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Judul

Hasil Penelitian

Kinanti et
al.,(2020)

Intellectual Capital and
Islamic social reporting
Index: The Case Of
Indonesia Islamic Banking

Terdapat pengaruh
penting implementasi
Islamic Banking
Intellectual Capital dan
Islamic social reporting
terhadap

Kinerja Keuangan Syariah
pada Perbankan Syariah
di Indonesia. Temuan ini
juga menunjukkan bahwa
modal intelektual dan
pelaporan sosial oleh
bank syariah berpengaruh
positif signifikan terhadap
kinerja keuangan bank
syariah di Indonesia

Nadila & Annisa
(2021)

Pengaruh GCG,
Intellectual Capital dan
CAR Terhadap Kinerja
keuangan dengan Islmic
Social Reporting Index
Sebagai Variabel
Intervening

Hasil penelitian ini
menunjukkan bahwa
frekuensi rapat dewan
komisaris berpengaruh
positif dan frekuensi rapat
komite audit berpengaruh
negatif tidak signifikan,
sedangkan Intellectual
Capital, CAR dan ISR
berpengaruh positif
signifikan terhadap kinerja
keuangan (ROA).
Frekuensi rapat dewan
komisaris dan CAR
berpengaruh positif dan
tidak signifikan, frekuensi
rapat komite audit
berpengaruh negatif dan
tidak signifikan,
sedangkan Intellectual
Capital berpengaruh
positif dan signifikan
terhadap Islamic social
reporting Index

Rahayu,
Kurniati &
Wahyuni (2020)

Analisis Pengaruh
Intellectual Capital,
Islamicity Performance
Index dan Corporate

zakat performance ratio
dan Islamic social
reporting berpengaruh
positif terhadap
profitabilitas. Intellectual




162

Social Responsbility
Terhadap Profitabilitas

Capital, profit sharing ratio
dan equitable distribution
ratio tidak berpengaruh
terhadap profitabilitas.

Hartini, Titin &
Nurani (2018)

Analisis Pengaruh Firm
Size Dan Profitabilitas
Terhadap Islamic social
reporting (ISR) Dengan
Earning Growth Sebagai
Variabel Moderating Pada
Jakarta Islamic Index (JII)

Berdasarkan hasil
penelitian simultan semua
variabel berpegaruh
terhadap Pelaporan Sosial
Islam, tetapi secara
parsial, hanya Ukuran
Perusahaan yang

mempengaruhi Pelaporan
Sosial Islam. Selain itu,
Pertumbuhan Pendapatan
tidak dapat memperkuat
atau memperlemah
hubungan antara variabel
independen dan variable
dependen.

Pratama et al.,

Determinan

. Hasil dari penelitian ini
(2018) Pen_gungkap_an Islamic menunjukan bahwa secara

social reporting (ISR) . S
Pada Perbankan Syariah parsial, profltab!l!tas,
Dengan Komisaris _uku_ran_ bank, kepemilikan
Independen Sebagali |snt|tu5|onal_ _dr_:m leverage
Variabel Moderating yang memiliki pen_garuh
terhadap tingkat
pengungkapan Islamic
social reporting,
sedangkan  untuk  uji
moderasi hanya
profitabilitas, kepemilikan
institusional dan leverage
yang dimoderasi oleh
komisaris independen
dalm melakukan
pengungkapan Islamic

social reporting

Eksandy (2018) | Pengaruh Good Corporate Hasil penelitian
Governanceterhadap menunjukkan bahwa
kinerja keuangan pada dewan direksi
perbankan syari“ah berpengaruh terhadap
Indonesia kinerja keuangan,
sedangkan komisaris
independen, dewan
pengawas syariah dan
komite audit tidak
berpengaruh terhadap

kinerja keuangan. Secara
bersama-sama dewan
direksi, komisaris
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independen, dewan
pengawas syari'ah dan
komite audit berpengaruh
terhadap ROA.

Astuti (2022)

Pengaruh CAR, FDR,
NPF, Dan BOPO
Terhadap Profitabilitas
Perbankan Syariah

Hasil penelitian
menunjukkan bahwa CAR
tidak berpengaruh
signifikan terhadap
profitabilitas (ROA). FDR
tidak berpengaruh
signifikan terhadap

profitabilitas dan NPF tidak
berpengaruh signifikan
terhadap profitabilitas.
BOPO berpengaruh
signifikan terhadap
profitabilitas (ROA).

Munir (2018)

Analisis Pengaruh CAR,
NPF, FDR, dan Inflasi
Terhadap Profitabilitas
Perbankan Syariah di
Indonesia

Hasil dalam penelitian ini
menunjukkan variabel
NPF berpengaruh
terhadap positif dan
signifikan terhadap ROA,
sementara variabel CAR,
FDR dan Inflasi tidak
berpengaruh terhadap
ROA.

