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LAMPIRAN 1

TABULASI DATA

PERUSAHAAN SAMPEL PENELITIAN

KODE TAHUN GI_X1 GHG_X2 FV_Y SDGS_Z
AALI 2018 0.25 0.07 0.28 0.29
2019 0.625 0.07 0.30 0.29
2020 0.625 0.06 0.31 0.71
2021 0.875 0.03 0.30 0.71
2022 0.875 0.05 0.24 0.71
AKRA 2018 0.25 0.01 127 0.43
2019 0.25 0.00 121 0.57
2020 0.5 0.01 1.09 0.57
2021 0.875 0.00 1.22 0.57
2022 0.875 0.00 1.55 0.29
Asll 2018 0.75 0.02 222 1.00
2019 0.625 0.02 2.30 1.00
2020 0.875 0.03 2.54 1.00
2021 0.75 0.02 1.04 0.86
2022 0.625 0.01 0.97 0.86
AUTO 2018 0.375 0.75 0.74 1.00
2019 0.5 0.04 0.65 0.29
2020 0.75 0.04 0.61 0.86
2021 0.875 0.04 0.63 1.00
2022 0.75 0.03 0.68 1.00
INCO 2018 0.75 0.19 117 0.29
2019 0.625 0.18 1.30 0.43
2020 0.625 0.20 1.69 0.43
2021 0.75 0.14 1.45 0.43
2022 0.875 0.09 1.80 0.43
INTP 2018 0.75 0.85 261 0.86
2019 0.875 0.79 2.69 1.00
2020 0.75 0.81 214 0.86
2021 0.875 0.82 1.85 0.86
2022 0.875 0.71 1.56 0.71
JPFA 2018 0.75 0.01 1.58 0.71
2019 0.875 0.01 1.82 1.00
2020 0.75 0.01 1.85 1.00
2021 0.875 0.25 1.25 0.86
2022 0.875 0.25 1.05 0.86
KLBF 2018 0.625 0.00 4.08 0.14
2019 0.875 0.00 3.92 0.29
2020 0.75 0.00 3.26 0.14
2021 0.875 0.00 3.12 0.29
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KODE | TAHUN GI_X1 GHG_X2 FV_Y SDGS_Z
2022 0.875 0.00 3.74 0.43
LSIP 2018 05 0.13 1.02 0.57
2019 0.625 0.12 1.16 0.71
2020 0.625 0.08 1.01 0.71
2021 0.75 0.08 0.72 0.71
2022 0.75 0.08 0.77 0.86
PGAS 2018 0.625 0.00 1.04 0.71
2019 0.625 0.00 1.08 0.86
2020 0.875 0.00 0.98 0.86
2021 0.75 0.00 0.87 1.00
2022 0.875 0.00 0.90 1.00
POWR 2018 0.75 0.54 1.27 0.86
2019 0.625 0.61 1.36 0.86
2020 0.875 0.54 1.09 0.86
2021 0.75 0.48 0.99 1.00
2022 0.75 0.37 0.97 0.29
SIDO 2018 0.875 0.01 3.91 0.71
2019 0.75 0.01 5.55 0.71
2020 0.625 0.00 6.44 0.71
2021 0.875 0.00 6.52 0.71
2022 0.875 0.00 5.69 0.71
SMCB 2018 0.75 0.63 1.43 0.86
2019 0.625 0.63 1.11 0.86
2020 0.875 0.58 1.03 0.86
2021 0.75 0.71 1.19 0.86
2022 0.75 0.56 1.05 0.57
SMGR 2018 0.875 0.00 1.70 0.71
2019 0.75 0.01 1.44 0.71
2020 0.625 0.01 1.40 0.71
2021 0.875 0.01 0.98 0.86
2022 0.875 0.01 0.94 0.86
TINS 2018 0.75 0.01 0.97 0.86
2019 0.875 0.00 1.04 0.86
2020 0.875 0.01 1.42 0.71
2021 0.75 0.01 1.31 1.00
2022 0.875 0.01 1.13 1.00
UNTR 2018 0.625 0.07 1.39 0.43
2019 0.625 0.05 1.17 0.29
2020 0.875 0.04 1.36 0.43
2021 0.875 0.03 1.10 0.57
2022 0.75 0.03 1.04 0.71
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LAMPIRAN 2
INDEKS GREEN INNOVATION

