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LAMPIRAN



1.

Data Likuiditas Perusahaan

TAHUN

KODE PERUSAHAAN 2020 2021 2022
WSBP 0.67 0.44 0.34
KIAS 1.67 2.45 1.89
LION 6.17 3.25 3.50
JKSW 2.94 2.93 3.44
ETWA 0.10 0.2 0.14
AKKU 0.32 0.15 0.13
BRNA 0.67 0.62 0.76
YPAS 1.75 1.76 1.44
TIRT 0.34 0.27 0.33
IMAS 0.76 0.72 0.75
PRAS 2.38 1.85 1.38
HDTX 0.08 0.06 0.05
MYTX 0.38 0.35 0.37
POLU 2.21 5.54 2.12
SSTM 1.49 2.29 1.43
BATA 1.38 1.51 1.03
ALTO 0.83 0.82 0.81
FOOD 0.75 0.56 0.55
PSDN 0.77 0.58 0.51
INAF 1.36 1.35 0.88
MBTO 0.62 0.75 0.68
LMPI 1.12 1.17 1.15
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2. Data Audit Tenure
Kode Audit Kode . Kode . Kode .
Perusahaan Tahun T((eQ;)re Perusahaan Tahun Nama Auditor Perusahaan Tahun Nama Auditor Perusahaan Tahun Nama Auditor
2020 4 2015 | Leknor Joni 2015 | prs. Pieter Solang 2015 | Gideon Adi
WSBP 2021 L 2016 Leknor Joni 2016 Drs. Muhammad Sofwan 2016 \évalllllilr%m Suria Diaja
2022 2 2017 | Rusli 2017 | prs. Muhammad Sofwan 2017 | Drs. Akhyadi Wadisono
2020 2 WSBP 2018 | Rusli TIRT 2018 | vazid M. Aleq ALTO 2018 | Drs. Akhyadi Wadisono
KIAS 2021 3 2019 | Rusli 2019 | vazid M. Aleq 2019 | Hendi Purwanto
2022 1 2020 | Rusli 2020 | vazid M. Aleg 2020 | |rfan Alim Waluyo
2020 1 2021 | Henri Arifian 2021 | Nur Eko Saputro 2021 | zulmendra
LION 2021 1 2022 | Henri Arifian 2022 | Nur Eko Saputro 2022 | zulmendra
2022 2 2015 | Andreas Haryono 2015 | Roy Iman Wirahardja 2015
2020 3 2016 | Andreas Haryono 2016 | Tjoa Tjek 2016
JKSW 2021 1 2017 | Andreas Haryono 2017 Tjoa Tjek 2017
2022 2 KIAS 2018 | Andreas Haryono IMAS 2018 | Tjoa Tjek FOOD 2018 | Morhan Tirtohadi
2020 2 2019 | Grace Pratiwi Widjaja 2019 | Hanny Widyastuti 2019 | Morhan Tirtohadi
ETWA 2021 3 2020 | Grace Pratiwi Widjaja 2020 | Hanny Widyastuti 2020 | Morhan Tirtohadi
2022 1 2021 | Grace Pratiwi Widjaja 2021 | sandy 2021 | pavid Kurniawan
2020 1 2022 | Andreas Haryono 2022 | sandy 2022 | pavid Kurniawan
AKKU 2021 2 2015 | Drs. Bambang Muratno 2015 | pr. M. Achsin 2015 | Drs. David Sungkoro
2022 1 LION 2016 | prs. Bambang Muratno PRAS 2016 | Habib Basuni PSDN 2016 | susanti
BRNA 2020 1 2017 | Drs. Nunu Nurdiyaman 2017 | Drs. Pamudii 2017 | Danil Setiadi
2021 1 2018 | Drs. Nunu Nurdiyaman 2018 | prs. Pamudii 2018 | Haerul
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2022 1 2019 | prs. Nunu Nurdiyaman 2019 | Nur Shodig 2019 | Muhammad Kurniawan
2020 3 2020 | Drs. Ruchjat Kosasih 2020 | Muhammad Zainal Abidin 2020 | soaduon Tampubolon
YPAS 2021 1 2021 | Heru Kusdandaru 2021 | pr. Kurnia 2021 | spaduon Tampubolon
2022 2 2022 | Heru Kusdandaru 2022 | Muhammad Zainal Abidin 2022 | soaduon Tampubolon