Suwarno &
Muthohar
(2018)

Analisis Pengaruh NPF,
FDR, BOPO, CAR, dan
GCG terhadap Kinerja
Keuangan Bank Umum
Syariah di Indonesia
Periode 2013-2017

Hasil penelitian
menunjukkan bahwa
secara simultan variabel
NPF, FDR, BOPO, CAR,
dan GCG berpengaruh
signifikan terhadap Kinerja
Keuangan Bank Umum
Syariah di  Indonesia
Periode 2013-2017.
Sedangkan secara parsial
variabel NPF berpengaruh
positif  tidak  signifikan
terhadap ROA, variabel
FDR berpengaruh positif
tidak signifikan terhadap
ROA, variabel BOPO
berpengaruh negatif
signifikan terhadap ROA,
variabel CAR berpengaruh
positif tidak signifikan, dan
variabel GCG
berpengaruh positif tidak
signifikan terhadap ROA.
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ROA Bank Umum Syariah
di Indonesia periode 2013-
2017.
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Lampiran 2 Instrumen Penelitian Pengungkapan Islamic social reporting

A PENDANAAN DAN INVESTASI

1 Kegiatan yang mengandung Riba

2 Kegiatan yang mengandung ketidakjelasan (Gharar)

3 Zakat (Jumlah dan Penerimaan Zakatnya)

4 Kebijakan atas pembayaran tertunda dan penghapusan piutang tak tertagih.

5 Kegiatan Investasi (secara umum)

6 Proyek Pembiayaan (secara umum)

7 PODUK DAN JASA

8 Persetujuan Dewan Pengawas Syariah untuk suatu produk baru

9 Definisi setiap produk

10 | Pelayanan atas keluhan nasabah

B KARYAWAN/ TENAGA KERJA

11 | Jam kerja karyawan

12 Hari libur

13 | Tunjangan karyawan

14 Remunerasi karyawan

15 Pendidikan dan pelatihan karyawan (Pengembangan SDM)

16 Kesetaraan hak antara pria dan wanita

17 Keterlibatan karyawan

18 Kesehatan dan keselamatan kerja

19 Lingkungan kerja

20 Karyawan dari kelompok khusus (misal cacat fisik atau mantan pengguna
narkoba)

21 | Tempat beribadah yang memadai bagi karyawan

C SOSIAL

22 | Shadagah

23 | Wakaf

24 Pinjaman untuk kebaikan (Qardh Hassan)

25 | Sukarelawan dari kalangan karyawan

26 Pemberian beasiswa

27 Pemberdayaan kerja para lulusan sekolah/kuliah

28 Pengembangan generasi muda

29 Peningkatan kualitas hidup masyarakat

30 Kepedulian terhadap anak-anak

31 Menyokong kegiatan sosial kemasyarakatan

D LINGKUNGAN

32 Konservasi lingkungan hidup (kampanye go green)

33 | Tidak membuat polusi lingkungan

34 | Pendidikan mengenai lingkungan hidup

35 | Penghargaan / sertifikasi lingkungan hidup

36 | Sistem manajemen lingkungan hidup

E TATA KELOLA ORGANISASI

37 | Status kepatuhan terhadap syariah

38 | Rincian nama direksi/manajemen

39 Profil jajaran direksi/manajemen

40 Rincian tanggung jawab manajemen

41 Pernyataan mengenai remunerasi manajemen




166

Lanjutan Tabel Lampiran 2

42 | Jumlah pelaksanaan rapat manajemen

43 | Rincian nama Dewan Pengawas Syariah

44 | Profil Dewan Pengawas Syariah

45 Rincian tanggung jawab Dewan Pengawas Syariah

46 | Pernyataan mengenai remunerasi Dewan Pengawas Syariah
47 | Jumlah pelaksanaan rapat Dewan Pengawas Syariah

48 | Struktur kepemilikan saham

49 Kebijakan anti korupsi




Lampiran 3 Tabel Daftar Populasi Penelitian Bank Umum Syariah
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No Nama Bank
1 PT. Bank Aceh Syariah

2 PT. BPD Nusa Tenggara Barat Syariah
3 PT. Bank Muamalat Indonesia, Thk

4 PT. Bank Victoria Syariah

5 PT. Bank Jabar Banten Syariah

6 PT. Bank Mega Syariah

7 PT. Bank Panin Dubai Syariah, Tbk

8 PT. Bank Syariah Bukopin

9 PT. BCA Syariah

10 PT. Bank Tabungan Pensiunan Nasional Syariah
11 PT. Bank Aladin Syariah

12 PT. Bank Syariah Indonesia, Tbhk

13 PT. Bank Aceh Syariah




Lampiran 4 Predikat Nilai Komposit Self Assessment Bank Umum Syariah
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No Nama Bank Umum Syariah Nilai . Predikat BUS
Komposit

1 Pt. Bank BCA Syariah 1 Sangat Baik
2 Pt. Bank BCA Syariah 1 Sangat Baik
3 Pt. Bank BCA Syariah 1 Sangat Baik
4 Pt. Bank BCA Syariah 1 Sangat Baik
5 Pt. Bank BCA Syariah 1 Sangat Baik
6 Pt. Bank BCA Syariah 1 Sangat Baik
7 Pt. Bank BCA Syariah 1 Sangat Baik
8 Pt. Bank BJB Syariah 2 Baik

9 Pt. Bank BJB Syariah 2 Baik

10 Pt. Bank BJB Syariah 2 Baik

11 Pt. Bank BJB Syariah 2 Baik

12 Pt. Bank BJB Syariah 2 Baik

13 Pt. Bank BJB Syariah 2 Baik

14 Pt. Bank Bukopin Syariah 2 Baik

15 Pt. Bank Bukopin Syariah 15 Sangat Baik
16 Pt. Bank Bukopin Syariah 15 Sangat Baik
17 Pt. Bank Bukopin Syariah 15 Sangat Baik
18 Pt. Bank Bukopin Syariah 15 Sangat Baik
19 Pt. Bank Bukopin Syariah 2,5 Cukup Baik
20 Pt. Bank Bukopin Syariah 15 Sangat Baik
21 Pt. Bank Mega Syariah 3 Cukup Baik
22 Pt. Bank Mega Syariah 2 Baik

