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Abstract--This study aims to obtain empirical evidence about the effect of capital adequacy and credit risk on 
profitability and examine the role of good corporate governance in moderating the effect of capital adequacy and credit 
risk on profitability. This study uses non-probability sampling methods and purposive sampling techniques. The data 
used are secondary data obtained from annual reports of banking companies listed on the Indonesia Stock Exchange 
and included in the Corporate Governance Perception Index assessment in the 2011-2019 period. Data analysis 
techniques using moderated regression analysis tests. The results of the analysis show that capital adequacy has a 
positive effect on profitability, credit risk has a negative effect on profitability, good corporate governance has no effect 
on profitability. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

The tight competition of banks in the era of globalization shows how important banking is as a financial institution in the 
economy of Indonesia. Banks take an important role to support national development in terms of improving the standards of 
living of the people. Banks as intermediary institutions that rely on public trust, need to maintain the performance or soundness 
of banks to be more competitive and able to compete. Analysis and evaluation of bank performance can identify the inherent 
strengths and weaknesses in the financial position of the bank. Bank performance evaluation is important for all direct and  
indirect stakeholders such as: bank managers, borrowers, depositors, investors, and regulators [1]. Bank performance is 
reflected in financial statements of each bank or general banking financial statements issued by Bank Indonesia. The financial 
statements are general in nature and can be seen by various parties who need them, both external and internal parties, while 
the general banking reports issued by Bank Indonesia are used to assess the state of the banking system in Indonesia as a whole 
and become a source of indicators of economic conditions [2]. Keep in mind that the better the bank's performance, the more 
it will affect the public's trust is shown by the increasing number of prospective customers who are interested in investing their 
capital or using the bank's services [3]. 

One indicator used to assess bank performance is by looking at the profitability of the bank. Profitability is very important 
for banks in maintaining long-term business continuity. Profitability is often used to measure the efficiency of the use of capital 
in banks and is often intended as a banking capability with all capital in which it aims to generate profits. If the bank's financial 
system runs efficiently, it will appear in the increase in profits generated by the bank. Based on Indonesian banking statistics, 
the net profit of commercial banks in the 2011-2019 period is fluctuated and tended to be unstable in an increase. The lowest 
net profit was obtained in 2011 which was 75.077 billion rupiah and the highest net profit in 2019 was 156.487 billion rupiah. 
One of the bank ' s profitability can be measured by using the ratio of net interest margin (NIM), especially in the effort to 
generate interest income. NIM is an important ratio in banking, that is for the bank management and for the investor, given 
that most of the bank's income is obtained from its main activity in channeling funds in the form of credit to the public. 
Indonesian banking statistics show that the overall NIM ratio from 2011-2019 experienced fluctuations. In 2011-2014 the NIM 
ratio decreased, while in 2015-2016 it increased and then declined again in 2017 to 2019. On average the NIM from 2011-
2019 was seen to be above five percent (5%). Looking at the development of NIMs until 2019, shows that high NIMs are good 
for the company. This is because the greater the NIM that is obtained from the difference (spread) between the loan interest 
rate and the deposit interest rate, the bank's income will certainly increase. The difference between loan interest that is greater 
than the deposit rate is what then becomes the bank's income. The greater the difference, the greater the bank's income. 

Based on Bank Indonesia Regulation No. 6/10 / PBI / 2004 Concerning the Rating System for Commercial Banks, for a 
good NIM standard ratio for a bank that is above five percent (5%). To be able to achieve NIM values that meet the criteria 
for assessing net interest margins are very high (above 5%) in accordance with these regulations, it is appropriate for banks to 
need to know in detail and be clear about what factors can affect the net interest income so they can implement the right 
strategy in achieving it. Factors that can affect these include capital adequacy and credit risk. Previous research on the effect 
of capital adequacy and credit risk on profitability produced inconsistent findings. The inconsistency of the results of previous 
studies led to this study adding good corporate governance (GCG) as a moderating variable. 

 
II. LITERATURE REVIEW 

The theory of the firm consists of a number of economic theories that explain and predict the nature of a company or corporation 
including its existence, behavior, structure and relationship with the market. The company is a "black box" that is operated in such a 
way as to meet the relevant marginal conditions with respect to inputs and outputs, maxim maximizing profits, or more precisely, the 
present value [4]. The company is an organization that combines and manages all of its resources in order to generate profits for the 
company. In the long run, the existence of this company will not only benefit the owner / shareholder, but will also bring benefits to 
the wider community and government through a process called the flow of economic activity (The Circular Flow of Economic 
Activity). 

