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LAMPIRAN
Lampiran 1

Daftar Perusahaan Sampel Penelitian
No Kode Nama Perusahaan
1 AGRO Bank Rakyat Indonesia Agroniaga Tbk
2 BBCA Bank Central Asia Tbk
3 BBMD Bank Mestika Dharma Tbk
4 BBRI Bank Rakyat Indonesia (Persero) Tbk
5 BBTN Bank Tabungan Negara (Persero) Tbk
6 BDMN Bank Danamon Indonesia Tbk
7 BNGA Bank Ganesha Tbk
8 BINA Bank Ina Perdana Tbk
9 BJBR Bank Pembangunan Daerah Jawa Barat Tbhk
10 | BJTM Bank Pembangunan Daerah Jawa Timur Tbk
11 | BMAS Bank Maspion Indonesia Tbk
12 | BMRI Bank Mandiri (Persero) Tbk
13 | BNBA Bank Bumi Arta Tbk
14 | BNGA Bank CIMB Niaga Tbk
15 | BNII Bank Maybank Indonesia Tbk
16 | BRIS Bank BRIsyariah Tbk
17 | BSIM Bank Sinarmas Tbk
18 | BTPN Bank Tabungan Pensiunan Nasional Tbk
19 | MAYA Bank Mayapada Internasional Thk
20 | MEGA Bank Mega Tbk
21 | NISP Bank OCBC NISP Thk
22 | NOBU Bank Nationalnobu Thk
23 | PNBN Bank Pan Indonesia Thk




Lampiran 2

Tabulasi Data Penelitian
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No | Kode [ [ DAt [ ROA [PCEO| SOE |BDOUT| RAS | CEOD

