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LAMPIRAN 1. Data Variabel Pembiayaan, Profitabilitas, Dana Pihak
Ketiga, Non Performing Financing dan Capital Adequacy Ratio pada
Perbankan Syariah di Indonesia Tahun 2007-2022

Pembiayaan

DPK

NPF

(miliar | roftavilitas - i | mitiar | $AR

Tahun rupiah) (persentase) rupiah) | rupiah) (X3)

Y1 v2 X1 X2 X3
2007 | 27944 207% | 28012 | 1131 | 10.67%
2008 | 38195 1.42% | 36852 | 1509 | 12.81%
2009 | 46886 1.48% | 52271 | 1882 | 10.77%
2010 | 68181 1.67% | 76036 | 2061 | 16.25%
2011 | 102655 1.79% | 115415 | 2588 | 16.63%
2012 | 147505 214% | 147512 | 3269 | 14.13%
2013 | 184122 2.00% | 183534 | 4828 | 14.42%
2014 | 199330 0.41% | 170723 | 7320 | 15.74%
2015 | 213989 0.49% | 174895 | 7456 | 15.02%
2016 | 249510 0.63% | 206407 | 7843 | 16.63%
2017 | 286821 0.63% | 238393 | 9030 | 17.91%
2018 | 321307 1.08% | 257606 | 6597 | 20.39%
2019 | 356437 1.73% | 288978 | 7263 | 20.59%
2020 | 385013 1.40% | 322853 | 7713 | 21.64%
2021 | 410456 155% | 365421 | 6624 | 25.71%
2022 | 493162 2.00% | 429029 | 7576 | 26.28%

Sumber: Statistik Perbankan Syariah Tahun 2007-2022 Otoritas Jasa
Keuangan (OJK)
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LAMPIRAN 2. Hasil Logaritma Natural

Pembiayaan

DPK

NPF

(miliar Profitabilitas (miliar (miliar CAR
Tahun rupiah) (persentase) rupiah)) | rupiah) (X3)
LN_Y1 Y2 LN X1 |LN_X2 |X3
2007 10.2397 2.07% | 10.2404 | 7.03086 | 10.67%
2008 10.5505 1.42% | 10.5147 | 7.3192 | 12.81%
2009 10.7555 1.48% | 10.8642 | 7.54009 | 10.77%
2010 11.1299 1.67% | 11.239 | 7.63095 | 16.25%
2011 11.5391 1.79% | 11.6563 | 7.85864 | 16.63%
2012 11.9016 2.14% | 11.9017 | 8.09224 | 14.13%
2013 12.1234 2.00% | 12.1202 | 8.48219 | 14.42%
2014 11.9078 0.41% | 12.0478 | 8.89837 | 15.74%
2015 11.9481 0.49% | 12.0719 | 8.91677 | 15.02%
2016 12.0898 0.63% | 12.2376 | 8.96738 | 16.63%
2017 12.1566 0.63% | 12.3817 | 9.10831 | 17.91%
2018 12.2198 1.28% | 12.4592 | 8.79437 | 20.39%
2019 12.3265 1.73% | 12.5741 | 8.89055 | 20.59%
2020 12.417 1.40% | 12.685 | 8.95066 | 21.64%
2021 12.4545 1.55% | 12.8088 | 8.79845 | 25.71%
2022 12.6851 2.00% | 12.9693 | 8.93274 | 26.28%
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LAMPIRAN 3. Hasil Estimasi

Estimates (Group number 1 - Default model)

Scalar Estimates (Group number 1 - Default model)

Maximum Likelihood Estimates

Regression Weights: (Group number 1 - Default model)

Estimate S.E. C.R. P Label
Y1 < X1 1.149 .104 11.038 *** par_1
Y1 <--- X2 -198 .090 -2.202 .028 par 2
Y1 <--- X3 -2.312 876 -2.641 .008 par_3
Y2 <--- Y1 013 .008 1.640 .101 par 4
Y2 <--- X1 .004 .009 384 .701 par_5
Y2 <--- X2 -.020 .003 -6.568 ***  par_6
Y2 <--- X3 -.004 .031 -124 902 par_7

