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Opini

Kode Audit Kondisi Ukuran Ag"deltnotr Kualitas | Perkara
Emiten tahun | Going | Keuangan | Perusahaan Tenure Auditor | Hukum
Concern (X1) (X2) (X3) (X4) (X5)
()

2015 0 11.2993 13.44 1 1 0

2016 0 7.75725 13.47 2 1 0

INTP | 2017 0 9.45859 13.46 3 1 0
2018 0 7.74378 13.44 4 1 0

2019 0 7.99187 13.44 S 1 0

2015 0 5.09442 12.51 1 0 0

2016 0 10.1029 12.64 1 0 0
SMBR | 2017 0 10.1797 12.7 2 0 0
2018 0 4.11946 12.74 3 0 0

2019 0 1.40375 12.74 1 0 0

2015 0 2.28879 12.64 1 0 0

2016 0 2.54939 12.64 2 0 0
WTON | 2017 0 1.47767 12.84 3 0 0
2018 0 1.38909 12.94 1 0 0

2019 0 1.29304 13.01 2 0 0

2015 0 3.43629 12.63 1 1 0

2016 0 2.12125 12.74 2 1 0
AMFG | 2017 0 1.60826 12.79 3 1 0
2018 0 1.02838 12.92 4 1 0

2019 0 0.84215 12.94 5 1 0

2015 0 4.46312 12.15 1 1 0

2016 0 4.46501 12.18 2 1 0
ARNA | 2017 0 3.86583 12.2 3 1 0
2018 0 4.5802 12.21 4 1 0

2019 0 4.53083 12.25 5 1 0

2015 0 5.38345 11.16 1 0 0

2016 0 8.97831 11.13 2 0 0

ALKA | 2017 0 6.84797 11.48 3 0 0
2018 0 5.81841 11.81 1 0 0

2019 0 3.99121 11.78 1 0 0

2015 0 1.36563 12.34 1 0 0

2016 0 1.00404 12.33 2 0 0

ALMI | 2017 0 1.41701 12.37 3 0 0
2018 0 1.66979 12.44 4 0 0

2019 1 0.58347 12.23 5 0 1
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2015 0 1.19244 11.97 1 0 0
2016 0 1.07608 11.99 2 0 0
BAJA | 2017 0 1.25911 11.97 1 0 0
2018 0 0.94968 11.95 2 0 0
2019 0 1.07736 11.92 3 0 0
2015 0 2.45879 11.26 1 0 0
2016 0 2.34867 11.24 2 0 0
BTON | 2017 0 3.46201 11.26 3 0 0
2018 0 4.19838 11.33 1 0 0
2019 0 3.07314 11.36 2 0 0
2015 0 1.10543 12.07 1 0 0
2016 0 1.65368 12.09 2 0 0
GDST | 2017 0 1.86659 12.1 3 0 0
2018 0 1.65514 12.13 4 0 0
2019 0 1.34402 12.24 5 0 0
2015 0 1.24332 12.12 1 0 0
2016 0 1.19781 12.12 2 0 0
INAI | 2017 0 1.09475 12.08 3 0 0
2018 0 1.11411 12.14 4 0 0
2019 0 1.36491 12.08 5 0 0
2015 0 1.70036 11.78 1 0 0
2016 0 1.6078 11.8 2 0 0
PICO | 2017 0 1.56686 11.86 1 0 0
2018 0 2.0855 11.93 2 0 0
2019 0 1.39586 12.05 3 0 0
2015 0 1.83764 11.75 1 0 0
2016 0 1.35958 11.85 2 0 0
SRSN | 2017 0 1.45706 11.81 3 0 0
2018 0 2.57455 11.83 4 0 0
2019 0 2.46254 11.89 5 0 0
2015 0 1.03984 12.26 1 0 0
2016 0 1.27319 12.31 2 0 0
BRNA | 2017 0 0.82521 12.29 3 0 0
2018 0 0.89952 12.39 4 0 0
2019 0 0.58921 12.35 5 0 0
2015 0 4.29061 11.58 1 0 0
2016 0 6.54909 11.64 2 0 0
IGAR | 2017 0 5.08616 11.71 1 1 0
2018 0 4.29705 11.75 2 1 0
2019 0 4.26187 11.79 3 1 0
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2015 0 4.73015 12.24 1 0 0