Memiliki tujuan mengurangi konsumsi dan meningkatkan efisiensi
= sumber daya dan energi

Menggunakan bahan daur ulang, teknik daur ulang, dan teknologi
2. lingkungan

Menerapkan kampanye lingkungan

Menggunakan peralatan pengendalian polusi

Mengadopsi proyek dan teknologi pengendalian polusi

Mengubah desain produk agar terhindar dari pencemar atau
6. senyawa beracun dalam proses produksi

Meningkatkan dan merancang kemasan ramah lingkungan untuk
£ produk yang sudah ada dan baru

Modifikasi desain produk bertujuan agar efisiensi energi
8. meningkat selama digunakan




LAMPIRAN 3
ITEM-ITEM PENGUNGKAPAN
SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT GOALS
No. Ikon Tujuan SDGs
GLEAN WATER
AND SANITATION
6 E Air Bersih dan Sanitasi Layak
7 Energi Bersih dan Terjangkau
1 SUSTAINABLE CITIES
AND GCOMMUNITIES
11 E Kota dan Pemukiman Berkelanjutan
N
(g ]=+[2202]
12 Goiswenon
12 Al | Konsumsi dan Produksi yang
( N ) Bertanggungjawab
13 feton
13 @ Penanganan Perubahan Iklim
4 ™
14 Ekosistem Lautan
15 i
15 Ekosistem Daratan
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LAMPIRAN 4

Mean
Median
Maximum
Minimum
Std. Dev.

Observations

LAMPIRAN 5

ANALISIS STATISTIK DESKRIPTIF

Y
1.644742
1.201308
6.524448
0.240059
1.309306

80

X1
0.739063
0.750000
0.875000
0.250000
0.151722

80

X2
0.163619
0.032061
0.854130
0.000791
0.257031

80

PEMILIHAN MODEL ESTIMASI

Common Effect Model

Dependent Variable: ¥

Method: Panel Least Squares

Date: 10/15/23 Time: 21:51
Sample: 2018 2022
Periods included: 5
Cross-sections included: 16
Total panel (balanced) observations: 80

z
0.701786
0.714286
1.000000
0.142857
0.242898

80

Fixed Effect Model

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
C 0.077739 0.040214 0.821963 0.4137
X1 0.870814 0.068231 10.12544 0.0000
x2 -0.056417 0.010519 -5.363213 0.0000
z -0.209212 0.038057 -5.497280 0.0000
Dependent Variable: Y
Method: Panel Least Squares
Date: 10/15/23 Time: 21:51
Sample: 2018 2022
Periods included: 5
Cross-sections included: 16
Total panel (balanced) observations: 80
Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
] 0.032282 0.095858 0.336768 0.7375
X1 0.484537 0.025596 18.93037 0.0000
X2 -0.057195 0.009276  -6.166089 0.0000
z -0.150780 0.020579  -7.197333 0.0000
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Random Effect Model

Dependent Variable: Y

Method: Panel EGLS (Cross-section random effects)

Date: 10/15/23 Time: 22:22
Sample: 2018 2022
Periods included: b
Cross-sections included: 16

Total panel (balanced) cbservations: 80

Swamy and Arora estimator of component variances

87

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
C 0.045685 0.089808 0.508689 0.6125
X1 0.491880 0.024949 19.71548 0.0000
X2 -0.057036 0.008315 -6.859087 0.0080
Z -0.152261 0.020058 -7.591096 0.0000
Chow Test
Redundant Fixed Effects Tests
Equation: Untitled
Test cross-section fixed effects
Effects Test Statistic d.f. Prob.
Cross-section F 46.775716 (15,61) 0.0000
Cross-section Chi-square 202.072532 15 0.0000
Hausman Test
Correlated Random Effects - Hausman Test
Equation: Untitled
Test cross-section random effects
Chi-Sq.
Test Summary Statistic  Chi-Sq. d.f.. Prob.
Cross-section random 5.424296 3 0.1432