2020 3 2015 | prs. Chris Utomo 2015 | |dris Jono 2015 | welly Adrianto
TIRT 2021 1 2016 | Drs. Mohammad Sofwan 2016 | |dris Jono 2016 | |skariman Supardijo
2022 2 2017 | Drs. Mohammad Sofwan 2017 | |dris Jono 2017 | |skariman Supardijo
2020 2 IKSW 2018 | Drs. Ahmad Junaedi HDTX 2018 | sudiharto Suwowo INAF 2018 | |skariman Supardijo
IMAS 2021 1 2019 | Drs. Ahmad Junaedi 2019 | sudiharto Suwowo 2019 | Drs. Husni Arvan
2022 2 2020 | prs. Ahmad Junaedi 2020 | |dris Jono 2020 | welly Adrianto
2020 1 2021 | Drs. Hirdjan Sjafi' 2021 | Drs. Rudy Soegiharto 2021 | |skariman Supardijo
PRAS 2021 1 2022 | prs. Hirdjan Sjafii 2022 | Drs. Rudy Soegiharto 2022 | |skariman Supardijo
2022 1 2015 | Fendri Sutejo 2015 | Tjiong Eng Pin 2015 | Erna
2020 1 2016 Drs. Arifin Faqgih 2016 Tjiong Eng Pin 2016 Martinus
HDTX 2021 1 2017 | Drs. Arifin Fagih 2017 | parmenta Pinem 2017 | Martinus
2022 2 ETWA 2018 | Drs. Arifin Fagih MYTX 2018 | Rudi Hartono Purba MBTO 2018 | Martinus
2020 1 2019 | Drs. Tjahjo Nurwantoro 2019 | Rudi Hartono Purba 2019 | Hedy
MYTX 2021 2 2020 | Drs. Tjahjo Nurwantoro 2020 | patricia 2020 | Hedy
2022 3 2021 | Drs. Tjahjo Nurwantoro 2021 | patricia 2021 | Hedy
2020 3 2022 | Hardiz Steve 2022 | patricia 2022 | Martinus
POLU 2021 1 2015 | Acep Kusmayadi 2015 2015 | Dr. Bambang Hariadi
2022 2 2016 | Mimando 2016 2016 | wahyu Wibowo
2020 1 AKKU 2017 | Drs. Suganda Akna POLU 2017 LMP| 2017 | Arsono Laksmana
SST™M 2021 2 2018 | Drs. Suganda Akna 2018 | solikhin 2018 | Nursal
2022 3 2019 | Drs. Suganda Akna 2019 | solikhin 2019 | Nursal
BATA 2020 2 2020 | Jajlani 2020 | solikhin 2020 | Nursal
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2021 3 2021 | Jailani 2021 | Ahmad Nadhif 2021 | Agustina Felisia
2022 1 2022 | podi Pribadi 2022 | Ahmad Nadhif 2022 | pgustina Felisia
2020 1 2015 | Erwin A. Winata 2015 | Deddy Supardi
ALTO 2021 1 2016 | Erwin A. Winata 2016 | Drs. Rudy Soegiharto
2022 2 2017 | |skariman Supardijo 2017 | saleh Balbeib
2020 3 BRNA 2018 | |skariman Supardijo SSTM 2018 | saleh Balbeib
FOOD 2021 1 2019 | |skariman Supardijo 2019 | saleh Balbeib
2022 2 2020 | Erwin A. Winata 2020 | prs. zainal Abidin
2020 1 2021 | Riani 2021 | Drs. Zainal Abidin
PSDN 2021 2 2022 | Adi Santoso 2022 | Drs. Zainal Abidin
2022 3 2015 Fitradewata 2015 {/r:/(ijc;ﬁrawana Komala
2020 1 2016 | Fitradewata 2016 | Muhammad Kurniawan
INAF 2021 1 2017 | Fitradewata 2017 | Muhammad Kurniawan
2022 2 YPAS 2018 | Drs. Nursal BATA 2018 | Muhammad Kurniawan
2020 2 2019 | prs. Nursal 2019 | pagmar Zevilianty Djamal
MBTO 2021 3 2020 | Drs. Nursal 2020 | pagmar Zevilianty Djamal
2022 1 2021 | Andri Rinaldi 2021 | pagmar Zevilianty Djamal
2020 3 2022 | Andri Rinaldi 2022 | Tiia Tjek Nien
LMPI 2021
2022 5




