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LAMPIRAN 2 

Statistik Deskriptif 

 

Descriptive Statistics 

 N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation 

Kualitas Audit 80 0 1 ,65 ,480 

Kondisi Keuangan 80 -1,3868 1,1967 ,270130 ,3662375 

Opini Audit Tahun 

Sebelumnya 
80 0 1 ,23 ,420 

Pertumbuhan Perusahaan 80 -17,2000 19,8127 ,109221 3,6922719 

Opini Audit Going Concern 80 0 1 ,30 ,461 

Valid N (listwise) 80     

 

Hasil Analisis Regresi Logistik 

 
Logistic Regression 
 

 

 

Case Processing Summary 

Unweighted Casesa N Percent 

Selected Cases Included in Analysis 80 100,0 

Missing Cases 0 ,0 

Total 80 100,0 

Unselected Cases 0 ,0 

Total 80 100,0 

a. If weight is in effect, see classification table for the total number of 

cases. 

 

 

Dependent Variable Encoding 

Original Value Internal Value 

0 0 

1 1 
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Block 0: Beginning Block 
 

Iteration Historya,b,c 

Iteration -2 Log likelihood 

Coefficients 

Constant 

Step 0 1 97,776 -,800 

2 97,738 -,847 

3 97,738 -,847 

a. Constant is included in the model. 

b. Initial -2 Log Likelihood: 97,738 

c. Estimation terminated at iteration number 3 

because parameter estimates changed by less than 

,001. 

 

Classification Tablea,b 

 

Observed 

Predicted 

 
Opini Audit Going Concern Percentage 

Correct 
 

0 1 

Step 0 Opini Audit Going Concern 0 56 0 100,0 

1 24 0 ,0 

Overall Percentage   70,0 

a. Constant is included in the model. 

b. The cut value is ,500 

 

 

Variables in the Equation 

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

Step 0 Constant -,847 ,244 12,061 1 ,001 ,429 

 

 

Variables not in the Equation 

 Score df Sig. 

Step 0 Variables X1 ,094 1 ,759 

X2 ,674 1 ,412 

X3 25,247 1 ,000 

X4 ,042 1 ,838 

Overall Statistics 25,633 4 ,000 
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Block 1: Method = Enter 
 

 

 

Iteration Historya,b,c,d 

Iteration -2 Log likelihood 

Coefficients 

Constant X1 X2 X3 X4 

Step 1 1 74,265 -1,278 ,026 -,345 2,459 ,008 

2 73,323 -1,515 ,040 -,529 2,880 ,013 

3 73,315 -1,539 ,042 -,557 2,918 ,014 

4 73,315 -1,539 ,042 -,557 2,918 ,014 

a. Method: Enter 

b. Constant is included in the model. 

c. Initial -2 Log Likelihood: 97,738 

d. Estimation terminated at iteration number 4 because parameter estimates changed by less than 

,001. 

 

 

Model Summary 

Step -2 Log likelihood 

Cox & Snell R 

Square 

Nagelkerke R 

Square 

1 73,315a ,263 ,373 

a. Estimation terminated at iteration number 4 because 

parameter estimates changed by less than ,001. 

 

 

Hosmer and Lemeshow Test 

Step Chi-square df Sig. 

1 6,492 8 ,592 

 

 

Contingency Table for Hosmer and Lemeshow Test 

 

Opini Audit Going Concern = 0 Opini Audit Going Concern = 1 

Total Observed Expected Observed Expected 

Step 1 1 6 7,042 2 ,958 8 

2 7 6,888 1 1,112 8 
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3 8 6,776 0 1,224 8 

4 7 6,707 1 1,293 8 

5 7 6,653 1 1,347 8 

6 8 6,630 0 1,370 8 

7 6 6,594 2 1,406 8 

8 4 5,334 4 2,666 8 

9 1 1,800 7 6,200 8 

10 2 1,576 6 6,424 8 

 

 

Classification Tablea 

 

Observed 

Predicted 

 
Opini Audit Going Concern Percentage 

Correct 
 

0 1 

Step 1 Opini Audit Going Concern 0 52 4 92,9 

1 10 14 58,3 

Overall Percentage   82,5 

a. The cut value is ,500 

 

 

Variables in the Equation 

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

Step 1a X1 ,042 ,658 ,004 1 ,949 1,043 

X2 -,557 ,771 ,521 1 ,470 ,573 

X3 2,918 ,672 18,852 1 ,000 18,513 

X4 ,014 ,084 ,030 1 ,863 1,015 

Constant -1,539 ,568 7,346 1 ,007 ,215 

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: X1, X2, X3, X4. 

 
 