23 Pt. Bank Mega Syariah 2 Baik

24 Pt. Bank Mega Syariah 2 Baik

25 Pt. Bank Mega Syariah 1 Sangat Baik
26 Pt. Bank Mega Syariah 2 Baik

27 Pt. Bank Mega Syariah 2 Baik

28 Pt. Bank Mega Syariah 2 Baik

29 Pt. Bank Muamalat 3 Cukup Baik
30 Pt. Bank Muamalat 2 Baik

31 Pt. Bank Muamalat 3 Cukup Baik
32 Pt. Bank Muamalat 3 Cukup Baik
33 Pt. Bank Muamalat 3 Cukup Baik
34 Pt. Bank Muamalat 3 Cukup Baik
35 Pt. Bank Muamalat 2 Baik

36 Pt. Bank Panin Syariah 2 Baik

37 Pt. Bank Panin Syariah 2 Baik

38 Pt. Bank Panin Syariah 3 Cukup Baik
39 Pt. Bank Panin Syariah 2 Baik

40 Pt. Bank Panin Syariah 2 Baik

41 Pt. Bank Panin Syariah 2 Baik

42 Pt. Bank Panin Syariah 2 Baik

43 Pt. Bank Victoria Syariah 2 Baik
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44 Pt. Bank Victoria Syariah 2 Baik
45 Pt. Bank Victoria Syariah 2 Baik
46 Pt. Bank Victoria Syariah 2 Baik
47 Pt. Bank Victoria Syariah 2 Baik
48 Pt. Bank Victoria Syariah 2 Baik
49 Pt. Bank Victoria Syariah .5 Baik