Emiten ) xX1) | x2) | x3) (X4) (X5) (X6)
1 | AGRO | 2019 | 0.14713 [0.0019 | 1 0 0.6667 | 0.09878 | 1
2 | AGRO | 2020 | -0.0018 | 0.0011 | 1 0 05 |-00261| O
3 | BBCA | 2016 | 0.04679 | 0.0305| O 0 06 |-00338| 0
4 | BBCA | 2017 | 0.08256 | 0.0311| O 0 06 |001821| O
5 | BBCA | 2018 | 0.09847 | 0.0313| O 0 06 |002539| O
6 | BBCA | 2019 | 0.06243 | 0.0311| O 0 06 |-00254| O
7 | BBCA | 2020 | -0.0305 | 0.0252| O 0 06 |-00222| 0
8 | BBMD | 2017 | 0.04648 | 0.0224 | 1 0 05 |-00153| 0O
9 | BBMD | 2018 |0.04122 | 0.022 | 1 0 05 |0.0385| 0
10 | BBMD | 2019 | 0.04536 | 0.0192 | 1 0 05 |-00051 | 1
11 | BBMD | 2020 | -0.0487 | 0.023 | 1 0 05 |-01108| O
12 | BBRI | 2016 |0.09587 | 0.0262 | 1 1 0.5556 | 0.00409 | 0
13 | BBRI | 2017 | 0.06976 | 0.0258 | 1 1 0.5556 | -0.0089 | 0
14 | BBRI | 2018 |0.10612 | 0.025 | 1 1 0.625 | -00192 | 0
15 | BBRI | 2019 | 0.05309 | 0.0243 | 1 1 0.625 | -0.0072 | 0
16 | BBRI | 2020 | -0.0004 | 0.0123 | 1 1 05 |-00318| O
17 | BBTN | 2016 |0.15513 | 0.0122 | 1 1 05714 | -0.0335 | 1
18 | BBTN | 2017 |0.16793 | 0.0116 | 1 1 0.5556 | 0.01044 | 1
19 | BBTN | 2018 | 0.15461 | 0.0092 | 1 1 0.625 | 001703 | 1
20 | BBTN | 2019 | 0.05055 | 0.0007 | 1 1 0.625 | 0.04823| 0
21 | BBTN | 2020 | 0.00139 | 0.0044 | 0 1 05 | -0.069 1
22 | BDMN | 2016 | -0.0392 | 0.016 | O 0 05714 | 0.02727 | 1
23 | BDMN | 2017 | 0.01601 | 0.0215| O 0 0.625 |0.00045 | 1
24 | BDMN | 2018 | 0.05463 | 0.022 | 0 0 0.5556 | -0.0018 | 1
25 | BDMN | 2019 | 0.03674 | 0.0219 | O 0 05 |0.06844 | 1
26 | BDMN | 2020 | -0.0535 | 0.0054 | 0 0 05 |-00807 | 1
27 | BGTG | 2017 | 0.1156 | 0.0112 | 1 0 05 |-0008 | O
28 | BGTG | 2018 | -0.0163 | 0.0012 | 1 0 05 |000877 | 1
29 | BGTG | 2019 | 0.0274 | 0.0025 | 1 0 05 |-0.0659 | 1
30 | BINA | 2016 | -0.0483 | 0.0077 | 1 0 0.6667 | -0.1012 | 0
31 | BINA | 2017 |0.03273|0.0059 | 1 0 0.6667 | 0.07106 | 0
32 | BINA | 2018 | 0.0994 | 0.003 | O 0 0.6667 | -0.1283 | 0
33 | BJBR | 2016 | 0.09683 | 0.0113 | 1 1 0.8 |-00483 | 1
34 BJBR 2017 0.07615 | 0.0105 1 1 0.8 -0.0119 1
35 | BJBR | 2018 | 0.04532 | 0.0129 | 1 1 05 |006343| 1
36 | BJBR | 2019 | 0.06338 | 0.0127 | 1 1 06 |006602| O
37 | BJBR | 2020 | 0.05598 | 0.012 | 1 1 06 |002189| O
38 | BJTM | 2016 | 0.02151 | 0.0239 | 1 1 0.8 | 0.0502 1
39 | BJTM | 2017 | 0.04803 | 0.0225 | 1 1 0.8 |-0.1068 | 1
40 | BJTM | 2018 | 0.04805 | 0.0201 | 1 1 05 |-0.1303 | 1
41 | BJTM | 2019 |0.07797 | 00179 | 1 1 05 |-00125| 1
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42 BJTM 2020 | 0.03769 | 0.0178 1 1 0.5 0.02056 1
43 | BMAS 2016 | 0.02767 | 0.0124 1 0 1 0.0468 0
44 | BMAS 2017 | 0.06303 | 0.0115 1 0 0.6667 | 0.01652 0
45 | BMAS 2018 | 0.07687 | 0.0106 1 0 0.5 -0.0436 0
46 | BMAS 2019 0.0764 | 0.0079 1 0 0.5 -0.0109 0
47 BMRI 2016 | 0.06364 | 0.0141 1 1 0.5 -0.0259 0
48 | BNBA 2016 | 0.02623 | 0.0111 1 0 0.6667 | -0.0466 0
49 | BNBA 2017 | 0.00339 | 0.0128 1 0 0.6667 | 0.02943 0
50 | BNBA 2018 | 0.03542 | 0.0127 1 0 0.6667 | 0.01399 0
51 | BNBA 2019 | 0.05642 | 0.0067 1 0 0.6667 | 0.01609 0
52 | BNBA 2020 | -0.0812 | 0.0046 1 0 0.6667 | -0.0795 0
53 | BNGA 2016 | 0.00805 | 0.0086 0 0 0.5 -0.005 1
54 | BNGA 2017 | 0.02423 | 0.0113 0 0 0.5 -0.0643 1
55 | BNGA 2018 | 0.01793 | 0.0131 0 0 0.5714 | 0.01586 1
56 | BNGA 2019 | 0.02249 | 0.0133 0 0 0.5 0.00573 1
57 BNII 2016 | 0.02208 | 0.0118 0 0 0.5 0.04018 1
58 BNII 2017 | 0.04706 | 0.0107 0 0 0.5 0.03381 1
59 BNII 2018 | 0.04646 | 0.0127 0 0 0.5 0.05407 1
60 BNII 2019 | -0.0645 | 0.0114 0 0 0.5 -0.0247 1
61 BRIS 2016 | 0.03071 | 0.0061 1 0 0.4 -0.0174 0
62 BRIS 2017 | -0.0017 | 0.0032 1 0 0.75 -0.1234 0
63 BRIS 2018 | 0.02963 | 0.0028 1 0 0.75 -0.0142 0
64 BRIS 2019 | 0.05056 | 0.0017 0 0 0.5 0.00636 0
65 BSIM 2016 | 0.06714 | 0.0119 0 0 0.6667 | -0.0122 0
66 BSIM 2017 | -0.0248 | 0.0105 1 0 0.6667 | 0.03706 0
67 BSIM 2018 | 0.03171 | 0.0016 1 0 0.6667 | 0.03255 0
68 BSIM 2019 | 0.07016 | 0.0002 1 0 0.6667 | 0.03334 0
69 BSIM 2020 | -0.0683 | 0.0027 1 0 0.6667 | -0.0448 0
70 | BTPN 2016 | 0.05797 | 0.0205 0 0 0.6 -0.0088 1
71 BTPN 2017 | 0.02333 | 0.015 0 0 0.6 0.00311 1
72 BTPN 2018 | 0.02507 | 0.021 0 0 0.6 -0.0243 1
73 BTPN 2020 | -0.0436 | 0.0111 0 0 0.6 -0.0919 0
74 | MAYA 2017 | 0.14763 | 0.009 1 0 0.5 -0.0224 0
75 | MAYA 2018 | 0.11412 | 0.005 1 0 0.5 0.02083 0
76 | MAYA 2019 | 0.06525 | 0.0057 1 0 0.5714 | 0.04098 0
77 | MEGA 2016 | -0.0603 | 0.0164 1 0 0.5 -0.0233 0
78 | MEGA 2017 | 0.10234 | 0.0158 1 0 0.4 -0.0493 0
79 | MEGA 2018 | 0.09005 | 0.0191 1 0 0.6 0.0573 0
80 | MEGA 2019 | 0.13386 | 0.0199 1 0 0.6 -0.0163 0
81 | MEGA 2020 | -0.0484 | 0.0268 1 0 0.6 0.03167 0
82 NISP 2016 | 0.05334 | 0.013 1 0 0.5 -0.0658 1
83 NISP 2017 | 0.08947 | 0.0141 1 0 0.625 | 0.01673 1
84 NISP 2018 | 0.07609 | 0.0152 1 0 0.625 | -0.0327 1
85 NISP 2019 | 0.00564 | 0.0163 1 0 0.6667 | -0.0093 1
86 NISP 2020 | -0.0269 | 0.0102 1 0 0.625 | -0.0154 1
87 | NOBU 2016 | 0.07882 | 0.0034 0 0 0.6667 | -0.1071 0
88 | PNBN 2016 | 0.04123 | 0.0126 1 0 0.5 0.01271 0
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89 | PNBN 2017 | 0.03454 | 0.0094 1 0 0.5 0.04576 0
90 | PNBN 2018 | 0.04752 | 0.0154 1 0 0.5 0.06917 0
91 | PNBN 2019 0.0282 | 0.0166 1 0 0.6 -0.0052 0
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Hasil Analisis Regresi Linier Berganda menggunakan SPSS 28.0.1.1

