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No Nama Perusahaan Penjulanan Bersih 

2016 2017 2018 

1 Astra Agro Lestari Tbk 
(AALI) 
 

14.121.374 17.305.688 19.084.387 

2 Austindo Nusantara Jaya 
Tbk (ANJT) 
 

134.443.317 161.797.280 151.701.360 

3 Golden Plantion Tbk 
(GOLL) 
 

177.239.079.750 214.860.495.031 98.391.684.290 

4 Gozco Plantions Tbk 
(GZCO) 
 

544.884 646.945 565.455 

5 Jaya Agro Wattie Tbk 
(JAWA) 
 

590.138.302.043 555.139.580.764 745.508.896.455 

6 Providen Agro Tbk (PALM) 
 

1.169.777.700 759.994.916 446.646.667 

7 Sampoerna Agro Tbk 
(SGRO) 
 

2.915.224.840 3.616.482.911 3.207.181.767 

8 Salim Ivomas Pratama Tbk 
(SIMP) 
 

14.530.938 15.826.648 14.190.099 

9 Sinar Mas Agro Resources 
and Techhonology Tbk 
(SMAR) 
 

29.752.126 35.318.102 37.391.643 

10 Tunas baru Lampung Tbk 
(TBLA) 
 

6.513.980 8.974.708 8.614.889 

11 Bakrie Sumatera 
Plantation TBbk (UNSP) 
 

1.565.244 1.504.817 1.951.840 

12 Argo Pontes Tbk (ARGO) 

 
48.669.832 33.318.959 31.006.096 

13 Tisula Textile Industtrie 
Tbk (BELL) 

 

416.162.129.906 446.128.910.614 561.373.657.827 

14 Eratex Djaja Tbk (ERTX) 

 
70.555.051 71.671.310 75.869.418 

15 Even Shin Tex (ESTI) 

 
35.164.569 35.125.240 35.984.816 

16 Panasia Resources Tbk 1.647.106.585 1.293.363.942 528.163.920 
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(HDTX) 

 

17 Indo-Rama Synthetics Tbk 
(INDR) 

 

691.758.965 777.925.055 839.454.360 

18 Ictsi Jasa Prima Tbk 
(KARW) 

 

7.668.273 7.923.022 6.323.645 

19 Hanson Internasional Tbk 
(MYRX) 

 

740.024.385.759 885.133.359.302 1.211.102.677.631 

20 Asia Pasific Fibers Tbk 
(POLY) 

 

355.748.940 396.618.468 475.209.291 

21 Ricky Putra Globalindo 
(RICY) 

 

1.600.432.168.098 87.366.949.131 103.605.216.913 

22 Sri Rejek Isman Tbk (SRIL) 

 
679.939.490 759.349.865 1.033.945.566 

23 Sunson Textile 
Manufakturer Tbk (SSTM) 

 

436.691.203.876 343.842.837.211 410.244.604.874 

24 Star Petrochem Tbk 
(STAR) 

 

4.663.011.106 836.699.574 6.460.014.574 

25 Tifico Fiber Tbk (TFCO) 

 
186.376.830 216.591.205 228.089.992 

26 Trisula Internasional Tbk 
(TRIS) 

 

901.909.489.240 773.806.956.330 860.682.351.001 
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SUBSEKTOR PERKEBUNAN 

     

          

          

No

. Nam Perusahaan  

Audit Tenure 

(X1) 

Opinion 

Shopping (X2) 

Pertumbuhan 

Perusahaan (X3)  

Opini Audit 

Going 

Concern (Y) 

    2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 

1 

Astra Agro Lestari Tbk 

(AALI) 1 2 1 1 0,23  0,10  0 0 

2 

Austindo Nusantara Jaya 

Tbk (ANJT) 1 2 1 1 (0,87) (0,06) 0 0 

3 

Golden Plantion Tbk 

(GOLL) 1 1 1 2 (1,00) (0,54) 1 1 

4 

Gozco Plantions Tbk 

(GZCO) 1 1 1 2 30,76  (0,13) 0 0 

5 

Jaya Agro Wattie Tbk 

(JAWA) 1 2 1 1 (1,00) 0,34  0 1 

6 

Providen Agro Tbk 

(PALM) 1 2 1 1 (0,99) (0,41) 0 0 

7 

Sampoerna Agro Tbk 

(SGRO) 1 2 1 1 (0,99) 0,01  0 0 

8 

Salim Ivomas Pratama Tbk 

(SIMP) 1 2 1 1 0,19  (0,10) 0 0 

9 

Sinar Mas Agro Resources 

and Techhonology Tbk 

(SMAR) 1 2 1 1 (0,42) 0,06  0 1 

10 

Tunas baru Lampung Tbk 

(TBLA) 1 2 1 1 1,66  (0,04) 0 1 

11 

Bakrie Sumatera 

Plantation TBbk (UNSP) 1 2 1 1 19,64  0,63  1 0 
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SUBSEKTOR TEKSTIL 

          

          

No. 