\*
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Lampiran 5 Data Islamic Intellectual Capital Periode 2015-2021
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Bank | Tahun VA VACA VAHU SC STVA
(Output-Input) (VA/CE) (VA/HC) (VA-HC) (SC/VA)
BMI 2015 2456560959 0.691879104 2.657116165 1532039483 0.623652133 3.972647403
BMI 2016 967650420 0.267399334 1.098589259 86838586 0.089741692 1.455730285
BMI 2018 820643568 0.147987245 1.022618112 18150870 0.022117848 1.192723205
BMI 2017 492765175 0.125651965 0.582718207 -352866846 -0.716095341 -0.007725169
BMI 2019 237040029 0.060205561 0.307549201 -533698534 -2.251512271 -1.883757509
BMI 2020 737237880 0.185856241 1.048655105 34206086 0.046397624 1.280908971
BMI 2021 661699696 0.16599143 0.965895644 -23363644 -0.035308531 1.096578543
BMS 2015 2456560959 0.691879104 2.657116165 1532039483 0.623652133 -102.3722768
BMS 2016 967650420 0.267399334 1.098589259 86838586 0.089741692 15.16497443
BMS 2017 820643568 0.147987245 1.022618112 18150870 0.022117848 2.128474651
BMS 2018 492765175 0.125651965 0.582718207 -352866846 -0.716095341 1.625360025
BMS 2019 237040029 0.060205561 0.307549201 -533698534 -2.251512271 1.721945746
BMS 2020 737237880 0.185856241 1.048655105 34206086 0.046397624 2.81182052
BMS 2021 661699696 0.16599143 0.965895644 -23363644 -0.035308531 6.435536408
BSB 2015 113810620715.00 0.179771934 | 73144943291.00 40665677424.00 0.35731004 2.093042176
BSB 2016 150073125455.00 0.18792776 | 91293862388.00 58779263067.00 0.391670813 2.223445394
BSB 2017 101405407333.00 0.115135673 | 100073030921.00 1332376412.00 0.013139106 1.14158882
BSB 2018 82427601023.00 0.09313126 | 80902521553.00 1525079470.00 0.018502048 1.130484135
BSB 2019 73669030645.00 0.082853289 | 71977784348.00 1691246297.00 0.022957358 1.129307429
BSB 2020 76205722685.00 0.085532844 | 73661029084.00 2544693601.00 0.033392421 1.153471261
BSB 2021 -210939445082.00 -0.309565638 | 86217949193.00 -297157394275.00 1.408733175 -1.347416348
BPDS 2015 195349906.00 6.341251077 112.5129337 193613662.00 0.991112133 119.8452969
BPDS 2016 177405164.00 5.18716416 97.08244763 175577798.00 0.989699477 103.2593113
BPDS 2017 156890454.00 4.323393232 76.79779901 154847551.00 0.986978793 82.10817104
BPDS 2018 85459079.00 2.097303694 40.37394204 83342390.00 0.975231549 43.44647728
BPDS 2019 98221268.00 2.210114308 46.54990069 96111247.00 0.978517677 49.73853268
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BPDS 2020 94016235.00 1.980943475 45.58334178 91953722.00 0.978062161 48.54234742
BPDS 2021 317704747.00 6.544170773 135.0844573 315629391.00 0.993467658 142.6220957
VICS 2015 -6829170062.00 0.142714654 -0.260323859 -33062532152.00 4.841368988 4.723759783
VICS 2016 -22192825077.00 -0.11420202 -0.81705954 -49354646213.00 2.223901015 1.292639455
VICS 2017 42727753970.00 0.142714654 1.428873058 12824639942.00 0.300147767 1.871735479
VICS 2018 41658208687.00 0.143032729 1.357162031 10963120154.00 0.263168305 1.763363065
VICS 2019 33406361156.00 0.094303382 1.14558987 4245522693.00 0.127087254 1.366980506
VICS 2020 27839306968.00 9.245662956 1.139684011 3412091441.00 0.122563807 10.50791077
VICS 2021 101165181139.00 38.64360513 4.665253498 79480361401.00 0.785649376 44.094508
BCAS 2015 96368229514.00 0.09155681 1.481308206 31312065562.00 0.324921042 1.897786058
BCAS 2016 73794900582.00 0.067143262 0.914405019 -6907741073.00 -0.093607296 0.887940985
BCAS 2017 150106687768.00 0.132123238 1.700583003 61838906953.00 0.411966368 2.244672609
BCAS 2018 154288858.00 0.000122322 0.001674344 -91994571173.00 -596.2489603 -596.2471637
BCAS 2019 176477824399.00 0.07579711 22.79336135 168735314564.00 0.956127577 23.82528604
BCAS 2020 215077949454.00 0.078149272 3.2885659 149676204144.00 0.695916083 4.062631255
BCAS 2021 386131780023.00 0.135923971 3.015815917 258096186805.00 0.668414775 3.820154663
BJBS 2015 150309867.00 134460027.00 1.117877709 15849840.00 0.105447768 1.367410495
BJBS 2016 1471087292.00 161005131.00 9.13689696 1310082161.00 0.890553652 11.70600526
B]BS 2017 286330229.00 188209274.00 1.521339639 98120955.00 0.342684583 2.209854139
B]BS 2018 175903420.00 177048252.00 0.993533785 -1144832.00 -0.006508299 1.193634258
B]BS 2019 252007901.00 164396048.00 1.532931625 87611853.00 0.347655183 2.170803063
B]BS 2020 233480571.00 155764264.00 1.49893541 77716307.00 0.332859846 2.025081125
B]BS 2021 348463739.00 175028785.00 1.990893892 173434954.00 0.49771306 2.77192025
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Lampiran 6 Data Islamic Social Reporting Periode 2015-2021
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No Bank Umum TOTAL INDEX ISR
Syariah 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
1 BMI 0,75 0,79 0,77 0,79 0,77 0,79 0,79
2 BCA Syariah 0,54 0,64 0,67 0,65 0.77 0,69 0,72
3 BSB 0,68 0,68 0,72 0,72 0,75 0,75 0,75
4 BPDS 0,72 0,75 0,68 0,70 0,72 0,72 0,70
5 BJB 0,70 0,68 0,70 0,70 0,70 0,75 0,75
6 BMS 0,75 0,79 0,79 0,79 0,79 0,79 0,79
7 VICS 0,72 0,60 0,60 0,62 0,56 0,56 0,68
Lampiran 7 Data Nilai CAR Periode 2015-2021
Bank NILAI CAR
No Umum 2015 2016 | 2017 2018 2019 | 2020 2021
Syariah
1 BMI 12.00% | 12.74% | 13.62% | 12,34% | 12,42% | 15,21% | 23,76%
2 BCA 12.00% | 12.74% | 13.62% | 12,34% | 12,42% | 15,21% | 23,76%
Syariah
3 BSB 16,31% | 15,15% | 19,20% | 19.31% | 15.25% | 22.22% | 23.74%
o) o) 0, 0, 0,
4 BPDS 20,30% | 18,17% 11,51% | 23,15% | 14,46% | 31,43% | 25,81%
5 BJB 22,82% | 18,25% | 16,25% | 16,43% | 14,95% | 24,14% | 23,47%
6 BMS 18,74% | 23,53% | 22,19% | 20,54% | 19,96% | 24,15% | 25,59%
7 VICS 16,14% | 15,98% | 19,29% | 22,07% | 19,44% | 24,69% | 33.21%
Lampiran 8 Indeks FDR
Bank NILAI FDR
No | Umum | 2015 2016 2017 |2018 | 2019 | 2020 2021
Syariah
1 BMI 90,30% | 95,13% | 84,41% | 73,18% | 73,51% | 69,84% 38,33%
2 BCA 91,4% 90,1% 88,5% | 89,0% | 91,0% 81,3% 81,4%
Syariah
3 BSB 90,56% | 88,18% | 82,44% | 93,40% | 93,48& | 196,73%. 92,97%
4 BPDS 96.43% 91,99% | 86,95% | 88,82% | 95,72% | 111,71% 107,56%
) (]
5 BJB 104,75% | 98,73% | 91,03% | 89.85% | 93,53% | 86,64% 81,55%
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6 BMS 98,49% | 95,24% | 91,05% | 90,88% | 94,53% | 63,94% 62,84%
7 VICS 95.29% | 100.67% | 83.57% | 82.78% | 80,52% | 74,05% 65,26%
Lampiran 9 Indeks ROA
Bank NILAI ROA
No | Umum | 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 | 2021
Syariah
1 BMI 0,20% 0,22% 0,11% 0,08% 0,05% 0,03% | 0,02%
2 | BCA
Syariah 1,0% 1,1% 1,2% 1,2% 1,2% 1,1% 1,1%
3 BSB 0,49% 0,63% 0,63% 0,54% 0,60% 0,41% | 0,96%
4 BPDS 1,14% 0,37% | -10,77% | 0,26% 0,25% 0,06% | -6,72%
5 BJB 0,49% 0,63% 0,63% 0,54% 0,60% 0,41% | 0,96%
6 BMS 0,30% 2,63% 1,56% 0,93% 0,89% 1,74% | 4,08%
7 VICS -2.36% | -2.19% 0.36% 0.32% 2,47% 1,59% | 1,84%
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Lampiran 10 Data Variabel Penelitian
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NO. NAMA | TAHUN X1 X2 X3 X4 Z Y X1Z X2Z X3Z X4z