Capital structure is a permanent financing consisting of long-term debt, preferred shares, and shareholder capital [5]. The capital 
structure can also be interpreted as funding sourced from long-term debt and own capital with the aim of financing the company. 
Companies must take the most optimal capital decisions so that between debt and equity is really a combination that can produce 
profits or returns that ultimately maximize the value of the company. 

The trade off theory is a capital structure theory which states that companies exchange tax benefits from debt financing with 
problems caused by potential bankruptcy [6]. This theory is called a trade off because optimal capital structure occurs when there is 
a balance between the costs of financial distress and agency costs and the benefits of using a debt (tax-shield). The theory of balance 
(trade off theory) is a balance of benefits and sacrifices that arise as a result of the use of debt. If the benefits generated are greater, 
the portion of the debt can be added. Based on this theory, companies try to maintain a targeted capital structure with the aim of 
maximizing market value. 

Agency theory is a theory describing the relationship between company managers (agents) and company owners (principals) 
who have different interests. Principals as capital backers give trust to the agent to manage the assets that have been determined and 
the agent has the obligation to report information relating to the company to the principal. An agency relationship is a contract in 
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which one or more people (principals) involve another person (agent) to perform several services on behalf of the principal which 
involves the delegation of some decision-making authority to the agent [4]. The agent is believed to act in accordance with the interests 
of the principal if the agent and the principal have the same goal to maximize the value of the company, but in reality it is not 
uncommon for interests and opinions to differ between agents and principals in achieving company goals. This will lead to the 
involvement of the interests of each party rather than the main goal of the company's interests. The focus of agency theory, namely 
on the determination of efficient contracts that affects the relationship between agents and principals. 

The theoretical capital decision based on trade off theory assumes that the company seeks to maintain the targeted capital 
structure with the aim of maximizing market value. The optimal capital structure can be found by balancing the benefits of using debt 
with the cost of bankruptcy and the cost of capital [7]. Trade off theory emphasizes the composition of debt and equity must be 
balanced (appropriate) to be able to determine the optimal capital adequacy. If the company has more debt composition, the impact 
on the profits obtained is small due to the incurring interest costs, and if the company has a debt that is too small, it is also not good 
because the company has no obligation on interest costs that can impact on the company's lack of motivation to produce higher profits. 
. So in relation to the effect of capital adequacy on profitability, it can be explained through trade of theory, in order to achieve 
maximum profitability, companies need to pay attention to capital adequacy. Adequacy of capital capital is obtained through a 
balanced proportion between the use of own capital and debt in financing company activities. Capital adequacy in this study is proxied 
by Capital Adequacy Ratio (CAR) and profitability is proxied by Net Interest Margin (NIM). CAR shows how far all bank assets that 
contain risks (credit, investments, securities, bills at other banks) are financed from the bank's own capital funds, in addition to 
obtaining funds from outside bank sources such as public funds, loans and others. The higher the capital adequacy of the bank, the 
greater the credit that can be distributed, so that the possibility of bank profitability through net interest income will increase. The 
results of research conducted by [13] [14] [15] [16] stated that CAR had a positive and significant effect on NIM. 
H1: Capital adequacy has a positive effect on profitability 

The abstinence theory states that in the world of banking, loans provided by banks to the public will naturally generate 
interest income which will affect the profitability of banks. If the bank is not optimal in channeling funds in the form of credit, the 
interest income that should be received is reduced [8]. One reason banks are not optimal in lending is because of inherent risks. Credit 
risk in this study is proxied by a Non Performing Loan (NPL) ratio because the NPL ratio can be used to measure the extent to which 
existing problem loans can be met with productive assets owned by a bank. Bank Indonesia has set a standard NPL ratio that is a 
maximum of five percent (5%), exceeding five percent (5%), it will have an impact on assessing the soundness of banks, which means 
that banks are not good in managing them credit. The lower NPL will cause net interest income to increase. NPLs have a negative 
effect on banking performance where if NPLs are high then banking performance will decline and vice versa. This result is in 
accordance with research by [17] [18] [19] [14] which states that NPL has a negative effect on NIM. 
H2: Credit risk has a negative effect on profitability 

