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Abstract—The aims of this research are to examine the effect 

of earning aggressiveness and tax aggressiveness with moderated 

corporate governance. Selected research samples were 68 

manufacturing of consumer goods industry sector with purposive 

sampling technique. The analysis technique uses pure MRA with 

an interaction basis. The results showed that book tax difference 

and earning aggressiveness had negative effect on earnings 

persistence. Likewise corporate governance strengthens the 

influence of book tax difference and earning aggressiveness on 

earnings persistence. Management must improve the quality of 

income through the role of effective corporate governance so as 

to increase the positive response in the form of sustainable 

earnings. 

Keywords—earning aggressiveness; tax aggressiveness; 
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I.  INTRODUCTION 

Most accrual-based financial statements except cash flow 
statements (paragraph 19). Beaver states that in accrual 
management, companies can make earnings management 
through several policy characteristics such as: excessive 
profits, loss avoidance, and income smoothing [1]. Accrual 
policy will have an impact on company performance such as 
sales growth, profit growth, and dividend growth. Accrual 
policy can create profit persistence or even vice versa, namely 
to create profit opacity. Accrual policy that leads to accrual 
quality creates earnings quality, then the quality of earnings as 
an indicator of future income is called the persistence of 
income [2-4]. Management wants profit, but profits are 
obtained with a low tax burden. To achieve this goal 
management will avoid taxes by reducing tax obligations. Tax 
aggressiveness is an activity consisting of transaction activities 
with the aim of reducing corporate tax obligations [5,6]. 
Aggressive transaction and decision making has the potential to 
become tax avoidance and tax avoidance problems [7], 
Balakrishnan et al. stating that tax aggressiveness can be done 
through tax planning by making a low tax burden paid 
significantly [6]. Tax avoidance behavior by management 
shows low tax compliance. To eliminate this action, the 
government needs to intervene through a review of tax rates 
and a simple tax structure mechanism. 

Profit is one of the goals to maintain survival. But profits 
also form the basis for tax determination. The tax 

aggressiveness behavior will affect the persistence of earnings. 
Earnings persistence is one component of the value of earnings 
investigation, so it can help investors determine the quality of 
earnings. Quality income will lead to income persistence. 
Wahab [8], Dridi and Adel [9] states that the level of income 
persistence depends on the nature of BTD. Blaylock et al. [10], 
Wahab [8], Dridi and Adel [9], and Martinez et al. [11] found 
that companies with Large BTD had a positive effect on 
accrual earnings persistence. Dyreng et al. finds that CETR 
affects earnings persistence [12]. Low annual CETR is more 
persistent than high annual CETR. Likewise by Latuamury 
found that deferred tax expense has an influence on earnings 
persistence. But Jovita and Carolina [13], Martani et al. [14], 
Wijayanti and Handayani Tri [15], Tang [16], Yulianti [17], 
Philips et al. [18] and Zdulhiyanov [19] prove that a company 
with a large positive (negative) BTD has a negative influence 
significant to earnings persistence. Likewise Hanlon [20] 
Wijayanti and Handayani [15], Wiryandari et al. [21], Dechow 
et al. [22], Kusuma and Sadjiarto [23] found that firms with 
large BTD showed low earnings persistence. Contrary to 
Djamaluddin et al. [24], Utari and Merta [25] that BTD does 
not affect earnings persistence by showing large BTD positive 
(negative) companies do not have lower earnings persistence 
than small BTD. Whereas Suwandika and Astika found that the 
greater the LNBTD did not show a low profit persistence while 
the greater the LPBTD, the lower the income persistence [26]. 
Companies with LNBTD are not proven to have lower income 
persistence than companies with small BTD, while companies 
with LPBTD are proven to have lower income persistence than 
companies with small BTD. Likewise Prasetyo and 
Rafitaningsih [27], Darmansyah [28] found that BTD did not 
affect earnings persistence. 