3.

Data Reputasi Auditor

Perusahaan

Reputasi Auditor

2020

2021

2022

WSBP

KIAS

LION

JKSW

ETWA

AKKU

BRNA

YPAS

TIRT

IMAS

PRAS

HDTX

MYTX

POLU

SSTM

BATA

ALTO

FOOD

PSDN

INAF

MBTO

LMPI

OO0 |0O|0O|O|FP,|O|O|O|O0|O|R,|O|O|O|O|O|O|O|—|O

OO0 |0O|0O|O|FP,|O|O|O|O0O|O|R,|O|O|O|O|O|O|O |~ |O

OO0 |0O|0O|O|FP,|O|O|O|O0O|O|R|O|O|O|O|O|O|O|—|O
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4. Data Kualitas Audit dan Opini Audit Going Concern

Kode Perusahaan Tahun Kualitas Audit Opm'c'gﬁggrﬁomg

2020 0.096 1

WSBP 2021 0.088 1
2022 0.063 1

2020 0.045 0

KIAS 2021 0.027 0
2022 0.016 0

2020 0.037 0

LION 2021 0.036 0
2022 0.075 1

2020 0.073 1

JKSW 2021 0.089 1
2022 0.075 1

2020 0.059 1

ETWA 2021 0.073 1
2022 0.084 1

2020 0.072 1

AKKU 2021 0.093 1
2022 0.090 1

2020 0.067 1

BRNA 2021 0.028 0
2022 0.078 1

YPAS 2020 0.193 1
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2021 0.085 1
2022 0.031 0
2020 0.160 1
TIRT 2021 0.128 1
2022 0.063 1
2020 0.058 0
IMAS 2021 0.034 0
2022 0.024 0
2020 0.037 0
PRAS 2021 0.049 0
2022 0.098 1
2020 0.061 1
HDTX 2021 0.076 1
2022 0.062 1
2020 0.099 1
MYTX 2021 0.086 1
2022 0.090 1
2020 0.245 1
POLU 2021 0.101 1
2022 0.042 0
2020 0.048 0
SSTM 2021 0.097 1
2022 0.063 1
2020 0.018 0
BATA 2021 0.036 0
2022 0.046 0
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2020 0.038 0
ALTO 2021 0.019 0
2022 0.020 0
2020 0.025 0
FOOD 2021 0.032 0
2022 0.037 0
2020 0.046 0
PSDN 2021 0.044 0
2022 0.108 1
2020 0.062 1
INAF 2021 0.027 0
2022 0.262 1
2020 0.037 0
MBTO 2021 0.020 0
2022 0.037 0
2020 0.081 1
LMPI 2021 0.080 1
2022 0.095 1
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5. Output PLS Algorithm Olah Data SmartPLS