Agency theory explains the relationship between company managers (agents) and company owners (principals) who have 
different interests. The agent is believed to act in accordance with the interests of the principal if the agent and the principal have the 
same goal to maximize the value of the company. Corporate governance is needed to unify differences of interests between managers 
and shareholders. Agency theory is the basis for the implementation of corporate governance as a mechanism of supervision and 
control [9]. Good Corporate Governance (GCG) is a process or mechanism to achieve business success and corporate accountability 
in order to increase added value for stakeholders in the long run. The application of GCG aims to increase public confidence and is 
able to improve the image of banks which in turn will create a healthy business climate and encourage performance improvement. 
The implementation of GCG principles in managing a company reflects that the company has been well managed and transparent. 
Company performance can be determined from the extent of its seriousness in implementing CG. Companies listed in the ranking 
rank are proven to have implemented CG well and directly raised the value of their shares [10]. The better CG is owned by a company; 
it is expected that the better performance of a company by looking at the resulting profitability. Related to the relationship between 
GCG and financial performance, it is said that investors will make greater investments for companies that have good governance than 
companies that have a bad predicate on corporate governance [11]. The statement was supported by the results of research by Hedratni 
et al., (2019) and Hediono & Prasetyaningsih (2019) which showed GCG had a positive effect on financial performance. 
H3: Good Corporate Governance has a positive effect on profitability 

The careful selection of funding sources needs to be considered by a bank. This study uses GCG as a moderating variable. 
GCG is one of the most important internal control mechanisms of institutional problems in reducing one of the effects of agency 
relationships [12]. Companies that implement GCG practices in general can increase their company capital more easily and in the 
long run will be more profitable and competitive than companies that have poor corporate governance. The better the application of 
GCG principles in a company, the better the performance of a company is expected because the GCG will provide added value amidst 
increasingly competitive business competition. The implementation of GCG will support the company to produce good financial 
performance. 
H4: Good corporate governance moderates the effect of capital adequacy on profitability 

The implementation of GCG practices includes oversight of the manager (agent) or bank manager in the hope that it can 
provide benefits to the owners (principals) of the company and can produce good company performance as indicated by increased 
bank profitability. The better the GCG applied by a company, the better the performance of a company is expected. The inherent risks 
in bank activities can be controlled and minimized by applying GCG practices as a form of supervision from bank management, so 
that the risks that can be controlled and minimized will benefit the owner and improve banking performance. 
H5: Good Corporate Governance moderates the effects of credit risk on profitability 
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III. DATA COLLECTION 

This study uses the dependent variable, the independent variable, and the moderation variable. The dependent variable is 
profitability proxied by Net Interest Margin (NIM). The independent variable consists of capital adequacy proxied by Capital 
Adequacy Ratio (CAR) and credit risk proxied by Non-Performing Loans (NPL). Then the moderating variable is Good Corporate 
Governance (GCG). 

The data in this study are quantitative data sourced from secondary data. The data used are in the form of CAR, NPL, and NIM 
data contained in annual banking company reports published on the Indonesia Stock Exchange (BEI) in 2011-2019 and GCG data 
originating from the 2011 Corporate Governance Perception Index (CGPI) assessment report 2019. The population in this study are 
all banking companies listed on the Indonesia Stock Exchange in the period 2011-2019. The sampling method used is the 
nonprobability sampling method with a purposive sampling technique. The criteria used in sample selection are: Banking companies 
listed on the IDX and included in the CGPI assessment in the period 2011-2019. This research sample uses panel data or pooled data 
which is a combination of time series data and cross-sections. The data collection method used is a nonparticipant observation method, 
which is an observation made without involving oneself and only as an independent observer. 

The data analysis technique used is Moderated Regression Analysis (MRA) using the Statistical Product and Service Solution 
(SPSS) program. This study uses two equation models, the first equation model is the multiple linear regression analysis model that 
is used to test the direct effect of independent variables on the dependent variable. Whereas the second equation model, the MRA 
model, is used to test whether moderating variables strengthen or weaken the direct relationship between the independent variable 
and the dependent variable. 

 
IV. DATA ANALYSIS 

Based on the results of the normality test, shows that the coefficient value of Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) is greater than 0.05. These 
results indicate the first and second equation regression models have normal distribution. Based on the results of the autocorrelation 
test shows the first and second equation equation regression models do not contain symptoms of autocorrelation. Based on the results 
of the heteroscedasticity test, it can be seen that the significance value of each independent variable in the first and second equation 
regression models is greater than 0.05. These results indicate that the first and second equation regression models do not contain 
symptoms of heteroscedasticity. The multicollinearity test in this study was only carried out for multiple linear regression analysis, 
the results of the multicollinearity test showed that the regression model did not contain symptoms of multicollinearity. 