Accrual based earnings information must be of high 
quality. Quality income can be measured through accrual 
quality so that the resulting profit can be an indicator of future 
income (future income) generated repeatedly in the long term 
[29]. Accrual quality is one of the proxies used to measure 
earnings quality. If the accrual quality is higher assuming a low 
(small) residual standard deviation, then the profit will be more 
persistent. Vice versa. The residuals from the regression 
indicate that accruals are not related to the realization of cash 
flows, and the standard deviation of residues is a measure of 
the accrual quality [30]. 
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Likewise Zdulhiyanov reveals that overall accrual quality is 
not only based on standards, but also other elements of the 
overall information system [19]. Research in Canada proves 
whether profit bias is caused by accrual components or because 
of an error in estimating several items of accrual calculations 
reported. Some accrual quality studies on earnings persistence 
such as those carried out by Hanlon [20], Oei et al. [31], and 
Dechow et al. [22] show that high earnings quality indicated by 
high accrual components will produce low earnings persistence 
or small accrual components who have high income 
persistence. Likewise Martani and Persada [14], and Fanani 
[32], shows that accrual quality has a significant influence on 
income persistence. The aligned results in Canada by Boubakri 
et al. indicate that some low accrual components will explain 
the bias in the income persistence coefficient [33]. However 
Linawati found that accruals did not have a negative effect on 
earnings persistence [34]. 

The quality of financial statements is also influenced by the 
quality of corporate governance. Implementation of corporate 
governance is expected to increase transparency which leads to 
the quality of financial statements [29]. The effectiveness of 
the role of corporate governance will determine the persistence 
of earnings. Likewise, the quality of financial statements will 
encourage more persistent income. Utari and Merta states that 
corporate governance weakens the influence of LPBTD on 
earnings persistence, but corporate governance does not 
weaken the influence of LNBTD on earnings persistence [25]. 
Linawati found that corporate governance does not moderate 
the influence of accruals on persistence of earnings [34]. 
Likewise get research on aggressiveness in earnings 
persistence with moderation of corporate governance generated 
by Fanani [32], Oei [31] and Linawati [34] that GCG modifies 
earnings management into earnings quality. 

Based on the concepts, literature and the theoretical 
framework of thought mentioned above, there are four 
hypotheses in this study. 

A. Effect of Earnings Aggressiveness on Earnings Persistence 

Earnings aggressiveness is a management action that leads 
to the tendency to delay the recognition of loss and accelerate 
the recognition of profits by increasing the accrual component 
and at the same time reducing costs, so that the earnings report 
is higher than the real one. If the company aggressively 
accounting, then the profit for the current year is relatively 
higher than the real one, so it is possible that future earnings 
will decline. Earnings aggressiveness which leads to earnings 
opacity will make earnings less persistent. This view will have 
an impact on the negative reaction that earnings cannot be used 
as a measure of future period earnings on financial statements 
that contain earnings aggressiveness. Based on these 
arguments, it is assumed that the relationship between earnings 
aggressiveness and earnings persistence is negative. This 
negative relationship will be stronger, if the accrual component 
is high, it is increasingly convinced that earnings 
aggressiveness is the output of the total accrual policy that 
leads to profit obscurity [35]. Thus the profit generated has a 
low persistence, will reduce the current earnings quality so that 
it cannot be used as a measure of future earnings. Earnings 
aggressiveness research was conducted by Martani and Persada 

[14], and Fanani [32], show that accrual quality has a 
significant negative effect on earnings persistence. Based on 
the description above, the following hypothesis can be 
formulated: 

 H1: Earnings aggressiveness has a negative effect on 
earnings persistence. 

