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Lampiran 1 : Data Penelitian  

Tahun 
Bank BNI Syariah 

NPF FDR GCG ROA BOPO CAR 

2014 1,86% 92,60% 2 1,27% 89,80% 16,26% 

2015 2,53% 91,94% 2 1,43% 89,63% 15,48% 

2016 2,94% 84,57% 2 1,44% 86,88% 14,92% 

2017 2,89% 80,21% 2 1,31% 87,62% 20,14% 

2018 2,93% 79,62% 2 1,42% 85,30% 19,31% 

 

Tahun 
Bank Mega Syariah 

NPF FDR GCG ROA BOPO CAR 

2014 3,89% 93,61% 1 0,29% 97,61% 19,26% 

2015 4,26% 98,49% 1,73 0,30% 99,51% 18,74% 

2016 3,30% 95,24% 1,64 3,30% 88,16% 23,53% 

2017 2,95% 91,05% 1,54 1,56% 89,16% 22,19% 

2018 2,15% 90,88% 2 0,93% 93,84% 20,54% 

 

Tahun 
Bank BRI Syariah 

NPF FDR GCG ROA BOPO CAR 

2014 3,65% 93,90% 1,74 0,08% 99,77% 12,89% 

2015 3,89% 84,16% 1,61 0,77% 93,79% 13,94% 

2016 3,19% 81,42% 1,60 0,95% 91,33% 20,63% 

2017 4,75% 71,87% 2,00 0,51% 95,34% 20,05% 

2018 4,97% 75,49% 1,54 0,43% 95,32% 29,72% 

 

Tahun 
Bank BCA Syariah 

NPF FDR GCG ROA BOPO CAR 

2014 0,1% 91,2% 1 0,8% 92,9% 29,6% 

2015 0,7% 91,4% 1 1% 92,5% 34,3% 

2016 0,5% 90,1% 1 1,1% 92,2% 36,7% 

2017 0,32% 88,5% 1 1,2% 87,2% 29,4% 

2018 0,35% 89% 1 1,2% 87,4% 24,3% 
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Lampiran 2 Kriteria Peringkat 

Rasio Peringkat Penilaian 

NPF < 2% 1 Sangat Baik 

2% ≤ NPF < 5% 2 Baik 

5% ≤ NPF < 8% 3 Cukup Baik 

8% ≤ NPF < 12% 4 Kurang Baik 

NPF ≥ 12% 5 Tidak Baik 

Sumber : SE BI No. 9/24/Dpbs/2007 

Rasio Peringkat Penilaian 

50% < FDR ≤ 75% 1 Sangat Baik 

75% < FDR ≤ 85% 2 Baik 

85% < FDR  ≤ 100% 3 Cukup Baik 

100% < FDR ≤ 120% 4 Kurang Baik 

FDR > 120% 5 Tidak Baik 

Sumber : SE BI No. 6/23/DPNP/2004 

Nilai Komposit 

Peringkat 

GCG Penilaian 

1 1 Sangat Baik 

2 2 Baik 

3 3 Cukup Baik 

4 4 Kurang Baik 

5 5 Tidak Baik 

Sumber : SE BI No. 13/24/DPNP/2011 
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Rasio Peringkat Penilaian 

ROA > 1,5 % 1 Sangat Baik 

1,25% < ROA ≤ 1,5% 2 Baik 

0,5% < ROA ≤ 1,25% 3 Cukup Baik 

0% < ROA ≤ 0,5% 4 Kurang Baik 

ROA ≤ 0% 5 Tidak Baik 

Sumber: SE BI No. 6/23/DPNP/2004 

Rasio Peringkat Penilaian 

BOPO ≤ 94% 1 Sangat Baik 

94% < BOPO ≤ 95% 2 Baik 

95% < BOPO ≤ 96% 3 Cukup Baik 

96% < BOPO ≤ 97% 4 Kurang Baik 

BOPO > 97% 5 Tidak Baik 

Sumber : SE BI No. 6/23/DPNP/2004 

Rasio Peringkat Penilaian 

CAR ≥ 12% 1 Sangat Baik 

9% ≤ CAR < 12% 2 Baik 

8% ≤ CAR < 9% 3 Cukup Baik 

6% < CAR < 8% 4 Kurang Baik 

CAR ≤ 6% 5 Tidak Baik 

Sumber : SE BI No. 9/24/Dpbs/2007 
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Lampiran 3 : SPSS Output 

1. Hasil Uji Normalitas 

 

 

2. Hasil Uji Independent Sample T-Test 

 

Independent Samples Test 

 

Levene's Test 

for Equality of 

Variances t-test for Equality of Means 

F Sig. t df 

Sig. 

(2-

tailed

) 

Mean 

Differ

ence 

Std. 