1| SmartPLS: C:\Users\ACER\smartpls_workspace = (m]] X
File Edit View Themes Calculate Info Language
& 03 & 8 o %
Save New Project New Path Model Add Data Group Generate Data Groups Clear Data Groups
- Project Explorer b &7 ! Book3.txt =
v [] Data Diolah2 L . .
A Data Diolah2 Delimiter: Semicolon Encoding: UTF-8 Re-Analyze ~ Open External
& Book3 [66 records] Value Quote Character: None Sample size: 66
> [JEcsI Number Format: US (example: 1,000.23) Indicators: 5
> [ Latihan Awal 3 Missing Value Marker:  None Missing Values: 0
> [] Latihan DDP
> [ Latihan Mediasi1 Indicators: | Indicator Correlations | Raw File Copy to Clipboard
> [] PLS-SEM BOOK - Corporate Reputation Extended . - : :
#51 Archive No. Missing Mean Median Min Max Standard ... Excess Kurtosis Skewness
o LK 1 0 1.243 0.810 0.050 6.170 1.189 5377 2.068
AT 2 0 1.758 2.000 1.000 4.000 0.818 -0.707 0.653
RA 3 0 0.136 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.343 2.788 2.169
KA 4 0 0.069 0.063 0.016 0.262 0.047 6.259 2.159
Indicators ’g’ ’g’ ’i’ OAGC 5 0 0.561 1.000 0.000 1.000 0.496 -1.999 -0.250




6. PLS Algorithm Outer Model

B | SmartPLS: C\Users\ACER\smartpls_workspace

File Edit View Themes Calculate Info Language

LG250QQ0 b | @ s

Select Latent Variable Connect Quadratic Effect Moderating Effect Comment
1B Project Explorer & &9 e “Data Diolah2.splsm [ PLS Algorithm (Run No. 2)
~ [ Data Diolah2
& Data Diclah2
8 Book3 [66 records]
> [ ecst
> [ Latihan Awal 3 KR -1.000 -
» [ Latihan DDP
» [ Latihan Mediasi Likuiditas
> [C] PLS-SEM BOOK - Corporate Reputation Extended 2019
3 Archive
|E1 Calculation Results AT
PLS Algorithm (Run No. 2) v Remove Audit Tenure
0274
Report Excel HTML R
Data Group Complete hd
Inner model Path Coefficients ~

Outer model Outer Weights / Loadings ~ RA ~1.000 *( /

Constructs R Square 52
Reputasi
Highlight Paths  off v Auditor

Calculate

= )

Grid

B Sl e

More Themes

Border Size
Align

=

Snap

italic

113



7. Output Bootstrapping Model Struktural Pengaruh Langsung Variabel

B SmartPLs: CAUsers\ACER\smartpls_workspace - 8 x
file [dt View Themes Calulste Info Language
HORGFQQ[ b L =
Select Latent Variable Connect Quadratic Effect Moderating Effect Comment Calculate
I Project Explorer B B9 of “Dats Diolah2.splsm 12 5] PLS Algorithm (Run No. 2) [ Bootstrapping (Run No. 3) ®
~ [ Data Diolah2 N
£ Data Diolah2 |9d ’D
@ Book3 [66 records] - Gl snap
> Cecs \ More Themes
> [ Latihan Awal 3 /‘\
> [ Latihan DOP A T
> [ Latihan Mediasi1 Uikuitas \ “\\\
> [ PLS-SEM BOOK - Corporate Reputation Extended e
T3 Archive gt
~ ——
\\\\ Font Size
——it — 4 R o
- —
2402 ——
e Y A P Bold - ttalic
ndicsors [l Caleulation Results — ! et Opini Audit Border Size
4 Going
Bootstrapping (Run No. 3} ~ | Remove —m— / - Concern x . P
s o Align
rt Excel HIML R ; B
Repo “ // = b 2 of
Data Group Complete - > 0 &= @L =
o &
Inner model  T-Values v /—~</ an gl
Outermodel  T-Values - ( u
Constructs R Square v
Reputas
Highlight Paths off v Ao
B SmartPLS: CAUsers\ACER\smartpls_workspace - 8 x
File Edit View Themes Cakulate Info Language
A 03 b8 i S 42
Save New Project New Path Model Hide Zero Values Increase Decimals Decrease Decimals Export to Excel Export to Web Export to R
1 Project Explorer B3 B30 @ “DataDiolah2splsm | PLS Algorithm (Run No.2) | Bootstrapping (Run No. 3)
v [ Data Dioleh2 Path Coefficients
& Data Diolsh2
® Book3 (66 records] ] Mean, STDEV, T-Values, P-... ||l Confidence Intervals | ] Confidence Intervals Bias .. | ] Samples <COPY to Clipboard:  xcel Format | R Format
O ecst
] Latihan Awal 3 Original Sample (O) Sample Mean (M) Standard Deviation (STDEV) T Statistics (JO/STDEV) P Values
[ Latihan DDP Audit Tenure -> Kualitas Audit 0262 0266 0.109 2402 0017
[ Latihan Mediasi1 Audit Tenure -> Opini Audit Going Concern 0022 0018 0088 0248 0.804
[ PLS-SEM BOOK - Corporate Reputation Extended ) )
B Kualitas Audit -> Opini Audit Going Concern 0573 0589 0.087 6601 0.000
Likuiditas -> Kualitas Audit 0019 0.021 0093 0208 083
Likuiditas -> Opini Audit Going Concern 0,099 -0.100 0083 1187 0236
Reputasi Auditor -> Kualitas Audit 0318 0318 0073 4354 0000
Reputasi Auditor -> Opini Audit Going Concern 0274 0260 0075 3676 0.000
Indicators TXTY
No. Indicator
1 K
2 AT
3 RA
4 KA Final Results Histograms Base Data
5 OAGC Path Coefficients Path Coefficients Histogram Setting

