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Abstract 
Ackert and Deaves (2010) said that most people have tendency to being risk 
averse, but with appropriate amount of compensation, people may take more 
risk. Understanding those circumstances, this research trying to figure risk 
involved in a Mean-Variance Model. This model has taken consideration about 
investor risk preference in composed VAR model. VAR define as a measure of 
the risk of investments, which in this research focuses on risk preferences. This 
research also conducts comparison between optimum portfolio model known as 
Single Index Model and Mean-Variance Mode. Robustness test taken too 
analyze the outcomes from different data input. Research showed that risk 
preference has an impact on generating portfolio based on Mean-Variance Mode 
(MVM). Meanwhile, Single Index Model (SIM) found to given a similar result as 
MVM in high risk preference. This has shown that SIM may not adequate for 
those who have low risk preference. Research also show that risk taker investor 
get more gain and endure more risk than risk averse investor. But, based on 
robustness test, we found that the lowest risk an investor bear is on the highest 
risk preference. Thus, we make a conclusion that variance is not the only factor 
that might cause VaR increased, data dispersion has became more major factor. 

Keywords: Value at risk, Single Index Model, Optimum Portfolio. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
 
Investment has become a common thing today. In determining investment, an 

investor tends to face an option to create an optimum portfolio. However, in determining 
the optimum portfolio, the most important factor is neglected which is the level of risk 
preference that is owned by the investor. 

Ackert and Deaves (2010) state that basically everyone is risk averse. However, 
with the reasonable compensation, one can face bigger risk. Damodaran (2011) explains 

that the risks of a Chinese character namely 危机 (Wéijī) which contains two letters namely 

danger and opportunity, therefore, the risk must be handled properly so that danger can be 
avoided and opportunities can be achieved. 

The Basel Accord amendment in 1995 required each financial institution to 
calculate Value of Risk (VaR) on its investment risk. The amendment gave freedom for the 
institution to use the method they want. VaR calculates the greatest possible value drop in 
normal market condition over a certain period of time and certain level of confidence 
(Surya and Situngkir, 2016).  

Several researches in portfolio optimation using VaR have been conducted by 
Chang et al. (2011), Sukono et al. (2008), Kim (2008), and Buchdadi (2007). Research on 
the characteristics of VaR has been done by Jorion (2007), Harmantzis et al. (2006), 
Degiannakis et al. (2012), and Surya and Situngkir (2006). Jorion (2007) states that 
calculation using VaR uses a percentile based with a confidence level that is adjusted to 
the level of investor confidence. Harmantzis et al. (2006) calculated VaR using skew 
method distribution by focusing on the probability point of the data skew. Surya and 
Situngkir (2006) measured VaR with a data distribution approach that combines Jorion 
(2007) and Harmantzis et al. (2006). This research uses a VaR that focuses on investor 
preferences on risk. 

After knowing that there are generally 3 categories of investor based on risk 
aversion level (risk averse, risk neutral, and risk taker), therefore, the composed 
investment portfolio of each investor type will be different. The higher the risk that an 
investor dares to bear, the higher the return volatility of portfolio results that are formed. It 
is vice versa for investors who do not want to take a high risk. Therefore, it is necessary to 
calculate the amount of changes in return results that can be tolerated by an investor with 
a certain level of risk and a certain level of confidence. The amount of change in the value 
of this return result will be found using the VaR method. 

This research aims to examine the effect of risk preference towards portfolio 
formation using Mean-Variance Model as well as to recognize the characteristics of return 
and risk level on the formed portfolio. Comparison to the optimal model using Single Index 
Model is conducted to find out the similarity characteristics of both methods. Furthermore, 
hypothesis testing to find out the difference of return and risk between investor of risk 
takers and risk averse is also done to see the significance (Panjaya, 2014). In addition, 
Robustness testing is also conducted to find out the suitability of results with different data. 
After the establishment of the portfolio, portfolio performance is conducted with the testing 
of Sharpe, Treynor, and Jensen Alpha. 

The data that will be used are stocks incorporated in LQ45 during the research 
period February 1, 2010 – October 1, 2015. Robustness testing is also conducted to find 
out the results formed at the different time frame on February 1, 2009 – October 1, 2014. 
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2. THEORITICAL REVEW AND HYPOTHESIS DEVELOPMENT 
 
Based on the objectives of this research, thus, this section discusses directly about 

the measurement method and problem formulation that produces research hypothesis. 
The problem formulations in this research are as follow: 
a. Does risk preference impact the portfolio selection that consists of LQ45 stocks? 
b. Which one produces better profit levels between risk averse and risk takers investor? 
c. Is the VaR value of investor with risk averse type equal to or different from the investor 

of risk taker type? 
d. Does the portfolio result using Single Index Model have similarities with portfolio result 

using Mean-Variance Model at a certain risk level?  
 