2016 0 3.25944 12.35 2 0 0

IMPC 2017 0 3.45035 12.36 3 0 0
2018 0 3.21453 12.37 4 0 0

2019 0 3.15371 12.39 5 0 0

2015 0 0.64123 12.35 1 0 0

2016 0 1.52583 12.4 2 0 0

SIPD 2017 0 1.22768 12.35 3 0 0
2018 0 2.13852 12.34 4 0 0

2019 0 2.32014 12.39 5 0 0

2015 0 0.77852 12.84 1 1 0

2016 0 1.85413 12.93 2 1 0

FASW 2017 0 1.98325 12.97 3 1 0
2018 0 2.8584 13.04 4 1 0

2019 0 2.55013 13.03 1 1 0

2015 1 -1.53528 | 12.16 1 0 1

2016 1 -1.90861 12.1 2 0 1

KBRI 2017 1 -0.39512 | 12.06 1 0 1
2018 1 -2.3373 12.02 2 0 1

2019 1 -2.21008 | 12,01 3 0 1

2015 0 1.7075 12.07 1 0 0

2016 0 2.23238 12.05 2 0 0

KDSI 2017 0 2.25932 12.12 3 0 0
2018 0 2.37743 12.14 4 0 0

2019 0 2.6841 12.09 5 0 0

2015 0 0.7593 12.33 1 0 0

2016 0 1.52951 12.33 1 0 0

SPMA 2017 0 1.44944 12.33 2 0 0
2018 0 1.7586 12.35 3 0 0

2019 0 1.87476 12.37 4 0 0

2015 0 2.22397 14.38 1 1 0

2016 0 2.47916 14.41 2 1 0

ASII 2017 0 2.38673 14.47 3 1 0
2018 0 2.18631 14.53 4 1 0

2019 0 2.08326 14.54 5 1 0

2015 0 2.09641 13.15 1 1 0

2016 0 2.47734 13.16 2 1 0

AUTO 2017 0 2.56621 13.16 3 1 0
2018 0 2.23059 13.2 4 1 0

2019 0 2.22194 13.2 5 1 0
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2015 0 8.78877 12.05 1 0 0
2016 0 4.82724 12.08 2 0 0
BOLT 2017 0 3.59664 12.07 3 0 0
2018 0 3.08021 12.11 4 0 0
2019 0 3.05825 12.1 5 0 0
2015 0 0.93688 13.39 1 1 1
2016 0 0.65564 13.4 2 1 0
IMAS 2017 0 0.49837 13.49 3 1 1
2018 0 0.83568 | 13.61 4 1 0
2019 0 0.43138| 13.65 5 1 0
2015 0 6.40802 | 12.34 1 1 0
2016 0 6.43394 | 12.35 2 1 0
SMSM | 2017 0 7.92006 | 12.38 3 1 0
2018 0 8.3731| 12.44 4 1 0
2019 0 8.4069 | 12.49 5 1 0
2015 1 0.73899 | 12.28 1 0 0
2016 1 0.68237 12.2 2 0 0
MYTS 2017 1 0.47175| 12.53 3 0 0
2018 1 0.86117 | 12.57 4 0 0
2019 1 0.80797 | 12.56 1 0 0
2015 1 58.3423 11.85 1 0 0
2016 1 1.23783 | 11.81 2 0 0
SSTM 2017 1 1.35087 | 11.78 1 0 1
2018 1 157872 | 11.74 2 0 0
2019 1 1.23819 | 1171 3 0 0
2015 0 2.98399 | 11.76 1 0 0
2016 0 2.39931 11.8 2 0 0
TRIS 2017 0 2.61518 | 11.73 1 0 0
2018 0 2.14158 12.06 2 0 0
2019 0 2.44521 | 12.05 3 0 0
2015 0 2.21591 | 10.99 1 0 1
2016 0 3.04002 | 10.96 2 0 1
BIMA 2017 0 2.08597 | 10.95 3 0 0
2018 0 1.62294 | 10.99 4 0 0
2019 0 0.30684 11.39 1 0 1
2015 0 11.89 | 12.01 1 1 0
2016 0 11.8105 | 12.07 2 1 0
DLTA 2017 0 10.5861 | 12.12 3 1 0
2018 0 12.4066 | 12.18 4 1 0
2019 0 13.5258 | 12.15 1 0 0
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2015 0 5.3987 13.14 1 1 0
2016 0 6.30644 13.19 2 1 0
ICBP 2017 0 6.05749 13.21 3 1 0
2018 0 6.60173 13.53 4 1 0
2019 0 6.81616 13.58 5 1 0
2015 0 1.54642 13.96 1 1 0
2016 0 2.13671 13.91 2 1 0