Total Indirect Effects  Indirect Effects Histogram  Inner Model
Specific Indirect Effects  Total Effects Histogram Quter Model

Total Effects Indicator Data (Original)
Outer Loadings Indicator Data (Standardized)

Outer Weights
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8. Output Bootstrapping Pengaruh Tidak Langsung Variabel (Mediasi)
B! SmartPLS: C:\Users\ACER\smartpls_workspace _ a %

File Edit View Themes Calculate Info Language

o440 00 0,00
ILI Ij n’h ELH [iTi] +11 <) @ 0

Save New Project New Path Model Hide Zero Values Increase Decimals Decrease Decimals Export to Excel Export to Web Export to R
- Project Explorer & & % Book3.txt @& Data Diolah2.splsm 5| Bootstrapping (Run No. 1) &
v [ Data Diolah2 Specific Indirect Effects
4 Data Diolah2
& Boola [66 records] [-] Mean, STDEV, T-Values, P-.. =] Confidence Intervals |[=] Confidence Intervals Bias ... || -] Samples  COPY to Clipboard: ' fycel Format R Format
> I Ecs!
> [] Latihan Awal 3 Original Sample (O)  Sample Mean (M) Standard Deviation... T Statistics (... P Values
> [ Latihan DDP Audit Tenure -> Kualitas Audit -> Opini Audit Going Concern 0.150 0.156 0.068 2.207 0.028
» [ Latihan Mediasit Likuiditas -> Kualitas Audit > Opini Audit Going Concern 0.011 0.012 0.058 0.192 0.848
> [] PLS-SEM BOOK - Corporate Reputation Extended
B Archive Reputasi Auditor -> Kualitas Audit -> Opini Audit Going Concern -0.182 -0.192 0.054 3.356 0.001

Indicators g ! i

No. Indicator
1 LK
2 AT
3 RA
4 KA Final Results Histograms Base Data
5 OAGC Path Coefficients Path Coefficients Histogram Setting
Total Indirect Effects Indirect Effects Histogram  Inner Model
Specific Indirect Effects Total Effects Histogram Quter Model
Total Effects Indicator Data (Original
Outer Loadings Indicator Data (Standardized
MEAN MEDIAN MIN MAX  STDEV MISSING Outer Weights