Error 

Differ

ence 

95% Confidence 

Interval of the 

Difference 

Lower Upper 

NPF Equal 

variances 

assumed 

35.143 .000 1.074 18 .297 .72800 .67766 -.69571 2.1517

1 

Equal 

variances 

not 

assumed 

  

1.074 11.

28

6 

.305 .72800 .67766 -.75892 2.2149

2 

 

 

 

 

 

One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov Test 

 NPF FDR GCG ROA BOPO CAR 

N 20 20 20 20 20 20 

Normal 

Parametersa,b 

Mean 2.6060 87.7625 1.5700 2.5495 91.7630 22.0950 

Std. 

Deviation 

1.52143 6.98398 .41722 6.4945

9 

4.26241 6.71670 

Most 

Extreme 

Differences 

Absolute .174 .192 .214 .461 .127 .186 

Positive .145 .092 .214 .461 .127 .186 

Negative -.174 -.192 -.199 -.352 -.076 -.112 

Test Statistic .174 .192 .214 .461 .127 .186 

Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) .114c .052c .017c .000c .200c,d .067c 
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Independent Samples Test 

 

Levene's Test 

for Equality of 

Variances t-test for Equality of Means 

F Sig. t df 

Sig. 

(2-

tailed

) 

Mean 

Differ

ence 

Std. 

Error 

Differ

ence 

95% Confidence 

Interval of the 

Difference 

Lower Upper 

FDR Equal 

variances 

assumed 

.357 .558 1.346 18 .195 4.1170

0 

3.0586

8 

-2.30904 10.543

04 

Equal 

variances 

not 

assumed 

  

1.346 17.

60

2 

.195 4.1170

0 

3.0586

8 

-2.31947 10.553

47 

 

Independent Samples Test 

 

Levene's Test 

for Equality of 

Variances t-test for Equality of Means 

F Sig. t df 

Sig. 

(2-

tailed

) 

Mean 

Differ

ence 

Std. 

Error 

Differ

ence 

95% Confidence 

Interval of the 

Difference 

Lower Upper 

BOPO Equal 

variances 

assumed 

.938 .346 -

1.066 

18 .301 -

2.0240

0 

1.8994

5 

-6.01460 1.9666

0 

Equal 

variances 

not 

assumed 

  

-

1.066 

17.

11

8 

.301 -

2.0240

0 

1.8994

5 

-6.02939 1.9813

9 
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Independent Samples Test 

 

Levene's Test 

for Equality of 

Variances t-test for Equality of Means 

F Sig. t df 

Sig. 

(2-

tailed

) 

Mean 

Differ

ence 

Std. 

Error 

Differ

ence 

95% Confidence 

Interval of the 

Difference 

Lower Upper 

CAR Equal 

variances 

assumed 

11.913 .003 -

2.241 

18 .038 -

6.1160

0 

2.7287

4 

-

11.8488

6 

-.38314 

Equal 

variances 

not 

assumed 

  

-

2.241 

11.

10

8 

.046 -

6.1160

0 

2.7287

4 

-

12.1148

1 

-.11719 
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3. Hasil Uji Mann-Whitney  

 

Test Statisticsa 

 GCG 

Mann-Whitney U 19.000 

Wilcoxon W 74.000 

Z -2.429 

Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) .015 

Exact Sig. [2*(1-tailed Sig.)] .019b 

a. Grouping Variable: Bank 

b. Not corrected for ties. 

 

 

Test Statisticsa 

 ROA 

Mann-Whitney U 14.000 

Wilcoxon W 69.000 

Z -2.722 

Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) .006 

Exact Sig. [2*(1-tailed Sig.)] .005b 

a. Grouping Variable: Bank 

b. Not corrected for ties. 
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Lampiran 4 : Lembar Konsultasi Skripsi 
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Lampiran 5 : Daftar Riwayat Hidup Peneliti 

 

DAFTAR RIWAYAT HIDUP PENELITI 

 
Data Pribadi 

Nama    : Siti Umairoh 

NPM    : 11160000416 

Tempat dan Tanggal Lahir : Grobogan, 18 Agustus 1997 

Agama    : Islam 

Kewarganegaraan  : Indonesia 

Alamat    : Jl. Damai Raya RT 007/04 Rawa Bugel, Harapan  

Jaya, Bekasi Utara. 

Telepon   : 089692854684 

Email    : sitiumairoh339@gmail.com 

 

Pendidikan Formal 

 

SD Yayasan Pendidikan Raudhatul Islam  : Lulus Tahun 2009 

SMPN 25 Bekasi    : Lulus Tahun 2012 

SMAN 14 Bekasi    : Lulus Tahun 2015 
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Pengalaman Organisasi 
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