2.1. Mean-Variance Model 
 This model was developed by Markowitz (1952) from a single index model which 
explains that the portfolio is accepted if the amount of return produced is greater that the 
risk preference value (θ) multiplied by the portfolio variance. The greater the value of θ, 
the lower the investor risk preference. The model can be seen as follows: 

�̅�𝑝 =  ∑ 𝑤𝑖𝛼𝑖 + �̅�𝑚

𝑘

𝑖=1

∑ 𝑤𝑖𝛽𝑖

𝑘

𝑖=1

− 𝜃𝜎𝑝
2 

 
Description: 
Rp = Return portfolio 
wi = Weight of assets 

𝛼i = Alpha portfolio 
𝛽i = Beta portfolio 
Rm = Market Return 

𝜃 = Risk preference 
𝜎𝑝

2 = Portfolio Variance 

 
The variants of the portfolio are: 

𝜎𝑝
2 =  ∑ 𝑤𝑖𝜎𝑖

2 +

𝑘

𝑖=1

∑ ∑ 𝑤𝑖

𝑘

𝑗=1

𝑤𝑗𝐶𝑜𝑣(𝑅𝑖, 𝑅𝑗)

𝑘

𝑖=1

 ; 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 

 

Furthermore, since investors have different risk preferences, therefore, 𝜃 is a risk 
preference received by investors, Markowitz (1952) then formed the Mean-Variance Model 
as follows: 

�̅�𝑝 =  ∑ 𝑤𝑖𝛼𝑖 + �̅�𝑚

𝑘

𝑖=1

∑ 𝑤𝑖𝛽𝑖

𝑘

𝑖=1

− 𝜃𝜎𝑝
2 

 
From the model, it can be seen that the return produced by a portfolio can be judged 
wheter it is worthy or not based on the influence of risk preference owned by an investor. 
The greater the risk preference, the higher the expected return with the same variance or 
smaller variance with the same return. 
 
2.2. Single Index Model 

The establishment of a portfolio using the SIM as stated in Murhadi (2014) and 
Markowitz (1952) is as follows: 
a. Stock Returns 
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Return is the level of profit received by the investors in a period which is calculated by 
the equation: 

𝑅𝑖 =
𝑃𝑡 − 𝑃𝑡−1

𝑃𝑡−1
 

 
Description: 
Ri = Stock Return i 
Pt = Stock price period t 
Pt-1 = Stock price of previous period 
 
b. Expected Return 

Expected return is the level of profit that is expected to be accepted by the investors 
through an investment for several periods ahead with the formulation: 

𝐸(𝑅𝑖) =  
∑ 𝑅𝑖𝑗

𝑁
𝑗=1

𝑁
 

Information: 
E(Ri) = The rate of profit expected by an investor from a stock investment 
Rij = Return of stock i in period j 
N = Number of periods 
 
c. Stock Risk 

Stock risk is a deviation that occurs due to the difference between actual returns with 
stock expectations which is calculated by: 

𝜎𝑖
2 =

∑ (𝑅𝑖𝑗 − 𝐸(𝑅𝑖))2𝑁
𝑗=1

𝑁
 

d. Return and Market Risk 
Market return is the level of market advantage that investors can get from an 
investment. The value of market return in Indonesia in stock investment can be seen 
from IHSG with the following calculation: 

𝑅𝑚,𝑡 =  
𝐼𝐻𝑆𝐺𝑡 − 𝐼𝐻𝑆𝐺𝑡−1

𝐼𝐻𝑆𝐺𝑡−1
 

Description: 
Rm,t = Market return on a certain period 
IHSGt = Composite Stock Price Index at certain period 
IHSGt-1 = Composite Stock Price Index in the previous period 
 
Expected market return is the level of market profit that is expected to be accepted by 
the investor from an investment for several periods ahead with formulation: 

𝐸(𝑅𝑀) =  
∑ 𝑅𝑚,𝑡

𝑁
𝑡=1

𝑁
 

Description: 
Rm,t = Market return for a certain period 
E(RM) = The level of market profit expected by the investor 
N = Number of periods 
 
Market risk occurs due to volatility beyond the control of companies such as currency 
exchange rates, interest rates, commodities, and political conditions. This risk can be 
calculated using the following formula: 

𝜎𝑀
2 =

∑ (𝑅𝑀,𝑡 − 𝐸(𝑅𝑀))2𝑁
𝑡=1

𝑁
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Description: 

𝜎𝑀
2   = Market variant 

RM,t = Market return for a certain period 
E (RM) = The level of market profit expected by the investor 
N = Number of periods 

 
e. Beta 

Beta is a measure against the systematic risk of a stock. In addition, beta becomes a 
measure of the volatility of securities returns towards market returns so that through 
beta, investors can find out the ratio of stock returns with market returns whether they 
are comparable, larger, or smaller (Markowitz, 1952). 

𝛽𝑖 =
∑ (𝑅𝑖 − 𝐸(𝑅𝑖)) ∗ (𝑅𝑀 − 𝐸(𝑅𝑀))𝑁

𝑡=1

∑ (𝐸(𝑅𝑀) − 𝑅𝑀)2𝑁
𝑡=1

 

Description: 
RM = Market Return in certain period 
E(RM) = The level of market profits expected by investors from stock investments 
E(Ri) = The rate of return expected by an investor from a stock investment 
Ri = Stock Return 

𝛽𝑖= Beta stock 
 
 

f. Alpha 
Alpha is the difference between actual and expected return at a certain beta level. 
Generally, alpha becomes one measure to compare the performance of a stock 
investment with other stocks. Alpha can be calculated from the equation: 

𝐸(𝑅𝑖) = 𝛼𝑖 + 𝛽𝑖. 𝐸(𝑅𝑀) 
 

Description: 
E(Ri) = The rate of return expected by an investor from a stock investment 
E(RM) = The level of market profits expected by investors from stock investments 

𝛼𝑖 = Alpha stock 
𝛽𝑖 = Beta stocks 

 
 

g. Residue Error and Residue Error Variant 
Residue errors need to be considered in order to determine the amount of the risk that 
is not systematic in a security. While the residual error variant see the level of error 
between the expected return with actual on each stock. 