Standardized Regression Weights: (Group number 1 - Default model)

Estimate
Y1 <-—-- X1 .980
Y1 <--- X2 -.145
Y1 <--- X3 - 112
Y2 < Y1 552
Y2 <-- X1 134
Y2 <— X2 -.647
Y2 <--- X3 -.008

Variances: (Group number 1 - Default model)
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Estimate S.E. C.R. P Label
X1 634 232 2739 .006 par_8
X2 465 170 2.739 .006 par_9
X3 002 .001 2.739 .006 par_10
el 005 .002 2.739 .006 par_11
e2 .000 .000 2.739 .006 par_12

Squared Multiple Correlations: (Group number 1 - Default model)

Estimate
Y1 .995
Y2 .991

Matrices (Group number 1 - Default model)

Implied (for all variables) Covariances (Group number 1 - Default
model)

X3 X2 X1 Y1 Y2

X3 | .002

X2 | .000 .465

X1 | .000 .000 .634

Y1 |-005 -092 .729 .871

Y2 | .000 -011 .011 .015 .000

Implied (for all variables) Correlations (Group number 1 - Default
model)

X3 X2 X1 Y1 Y2

X3 | 1.000
X2 | .000 1.000
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X3 X2 X1 Y1 Y2

X1 .000 .000 1.000
Y1 | -112 -145 .980 1.000
Y2 | -070 -727 675 .778 1.000

Implied Covariances (Group number 1 - Default model)

X3 X2 X1 Y1 Y2

X3 | .002

X2 | .000 .465

X1 | .000 .000 .634

Y1 |-005 -092 .729 .871

Y2 | .000 -011 .011 .015 .000

Implied Correlations (Group number 1 - Default model)

X3 X2 X1 Y1 Y2

X3 | 1.000

X2 | .000 1.000

X1 .000 .000 1.000

Y1 | -112 -145 .980 1.000

Y2 | -070 -727 675 .778 1.000

Residual Covariances (Group number 1 - Default model)

X3 X2 X1 Y1 Y2

X3 | .000
X2 | .020 .000
X1 ].030 .507 .000




X3 X2 X1 Y1 Y2

Y1 |.030 .536 -.170 -.371
Y2 | .000 .008 -.012 -.016 .000

Standardized Residual Covariances (Group number 1 - Default
model)

X3 X2 X1 Y1 Y2

X3 | .000

X2 | 2559 .000

X1 13220 3.617 .000

Y1 | 2769 3.226 -631 -1.166

Y2 | 313 1.830 -2.366 -2.495 -2.541

Factor Score Weights (Group number 1 - Default model)

o

Total Effects (Group number 1 - Default model)

X3 X2 X1 Y1

Y1 |-2312 -198 1.149 .000
Y2 | -033 -023 .018 .013

Standardized Total Effects (Group number 1 - Default model)

X3 X2 X1 Y1

Y1 | -12 -145 .980 .000
Y2 | -070 -727 .675 .552
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Direct Effects (Group number 1 - Default model)

X3 X2 X1 Y1
Y1 |-2312 -198 1.149 .000
Y2 | -004 -020 .004 .013

Standardized Direct Effects (Group number 1 - Default model)

X3 X2 X1 Y1
Y1 | -12 -145 .980 .000
Y2 | -.008 -647 .134 .552

Indirect Effects (Group number 1 - Default model)

X3 X2 X1 Y1
Y1 | .000 .000 .000 .000
Y2 | -029 -002 .014 .000

Standardized Indirect Effects (Group number 1 - Default model)

X3 X2 X1 Y1
Y1 | .000 .000 .000 .000
Y2 | -.062 -.080 .541 .000
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