 3.484 9.347 -1.038 -15.925 1.013 

19 40.880 -11.432 3.484 9.347 -1.038 -16.925 1.013 

20 40.880 -11.432 3.484 9.347 -1.038 -17.925 1.013 

a. Method: Enter 

b. Constant is included in the model. 

c. Initial -2 Log Likelihood: 57,933 

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

 

 
Omnibus Tests of Model Coefficients 

  Chi-square df Sig. 

Step 1 Step 17.054 5 .004 

Block 17.054 5 .004 

Model 17.054 5 .004 
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Model Summary 

Step -2 Log likelihood 
Cox & Snell R 

Square 
Nagelkerke R 

Square 

1 40.880a .139 .349 

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

 

 
Hosmer and Lemeshow Test 

Step Chi-square df Sig. 

1 2.701 8 .952 

 

 
Classification Tablea 

 

Observed 

Predicted 

 Kecurangan_Pelaporan_Keuangan 
Percentage 

Correct  .00 1.00 

Step 1 Kecurangan_Pelaporan_Keua
ngan 

.00 105 1 99.1 

1.00 8 0 .0 

Overall Percentage   92.1 

a. The cut value is ,500 

 

 
Variables in the Equation 

  

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

95% C.I.for EXP(B) 

  Lower Upper 

Step 1a Tekanan 3.484 1.521 5.246 1 .022 32.602 1.653 643.002 

Kesempatan 9.347 3.785 6.098 1 .014 11460.543 6.877 1.910E7 

Rasionalisasi -1.038 .968 1.149 1 .284 .354 .053 2.362 

Kemampuan -17.925 9752.034 .000 1 .999 .000 .000 . 

Arogansi 1.013 .616 2.705 1 .100 2.753 .824 9.205 

Constant -11.432 3.289 12.080 1 .001 .000   

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: Tekanan, Kesempatan, Rasionalisasi, Kemampuan, Arogansi. 
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Correlation Matrix 

  Constant      Tekanan       Kesempatan    Rasionalisasi Kemampuan     Arogansi      

Step 1 Constant      1.000 -.653 -.739 .143 .000 -.695 

Tekanan       -.653 1.000 .258 -.028 .000 .318 

Kesempatan    -.739 .258 1.000 -.207 .000 .185 

Rasionalisasi .143 -.028 -.207 1.000 .000 -.192 

Kemampuan     .000 .000 .000 .000 1.000 .000 

Arogansi      -.695 .318 .185 -.192 .000 1.000 

 

 

 

 

  