Descriptive Statistics
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N Minimum  Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
ROA 91 .0002 .0313 .013405 .0078678
PCEO 91 0 1 .70 .459
SOE 91 0 1 .23 424
BDOUT 91 .40 1.00 .5874 .09837
TATA 91 -.1303 .0988 -.008244 .0487248
CEOD 91 0 1 41 494
DAIt 91 -.0812 .1679 .042108 .0530190
Correlations
DAIt ROA PCEO SOE BDOUT RAS CEOD
Pearson DAIt 1.000 .084 173 .299 -.002 .215 .008
Correlation ROA .084 1.000 -.181 .153 -.043 .066 .023
PCEO 173 -.181 1.000 .299 152 .088 -.295
SOE .299 .153 .299 1.000 .089 -.016 .184
BDOUT -.002 -.043 .152 .089 1.000 .000 -.094
RAS 215 .066 .088 -.016 .000 1.000 .011
CEOD .008 .023 -.295 .184 -.094 .011 1.000
Sig. (1-tailed) DAiIt . .215 .051 .002 491 .020 470
ROA .215 . .043 .074 .343 .267 414
PCEO .051 .043 . .002 .075 .202 .002
SOE .002 .074 .002 . .200 .439 .041
BDOUT 491 .343 .075 .200 . .499 .187
RAS .020 .267 .202 439 .499 : .459
CEOD 470 414 .002 .041 .187 .459 :
N DAIt 91 91 91 91 91 91 91
ROA 91 91 91 91 91 91 91
PCEO 91 91 91 91 91 91 91
SOE 91 91 91 91 91 91 91
BDOUT 91 91 91 91 91 91 91
RAS 91 91 91 91 91 91 91
CEOD 91 91 91 91 91 91 91
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Variables Entered/Removed?

Model Variables Entered

Variables Removed

Method

1 CEOD, RAS, ROA,
BDOUT, SOE, PCEQP

. Enter

a. Dependent Variable: DAIt
b. All requested variables entered.

Model Summary®

Adjusted R Std. Error of the Durbin-
Model R R Square Square Estimate Watson
1 .3822 .146 .085 .0507157 2.040

a. Predictors: (Constant), CEOD, RAS, ROA, BDOUT, SOE, PCEO

b. Dependent Variable: DAIt

Coefficients?

Unstandardized  Standardized
Coefficients Coefficients Collinearity Statistics
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.  Tolerance VIF
1 (Constant) .040 .036 1.107 271
ROA .261 717 .039 .364 717 .899 1.112
PCEO .009 .014 .074 .618 .538 712 1.404
SOE .035 .014 .283 2.470 .016 72 1.295
BDOUT -.022 .055 -.040 -.391 .697 .969 1.032
RAS .230 111 211 2.069 .042 977 1.024
CEOD -.003 .012 -.029 -.262 794 .815 1.227
a. Dependent Variable: Dait
ANOVA?
Model Sum of Squares  df  Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression .037 6 .006 2.393 .035°
Residual 216 84 .003
Total .253 90

a. Dependent Variable: Dait

b. Predictors: (Constant), CEOD, TATA, ROA, BDOUT, SOE, PCEO



One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test

Unstandardized

Residual
N 91
Normal Parameters® Mean .0000000
Std. Deviation .04899598
Most Extreme Absolute .060
Differences Positive .058
Negative -.060
Test Statistic .060
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed)® .200¢
Monte Carlo Sig. (2- Sig. .582
tailed)® 99% Lower .570
Confidence Bound
Interval Upper .595
Bound

a. Test distribution is Normal.
b. Calculated from data.
c. Lilliefors Significance Correction.

d. This is a lower bound of the true significance.

e. Lilliefors' method based on 10000 Monte Carlo samples with

starting seed 484067124.
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