𝑅𝑖 = 𝛼𝑖 + 𝛽𝑖. 𝑅𝑀 + 𝑒𝑖 
Description: 
Ri = Stock Return 
RM = Market Return 

𝛼𝑖= Alpha stock 
𝛽𝑖= Beta stocks 
ei = Residue error 

 
While the residual error variant can be found by the equation: 

𝜎𝑖
2 = 𝛽𝑖

2 ∗ 𝜎𝑀
2 + 𝜎𝑒𝑖

2  

Description: 

𝜎𝑀
2 = Market variant 
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𝜎𝑖
2 = Variant of stock 

𝛽𝑖
2= Beta stocks 

𝜎𝑒𝑖
2  = Variant of residual error 

 
h. Excess Return to Beta 

Excess return to beta is used to measure the relative excess return against a type of 
risk that cannot be diversified by beta size. 

𝐸𝑅𝐵𝑖 =
𝐸(𝑅𝑖) − 𝑅𝐵𝑅

𝛽𝑖
 

Description: 
E(Ri) = The rate of return expected by an investor from a stock investment 
RBR = Risk free return 

𝛽𝑖 = Beta stocks 
ERBi = Excess return to beta on stock i 

 
i. Cut-off Point 

Cut-off point is a maximum return limits that investors want to obtain in order to avoid 
the risk on the investment of stock price fluctuations. Before performing cut-off point 
calculation, it must first consider the calculation of Alpha and Beta on certain stocks 
with the following formula: 

=
(𝐸(𝑅𝑖) − 𝑅𝐵𝑅) ∗ 𝛽𝑖

𝜎𝑒𝑖
2  

 

Bi =
βi

2

σei
2  

 

Ci =
σM

2 ∑ Aj
i
j=1

1 + σM
2 ∑ Bj

i
j=1

 

 
Description: 
Ci = Minimum return limit determined by investor and fluctuation rate of stock price 
Aj = The level of excess abnormal return that can be obtained from stock investment 
Bj = Th size of systematic risk that is in stock investment 

𝛽𝑖= Beta Stocks 

𝜎𝑒𝑖
2  = Variant of residual error 

E(Ri) = The rate of return expected by an investor from a stock investment 
RBR = Risk free return 

 
j. Proportion 

Furthermore, the calculation of the amount of funds proportion that should be allocated 
into an investment instrument is conducted so that the expected goal by investors can 
be achieved. 

𝑊𝑖 =
𝑋𝑖

∑ 𝑋𝑖
𝑘
𝑗=1

 

With Xi obtained through the formula: 

Xi =
βi

σei
2 (ERBi − C∗) 
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Description: 
Wi = Proportion of funds on the ke-i investment stocks 
K = Number of stocks in optimal portfolio 
Xi = Proportion of each selected stock 

βi = Beta stocks 

σei
2  = Variant of individual error 

ERBi = Excess return to beta on stock i 
C* = The maximum return restriction set by the investor from the stock price fluctuation 
rate 

 
2.3. Value at Risk (VaR) 
 VaR calculates the largest daily value decrease over a certain time span and a 
certain degree of confidence. Using historical data, non-parametrically, VaR can be 
calculated using a percentile with the desired level of confidence Linsmeier et al. (2000) 
and (Jorion, 2007). 
 Non-parametric method is used to calculate VaR regardless of the type of 
distribution it has. Knowing that the initial value of investment is W0 and the final value of 
the portfolio at the end of the target period is W, then it will show the equation: W = 
W0(1+R) and R is the return earned by the investor. The expected return and the volatility 
of R are expressed in terms of μ and σ. Since VaR measures the greatest loss measured 
in a certain confidence level expressed as c, then the formula becomes W*=W0(1+R*). 
The measurement of VaR is measured by the average return during the investment 
horizon (Jorion, 2007) are: 

𝑉𝑎𝑅(𝑚𝑒𝑎𝑛) =  𝐸(𝑊) −  𝑊∗ =  −𝑊0(𝑅∗ − 𝜇) 
 
Whereas if VaR is seen on point 0 or is called VaR absolute then the formula is as follows: 

𝑉𝑎𝑅(𝑧𝑒𝑟𝑜) = 𝑊0 − 𝑊∗ = −𝑊0𝑅∗ 
 
 The value of these two formulas will be close to each other if the investment 
period is relatively short because the average return is quite small. However, in the long 
term, the use of VaR relative to the mean is more appropriate because it sees risk as a 
deviation of the target calculated by time value of money. 
 In general, VaR can be derived from the probability distribution of portfolio value in 
the future. With the value of confidence level of c, the worst value of W* is found with 
formulation: 

𝑐 = ∫ 𝑓(𝑤)𝑑𝑤
∞

𝑊∗

 

If the probability of a value is less than W*, p = P(w ≤ W*) is 1-c, then 

1 − 𝑐 = ∫ 𝑓(𝑤)𝑑𝑤
𝑊∗

−∞

= 𝑃(𝑤 ≤ 𝑊∗) = 𝑝 

 
2.4. Portfolio Testing 
 This research also examines the portfolio established with VAR and SIM Murhadi 
(2014) through several tests as follows: 

a. Coefficient of Variation. This measurement aims to find out the amount of the 
standard deviation of each produced return. The greater the value indicates that 
portfolio volatility is greater. 

b. Sharpe Ratio. This measurement aims to find out the level of excess return above 
the risk free rate towards the standard deviation value of a portfolio. The greater the 



KINERJA Volume 21, No. 2, 2017  Page. 129-144 

 

136 

 

value of this ratio indicates that the given rate of return is greater for each standard 
deviation value covered. Here is the Sharpe ratio formula 