0.56 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.50 -



9. Output Indikator Data (Original SmartPLS)
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Case ID Audit Tenure Kualitas Audit Likuiditas Opini Audit Going Concern Reputasi Auditor
1 4.000 0.096 0.67 1.000
2 1.000 0.088 0.44 1.000
3 2.000 0.063 0.34 1.000
4 2.000 0.045 1.670 1.000
5 3.000 0.027 2.450 1.000
6 1.000 0.016 1.890 1.000
7 1.000 0.037 6.170
8 1.000 0.036 3.250
9 2.000 0.075 3.500 1.000
10 3.000 0.073 2.940 1.000
11 1.000 0.089 2.930 1.000
12 2.000 0.075 3.440 1.000
13 2.000 0.059 0.1 1.000
14 3.000 0.073 0.2 1.000
15 1.000 0.084 0.14 1.000
16 1.000 0.072 0.32 1.000
17 2.000 0.093 0.15 1.000
18 1.000 0.09 0.13 1.000
19 1.000 0.067 0.67 1.000
20 1.000 0.028 0.62
21 1.000 0.078 0.76 1.000
22 3.000 0.193 1.750 1.000
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23 1.000 0.085 1.760 1.000

24 2.000 0.031 1.440

25 3.000 0.16 0.34 1.000

26 1.000 0.128 0.27 1.000

27 2.000 0.063 0.33 1.000

28 2.000 0.058 0.76 1.000
29 1.000 0.034 0.72 1.000
30 2.000 0.024 0.75 1.000
31 1.000 0.037 2.380

32 1.000 0.049 1.850

33 1.000 0.098 1.380 1.000

34 1.000 0.061 0.08 1.000

35 1.000 0.076 0.06 1.000

36 2.000 0.062 0.05 1.000

37 1.000 0.099 0.38 1.000

38 2.000 0.086 0.35 1.000

39 3.000 0.09 0.37 1.000

40 3.000 0.245 2.210 1.000

41 1.000 0.101 5.540 1.000

42 2.000 0.042 2.120

43 1.000 0.048 1.490

44 2.000 0.097 2.290 1.000

45 3.000 0.063 1.430 1.000

46 2.000 0.018 1.380 1.000
47 3.000 0.036 1.510 1.000
48 1.000 0.046 1.030 1.000
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49 1.000 0.038 0.83
50 1.000 0.019 0.82
51 2.000 0.02 0.81
52 3.000 0.025 0.75
53 1.000 0.032 0.56
54 2.000 0.037 0.55
55 1.000 0.046 0.77
56 2.000 0.044 0.58
57 3.000 0.108 0.51 1.000
58 1.000 0.062 1.360 1.000
59 1.000 0.027 1.350
60 2.000 0.262 0.88 1.000
61 2.000 0.037 0.62
62 3.000 0.02 0.75
63 1.000 0.037 0.68
64 3.000 0.081 1.120 1.000
65 1.000 0.08 1.170 1.000
66 2.000 0.095 1.150 1.000
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10. Output R-Square pada SmartPLS

B ' SmartPLS: C:\Users\ACER\smartpls_workspace

- o X
File Edit View Themes Calculate Info Language
& & su2 i 1 0z} (<) Q
Save New Project New Path Model Hide Zero Values Increase Decimals Decrease Decimals Export to Excel Export to Web Export to R
- Project Explorer bl g % Book3.txt @& Data Diolah2.splsm Bootstrapping (Run No. 1) [ PLS Algerithm (Run No. 1) &=
v [] Data Diolah2 R Square
2 Data Diolah2
& Book3 [66 records] =] Matrix Zi R Square R Square Adjusted Copy to Clipboard:  gycel Format | R Format
> [ ECsI
> [] Latihan Awal 3 R Square R Square Adjusted
> [ Latihan DDP Kualitas Audit 0.158 0.118
> [ Latihan Mediasit Opini Audit Going Concern 0516 0485
> [] PLS-SEM BOOK - Corporate Reputation Extended
5 Archive
Indicators 'S' g 'f
No. Indicator
1 LK
2 AT
3 RA
Final Results Quality Criteria Interim Results Base Data
4 L2 Path Coefficients R Square Stop Criterion Changes Setting
5 OAGC Indirect Effects  f Square Inner Maodel
Total Effects Construct Reliability and Validity Quter Model
Outer Loadings  Discriminant Validity Indicator Data (Original
Quter Weights Collinearity Statistics (VIF) Indicator Data (Standardized
Latent Variable = Model Fit Indicator Data (Correlations
MEAN MEDIAN MIN MAX STDEV MISSING