B. Effect of Tax Aggressiveness on Earnings Persistence 

Tax aggressiveness is a form of tax avoidance through tax 
planning activities in an effort to reduce effective tax rates. The 
business is done by utilizing the loopholes contained in the tax 
regulations to avoid paying taxes, or making transactions with 
the aim of avoiding taxes. When profits increase, management 
tries to reduce the tax burden paid significantly to the desired 
level through tax planning. A good tax planning strategy is 
absolutely necessary to achieve an optimal company. These 
activities will be carried out with the main objective being to 
reduce corporate tax liability [5]. This tax avoidance behaviour 
is done by reducing the company's taxable income while 
maintaining accounting profit has a lower ETR value [36]. As a 
result of such behaviour, the resulting profit does not show the 
actual conditions so that it will reduce earnings persistence. 
Less persistent profit does not have the ability to measure 
future earnings in the long term (sustainable). Tax 
aggressiveness research was carried out by Jovita and Carolina 
[13], Zdulhiyanov [19], Martani and Persada [14], Wijayanti 
and Handayani [15], Tang [16], Yulianti [17], and Philips et al. 
[18] prove that companies with large positive (negative) BTD 
have a significant negative effect on earnings persistence. 
Based on the description above, the following hypothesis can 
be formulated: 

 H2: Tax aggressiveness negatively affects earnings 
persistence. 

C. Good Corporate Governance Moderates the Influence of 

Tax Aggressiveness on Earnings Persistence 

In line with the previous explanation that when NOI is 
persistent, the current NOI can be used to predict future NOI, 
so that NOI shows a sustainable profit performance. If 
management takes action that excessive tax aggressiveness will 
reduce earnings persistence. So that it will lead to earning 
opacity. However, this action can be eliminated by the role of 
effective corporate governance, thus making profit more 
persistent. Corporate governance mechanisms will weaken the 
influence of tax aggressiveness on earnings persistence. 
Research on the moderation of GCG by Utari and Merta found 
that corporate governance weakens the influence of LPBTD on 
earnings persistence but on the contrary for LNBTD on 
earnings persistence [25]. Based on the description above, the 
following hypothesis can be formulated: 

 H3: Good Corporate Governance strengthen the 
influence of tax aggressiveness on earnings persistence. 

D. Good Corporate Governance Moderates the Effect of 

Earnings Aggressiveness on Earnings Persistence 

Opportunistic management will do aggressive accounting, 
so that the profit for the current year is relatively higher than 
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the real one, so it is possible that future earnings will decline. 
This will lead to profit opacity. However, with the 
implementation of good corporate governance mechanisms, it 
will be able to reduce agency conflicts so as to make profits 
more persistent. This makes financial reporting more 
transparent. Previous research resulted in corporate governance 
weakening the effect of accruals on earnings persistence by 
Fanani [32], Oei [31], and Linawati [34]. Based on the 
description above, the following hypothesis can be formulated: 

 H4: Good Corporate Governance strengthen the 
influence of earnings aggressiveness on earnings 
persistence. 

II. RESEARCH METHOD 

A. Population and Sample 

The population of this study are all listed consumer goods 
manufacturing industry companies on the Indonesia Stock 
Exchange (BEI) for the last three years (2015 - 2017). The 
sample selection procedure is done by purposive sampling 
technique. The research sample was selected based on the 
following criteria: 

1). Manufacturing companies in the consumer goods 
industry registered for the last three years (2015 - 2017), 2). 
The company is included in the CGPI ranking in 2015 – 2017, 
3). Companies that publish financial statements no later than 4 
months from the date of the financial statements (in accordance 
with PSAK No. 1 paragraph 38), 4). Companies that do not 
have fiscal loss compensation, so as not to cause distortion in 
the measurement of tax avoidance [36], 5). The company has 
complete data needed in this study, including the company's 
financial statements ending on December 31 and company tax 
data. 

B. Type and Data Source 

Types of assessment data including secondary data are 
obtained from the publication of financial reports issued by the 
Indonesia Stock Exchange (IDX) through the 2017 Indonesian 
Capital Market Directory (ICMD), and the Annual Report. The 
required data are: (1) items of financial statements that are in 
accordance with the research variables; and (2) the amount of 
earnings persistence. Items of financial statements are obtained 
from the balance sheet and income statement. Furthermore, 
items sourced from SWA publications through 
www.mitrariset.com and www.swa.co.id include CGPI data. 