INDF 2017 0 2.04097 13.94 3 1 0
2018 0 1.80547 13.98 4 1 0
2019 0 2.05747 13.98 5 1 0
2015 0 8.14055 12.32 1 1 0
2016 0 10.5676 12.35 2 1 0
MLBI 2017 0 12.4283 12.39 3 1 0
2018 0 11.5234 12.46 4 1 0
2019 0 11.0774 12.46 1 1 0
2015 0 4.22967 13.05 1 0 0
2016 0 4.89981 13.11 1 0 0
MYOR | 2017 0 4.96277 13.17 2 0 0
2018 0 4.84906 13.24 3 0 0
2019 0 5.35997 13.27 4 0 0
2015 0 3.4047 12.43 1 1 0
2016 0 4.03995 12.46 2 1 0
ROTI 2017 0 3.00158 12.65 3 1 0
2018 0 3.35 12.64 4 1 0
2019 0 3.46702 12.67 5 1 0
2015 0 8.8981 12.54 1 0 0
2016 0 10.1119 12.62 2 0 0
ULTJ 2017 0 8.89868 12.71 3 0 0
2018 0 10.7872 12.74 4 0 0
2019 0 11.0801 12.82 5 0 0
2015 0 3.93133 13.8 1 1 0
2016 0 4.56247 13.79 2 1 0
GGRM | 2017 0 5.19786 13.82 3 1 0
2018 0 5.41962 13.83 4 1 0
2019 0 4.28099 13.89 5 1 0
2015 0 34.811 13.57 1 1 0
2016 0 26.6324 13.62 2 1 0
HMSP 2017 0 29.6325 13.63 3 1 0
2018 0 20.2822 13.66 4 1 0
2019 0 10.5596 13.7 5 1 0
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2015 0 0.91298 13.1 1 1 0
2016 0 2.82061 13.12 1 1 0
RMBA 2017 0 2.41461 13.14 2 1 0
2018 0 1.89681 13.17 3 1 0
2019 0 ]1.68297| 13.23 1 0 0
2015 0 12.2938 13.14 1 1 0
2016 0 13.6743 13.18 2 1 0
KLBF 2017 0 15.029 13.22 3 1 0
2018 0 13.2062 13.25 4 1 0
2019 0 11.5449 13.3 5 1 0
2015 0 19.4568 12.44 1 0 0
2016 0 16.2829 12.47 2 0 0
SIDO 2017 0 15.0332 12.49 1 1 0
2018 0 14.1567 12.52 2 1 0
2019 0 19.2218 12.54 3 1 0
2015 0 4.12984 12.79 1 0 0
2016 0 4.43149 12.81 2 0 0
TSPC 2017 0 3.8119 12.87 3 0 0
2018 0 3.41319 12.89 4 0 0
2019 0 3.41766 12.92 5 0 0
2015 0 3.66132 11.58 1 0 0
2016 0 3.38277 11.6 2 0 0
CINT 2017 0 2.91081 11.67 1 0 0
2018 0 2.4349 11.69 2 0 0
2019 0 2.20438 11.71 3 0 0
2015 0 5.81995 12.31 1 1 0
2016 0 4.98616 12.33 2 1 0
TCID 2017 0 5.33613 12.37 3 1 0
2018 0 5.36902 12.38 4 1 0
2019 0 0.91524 12.4 1 1 1




Lampiran 4: Output SPSS

Block O: Beginning Block

Iteration Historyab.c

Coefficients
-2 Log

Iteration likelihood Constant
Step 0 1 129.327 -1.716
2 116.227 -2.345
3 115.433 -2.550
4 115.427 -2.570
5 115.427 -2.570

a. Constant is included in the model.
b. Initial -2 Log Likelihood: 115.427

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

than .001.
Classification Tableab
Predicted
Opini Going
Concern
Opini
Non Opini
Going Going Percentage
Observed Concern | Concern Correct
Step  Opini Opini
0 Going  Non 209 100.0
Concern  Going
Concern
Opini
Going 16 0.0
Concern
Overall Percentage 92.9

a. Constant is included in the model.
b. The cut value is .500

Variables in the Equation
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S.E.

Wald df

Sig.