056 100 0.00 100 050 Residuals Model Selection Criteria



120

11. Output Uji Kelayakan Model SRMR SmartPLS

B! SmartPLS: C:\Users\ACER\smartpls_workspace _ a %

File Edit View Themes Calculate Info Language

D440 =00 ooa
|L| Ij n’h ELH [ifili] =01 s @ 0

Save New Project New Path Model Hide Zero Values Increase Decimals Decrease Decimals Export to Excel Export to Web Export to R
- Project Explorer & & % Book3.txt @% Data Diolah2.splsm Bootstrapping (Run No. 1) [E| PLS Algorithm (Run No. 1) &
v [] Data Diclah2 Model Fit
4 Data Diolah2 -
& Bools [66 records] [=] Fit Summary =] rms Theta Copy to Clipboard:  Excel Format R Format
> I Ecs!
> [] Latihan Awal 3 Saturated Model Estimated Model
» [] Latihan DDP SRMR 0.000 0.000
> [] Latihan Mediasi1 d uLs 0.000 0.000
> [] PLS-SEM BOOK - Corporate Reputation Extended
. dG 0.000 0.000
5 Archive
Chi-Square 0.000
NFI 1.000 1.000
Indicators g g i
No. Indicator
1 LK
2 AT
3 RA
Final Results Quality Criteria Interim Results Base Data
4 ke Path Coefficients R Square Stop Criterion Changes Setting
5 OAGC Indirect Effects  f Square Inner Model
Total Effects Construct Reliability and Validity Outer Model
Outer Loadings  Discriminant Validity Indicator Data (Original
Outer Weights  Collinearity Statistics (VIF Indicator Data (Standardized
Latent Variable =~ Model Fit Indicator Data (Correlations
MEAN MEDIAN MIN MAX STDEV MISSING

056 1.00 0.00 1.00 050 Residuals Model Selection Criteria



12. Output Construct Realibility dan Validity
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® | SmartPLS: C\Users\ACER\smartpls_workspace = (w]]
File Edit View Themes Calculate Info Language
& O s, 2 = I o © o
Save New Project New Path Model Hide Zero Values Increase Decimals Decrease Decimals Export to Excel Export to Web Export to R
- Project Explorer & &y % Book3.txt @% Data Diolah2.splsm Bootstrapping (Run No. 1) [EZ| PLS Algorithm (Run No. 1) &
v [ Data Diolah2 Construct Reliability and Validity
2 Data Diolah2
& Books [66 records] [=] Matrix 3% Cronbach's Alpha |13 rho A i3 Composite Reliability |3 Average Variance Extract...| CoPY to Clipboard: ' pycel Format R Format
> I Ecst
> [] Latihan Awal 3 Cronbach's Alpha rho A Composite Reliability Average Variance Extracted (AVE)
» [] Latihan DDP Audit Ten... 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
» [ Latihan Mediasit Kualitas A... 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
> [ PLS-SEM BOOK - Corporate Reputation Extended o
= . Likuiditas 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
== Archive
Opini Au... 1.000 1.000 . 1.000 1.000
Reputasi ... 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Indicators 'Z' 'Z' i
No. Indicator
1 LK
2 AT
3 RA
Final Results Quality Criteria Interim Results Base Data
4 KA Path Coefficients R Square Stop Criterion Changes Setting
5 OAGC Indirect Effects  f Square Inner Model
Total Effects Construct Reliability and Validity QOuter Model
Outer Loadings  Discriminant Validity Indicator Data (Qriginal
Outer Weights  Collinearity Statistics (VIF Indicator Data (Standardized
Latent Variable =~ Model Fit Indicator Data (Correlations
MEAN MEDIAN MIN MAX STDEV MISSING
056 1.00 0.00 100 050 - Residuals Model Selection Criteria