Nama Perusahaan  

Audit Tenure (X1) 

Opinion Shopiing 

(X2) 

Pertumbuhan 

Perusahaan (X3) 

Opini Audit Going 

Concern (Y) 

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 

1 

Argo Pontes Tbk 

(ARGO) 1 2 1 1  (0,32) (0,07) 1 1 

2 

Tisula Textile 

Industtrie Tbk (BELL) 1 1 1 2 0,07  0,26  0 0 

3 

Eratex Djaja Tbk 

(ERTX) 1 1 1 1 0,02  0,06  0 0 

4 Even Shin Tex (ESTI) 1 2 1 1 (0,00) 0,02  0 0 

5 

Panasia Resources Tbk 

(HDTX) 1 1 1 2 (0,21) (0,59) 1 1 

6 

Indo-Rama Synthetics 

Tbk (INDR) 1 2 1 1 0,12  0,08  1 1 

7 

Ictsi Jasa Prima Tbk 

(KARW) 1 1 1 2 0,03  (0,21) 1 1 

8 

Hanson Internasional 

Tbk (MYRX) 1 1 1 2 (0,17) 0,62  1 1 

9 

Asia Pasific Fibers Tbk 

(POLY) 1 1 1 2 0,11  0,20  1 1 

10 

Ricky Putra 

Globalindo (RICY) 1 2 1 1 0,31  0,32  0 0 

1 

Sri Rejek Isman Tbk 

(SRIL) 1 2 1 1 0,12  0,36  0 0 

2 

Sunson Textile 

Manufakturer Tbk 

(SSTM) 1 2 1 1 (0,21) 0,19  1 0 

13 

Star Petrochem Tbk 

(STAR) 1 2 1 1 (0,82) 6,72  0 0 

14 

 Tifico Fiber Tbk 

(TFCO) 1 1 1 2 0,16  0,05  0 0 

15 

Trisula Internasional 

Tbk (TRIS) 1 2 1 1 (0,14) 0,11  0 0 
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HASIL OLAHAN SPSS 
 

DESCRIPTIVES VARIABLES=OpiniAuditGoingCncernY AuditTenureX1 

OpinionShoppingX2 PertumbuhanPerusahaanX3 

  /STATISTICS=MEAN STDDEV MIN MAX. 

 

 

 

 
Descriptives 

 
 

[DataSet1]  

 

 

 

Descriptive Statistics 

 N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation 

Opini Audit Going Cncern (Y) 52 0 1 ,37 ,486 

Audit Tenure (X1) 52 1 2 1,33 ,474 

Opinion Shopping (X2) 52 1 2 1,15 ,364 

Pertumbuhan Perusahaan 

(X3) 
52 -1,00 7,00 ,1477 1,02675 

Valid N (listwise) 52     

 
 

LOGISTIC REGRESSION VARIABLES OpiniAuditGoingCncernY 

  /METHOD=ENTER AuditTenureX1 OpinionShoppingX2 

PertumbuhanPerusahaanX3 

  /CLASSPLOT 

  /PRINT=GOODFIT CORR ITER(1) 

  /CRITERIA=PIN(0.05) POUT(0.10) ITERATE(20) CUT(0.5). 
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Logistic Regression 

 

 
 

[DataSet1]  

 

 

 

Case Processing Summary 

Unweighted Cases
a
 N Percent 

Selected Cases 

Included in Analysis 52 100,0 

Missing Cases 0 ,0 

Total 52 100,0 

Unselected Cases 0 ,0 

Total 52 100,0 

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 History
a,b,c

 

Iteration -2 Log likelihood Coefficients 

Constant 

Step 0 

1 68,273 -,538 

2 68,271 -,552 

3 68,271 -,552 

a. Constant is included in the model. 

b. Initial -2 Log Likelihood: 68,271 

c. Estimation terminated at iteration number 3 because 

parameter estimates changed by less than ,001. 

 

 

 

 

Classification Table
a,b

 

 Observed Predicted 

 Opini Audit Going Cncern (Y) Percentage 

Correct  0 1 

Step 0 

Opini Audit Going Cncern 

(Y) 

0 33 0 100,0 

1 19 0 ,0 

Overall Percentage   63,5 

a. Constant is included in the model. 

b. The cut value is ,500 
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Variables in the Equation 

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

Step 0 Constant -,552 ,288 3,675 1 ,055 ,576 

 

 

Variables not in the Equation 

 Score df Sig. 