C. Operational Variable and Measurement 

Earnings persistence is measured by two approaches, 
namely NOI-based earnings persistence and the persistence of 
accrual-based earnings. Profit is stated to be persistent, if the 
NOI regression results produce a relatively small error or 
residual (ε); or accrual quality regression that results in small 
residual standard deviations. Earnings aggressiveness is 
measured uses a total accrual approach. Corporate governance 
is measured using instruments that have been developed by the 
Indonesian Institute of Corporate Governance (IICG) in the 
form of Corporate Governance Perception Index (CGPI) 

published in SWA magazine. CGPI scores can be accessed 
from www.mitrariset.com and www.swa.co.id. 

Tax aggressiveness is proxies used Book Tax Differences 
(BTD) are differences in accounting earnings with fiscal 
profits. The greater the value of the difference in accounting 
earnings with fiscal profit shows the greater the level of tax 
avoidance or corporate tax aggressiveness. BTD = (Accounting 
Profit -Tax Profit) / Total Net Assets. 

D. Analysis Technique 

Based on the theoretical model, the regression analysis 
technique with a pure moderator based regression model 
interaction on the predicted variables affects earnings 
persistence. This analysis technique uses multiple regression 
models with the following formulations: 

PRSNOI = α+β1EAR.AGRS+β2TAX AGRS + β3BTD 
*IIGC+ β4TA*IICG + β5 SIZE + ε 

Descriptions: 

PRSTNOI : NOI based Earnings Persistence; 
EAR.AGRS : Earnings Aggressiveness; 
BTD  : Book Tax Difference 
TA  : Total Accrual 
MODERAT : TA *IIGCinteractions; 
                      : BTD *IICG interactions 
SIZE  : Assets amount 
ε  :  Error term. 
 

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

The results of the normality test can be explained in table 1 
that this research model has a skewness ratio of 1.82, so it is 
concluded that the data has a normal distribution. 

TABLE I.  NORMALITY TEST 

N Valid 68 

Skewness ,761 

Std. Error of Skewness ,391 

Kurtosis ,653 

Std. Error of Kurtosis ,574 

The model quality test results as in table 2 can be explained 
that the model has a contribution of 48.1% variance earnings 
persistence means that the model has limited ability to explain 
earnings persistence. 

The results of hypothesis testing can be explained in table 1 
as follows. 

TABLE II.  HYPOTHESIS TEST 

  Variable Beta Coefficients Significant Note 

Constant 0,780 0,021  

EA -3,216 ,033 H1 supported  

TA -3,112 ,039                H2 supported  

BTD*GCG 3,749 ,046 H3 supported  

TA*GCG 3,033 ,048 H4supported  

Size 2,476           ,025               

F test 4,299 ,001  

Adjusted R 

Square 

,481   
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In table 2 shows that the EA variable has a significance 
value of -0.033, it can be concluded that earnings 
aggressiveness has a negative effect on earnings persistence 
(H1 supported). This condition illustrates that the management 
of judgment carried out will reduce its sustainable earnings. 
This shows that subjectivity on accrual accounts is very 
colored by management judgment. This view will appear in the 
negative reaction that earnings management has an impact on 
the resulting profit cannot be used as a measure of future 
earnings. This finding is in line with Martani and Persada [14], 
and Fanani [32]. While the variable tax aggressiveness (BTD) 
has a significance value of -0.039, it can be concluded that the 
tax aggressiveness (BTD) has a negative effect on earnings 
persistence (supported H2). This condition shows that tax 
avoidance activities are proven to be carried out with the main 
objective being to reduce the corporate tax liability [5]. This 
tax avoidance behavior is carried out because there is a 
difference in taxable income with accounting profit. As a result 
of such behavior, the resulting profit does not show the actual 
conditions. This will reduce earnings persistence. Less 
persistent profit does not have the ability to measure future 
earnings in the long term (sustainable). This finding is in line 
with Jovita and Carolina [13], Martani and Persada [14], 
Wijayanti and Handayani [15], Tang [16], Yulianti [17], and 
Philips et al.  