Exp(B)

Step 0

Constant

-2.570

.259

98.144

.000

.077




Variables not in the Equation

Score df Sig.
Step 0 Variables X1 6.466 1 .000
X2 0.973 1 .316
X3 3.789 1 .049
X4 3.360 1 .044
X5 14.622 1 .000
Overall Statistics 28.929 5 .000
ANQOVA?
Sum of Mean
Model Squares df Square F Sig.
1 Regression
3.893 5 779 15.542 .000P
Residual 10.970 219 .050
Total 14.862 224

a. Dependent Variable: Opini Going Concern

b. Predictors: (Constant), Perkara Hukum, Kualitas Auditor, Auditor Client

Tenure, Ukuran Perusahaan, Kondisi Keuangan
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Block 1: Method = Enter

lteration History2.c.d
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Coefficients

-2 Log
Iteration likelihood Constant X1 X2 X3 X4 X5
Stepl 1 109.021 -1.750 016 .002 .005 -.443 1.828
2 84.395 -2.426 .033 .002 009 | -1.141 2.652
3 77.505 -2.697 044 .003 005 | -2.127 3.129
4 75.265 -2.753 .046 .004 -005 | -3.196 3.340
S 74.501 -2.765 .045 .005 -011 | -4.238 3.402
6 74.226 -2.785 .045 .007 -012 | -5.254 3.413
7 74.106 -2.870 .045 014 -013 | -6.267 3.417
8 72.999 -10.861 047 677 -055 | -7.967 3.689
9 72.966 -11.216 .048 702 -054 | -8.987 3.767
10 72.961 -11.229 .048 703 -054 | -9.988 3.769
1 72.959 -11.229 .048 703 -.054 | -10.989 3.769
12 72.958 -11.229 .048 703 -.054 | -11.989 3.769
13 72.958 -11.229 .048 703 -.054 | -12.989 3.769
14 72.958 -11.229 .048 .703 -.054 | -13.989 3.769
15 72.958 -11.229 .048 703 -.054 | -14.989 3.769
16 72.958 -11.229 .048 703 -.054 | -15.989 3.769
17 72.958 -11.229 .048 703 -.054 | -16.989 3.769
18 72.958 -11.229 .048 .703 -.054 | -17.989 3.769
19 72.958 -11.229 .048 703 -.054 | -18.989 3.769
20 72.958 -11.229 .048 703 -.054 | -19.989 3.769

a. Method: Enter

b. Constant is included in the model.

c. Initial -2 Log Likelihood: 98.865

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.
Stepl |Step 42.469 5 .000
Block 42.469 5 .000
Model 42.469 5 .000
Model Summary
Cox &
-2 Log Snell R | Nagelkerke
Step likelihood | Square R Square
1 72.958% 172 535

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

Hosmer and Lemeshow Test

Chi-
Step square df Sig.
1 13.189 8 106
Contingency Table for Hosmer and Lemeshow Test
Opini Going Concern | Opini Going Concern
= Opini Non Going = Opini Going
Concern Concern
Observed | Expected | Observed | Expected Total
ftep 1 23 23.000 0 .000 23
2 23 23.000 0 .000 23
3 23 23.000 0 .000 23
4 23 23.000 0 .000 23
> 20 | 22115 3 .885 23
6 23 21.786 0 1.214 23
7 22 21.614 1 1.386 23
8 19 21.378 4 1.622 23
9 23 | 20.546 0 2.454 23
10 10 9.561 8 8.439 18
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Classification Table?
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Predicted
Opini Going
Concern
Opini
Non Opini
Going Going Percentage
Observed Concern | Concern Correct
Stepl Opini Opini
Going Non
Concern  Going 206 3 98.6
Concern
Opini
Going 9 7 43.8
Concern
Overall Percentage 94.7
a. The cut value is .500
Variables in the Equation
B S.E. Wald df Sig. Exp(B)
Step1* X1 -.048 .035 8.534 1 .002 1.049
X2 7.026 664 1.120 1 .290 2.019
X3 -1.535 2.563 5.436 1 .044 .948
X4 1.989 1.311 5.175 1 .041 .000
X5 3.769 925 | 16.595 1 000 | 43.349
Constant -9.229 8.145 3.901 1 .037 .000
a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: X1, X2, X3, X4, X5.
Correlation Matrix
Constant X1 X2 X3 X4 X5
Step 1 Constant 1.000 -.124 -.996 .067 .000 -.469
X1 -.124 1.000 .087 170 .000 .269
X2 -.996 .087 1.000 -.142 .000 435
X3 .067 170 -.142 1.000 .000 117
X4 .000 .000 .000 .000 1.000 .000
X5 -.469 .269 435 117 .000 1.000