𝑆ℎ𝑎𝑟𝑝𝑒𝑒 𝑅𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜 =  
𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑡𝑓𝑜𝑙𝑖𝑜 𝑟𝑒𝑡𝑢𝑟𝑛 − 𝑟𝑖𝑠𝑘 𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒 𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑒

𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑛𝑑𝑎𝑟 𝑑𝑒𝑣𝑖𝑎𝑠𝑖 𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑡𝑜𝑓𝑜𝑙𝑖𝑜
 

c. Treynor Ratio. This measurement aims to find out the level of excess return above 
the risk free rate towards the Beta value of a portfolio. The greater the value of this 
ratio indicates that the given rate of return is greater for each Beta value owned by 
the portfolio. Here is the formula of Treynor ratio 

𝑇𝑟𝑒𝑦𝑛𝑜𝑟 𝑅𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜 =  
𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑡𝑓𝑜𝑙𝑖𝑜 𝑟𝑒𝑡𝑢𝑟𝑛 − 𝑟𝑖𝑠𝑘 𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑒 𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑒

𝐵𝑒𝑡𝑎 𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑡𝑜𝑓𝑜𝑙𝑖𝑜
 

d. Jensen Alpha. The Jensen measurement takes into account the excess return 
above the expected performance. This measurement is known as the alpha of a 
portfolio. This value is generally used as the basis for the testing of each investment 
manager in preparing their portfolio. The greater the alpha value indicating the 
performance of the portfolio will be better above average. 

Here is the formula of Jensen Alpha 
𝐽𝑒𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑛 𝐴𝑙𝑝ℎ𝑎 = 𝑅𝑒𝑡𝑢𝑟𝑛 𝑃𝑜𝑟𝑡𝑓𝑜𝑙𝑖𝑜 − 𝑅𝐹𝑅 − (𝛽 ∗ (𝑅𝑀 − 𝑅𝐹𝑅)) 

Description: 
RFR = Risk free rate 
RM = Return market 

𝛽 = Beta portfolio 
 
2.5. Research Hypothesis 
This research consists of four hypotheses that test the investor preference towards risk, 
profit level of each risk preference, VaR value per risk preference, and portfolio difference 
between VaR and SIM method. More hypotheses are in table 1. 

Table 1. Research Hypothesis 

Hi Key Issue Hypothesis Statement 

H1 Against the level of risk 
averse investor profit and risk 
taker 

There are different levels of profit between 
risk taker investors and risk averse 

H2 Against the value of risk 
averse investors and risk 
takers 

There are different VaR values between risk 
taker investors and risk averse 

 
3. RESEARCH METHOD 
4.  
 This research used stock samples contained in the current LQ 45 with monthly 
data retrieval over the last 5 years from 1 January 2010 to 1 October 2015. The research 
object is assumed to be an efficient portfolio that has been formed and will be screened 
into optimal portfolio. In addition, the daily data downloading period from October 1, 2014 
to October 1, 2015 which will be used in calculating the VaR value was conducted. 
 
4.1. The steps in the research 

a. Download and adapt the data from yahoo finance website. 
b. Calculates returns, standard deviations, and covariance of candidate stocks. 
c. The value obtained at point (b) was processed using Matlab with mixed integer 

quadratic programming algorithm to find the portfolio with Mean-Variance Model. 
Risk preference (θ) was used for 1 to 1,000. The purpose function used is as 
follows Kuhn et al. (2003): 
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𝑀𝑎𝑥 �̅�𝑝 =  ∑ 𝑤𝑖𝑅𝑖

𝑘

𝑖=1

− 𝜃𝜎𝑝
2 

With constraint function: 

∑ 𝑤𝑖 = 1
𝑘

𝑖=1
; 0 ≤ 𝑤𝑖 < 1 

d. After getting the portfolio, then calculating the value of 7 factors namely: return, 
value at risk, variance, coefficient of variation, Sharpe ratio, Treynor ratio, and 
Jensen Alpha. 

e. Analyzing profit and risk level of investor risk taker and risk averse. By dividing into 
2 large groups that is group with value θ between 1 - 300 (risk taker) and group with 
value θ between 701 - 1,000 (risk averse). The testing was performed using a 2-
sample-t test with α = 5%. 

f. Forming a portfolio with Single Index Model. Once it was formed, it will calculate the 
value of 7 factors namely: return, value at risk, variance, coefficient of variation, 
Sharpe ratio, Treynor ratio, and Jensen Alpha. This value will be compared with the 
mean-variance model. 

g. Comparing the portfolio formed from the MVM model: 
The objective function and constraint function of this model are as follows Two et al. 
(2002), Rockafellar and Uryasev (2000), and Sharma et al. (2015): 

Destination Function: 𝑀𝑎𝑥 �̅�𝑝 =  ∑ 𝑤𝑖𝑅𝑖
𝑘
𝑖=1 − 𝜃𝜎𝑝

2 

Description: 𝜎𝑝
2 =  ∑ 𝑤𝑖𝜎𝑖

2 +𝑘
𝑖=1 ∑ ∑ 𝑤𝑖

𝑘
𝑗=1 𝑤𝑗𝐶𝑜𝑣(𝑅𝑖, 𝑅𝑗)𝑘

𝑖=1  ; 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 

Constraint function: 

∑ 𝑤𝑖 = 1
𝑘

𝑖=1
; 0 ≤ 𝑤𝑖 < 1 

Description: 
Rp = profit rate of portfolio 
wi / wi = The weight of each i / j securities 
Ri = Profit level of each securities 