Philips et al. found that companies with large positive 
(negative) BTD had a significant negative effect on earnings 
persistence [18], as did Hanlon [20], Dechow et al. [22] found 
that companies with large BTD showed low profit persistence. 
In the BTD moderation variable * GCG has a significance 
value of 0.046, it can be concluded that corporate governance 
strengthens the influence of tax aggressiveness (BTD) on 
earnings persistence (H3 supported). Thus the corporate 
governance mechanism can regulate, control and control the 
company so that it can provide and enhance value added and 
can reduce information asymmetry for stakeholders so that 
sustainable earnings increase. This finding is in line with  Utari 
and Merta that corporate governance weakens the influence of 
LPBTD on earnings persistence [25]. Likewise, in the 
moderating variable TA * GCG has a significance value of 
0.048, it can be concluded that corporate governance has been 
shown to strengthen the influence of earnings aggressiveness 
(TA) on earnings persistence. Effective implementation of 
corporate governance can reduce the level of engineering 
carried out by management so that the profit generated has the 
ability as a future earnings indicator produced by the company 
in a repetitive manner in the long term. This makes financial 
reporting more transparent. This finding is in line with “in 
press” Oei [31], Fanani [32], and Linawati [34]. The same 
thing in the variable size has a significance value of 0.025, the 
size affects the earnings persistence. This shows that the 
company has the power to deal with business problems and is 
considered capable of generating high profits because it is 
supported by large assets. This finding is in line with Lassaad 
[37], Pimentel and Andson [38], Dewi [39], Mahya [40], and 
Susilo [41]. 

Comprehensively it can be explained that management is 
aware that earnings management and tax avoidance actions will 
reduce earnings quality so that it will lead to earnings opacity. 

In other words, the earnings persistence is low. However, the 
existence of an effective role of corporate governance can 
reduce aggressive management actions. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

Earnings aggressiveness has a negative influence on 
earnings persistence. Corporate governance strengthens the 
influence of BTD and TA on earnings persistence. 
Management must be able to provide relevant and reliable 
information about the development of the company, without 
having to do earnings management and tax avoidance, so that 
the quality of earnings will be positively responded. Investors 
must be observant in analyzing company profiles through IDX 
and Bapepam. While the regulator focuses on tax audits when 
the difference between fiscal profits and large accounting 
profits is to ensure that it is not due to violations of taxation 
rules (tax evasion). 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT  

We thanks Stikubank University because this research is 
supported and funded by the Institute for Research and 
Community Service. We also thanks the research team for 
providing insight and expertise that is very helpful for the 
completion of this research with the limited time and thought 
that exists. 

REFERENCES 

 
[1] W. H. Beaver, “Perspectives on recent capital market research,” 

Account. Rev., vol. 77, no. 2, pp. 453–474, Apr. 2002. 

[2] R. G. Sloan, “Do Stock Prices Fully Reflect Information in Accruals and 
Cash Flows About Future Earnings?,” Account. Rev., vol. 71, pp. 289–
315, 1996. 

[3] P. M. Dechow and I. D. Dichev, “The quality of accruals and earnings: 
The role of accrual estimation errors,” Account. Rev., vol. 77, pp. 35–
59, 2002. 

[4] J. Francis, R. Lafond, P. M. Olsson, and K. Schipper, “Costs of Equity 
and Earnings Attributes,” Account. Rev., vol. 79, no. 4, pp. 967–1010, 
2004. 

[5] Hanlon. M and Slemrod. J, “What does tax aggressiveness signal? 
Evidence from stock price reactions to news about tax shelter 
involvement,” J. Public Econ., vol. 93, pp. 126–141, 2009. 

[6] K. Balakrishnan, J. Blouin, and W. Guay, “Does Tax Aggressiveness 
Reduce Financial Reporting Transparency?,” Pennsylvania, 2011. 

[7] J. Zuber, “Corporate Manager Aggressivenes in Tax Descision Making,” 
University of Arkansas, 2007. 

[8] N. Wahab and K. H, “The persistence of book-tax differences,” Br. 
Account. Rev., vol. 47, no. 4, pp. 339–350, Dec. 2015. 