The equation model in multiple linear regression analysis (the first equation model) shows the value of the coefficient of 
determination (Adjusted R Square) of 0.393. This means that 39.3 percent (39.3%) of the variance of profitability is influenced by 
capital adequacy, credit risk, and GCG, while 60.7 percent (60.7%) is influenced by other factors outside the research model. Then 
the results of the F test calculation show a significance of less than 0.05 (0.000 ≤ 0.005) which means the model is said to be able to 
predict observations. 

Capital adequacy has a positive effect on profitability, so H1 is accepted. This result can be seen from the significance value of 
0,000 smaller than α = 0.05 and the regression coefficient value of 0.220. This result means that the higher the capital adequacy 
proxied by CAR, the higher the profitability proxied by NIM. When the capital adequacy ratio increases, the company can carry out 
lending activities well so that with a high capital adequacy will also be followed by the amount of loan disbursement funds, this will 
certainly also increase profitability as indicated by the increasing net interest income received by banks. 

Credit risk negatively affects profitability, so H2 is accepted. This result can be seen from the significance value of 0.009 smaller 
than α = 0.05 and the regression coefficient value of -0.231. This negative effect means that the higher the credit risk that is proxied 
by the NPL, the lower the profitability (NIM). The more non-performing loans received by banks, the bank's interest income will 
decrease. This is due to the tendency of debtors to fail or not be able to pay interest and principal loan obligations, so that the net 
interest income of banks decreases. 

GCG has no effect on profitability, so H3 is rejected. This result can be seen from the significance value of 0.840 greater than α 
= 0.05 and the regression coefficient value of 0.007. This means that GCG has no effect on profitability. 

 To determine the ability of GCG to moderate the effect of capital adequacy and credit risk on profitability, the MRA test 
was used. Based on the MRA test (second equation model), it is known that the coefficient of determination (Adjusted R Square) of 
0.504 means that 50.4 percent (50.4%) of the variance of profitability is influenced by capital adequacy, credit risk, and GCG, while 
49.6 percent (49.6%) is influenced by other factors outside the research model. Adjusted R square in the MRA test showed an increase 
in the adjusted R square value in the multiple linear regression analysis test. This means that before there is an interaction variable, 
the adjusted R square value (0.393) is lower and after the interaction variable the adjusted R square value (0.504) increases. The 
results of the F test calculation show a significance of less than 0.05 (0.000 ≤ 0.05). 

 Based on the Multiple Linear Regression Analysis Table, the direct effect of GCG moderation variables on profitability 
(β3) has a significance of 0.840 (not significant) with a coefficient value of 0.007 and based on the Moderated Regression Analysis 
Table the interaction variable between capital adequacy with GCG on profitability (β4) has a significance of 0,000 (significant) with 
a regression coefficient of 0.597. This means that GCG is pure moderator because β3 is insignificant and β4 is significant, sothe fourth 
hypothesis (H4) is accepted. The analysis shows the coefficient of direct influence of capital adequacy on profitability is positive and 
the coefficient of interaction of capital adequacy and GCG on profitability is positive, it can be interpreted that GCG strengthens the 
positive influence of capital adequacy on profitability.  

12131 



International Journal of Psychosocial Rehabilitation, Vol. 24, Issue 06, 2020 
ISSN: 1475-7192 

 
 

Based on the Multiple Linear Regression Analysis Table, the direct effect of GCG moderation variables on profitability (β3) has 
a significance of 0.840 (not significant) with a coefficient value of 0.007 and based on the Moderated Regression Analysis Table the 
interaction variable between credit risk and GCG on profitability (β5) has significance of 0.027 (significant) with a regression 
coefficient of 0.307. This means that GCG is pure moderator because β3 is insignificant and β4 is significant, so the fifth hypothesis 
(H5) is accepted. The analysis shows the coefficient of the direct influence of credit risk on profitability is negative and the coefficient 
of interaction between credit risk and GCG on profitability is positive. 