BCA

1 | Syariah 2015 4.062631 | 0.750000 | 0.343000 | 0.934800 | 1.000000 | 0.010000 4.062631 | 0.750000 | 0.343000 | 0.934800
E\f{ﬁ‘iah 2016 4.539059 | 0.750000 | 0.367000 | 0.935300 | 1.000000 | 0.011000 4.539059 | 0.750000 | 0.367000 | 0.935300
E;::I“iah 2017 | 23.825286 | 0.790000 | 0.294000 | 0.957200 | 1.000000 | 0.012000 23.825286 | 0.790000 | 0.294000 | 0.957200
Sy(/:jr“iah 2018 | 15.164974 | 0.790000 | 0.243000 | 0.952900 | 1.000000 | 0.012000 15.164974 | 0.790000 | 0.243000 | 0.952900
Sy(/:jr“iah 2019 | 43.446477 | 0.790000 | 0.383000 | 0.964300 | 1.000000 | 0.012000 43.446477 | 0.790000 | 0.383000 | 0.964300
Sy(/:giah 2020 | 10.507911 | 0.770000 | 0.453000 | 0.951300 | 1.000000 | 0.011000 10.507911 | 0.770000 | 0.453000 | 0.951300
Sy(/:giah 2021 6.435536 | 0.770000 | 0.414000 | 0.945300 | 1.000000 | 0.011000 6.435536 | 0.770000 | 0.414000 | 0.945300

2 Ej/:riah 2015 2.128475 | 0.720000 | 0.228200 | 0.905600 | 2.000000 | 0.004900 4.256949 | 1.440000 | 0.456400 | 1.811200
Ej/:riah 2016 2.244673 | 0.750000 | 0.182500 | 0.910500 | 2.000000 | 0.006300 4.489345 | 1.500000 | 0.365000 | 1.821000
Ej/:riah 2017 2.223445 | 0.750000 | 0.162500 | 0.910300 | 2.000000 | 0.006300 4.446891 | 1.500000 | 0.325000 | 1.820600
Ei/:riah 2018 2.170803 | 0.720000 | 0.164300 | 0.908800 | 2.000000 | 0.005400 4.341606 | 1.440000 | 0.328600 | 1.817600
Ei/:riah 2019 2.209854 | 0.720000 | 0.149500 | 0.910000 | 2.000000 | 0.006000 4.419708 | 1.440000 | 0.299000 | 1.820000
E;Eriah 2020 2.093042 | 0.720000 | 0.241400 | 0.903000 | 2.000000 | 0.004100 4.186084 | 1.440000 | 0.482800 | 1.806000
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BJB

Syariah 2021 3.972647 | 0.750000 | 0.234700 | 0.934000 | 2.000000 | 0.009600 7.945295 | 1.500000 | 0.469400 | 1.868000
Bukopin

Syariah 2015 2.771920 | 0.750000 | 0.163100 | 0.914000 | 1.500000 | 0.007900 4.157880 | 1.125000 | 0.244650 | 1.371000
Bukopin -

Syariah 2016 0.887941 | 0.620000 | 0.151500 | 0.731800 | 1.500000 | 0.011200 1.331911 | 0.930000 | 0.227250 | 1.097700
Bukopin

Syariah 2017 1.292639 | 0.690000 | 0.192000 | 0.835700 | 1.500000 | 0.002000 1.938959 | 1.035000 | 0.288000 | 1.253550
Bukopin

Syariah 2018 1.366981 | 0.700000 | 0.193100 | 0.844100 | 1.500000 | 0.002000 2.050471 | 1.050000 | 0.289650 | 1.266150
Bukopin

Syariah 2019 2.025081 | 0.720000 | 0.152500 | 0.901000 | 2.500000 | 0.004000 5.062703 | 1.800000 | 0.381250 | 2.252500
Bukopin

Syariah 2020 1.130484 | 0.670000 | 0.222200 | 0.805200 | 1.500000 | 0.000400 1.695726 | 1.005000 | 0.333300 | 1.207800
Bukopin -

Syariah 2021 -1.883758 | 0.560000 | 0.237400 | 0.639400 | 3.000000 | 0.054800 -5.651273 | 1.680000 | 0.712200 | 1.918200
Mega

Syariah 2015 1.721946 | 0.700000 | 0.187400 | 0.885000 | 2.000000 | 0.003000 3.443891 | 1.400000 | 0.374800 | 1.770000
Mega

Syariah 2016 | 119.845297 | 0.790000 | 0.235300 | 1.117100 | 2.000000 | 0.026300 | 239.690594 | 1.580000 | 0.470600 | 2.234200
Mega

Syariah 2017 | 44.094508 | 0.790000 | 0.221900 | 0.984900 | 2.000000 | 0.015600 88.189016 | 1.580000 | 0.443800 | 1.969800
Mega

Syariah 2018 3.820155 | 0.750000 | 0.205400 | 0.929700 | 1.000000 | 0.009300 3.820155 | 0.750000 | 0.205400 | 0.929700
Mega

Syariah 2019 2.811821 | 0.750000 | 0.199600 | 0.919900 | 2.000000 | 0.008900 5.623641 | 1.500000 | 0.399200 | 1.839800
Mega

