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LAMPIRAN 1 

Profil Responden 

Keterangan Jumlah Presentase 

Sampel 100 100% 

Gender   
Perempuan 55 55% 

Laki-Laki 45 45% 

Usia   
<30 Tahun 20 20% 

30 - 40 Tahun 34 34% 

41 - 50 Tahun 29 29% 

> 50 Tahun 17 17% 

Pendidikan   
SD 0 0% 

SMP 0 0% 

SMA/SMK 24 24% 

Diploma 21 21% 

S1 47 47% 

S2 8 8% 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

LAMPIRAN 2 
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Uji Deskriptif 

1. Deskripsi Jawaban Responden 

Deskripsi Variabel Tarif Pajak 

Indikator Rata - Rata 

TP.1 4.6 

TP.2 4.5 

TP.3 4.5 

TP.4 4.4 

Total Rata – Rata 4.5 

 

Deskripsi Variabel Kepatuhan Pajak 

Indikator Rata - Rata 

KP.1 4 

KP.2 4 

KP.3 4 

KP.4 4 

KP.5 4 

KP.6 4 

Total Rata – Rata 4 

 

Deskripsi Variabel Tingkat Penghasilan 

Indikator Rata – Rata 

TPh.1 4 

TPh.2 4 

TPh.3 4 

TPh.4 4 

ThP.5 4 

ThP.6 4 

ThP.7 4 

ThP.8 3 

Total Rata – Rata 3.5 

LAMPIRAN 3 
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Uji Kecocokan Model 

1. Hasil Uji Goodness of Fit 

Model fit and quality indices 

  

Average path coefficient (APC)=0.259, P=0.025 

Average R-squared (ARS)=0.151, P=0.030 

Average adjusted R-squared (AARS)=0.196, P=0.002 

Average block VIF (AVIF)=1.198, acceptable if <= 5, ideally <= 3.3 

Average full collinearity VIF (AFVIF)=1.121, acceptable if <= 5, 

ideally <= 3.3 

Tenenhaus GoF (GoF)=0.331, small >= 0.1, medium >= 0.25, large 

>= 0.36 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

LAMPIRAN 3 
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Uji Validitas 

1. Uji Validitas Konvergen 

Hasil Uji Validitas Konvergen 

Indikator Loading Type (a SE P-Value 

X1 1.000 Reflect 0,176 <0,001 

X2 1.000 Reflect 0,176 <0,001 

X3.1 0,728 Reflect 0,182 <0,001 

X3.2 0,735 Reflect 0,182 <0,001 

X3.3 0,511 Reflect 0,187 <0,001 

X3.4 0,787 Reflect 0,192 <0,001 

Z.1 0,893 Reflect 0,187 <0,001 

Z.2 0,641 Reflect 0,184 <0,001 

Z.3 0,678 Reflect 0,183 <0,001 

Z.4 0,743 Reflect 0,194 <0,001 

Z.5 0,523 Reflect 0,194 <0,001 

Z.6 0,648 Reflect 0,186 <0,001 

Z.7 0,994 Reflect 0,109 <0,001 

Z.8 0,694 Reflect 0,195 <0,001 

Y.1 0,535 Reflect 0,199 <0,001 

Y.2 0,734 Reflect 0,194 <0,001 

Y.3 0,577 Reflect 0,185 <0,001 

Y.4 0,571 Reflect 0,186 <0,001 

Y.5 0,683 Reflect 0,183 <0,001 

Y.6 0,617 Reflect 0,185 <0,001 

 

2. Uji Validitas Diskriminan 

Hasil Uji Validitas Diskriminan 

 U G TP TPh KP 

U 1 0,297 0,079 -0,015 -0,02 
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G 0,297 1 -0,1 0,067 0,137 

TP 0,079 -0,1 0,594 0,056 0,025 

TPh -0,015 0,067 0,056 0,463 -0,214 

KP -0,02 0,137 0,025 -0,214 0,51 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

LAMPIRAN 4 

Hasil Uji Realiabilitas 
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1. Composite Reliability 

Hasil Uji Composite Reliability 

U G TP TPh KP 

1.000 1.000 0.864 0.773 0.825 

 

2. Cronbach’s Alpha 

Hasil Uji Cronbach’s Alpha 

U G TP TPh KP 

1.000 1.000 0.765 0.627 0.790 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

LAMPIRAN 5 

Hasil Uji Hipotesis 
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1. Uji Hipotesis 

Hasil Uji Hipotesis 

Pengaruh Path Coefficients P-Value 

U → KP 0.225 0.009 

G → KP -0.162 0.147 

TP → KP 0.159 0.049 

TPh*U→ KP 0.197 0.020 

TPh*G → KP -0.065 0.256 

TPh*TP → KP 0.144 0.049 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

LAMPIRAN 6 

PERSETUJUAN IZIN RISET 
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LAMPIRAN 7 
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HASIL TURNITIN 
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