θ = The risk preference level (the bigger the risk averse) 
σp

2= Portfolio Variance 

σi
2= Securities variance 

Cov(Ri,Rj)= Securities covariance i and j 
 
The value of θ in this research is set from 1 to 1,000 to see the impact of extremes. 
Steps in constructing MVM: 
i. Researcher prepared data that has been processed and processed in the form 

of stock return data, per stock return deviation standard, covariance of stocks 
that exist as input into MATLAB. 

ii. The researcher performed the iteration process to get the value of stock 
proportion of each value θ. The algorithm used is Mixed Integer Quadratic 
Programming. 

iii. Next, after this research got the stock proportion for each value of θ, this 
research calculated seven factors for the portfolio namely, return, value at risk, 
variance, coefficient of variation, Sharpe ratio, Treynor ratio, and Jensen 
Alpha. 

h. SIM portfolio establishment: 
After the results were obtained from the SIM, then calculating 7 factors namely: 
return, value at risk, variance, coefficient of variation, Sharpe ratio, Treynor ratio, 
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and Jensen Alpha. The portfolio formed will be compared with the portfolio of the 
Mean-Variance model. 

i. Conducting Analysis of Profit Level between Investor Risk Taker and Risk Averse 
j. After obtaining optimal portfolio composition for each risk preference, then 

calculating the amount of profit of each existing portfolio. Investor data with risk 
preference level (θ) ranging from 1 to 300 will be classified into investor risk taker 
while investors with risk preference level (θ) ranging from 700 to 1,000 will be 
classified into risk averse investors. By using Minitab through the average test of 2-
sample-t test, it will find out whether the level of profit is both the same or the rate of 
return of investors with higher risk preferences will be greater than the profit level of 
investors who have lower risk preferences. 

k. Performing VaR Value Analysis between Investor Risk Taker and Risk Averse: 
After obtaining optimum portfolio composition from the mean-variance model, this 
research further calculated the VaR value of each portfolio and found out if there is 
any difference in VaR values between risk taker and risk averse investors. This 
research classified risk taker investors if they have risk preferences (θ) from 1 to 
300 and are classified as risk averse if they have a risk preference (θ) of 700 to 
1,000. Furthermore, by using Minitab through the 2-sample-t test, it will be found 
whether the VaR values of these two types of investors are the same or whether 
investors with high risk preferences will have a more negative VaR score than 
investors with lower risk preferences. 

l. Performing Portfolio Analysis Formed from Single Index Model and Mean-Variance 
Model: 
Afterwards, using the results obtained in the compilation of the portfolio using Single 
Index Model and Mean-Variance Model, it will be found whether the portfolio formed 
from the Single Index Model has the same characteristics as the portfolio formed 
using the Mean-Variance Model at a certain value (θ). 

 
4.2. Hypothesis Testing and Robustness 
 To find out whether the results obtained in accordance with the initial hypothesis 
or not, it is necessary to test the hypothesis as follows: 

a) Testing on the impact of risk preference towards the portfolio profit level between 
risk taker (RT) and risk averse (RA) investors used the mean difference test t-test 

 H0: 𝜇𝑅𝑇 =  𝜇𝑅𝐴: There is no difference in profit level between investor risk taker and 
risk averse 

 H1: 𝜇𝑅𝑇 >  𝜇𝑅𝐴: The profit rate between investor risk takers is greater than risk 
averse. 

b) Testing on the impact of risk preference towards portfolio VaR value between 
investor risk taker and risk averse using t-test average test. 
H0: VaRRT = VaRRA: There is no VaR difference between investor risk taker and risk 
averse 

 H1: VaRRT < VaRRA: VaR value between investor risk taker smaller risk averse (the 
less risky). 

 
 Robustness testing was performed to see if the results obtained will remain 
consistent / appropriate for different data / conditions with the same treatment. This test 
was conducted using data from 1st January 2009 - 1st October 2014 and this data still has 
slices with previously used data that is period January 1, 2010 - October 1, 2015. Next, 
portfolio formation using the same risk preference value from Worth 1 to 1,000 will be 
conducted. The results of this portfolio formation will then be compared with the results 
that have been obtained previously. 
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5. RESEARCH RESULT AND DISCUSSION 
 There were 19 Stocks that are included in the LQ45 index consecutively period 1 
February 2009 to 1 October 2015 ie: AALI, ADRO, ASII, BBCA, BBNI, BBRI, BMRI, INDF, 
INTP, ITMG, JSMR, KLBF, LPKR, LSIP, PGAS, PTBA, TLKM, UNTR, and UNVR. The 
average value of BI-rate during the research period was 6.70% / year or 0.56% / month. 
The general result shows that risk preference give impact on the selection of portfolio 
consisting of LQ45 stock, that each risk preference has different portfolio return value 
(Table 2) and proved to be significant that return of investor risk taker group is higher than 
risk averse group, as well as the risks. The overall portfolio formed reflects the efficient 
portfolio because with 19 stock options, the securities market line of each stock is on the 
efficient line, as well as the capital market line portfolio. 
5.1. Mean-Variance Model 
 After obtaining the portfolio according to the specified risk preference, then the 
calculation of the 7 factors value mentioned previously mentioned was conducted. Next, 
the researcher did the grouping of data into 10 large groups in which each group contains 
100 data in sequence which using 2-sample-t-statistical test. 
 From the result summary in Table 2, it can be seen that overall, the return value 
tends to decrease as the investor risk preference decreasing. VaR values also decreased. 
However, the value of Coefficient of Variation increased from risk taker investors to risk 
averse investors. The three commonly used ratios such as Sharpe, Treynor, and Jensen 
Alpha show the best performance generally resides in portfolios with high risk preferences. 
 Table 2 shows that VAR which is formed with risk preferences will produce 
portfolios that match the investor’s preferences, and each group of investors has different 
returns and risks, in accordance with the risk return trade off. Portfolio return value tends 
to decrease along with changing of investor risk preference as well as VaR value. 
 