Syariah 2020 | 49.738533 | 0.790000 | 0.241500 | 1.006700 | 2.000000 | 0.017400 99.477065 | 1.580000 | 0.483000 | 2.013400
Muamalat

Syariah 2015 1.280909 | 0.680000 | 0.120000 | 0.827800 | 3.000000 | 0.002000 3.842727 | 2.040000 | 0.360000 | 2.483400
Muamalat 2016 1.367410 | 0.700000 | 0.127400 | 0.866400 | 2.000000 | 0.002200 2.734821 | 1.400000 | 0.254800 | 1.732800

\*

PAGE

MERGEFORMAT165



176

Syariah

Muamalat

Syariah 2017 1.193634 | 0.680000 | 0.136200 | 0.824400 | 3.000000 | 0.001100 3.580903 | 2.040000 | 0.408600 | 2.473200
Muamalat

Syariah 2018 1.192723 | 0.680000 | 0.123400 | 0.815500 | 3.000000 | 0.000800 3.578170 | 2.040000 | 0.370200 | 2.446500
Muamalat

Syariah 2019 1.141589 | 0.680000 | 0.124200 | 0.813000 | 3.000000 | 0.000500 3.424766 | 2.040000 | 0.372600 | 2.439000
Muamalat

Syariah 2020 1.129307 | 0.650000 | 0.152100 | 0.740500 | 3.000000 | 0.000300 3.387922 | 1.950000 | 0.456300 | 2.221500
Muamalat

Syariah 2021 1.096579 | 0.640000 | 0.237600 | 0.735100 | 2.000000 | 0.000200 2.193157 | 1.280000 | 0.475200 | 1.470200
Panin

Syariah 2015 11.706005 | 0.770000 | 0.203000 | 0.952400 | 2.000000 | 0.011400 23.412011 | 1.540000 | 0.406000 | 1.904800
Panin

Syariah 2016 1.897786 | 0.720000 | 0.181700 | 0.898500 | 2.000000 | 0.003700 3.795572 | 1.440000 | 0.363400 | 1.797000
Panin - - -

Syariah 2017 | 596.247164 | 0.540000 | 0.115100 | 0.383300 | 3.000000 | 0.107700 | 1788.741491 | 1.620000 | 0.345300 | 1.149900
Panin

Syariah 2018 1.625360 | 0.700000 | 0.231500 | 0.881800 | 2.000000 | 0.002600 3.250720 | 1.400000 | 0.463000 | 1.763600
Panin

Syariah 2019 1.455730 | 0.700000 | 0.144600 | 0.869500 | 2.000000 | 0.002500 2.911461 | 1.400000 | 0.289200 | 1.739000
Panin

Syariah 2020 1.153471 | 0.680000 | 0.314300 | 0.814000 | 2.000000 | 0.000600 2.306943 | 1.360000 | 0.628600 | 1.628000
Panin - -

Syariah 2021 | 102.372277 | 0.560000 | 0.258100 | 0.628400 | 2.000000 | 0.067200 | -204.744554 | 1.120000 | 0.516200 | 1.256800
Victoria -

Syariah 2015 -1.347416 | 0.600000 | 0.161400 | 0.652600 | 2.000000 | 0.023600 -2.694833 | 1.200000 | 0.322800 | 1.305200
Victoria -

Syariah 2016 -0.007725 | 0.600000 | 0.159800 | 0.698400 | 2.000000 | 0.021900 -0.015450 | 1.200000 | 0.319600 | 1.396800
Victoria

Syariah 2017 1.871735 | 0.720000 | 0.192900 | 0.890000 | 2.000000 | 0.003600 3.743471 | 1.440000 | 0.385800 | 1.780000
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Victoria
Syariah 2018 1.763363 | 0.700000 | 0.220700 | 0.888200 | 2.000000 | 0.003200 3.526726 | 1.400000 | 0.441400 | 1.776400
Victoria
Syariah 2019 | 103.259311 | 0.790000 | 0.194400 | 1.075600 | 2.000000 | 0.024700 | 206.518623 | 1.580000 | 0.388800 | 2.151200
Victoria
Syariah 2020 | 48.542347 | 0.790000 | 0.246900 | 0.987300 | 2.000000 | 0.015900 97.084695 | 1.580000 | 0.493800 | 1.974600
Victoria
Syariah 2021 | 82.108171 | 0.790000 | 0.332100 | 1.047500 | 1.550000 | 0.018400 | 127.267665 | 1.224500 | 0.514755 | 1.623625
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2.