[9] W. Dridi and B. Adel, “Book-Tax Differences and the Persistence of 
Earnings and Accruals: Tunisian Evidence,” Asian Soc. Sci., vol. 12, no. 
6, 2016. 

[10] B. Blaylock, T. Shevlin, and R. J. Wilson, “Tax Avoidance, Large 
Positive Temporary Book-Tax Differences, and Earnings Persistence,” 
Account. Rev., vol. 87, no. 1, pp. 91–120, 2012. 

[11] A. Martinez, T. Souza, and D. Monte, “Book-Tax Differences, Earnings 
Persistence And Tax Planning Before And After The Adoption Of Ifrs In 
Brazil.,” Adv. Sci. Appl. Account. J., vol. 9, no. 2, 2016. 

[12] S. D. Dyreng, M. Hanlon, and E. L. Maydew, “Long-Run Corporate Tax 
Avoidance,” Account. Rev., vol. 83, no. 1, pp. 61–82, 2008. 

[13] M. Jovita and V. Carolina, “Book-Tax Differences and Earnings 
Persistence.,” Int. J. Appl. Bus. Econ. Res., vol. 15, no. 21, 2017. 

Advances in Economics, Business and Management Research, volume 86

81



[14] Martani. D and Persada. AE, “Pengaruh book tax gap terhadap 
persistensi laba,” Jakarta, 2010. 

[15] Wijayanti and Handayani Tri, “Analisis pengaruh perbedaan antara laba 
akuntansi dan Laba Fisal terhadap persistensi Laba, Akrual, dan Arus 
Kas,” Simp. Nas. Akunt. IX, Padang, 2006. 

[16] T. Y. Tang, “Book-Tax Differences, a Proxy for Earnings Management 
and Tax Management - Empirical Evidence from China,” 2006. 

[17] Yulianti, “Kemampuan beban pajak tangguhan dalam mendeteksi 
manajemen laba,” J. Akunt. dan Keuang. Indones., vol. 2, no. 1, pp. 
107–129, 2005. 

[18] J. Philips, P. Morton, and O. Sonja, “Earnings Management: New 
Evidence Based on Deferred Tax Expense.,” Account. Rev., vol. 78, no. 
491–521, 2003. 

[19] Zdulhiyanov Moch, “Pengaruh book tax differences terhadap persistensi 
laba,” ejournal.unp.ac.id, 2015. [Online]. Available: 
ejournal.unp.ac.id/student/index.php/akt/article/download/1626/1249. 

[20] M. Hanlon, “The Persistence and Pricing of Earnings, Accruals, and 
Cash Flows When Firms Have Large Book-Tax Differences,” Account. 
Rev., vol. 80, no. 1, pp. 137–166, Jan. 2005. 

[21] Wiryandari, Aryn Santi, and Yulianti, “Hubungan Perbedaan Laba 
Akuntansi &amp; Laba Pajak Dengan Perilaku Manajemen Laba Dan 
Persistensi Laba,” J. dan Pros. SNA - Simp. Nas. Akunt., vol. 12, 2009. 

[22] P. M. Dechow, S. A. Richardson, and R. G. Sloan, “The Persistence and 
Pricing of the Cash Component of Earnings,” J. Account. Res., vol. 46, 
no. 3, pp. 537–566, 2008. 

[23] B. Kusuma and R. A. Sadjiarto, “Analisa pengaruh volatilitas arus kas, 
volatilitas penjualan, tingkat hutang, book tax gap, dan tata kelola 
perusahaan terhadap persistensi laba,” Tax Account. Rev., vol. 4, no. 1, 
2014. 

[24] S. Djamaluddin, H. Wijayanti, and Rahmawati, “Analisis perbedaan 
antara laba akuntansi dan laba fiskal terhadap persistensi laba, akrual, 
dan aliran kas pada perusahaan perbankan yangterdaftar di bursa efek 
jakarta,” Indones. J. Account. Res., vol. 11, no. 1, 2008. 

[25] L. Utari and I. Merta, “Corporate Governance Memoderasi Pengaruh 
Book TaxDifferences Pada Persistensi Laba.,” E J. UniV Udayana, vol. 
16, no. 2, pp. 1376–1404, 2016. 