Table 2. Summary of Portfolio Results Period February 1, 2010 - October 1, 2015 

Indicator Results 

Return Risk taker investors have higher value than risk averse 
investors. There are some groups that have same value 
when compared with groups with lower risk preference. 

Value at Risk The risk taker investor has a higher risk of impairment risk 
than risk averse, but there are some risks rising or equal 
for lower risk preferences (θ higher) 

Variance Investors risk taker has a higher value than risk averse, 
but there are some groups that have the same value 
when compared with groups with lower risk preference. 

Coefficient of 
Variation 

The risk taker investor has a smaller value than the risk 
averse investor, but there are groups that have the same 
value when compared to the lower-risk preference group. 

Sharpe Ratio Risk taker investor has a higher value than risk averse 
investor, but there are groups that have the same value 
when compared with groups with lower risk preference. 

Treynor 
Ratio 

Risk taker investor has a higher value than risk averse 
investor, but there are groups that have the same value 
when compared with groups with lower risk preference. 

Jensen 
Alpha 

Risk taker investor has a higher value than risk averse 
investor, but there are groups that have the same value 
when compared with groups with lower risk preference. 
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 Table 3. The summary of Portfolio Results Period February 1, 2009 - October 1, 
2014 

Indicator Results 

Return Risk taker investor has higher value than risk averse investor, 
but there are some groups that have the same value when 
compared with groups with lower risk preference. 

Value at Risk Group I has the smallest VaR value and then gradually rises 
from group II to group X, but there are some groups that have 
the same value even greater when compared with the lower-
risk preference group. 

Variance The risk taker investor tends to have higher value than the 
risk averse investor, but there are some groups that have the 
same value even lower when compared with the lower-risk 
preference group. 

Coefficient of 
Variation 

The risk taker investor tends to have smaller value than the 
risk averse investor, but there are some groups that have the 
same value when compared to other groups with lower risk 
preferences. 

Sharpe Ratio The risk taker investor tends to have higher value than the 
risk averse investor, but there are some groups that have the 
same value even lower when compared with the lower-risk 
preference group. 

Treynor Ratio The risk taker investor tends to have higher value than the 
risk averse investor, but there are some groups that have the 
same value even lower when compared with the lower-risk 
preference group. 

Jensen Alpha The risk taker investor tends to have higher value than the 
risk averse investor, but there are some groups that have the 
same value even lower when compared with the lower-risk 
preference group. 

 
5.2. Hypothesis testing 
 From the portfolio obtained using MVM, then the hypothesis was tested to see if 
there is any difference in terms of return and risk between investor risk taker and risk 
averse. The test was conducted using 2-sample-t statistic test by dividing the data into 2 
groups ie risk taker group with risk preference value (θ) between 1 - 300 and risk averse 
group with risk preference value (θ) between 701 - 1,000. The hypothesis used is risk 
taker return investor is greater than risk averse and risk taker inverstor risk is greater than 
risk averse investors are indicated by the value of VaR the more negative. Both test results 
provide the same p-value that is equal to 0 so it can be concluded that the risk taker 
investor return is greater than risk averse investors as well as the risks they bear. 
5.3. Single Index Model 
 Using Single Index Model, it produced result in the following portfolio composition: 
UNVR (38.39%), KLBF (31.71%), TLKM (17.04%), JSMR (7.09%), and ASII (5.77% ). The 
value of Expected Return on monthly period February 1, 2010 - October 1, 2015 is equal 
to 2,43%, VaR equal to -2,22%, variance 0,26%, coefficient of variation equal to 2,09, 
Sharpe ratio 36,86%, Treynor of 2.76%, and Jensen Alpha of 1.70%. 
5.4. Robustness Testing 
 The summary of test results can be seen in Table 3. In this test, the results 
obtained shows that the highest return exactly has the most positive VaR values and the 
greatest risk preferences. This is in contrast to the establishment of previous data with the 
period February 1, 2010 - October 1, 2015. 
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 The test period February 1, 2010 - October 1, 2015 is a Single Index Model 
robustness  test for the portfolio formation, with results that showed that the highest return 
is at the most positive VaR value and the greatest risk preference. This shows that VAR 
model of risk preference with portfolio of MVM formation reflect more trade off risk and 
return than portfolio with SIM. Although the results of the portfolio are almost the same 
between the two models, but the SIM tends to form a more risk taker portfolio. The next 
will be explained in the discussion. 
 
6. DISCUSSION 
6.1. Mean Variance-Model 
 Portfolio composition is determined by the value of risk preference. The lower the 
risk preference level, the value of θ will increase. Therefore, in accordance with the 
Markowitz equation, the value of variance for investors at low risk preference levels will 
always be lower because investors do not want high volatility. However, the results show 
that the lower risk preference level will not always provide lower returns and the higher risk 
preference level will not always present the risk of more negative VaR values. 
 