Lampiran 11 Tabel Hasil Uji Data Penelitian

Hasil Analisis Deskriptif

Date: 11/28/23 Time:00:08
Sample: 2015 2021

179

Y X1 xX2 x3 x4 Z
Mean 0.001357 1.246557 0.713878 0.218292 0.893782 3.070408
Median 0.004100 2.093042 0.720000 0.203000 0.903000 3.000000
Maximum 0.040800 142.6221 0.790000 0.453000 1.967300 4.000000
Minimum -0.107700 -596.2472 0.540000 0.115100 0.383300 2.000000
Std. Dev. 0.023237 94.42011 0.066043 0.078034 0.200515 0.585584
Skewness -2.871256 -5.199801 -0.875198 1.125098 2762113 -0.199447
Kurtosis 12.95643 34.33847 3.226025 3.961018 18.63796 2796390
Jarque-Bera 2697185 2225930 6.359742 1222333 561.5865 0.409504
Probability 0.000000 0.000000 0.041591 0.002217 0.000000 0.814849
Sum 0.066500 61.08130 34.98000 10.69630 43.79530 150.4500
Sum Sq. Dev. 0.025919 4279275 0.209363 0.292289 1.929897 16.45959
Cbhservations 49 49 49 49 49 49
Uji Chow Model 1
Redundant Fixed Effects Tests
Equation: Untitied
Test cross-section fixed effects
Effects Test Statistic d.f. Prob.
Cross-section F 1443734 (6,38) 0.2238
Cross-section Chi-square 10062277 6 01221
Cross-section fixed effects test equation:
Dependent Variable: Y
Method: Panel Least Squares
Date: 11/28/23 Time: 00:09
Sample: 2015 2021
Periods included: 7
Cross-sections included: 7
Total panel (balanced) observations: 49
Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
C -0.140469 0.013758 -10.21008 0.0000
X1 0.000123 1.41E-05 8.719665 0.0000
x2 0.201029 0.023856 8.426876 0.0000
X3 -0.036246 0.014338 -2.527969 0.0151
x4 0.006796 0.007765 0.875180 0.3862
R-squared 0.916451 Mean dependent var 0.001357
Adjusted R-squared 0.908855 8.D. dependentvar 0.023237
S.E. of regression 0.007015 Akaike info criterion -5.984962
Sum squared resid 0.002166 Schwarzcriterion -6.791919
Log likelihood 176.1316 Hannan-Quinn criter. 8811722
F-statistic 120.6588 Durbin-Watson stat 1588417

Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000
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3. Uji Chow Model 2

Redundant Fixed Effects Tests
Equation: Untitled
Test cross-section fixed effects

180

Effects Test Statistic df Prob.

Cross-section F 2.629304 (6,37) 0.0317

Cross-section Chi-square 17.401627 6 0.0079

Cross-section fixed effects test equation:

Dependent Variable: Y

Method: Panel Least Squares

Date: 11/28/23 Time: 00:14

Sample: 2015 2021

Periods included: 7

Cross-sections included: 7

Total panel (balanced) observations: 49

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.

C -0.140831 0.013872 -10.15191 0.0000
X1 0.000123 1.42E-05 8.625027 0.0000
X2 0.195943 0.025486 7.688188 0.0000
X3 -0.042558 0.017877 -2.380593 0.0218
X4 0.007602 0.007937 0.957726 0.3436
Z 0.001515 0.002528 0.599233 05522

R-squared 0.917143 Mean dependent var 0.001357

Adjusted R-squared 0.907508 S.D.dependentvar 0.023237

S.E. of regression 0.007067 Akaike info criterion -6.952462

Sum squared resid 0.002148 Schwarz criterion -6.720811

Log likelihood 176.3353 Hannan-Quinn criter. -6.864574

F-statistic 9519283 Durbin-Watson stat 1.564972

Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000
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4. Uji Hausman Model 2

Correlated Random Effects - Hausman Test
Equation: Untitled
Test cross-section random effects

Test Summary Chi-Sq. Statistic  Chi-Sq. d.f. Prob.

Cross-section random 7162216 5 0.2089

Cross-section random effects test comparisons:

Variable Fixed Random Var{ Diff) Prob.

X1 0.000103 0.000116 0.000000 0.0478
X2 0.199553 0.193472 0.000053 0.4032
X3 -0.024817 -0.041514 0.000111 01128
x4 0.013415 0.010959 0.000003 01734
Z 0.007402 0.003790 0.000002 0.0140

Cross-section random effects test equation:

Dependent Variable: Y

Method: Panel Least Squares

Date: 11/28/23 Time:00:15

Sample: 2015 2021

Periods included: 7

Cross-sections included: 7

Total panel (balanced) chsenvations: 49

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
C -0.170528 0.017706 -9.630829 0.0000
X1 0.000103 1.54E-05 6.711009 0.0000
x2 0.199553 0.025238 7.906989 0.0000
X3 -0.024817 0.020733 -1.196973 0.2389
X4 0.013415 0.007709 1.740094 0.0902
Z 0.007402 0.002940 2.517425 0.0183
Effects Specification

Cross-section fixed (dumm yvariables)

R-squared 0.941910 Mean dependent var 0.001357

Adjusted R-squared 0924641 S.D.dependentvar 0.023237

S.E.ofregression 0.006379 Akaike info criterion -7.062699

Sum squared resid 0.001506 Schwarz criterion -6.599306

Log likelihood 185.0361 Hannan-Quinn criter. -6.886923

F-statistic 54 54072 Durbin-Watson stat 1.865722

Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000
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5. Uji Lagrange Multipel (LM) Model 1

Lagrange Multiplier Tests for Random Effects

Null hypotheses: No effects

Alternative hypotheses: Two-sided (Breusch-Pagan) and one-sided
(all others) alternatives

Test Hypothesis

Cross-section Time Both

Breusch-Pagan 0.037269 0.214969 0.252238
(0.8469) (0.6429) (0.6155)

Honda 0.193051 -0.463648 -0.191341
(0.4235) (0.6785) (0.5759)

King-Wu 0.193051 -0.463648 -0.191341
(0.4235) (0.6785) (0.5759)

Standardized Honda 0.795525 0177927 -2.992870
(0.2132) (0.5706) (0.9986)

Standardized King-\Wu 0.795525 0177927 -2.992870
(0.2132) (0.5706) (0.9986)

Gourierouyx, et al. -- -- 0.037269
(0.6688)