 
V. ANALYSIS RESULTS 
 
 Table 1. Multiple Linear Regression Analysis Test Result 
Model Unstandardized  

Coefficients 
Standardized 
Coefficients 

 t  Sig. B Std. Error Beta 
 (Constant) 2,889 2,774  1,041  0,302 

CAR (X1) 0,220 0,044 0,562 5.001 0,000 
NPL (X2) -0,231 0,085 -0,272 -2,715 0,009 
GCG (X3) 0,007 0,035 0,023 0,203 0,840 
R Square                                              0,422 
Adjusted R Square                                              0,393 
F                                            14,380 
Significant of  F                                              0,000 

Source: analysis results, 2020 

 
Table 2. Moderated Regression Analysis Test Results 
Model 

Unstandardized Coefficients 
Standardized 
Coefficients 

 t  Sig. B Std. Error Beta 
 (Constant) 5,500 0,162  34,027 0,000 

CAR (X1) 0,572 0,114 0,524 5,027 0,000 
NPL (X2) -0,049 0,137 -0,045 -0,359 0,721 
GCG (X3) 0,111 0,113 0,101 0,980 0,331 

 CAR*GCG (X1X3) 0,597 0,154 0,396 3,863 0,000 
 NPL*GCG (X2X3) 0,307 0,135 0,311 2,274 0,027 

R Square                                  0,544 

Adjusted R Square                                  0,504 

F                                13,598 
Significant of  F                                           0,000 

Source: analysis results, 2020 
 

VI. STUDY RESULTS, SUMMARY AND CONTRIBUTION 
 

Based on the results of the study it can be concluded that capital adequacy has a positive effect on profitability. This shows that 
if the capital adequacy is higher, it will increase bank profitability. Credit risk negatively affects profitability. This shows that if the 
credit risk experienced by banks increases, it will result in decreased bank profitability. GCG has no effect on profitability. This is 
likely due to the average sample banking that already has a GCG index score that is in a very reliable level so that the data distribution 
is not too fluctuating and does not affect the ups and downs of profitability. GCG moderates the effect of capital adequacy on 
profitability. These results indicate that the higher the value of capital adequacy, it will cause profitability to increase, especially when 
banks have high GCG index scores. GCG moderate the effect of credit risk on profitability. This result shows that the higher credit 
risk faced by banks causes profitability to decline and that profitability can increase when banks have a high GCG index score. 

This research is limited to banking companies included in the CGPI ranking as a research space. Further researchers are advised 
to examine the same thing but in other sectors and measuring GCG as a moderating variable can use the GCG component with factor 
analysis to find out which factors best represent GCG in the company to be sampled. In addition, further researchers are also advised 
to use other variables as moderating, in addition to GCG.  
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Based on the research results it is known that GCG has a positive impact on the relationship of capital adequacy and credit risk 
on profitability, so it is expected that banks will implement GCG optimally and effectively to increase trust and provide added value, 
and to focus also evaluate indicators related to risks might arise like credit risk, considering credit risk is a major risk in banking 
activities. 
 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT  

Author is thankful to God for having successfully completed this article. On this occasion the author would like to express 
deepest gratitude to all those who helped, all academics at Udayana University in Denpasar, all lecturers and Postgraduate staff, all 
families who have supported the author when writing this article. Hopefully the results of this study will benefit all interested parties.   
  

12133 



International Journal of Psychosocial Rehabilitation, Vol. 24, Issue 06, 2020 
ISSN: 1475-7192 

 
 
 

REFERENCES 
[1]. Alyousfi, A.Y.H.S., Saha, A., & Rus, R.M. (2017). Profitability of Saudi Commercial Banks: A Comparative 

Evaluation between Domestic and Foreign Banks using Capital Adequacy, Asset Quality, Management 
Quality, Earning Ability and Liquidity Parameters. International Journal of Economics and Financial Issues, 
7(2), 477-484. 

[2]. Sudarini. (2015). Penggunaan Rasio Keuangan dalam Memprediksi Laba pada Masa yang akan Datang. 
Jurnal Akuntansi dan Manajemen, 16(3), 195-207. 

[3]. Fitri, A. D. (2016). Pengaruh Risiko Pasar, Risiko Kredit Dan Risiko Operasional Terhadap Kinerja Keuangan 
Perbankan. In (skripsi). Padang: Universitas Negeri Padang. 

[4]. Jensen, M. C., & Meckling, W. H. (1976). Theory of The Firm: Managerial Behavior, Agency Costs and 
Ownership Structure. Journal of Financial Economics, 3(4), 305–360. 