6.2. SIM vs MVM 
 From the results obtained for the optimal portfolio using the SIM has the same 
results with the formation of a portfolio using MVM except in terms of assets are arranged. 
SIM return value is 2.43%. This return value resembles the result of formation by using 
MVM for risk preference value (θ) of 4. This indicates that the result of the SIM form is in 
the range of risk taker if seen in terms of return. Value at risk (VaR) SIM is at -2.22%. If it 
is seen at the results of formation using MVM, then this value is at the level of investor risk 
preference (θ) between 3 and 4 ie -2.42% and -2.10%. By looking at this value, it can be 
said that the SIM model is at the risk taker level. The amount of the variance indicating the 
volatility of the portfolio value of the SIM formation results is 0.26%. This value is 
equivalent to the value of variance produced using MVM with investor risk preferences 
level (θ) between 3 and 4 ie 0.27% and 0.24%. By looking at this value, the resulting 
portfolio of SIM forms is classified into investment for risk taker investors. The amount of 
risk in the form of standard deviation covered by each return generated by the portfolio of 
SIM form is 2.09. When compared to the value produced by MVM, then this value is at the 
investor risk level (θ) between 2 and 3 ie 2.14 and 2.06. Therefore the SIM-formed 
portfolio is classified into investment for risk taker investors. Sharpe ratio value for SIM 
form result is equal to 36,86%. This value is equivalent to the result of portfolio formation 
using MVM with investor risk preferences level (θ) between 1 and 2 ie 33.70% and 
36.89%. Therefore, the result of SIM formation portfolio can be classified into investment 
for risk taker investor. Treynor ratio value for SIM model is 2.76%. This ratio is equivalent 
to the result of portfolio formation using MVM with investor risk preferences level (θ) 
between 1 and 2 that is equal to 2.72% and 2.86%. Therefore, this investment can be 
classified into investment for risk taker investors. The value of alpha portfolio of SIM form 
is 1.70%. This value is equivalent to the result of portfolio formation using MVM with 
investor risk preferences level (θ) between 3 and 4 that is equal to 1.79% and 1.69%. 
Therefore, this investment belongs to investment for investor which is risk taker. 
 7 factors that have been calculated beforehand, indicating that the value obtained 
is the same for high risk preferences. Thus, it can be said that SIM method is suitable for 
capital market investor especially LQ 45 with high risk preference. However, for investors 
who have lower risk preferences, the use of SIM will be not suitable. The return value for a 
portfolio formed with a high level of risk preference is greater than that portfolio formed 
from a lower risk preference level. In addition, the value at risk generated by investors with 
high preference rates is also lower than the portfolio formed from low risk preference 
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levels. This shows that large returns also have a high risk. However, as it has been 
discussed earlier, there are several return points for θ that is larger is equal to the return 
rate for θ that is smaller. It applies for VaR value as well. 
 
6.3. Robustness Testing 
 From this test, the result obtained shows that the most important factor in 
determining the value of VaR is not the variance but the distribution of the data. Although 
the data has high variance due to wide data distribution, but if the data group has a large 
set at a certain percentile point, then the value of VaR can be at that point because the 
calculation method used in this research is the historical method using the percentile. 
 
7. CONCLUSION 

a. Risk preference has an impact on the composition of portfolio selection in which in 
this research using LQ45 stock. The impact of portfolio selection can be observed 
from changes in return value, value at risk, variance, coefficient of variation, Sharpe 
ratio, Treynor ratio, and Jensen Alpha. 

b. The result of the research by doing hypothesis test using 2-sample-t test in order to 
compare the return which is produced between investor risk taker with the risk 
preference level between 1 - 300 with risk averse investor with the risk preference 
level between 701 - 1,000, found that the profit level of risk taker investors proved to 
be greater than risk averse investors. The testing is done using α = 5% and 
obtained the result of p-value equal to 0. 

c. The result of the research by doing hypothesis test using 2-sample-t test in order to 
compare value at risk (VaR) which is produced between risk taker investors with 
risk preference level between 1 - 300 with risk averse investors with risk preference 
level between 701 - 1,000, found that the risk level of risk taker investors proved to 
be greater than risk averse investors. Testing is done using α = 5% and obtained 
the result of p-value equal to 0. 

d. The optimum portfolio results using Single Index Model tend to refer to portfolio with 
high risk preference level. This can be seen on the value of the seven factors 
namely, return, value at risk, variance, coefficient of variation, Sharpe ratio, Treynor 
ratio, and Jensen Alpha. All these factors show the similarity of results with the 
portfolio formed from the mean-variance model for the value of high-risk preference 
level (θ small). This is certainly not suitable for investors who want investment in the 
capital market with more risk averse. 

e. In the robustness test, it was found that there is a difference results between the 
data period 1 January 2009 - October 1, 2014 (Period A) with the data period 
January 1, 2010 - October 1, 2015 (Period B). With the greatest difference lies in 
the VaR value of Period A indicating that the greatest VaR value (the smallest risk) 
lies in the investor with the highest level of risk preference. While Period B data 
shows that the smallest VaR value (biggest risk) is in the established portfolio with 
the highest level of risk preference. This indicates that the portfolio with the greatest 
volatility is not necessarily the highest risk by looking at historical data at a certain 
percentile level. The amount of data distribution on the desired percentile is more 
influential in determining the VaR value in this research. 

 
 In robustness testing, it is found that in the calculation of risk using Value at Risk, 
variance / volatility of the data is not the main determinant. The main determinant of risk in 
VaR is how the pattern of data distribution is at a certain percentile. Therefore, even if the 
data has high volatility, if the data distribution in the expected percentile has more positive 
value than the data with low volatility, then the value of VaR data will be better. 
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 Portfolio establishment is based on stocks incorporated into LQ45 for easy data 
processing. The data are also filtered with requirements to be incorporated into LQ 45 for 5 
consecutive years. Since the Indonesia Stock Exchange has hundreds of stocks, this 
research or subsequent investors can have more varied portfolio options and match the 
desired level of risk preferences when using stock options that are still available. 
 The use of historical methods in VaR calculations in this research has limitations 
in predicting future events as it assumes that historical data will be repeated in the future. 
Therefore, in overcoming this weakness, this research takes long period that is more than 
5 years for the formation of a portfolio and more than 1 year for VaR calculations. Further 
research can be done using a simulation model so that it can illustrate / predict VaR values 
in the future using existing data. 
 Considering that this research found out different results for different research 
periods, this subsequent research or investor is advised to perform calculations with 
different data periods but keep overlapping. 
 