[26] I. Suwandika and I. Astika, “Pengaruh Perbedaan Laba Akuntansi, Laba 
Fiscal, Tingkat Hutang Pada Persistensi Laba,” E-Jurnal Akunt., vol. 5, 
no. 1, 2013. 

[27] B. Prasetyo and Rafitaningsih, “Analisis Book Tax Differences 
Terhadap Persistensi Laba, Akrual Dan Aliran Kas Pada Perusahaan 
Jasa Telekomunikasi,” J. Ilm. Akunt. Fak. Ekon., vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 27–
32, 2015. 

[28] Darmansyah, “Pengaruh aliran kas, perbedaan antara laba akuntansi 
dengan laba fiskal, hutang terhadap persistensi laba pada perusahaan 
jasa investasi,” J. Ilm. WIDYA Ekon., vol. 1, no. 2, 2016. 

[29] Penman and Stephen H, “Prepared by: Nir Yehuda With contributions 
by,” 2003. 

[30] S. Hidayati and Zulaika, “Analisis Perilaku Earning Management: 
Motivasi Minimalisasi Income Tax.,” Simp. Nas. Akunt. VI, pp. 526–
537, 2003. 

[31] R. Oei, A. Ramsay, and P. Mather, “Earnings persistence, accruals and 
managerial share ownership,” Account. Financ., vol. 48, no. 3, pp. 475–
502, Sep. 2008. 

[32] Fanani. Zaenal, “Analisis Faktor-Faktor Penentu Persistensi Laba,” J. 
Akunt. dan Keuang. Indones., vol. 70, no. 1, pp. 109–123, 2010. 

[33] N. Boubakri, C. Jean, and S. Walid, “The Impact Of Political 
Connections On Firms’ Operating Performance And Financing 
Decisions,” J. Financ. Res., vol. 35, no. 3, pp. 397–423, 2012. 

[34] L. Linawati, “Pengaruh tingkat hutang, arus kas dan akrual terhadap 
persistensi laba dengan corporate governance sebagai variabel 
moderating,” Keberlanjutan, vol. 2, no. 2, pp. 678–703, 2017. 

[35] S. Sunarto, “Peran Persistensi Laba memperlemah hubungan antara 
Earnings Opacity dengan Cost of Equity dan Trading Volume Activity,” 
Universitas Diponegoro, 2008.  

[36] G. Richardson and R. Lanis, “Determinants of the variability in 
corporate effective tax rates and tax reform: Evidence from Australia,” J. 
Account. Public Policy, vol. 26, no. 2, pp. 689–704, 2007. 

[37] B. M. Lassaad and H. Khalimoussi, “Environmental and social 
disclosure and earnings persistence,” Int. J. Soc. Sci. Interdiscip. Res., 
vol. 1, no. 7, 2012. 

[38] R. Pimentel and B. Andson, “Persistence of Quarterly Earnings: An 
Empirical Investigation in Brazil.,” Brazilion Bus. Rev., no. Vitoria ES, 
pp. 38–54, 2012. 

[39] N. P. L. Dewi and I. G. A. . A. D. Putri, “Pengaruh book-tax difference, 
arus kas operasi, arus kas akrual, dan ukuran perusahaan pada persistensi 
laba,” E-Jurnal Akunt. Univ. Udayana, vol. 10, no. 1, pp. 244–260, Jan. 
2015. 

[40] L. Mahya, “Tingkat hutang, likuiditas, dan ukuran perusahaan terhadap 
persistensi laba dengan book tax difference sebagai variabel 
moderating,” Malang , 2016. 

[41] T. Susilo and B. Angraeni, “Analisis Pengaruh Volatilitas Arus Kas, 
Tingkat Utang, Siklus Operasi, Dan Ukuran Perusahaan Terhadap 
Persistensi Laba.e,” Media Ris. Akuntansi., vol. 6, no. 1, 2016. 

 

 

Advances in Economics, Business and Management Research, volume 86

82