6. Uji Lagrange Multipel (LM) Model 1

Lagrange Multiplier Tests for Ranhdom Effects

Null hypotheses: No effects

Alternative hypotheses: Two-sided (Breusch-Pagan) and one-sided
(all others) alternatives

Test Hypothesis

Cross-section Time Both
Breusch-Pagan 0311745 0.218870 0.530614
(0.5766) (0.6399) (0.4663)
Honda 0.558341 -0.467835 0.063997
(0.2883) (0.6800) (0.4745)
King-WWu 0.558341 -0.467835 0.063997
(0.2883) (0.6800) (0.4745)
Standardized Honda 1.305459 -0.163245 -2.670756
(0.0959) (0.5648) (0.9962)
Standardized King-Wu 1.305459 -0.163245 -2.670756
(0.0959) (0.5648) (0.9962)
Gourieroux, etal. -- - 0.311745

(0.5022)
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Hasil Analisis regresi Untuk Model 1
Dependent Variable: Y

Method: Panel Least Squares

Date: 11/28/23 Time: 00:12

Sample: 2015 2021

Periods included: 7

Cross-sections included: 7

Total panel (balanced) observations: 49

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.

C -0.140469 0.013758 -10.21006 0.0000
X1 0.000123 1.41E-05 8.719665 0.0000
X2 0.201029 0.023856 8.426876 0.0000
X3 -0.036246 0.014338 -2.527969 0.0151
X4 0.006796 0.007765 0875180 0.3862

R-squared 0916451 Mean dependent var 0.001357
Adjusted R-squared 0908855 S.D.dependentvar 0.023237
S.E. of regression 0.007015 Akaike info criterion -6.984962
Sum squared resid 0002166 Schwarz criterion -6.791919
Log likelihood 176.1316 Hannan-Quinn criter. -6.911722
F-statistic 1206588 Durbin-\Watson stat 1.598417
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000

Analisis regresi untuk Model 2

Dependent Variable: Y

Method: Panel Least Squares

Date: 11/28/23 Time: 00:16

Sample: 2015 2021

Periods included: 7

Cross-sections included: 7

Total panel (balanced) observations: 49

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
C -0.140831 0.013872 -10.15191 0.0000
X1 0.000123 1.42E-05 8.625027 0.0000
X2 0.195943 0.025486 7.688188 0.0000
X3 -0.042558 0.017877  -2.380593 0.0218
X4 0.007602 0.007937 0.957726 0.3436
Z 0.001515 0.002528 0.599233 0.5522
R-squared 0917143 Mean dependentvar 0.001357
Adjusted R-squared 0907508 S.D.dependentvar 0.023237
S.E.ofregression 0.007067 Akaike info criterion -6.952462
Sum squared resid 0.002148 Schwarzcriterion -6.720811
Log likelihood 176.3353 Hannan-Quinn criter. -6.864574
F-statistic 9519283 Durbin-Watson stat 1.564972

Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000
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9. Analisis regresi untuk Model 3

10.

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t+Statistic Prob.
C 0.105296 0.075801 1.389117 01741
X1 0.000102 0.000133 0.765390 0.4495
X2 -0.562549 0.301040 -1.868683 0.0706
X3 0.003001 0.060752 0.049398 0.9609
X4 0.348396 0.193755 1.798126 0.0813
Z -0.120811 0.036507 -3.309299 0.0023
X1z 1.60E-05 5.09E-05 0.314103 0.7554
X2z 0.378293 0.151397 2.498677 0.0176
X3Z -0.017634 0.034188 -0.515796 0.6094
X4z -0.170165 0.097024 -1.753851 0.0887
Effects Specification
Cross-section fixed (dummy variables)
R-squared 0.960804 Mean dependentvar 0.001357
Adjusted R-squared 0.942988 S.D.dependentvar 0023237
S.E. ofregression 0.005548 Akaike info criterion -7.292853
Sum squared resid 0.001016 Schwarz criterion -6.675116
Log likelihcod 1946749 Hannan-Quinn criter. -7.058485
F-statistic 5382867 Durbin-Watson stat 2.066170
Proh(F-statistic) 0.000000
Uji Heteroskedastisitas
Dependent Variable: ABS(RESID)
Method: Panel Least Squares
Date: 11/28/23 Time:00:13
Sample: 2015 2021
Periods included: 7
Cross-sections included: 7
Total panel (balanced) observations: 49
Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
C 0.000325 0.000736 0.442307 0.6604
X1 8.92E-07 7 .55E-07 1182234 0.2435
X2 0.000631 0.001276 0.494376 0.6235
X3 -0.000313 0.000767 -0.408542 0.6849
X4 -0.000385 0.000415 -0.926743 0.3591
R-squared 0.044263 Mean dependent var 0.000364
Adjusted R-squared -0.042622 S.D.dependentvar 0.000367
S.E. of regression 0.000375 Akaike info criterion -12.84210
Sum squared resid 6.19E-06 Schwarz criterion -12.64906
Log likelihood 319.6316 Hannan-Quinn criter. -12.76886
F-statistic 0509448 Durbin-Watson stat 2.294969

Prob(F-statistic) 0.729025
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11. Uji Multikolinearitas

X1 X2 X3 X4
X1 1.000000 0.578237 0.245783 0.621249
X2 0.578237 1.000000 0.424644 0.715633
X3 0.245783 0.424644 1.000000 0.288111
X4 0.621249 0.715633 0.288111 1.000000

185

\*

PAGE

MERGEFORMAT165