Step 0 
Variables 

AuditTenureX1 ,553 1 ,457 

OpinionShoppingX2 2,748 1 ,097 

PertumbuhanPerusahaanX3 1,061 1 ,303 

Overall Statistics 3,473 3 ,324 

 

 

 
Block 1: Method = Enter 
 

 

 

Iteration History
a,b,c,d

 

Iteration -2 Log 

likelihood 

Coefficients 

Constant AuditTenureX1 OpinionShoppin

gX2 

PertumbuhanP

erusahaanX3 

Step 1 

1 64,784 -1,735 -,060 1,134 -,218 

2 64,483 -1,761 -,071 1,148 -,420 

3 64,416 -1,742 -,074 1,134 -,576 

4 64,412 -1,738 -,075 1,131 -,620 

5 64,412 -1,738 -,075 1,131 -,622 

6 64,412 -1,738 -,075 1,131 -,622 

a. Method: Enter 

b. Constant is included in the model. 

c. Initial -2 Log Likelihood: 68,271 

d. Estimation terminated at iteration number 6 because parameter estimates changed by less than 

,001. 
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Omnibus Tests of Model Coefficients 

 Chi-square df Sig. 

Step 1 

Step 3,859 3 ,277 

Block 3,859 3 ,277 

Model 3,859 3 ,277 

 

 

Model Summary 

Step -2 Log likelihood Cox & Snell R 

Square 

Nagelkerke R 

Square 

1 64,412
a
 ,072 ,098 

a. Estimation terminated at iteration number 6 because parameter 

estimates changed by less than ,001. 

 

 

Hosmer and Lemeshow Test 

Step Chi-square Df Sig. 

1 3,222 5 ,666 

 

 

Contingency Table for Hosmer and Lemeshow Test 

 Opini Audit Going Cncern (Y) = 0 Opini Audit Going Cncern (Y) = 1 Total 

Observed Expected Observed Expected 

Step 1 

1 5 3,949 0 1,051 5 

2 3 2,764 1 1,236 4 

3 10 10,207 5 4,793 15 

4 1 ,676 0 ,324 1 

5 8 9,961 7 5,039 15 

6 3 2,986 2 2,014 5 

7 3 2,457 4 4,543 7 
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Classification Table
a
 

 Observed Predicted 

 Opini Audit Going Cncern (Y) Percentage 

Correct  0 1 

Step 1 

Opini Audit Going Cncern 

(Y) 

0 30 3 90,9 

1 15 4 21,1 

Overall Percentage   65,4 

a. The cut value is ,500 

 

 

 

 

Correlation Matrix 

 Constant AuditTenureX1 OpinionShoppi

ngX2 

PertumbuhanP

erusahaanX3 

Step 1 

Constant 1,000 -,762 -,810 -,029 

AuditTenureX1 -,762 1,000 ,286 -,055 

OpinionShoppingX2 -,810 ,286 1,000 ,083 

PertumbuhanPerusahaanX

3 
-,029 -,055 ,083 1,000 

 
 

 

Variables in the Equation 

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

Step 1
a
 

AuditTenureX1 -,075 ,679 ,012 1 ,913 ,928 

OpinionShoppingX2 1,131 ,850 1,770 1 ,183 3,100 

PertumbuhanPerusaha

anX3 
-,622 ,819 ,577 1 ,447 ,537 

Constant -1,738 1,534 1,284 1 ,257 ,176 

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: AuditTenureX1, OpinionShoppingX2, 

PertumbuhanPerusahaanX3. 
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Step number: 1 

 

             Observed Groups and Predicted Probabilities 

 

      20 +                                                                                                    

+ 

         I                                                                                                    

I 

         I                               1                                                                    

I 

F        I                               1                                                                    

I 

R     15 +                               1 1                                                                  

+ 

E        I                               1 1                                                                  

I 

Q        I                               0 1                                                                  

I 

U        I                               0 1                                                                  

I 

E     10 +                               0 1                                                                  

+ 

N        I                               0 1                                                                  

I 

C        I                               0 0                                                                  

I 

Y        I                               0 0                                                                  

I 

       5 +                               0 0                           

1                                      + 

         I                               0 0                           

1                                      I 

         I                              00 01                          

0            1                         I 

         I0                   0    0  0 00000   0      1  0            

0            1                         I 

Predicted ---------+---------+---------+---------+---------+--------

-+---------+---------+---------+---------- 

  Prob:   0       ,1        ,2        ,3        ,4        ,5        

,6        ,7        ,8        ,9         1 

  Group:  

00000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000111111111111111111

11111111111111111111111111111111 

 

          Predicted Probability is of Membership for 1 

          The Cut Value is ,50 

          Symbols: 0 - 0 

                   1 - 1 

          Each Symbol Represents 1,25 Cases. 

 

 