Langrange Multiplier Test



LAMPIRAN 6

Uji Normalitas

14

Lagrange multiplier (LM) test for panel data
Date: 10/15/23 Time: 21:10

Sample: 2018 2022

Total panel observations: 80

Probability in ()

Null (no rand. effect)  Cross-section Period Both
Alternative One-sided One-sided
Breusch-Pagan 107.0988 0.184886 107.2837
(0.0000) (0.6672) (0.0000)
Honda 10.34886 -0.429984 7.013702
(0.0000) (0.6664) (0.0000)
King-Wu 10.34886 -0.429984 4.366330
(0.0000) (0.6664) (0.0000)
SLM 11.52536 -0.108464 -
(0.0000) (0.5432) -
GHM - - 107.0988
- - (0.0000)
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Uji Multikolinearitas

Series: Standardized Residuals
Sample 2018 2022
Observations 80

Mean 1.70e-17
Median -0.010243
Maximum 0.351986
Minimum -0.391894
Std. Dev. 0.153737
Skewness -0.094985
Kurtosis 3.720473
Jarque-Bera  1.850569
Probability 0.396419
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Variance Inflation Factors
Date: 10/15/23 Time: 21:50
Sample: 1 80

Included observations: 80

Coefficient  Uncentered Centered
Variable Variance VIF VIF
C 0.001617 5.788579 NA
X1 0.004112 2.679884 1.066162
X2 6.93E-05 3.965111 1.022734
Z 0.001452 2.080053 1.081370
Uji Heterokedastisitas
Heteroskedasticity Test: Breusch-Pagan-Godfrey
Null hypothesis: Homoskedasticity
F-statistic 0.295401 Prob. F(3,76) 0.8286
Obs*"R-squared 0.922094 Prob. Chi-Square(3) 0.8201
Scaled explained SS 1.196522 Prob. Chi-Square(3) 0.7538
LAMPIRAN 7
UJI HIPOTESIS
Uji-t Parsial

Dependent Variable: Y

Method: Panel EGLS (Cross-section random effects)

Date: 10/15/23 Time: 22:37

Sample: 2018 2022

Periods included: 5

Cross-sections included: 16

Total panel (balanced) observations: 80

Swamy and Arora estimator of component variances

Variable Coefficient Std. Error -Statistic Prob.
C 0.176866 0.059385 2.978273 0.0039
X1 0.438990 0.032505 13.50545 0.0000
X2 -0.068868 0.010849 -6.348051 0.0000

Weighted Statistics

R-squared 0.789125 Mean dependent var
Adjusted R-squared 0.783648 S.D. dependent var
S.E. of regression 0.064195 Sum squared resid
F-statistic 144.0726 Durbin-VVatson stat
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000

0.045322
0.138012
0.317314
1.209691

Uji Moderated Regression Analysis
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Dependent Variable: Y

Method: Panel EGLS (Cross-section random effects)
Date: 10/15/23 Time: 22:35

Sample: 2018 2022

Periods included: 5

Cross-sections included: 16

Total panel (balanced) observations: 80

Swamy and Arora estimator of component variances

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.

C -0.178346 0.091395  -1.951377 0.0560

X1 7.576279 2.889541 -2.612924 0.0115

X2 -0.033612 0.019055  -1.763984 0.0832

Z 7.386380 2.915371 2.533599 0.0141

X1Z -7.529326 0.017083  -2.581985 0.0125

X2Z 0.050523 0.009393 2.957565 0.0045
R-squared 0.372771 Mean dependent var 0.026719
Adjusted R-squared 0.294367 S.D. dependent var 0.146483
S.E. of regression 0.123049 Sum squared resid 0.847895
F-statistic 4.754512 Durbin-Watson stat 2.193209

Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000
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