[5]. Weston, J.F., & Thomas E.C. (1996). Manajemen Keuangan. Jilid 2. Jakarta: Erlangga. 
[6]. Modigliani, F., & Miller, M. H. (1958). The cost of capital, corporation finance and theory of investment. The 

American Economic Review, 48(3), 261–297. 
[7]. Wirakartika, I., & Fitriyah, Z. (2018). Pengujian Trade Off Theory Dan Pecking Order Theory Di Jakarta 

Islamic Index. Jurnal Bisnis dan Manajemen, 10(2), 90-101. 
[8]. Udayani, S.A., & Wirajaya, I.G.A. (2019). Pengaruh Kecukupan Modal dan Penyaluran Kredit pada 

Profitabilitas dengan Risiko Kredit sebagai Pemoderasi. E-Jurnal Akuntansi Universitas Udayana, 26(3), 
1826-1853. 

[9]. Harahap, L. W. (2017). Pengaruh Mekanisme Corporate Governance dan Firm Size terhadap Kondisi 
Financial Distress pada Perusahaan Property and Real Estate yang Terdaftar di BEI Tahun 2010 - 2014. Jurnal 
Riset Akuntansi Dan Bisnis, 17(2). 

[10]. Ibadil, Muhamad., & Haryanto, Mulyo. (2014). Analisis Pengaruh Risiko, Tingkat Efisiensi, dan Good 
Corporate Governance Terhadap Kinerja Keuangan Perbankan (Pendekatan Beberapa Komponen Metode 
Risk Based Bank Rating Sebi 13/24/Dpnp/2011). Jurnal Studi Manajemen & Organisasi Universitas 
Diponegoro, 11, 126-142. 

[11]. Harsalim, J. P. (2017). Pengaruh good corporate governance terhadap kinerja keuangan pada peserta 
cgpiyang terdaftar di bei periode 2008-2013. Jurnal Akuntansi Universitas Surabaya, 6(2), 17–32. 

[12]. Dewi, Ni Wayan S.K., & Yadnyana, I Ketut. (2019). Pengaruh Indikator Risk Based Bank Rating Terhadap 
Kinerja Keuangan Pada Perusahaan Perbankan yangTerdaftar di BEI Tahun 2012-2016. E-Jurnal Akuntansi 
Universitas Udayana, 26(2), 1075-1102. 

[13]. Kusumaningrum, E. D. (2016). Analisis Faktor-Faktor Yang Memengaruhi Net Interest Margin Pada 
Perusahaan Perbankan Yang Terdaftar di BEI [Yogyakarta: Universitas Negeri Yogyakarta]. In (skripsi).  

[14]. Purba, P. L., & Triaryati, N. (2018). Pengaruh CAR, NPL, BOPO,dan LDR Terhadap Net Interst Margin Pada 
Perusahaan Perbankan Yang Terdaftar di BEI. E-Jurnal Manajemen Unud, 7(1), 387–411.  

[15]. Harahap, L. W. (2017). Pengaruh Mekanisme Corporate Governance dan Firm Size terhadap Kondisi 
Financial Distress pada Perusahaan Property and Real Estate yang Terdaftar di BEI Tahun 2010 - 2014. Jurnal 
Riset Akuntansi Dan Bisnis, 17(2).  

[16]. Andika, W. P. (2018). Determinan Profitabilitas Bank Umum Konvensional di Indonesia. Jember: Universitas 
Negeri Jember. 

[17]. Rokhim, R., & Wulandary, N. (2013). Pengaruh Penjaminan Simpanan , Car , Dan Npl Pada Tingkat Deposito, 
Risiko Moral Hazard, dan NIM. E-Jurnal Ekonomi Dan Keuangan Universitas Indonesia, 17(4), 468–485. 

[18]. Margaret, R., Kamaliah, & Nurmayanti, P. (2014). Faktor - Faktor Yang Mempengaruhi Net Interest Margin 
(Bank Go Publik Tahun 2008 S/D 2011). Jurnal Tepak Manajemen Bisnis, VI(3), 69–80. 

[19]. Nugrahaning, S., & Wahyudi, S. (2016). Analisis Pengaruh Npl Dan Ldr Terhadap Nim Dengan Roa Sebagai 
Intervening , Pengaruh Npl Terhadap Nim Dengan Car Dan Roa Sebagai Intervening , Serta Bopo Terhadap 
Nim Bank Go Public Di Indonesia Periode 2011-2015. E-Jurnal Manajemen Universitas Diponegoro, 5(4), 
2337–3792.  

 

12134 