REFERENCES 
 
Ackert, L.F., and Deaves, R., 2010. Behavioral finance: Psychology, decision making, and 

markets. South Western Cengage Learning: Ohio, USA. 

Buchdadi, A.D., 2007. Penghitungan value at risk portoflio optimum saham perusahaan 
berbasis syariah dengan pendekatan EWMA (Studi empiris terhadap saham-saham 
yang tergabung dalam JII selama 2005-2006). The First Accounting Conference: 
Bridging the Gap between Theory, Research, and Practice. Fakultas Ekonomi 
Universitas Indonesia, Depok, Indonesia 

Chang, C.L., Jimenez-Martin, J.A., McAleer, M., and Perez-Amaral, T., 2011. Risk 
Management of Risk Under the Basel Accord: Forecasting Value-at-Risk of VIX 
Futures. Managerial Finance, 37(11), pp.1088–1106. 

Damodaran, A., 2011. Applied corporate finance, 3rd ed. John Wiley & Sons: New Jersey, 
USA. 

Degiannakis, S., Floros, C., and Livada, A., 2008. Evaluating value-at-risk models before 
and after the financial crisis of 2008. Managerial Finance, 38(4), pp.436 – 452. 

Dua, V., Bozinis, N.A., and Pistikopoulos, E.N., 2002. A multiparametric programming 
approach for mixed-integer quadratic engineering problems. Computers and 
Chemical Engineering, 26, pp.715 – 733. 

Harmantzis, F., Miao, L., and Chien, Y., 2006. Empirical study of value-at-risk and 
expected shortfall models with heavy tails. The Journal of Risk Finance, 7(2), 
pp.117 – 135. 

Jorion, P., 2000. Risk management lessons from long-term capital management. 
European Financial Management, 6 (3), pp.277–300. 

Jorion, P., 2007. Value at risk: The new benchmark for managing financial risk, 3rd ed. 
McGraw-Hill:USA. 

Kuhn, R., and Neu, P., 2003. Functional correlation approach to operational risk in banking 
organization. Physica A, 322, pp.650–666. 



KINERJA Volume 21, No. 2, 2017  Page. 129-144 

 

144 

 

Linsmeier, T.J. and Pearson, N.D., 2000. Value at risk. Financial Analyst Journal, 56(2), 
pp.47-67. 

Markowitz, H., 1952. Portfolio selection. The Journal of Finance. 7(1), pp.77-91. 

Murhadi, W.R., 2014. Portofolio dengan menggunakan model indeks tunggal dan metode 
Z. Jurnal Manajemen, 12(2), pp.159-171. 

Panjaya, Y., 2014. Optimalisasi portofolio engan kombinasi indeks Kompas 100 
menggunakan analisis single index model. Working Paper: Fakultas Bisnis dan 
Ekonomika Ubaya. 

Rockafellar, R.T. and Uryasev, S., 2000. Optimization of Conditional Value at Risk. Journal 
of Risk, 2(3), pp.21-41. 

Sharma, B., Thulasiram, R.K., and Thulasiraman, P., 2015, Computing value-at-risk using 
genetic algorithm. The Journal of Risk Finance, 16 (2), pp.170-189. 

Sukono, S., and Rosadi, D., 2008, Model optimasi portofolio di bawah risiko downside. 
Seminar Nasional Matematika dan Statistika. Jurusan FMIPA, UNAIR, Surabaya. 

Surya, Y., and Situngkir, H. 2006. Value at risk yang memperhatikan sifat statistika 
distribusi return. Working Paper. Bandung: Fe Institute. 

 



 



Home / Editorial Team

Editorial Team

Editor in Chief

Api Adyantari, Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta

Editorial Board

Krisda Tanchaisak, Assumption University, Thailand

Anthony Kuo, Fu Jen Catholic University

Ferry Jie, Edith Cowan University, Australia

Danture Wickramasinghe, University of Glasgow, United Kingdom

Nurul Indarti, Universitas Gadjah Mada, Indonesia

Rokhima Rostiani, Universitas Gadjah Mada, Indonesia

Lincolin Arsyad, Universitas Gadjah Mada, Indonesia

Rangga Handika, Abu Dhabi University, United Arab Emirates

Jitti Kittilertpaisan, Sakon Nakhon Rajabhat University, Thailand

Budi Suprapto, Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta, Indonesia

Nazrul Hisyam Ab Razak, Universiti Putra Malaysia, Malaysia

Diyah Tulipa, Widya Mandala Catholic University Surabaya, Indonesia

Dwitya Aribawa, Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta, Indonesia

Anna Bąkiewicz, Uniwersytet Warszawski, Poland

J. Sukmawati Sukamulja, Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta, Indonesia

Firmansyah, Universitas Diponegoro, Indonesia

I Putu Sugiartha Sanjaya, Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta, Indonesia

Ihyaul Ulum, Universitas Muhammadiyah Malang, Indonesia

Sigit Triandaru, Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta, Indonesia

Lena Ellitan, Unika Widya Mandala Surabaya, Indonesia

Roberto M. Arguelles, Saint Louis University, Philippines

Mahestu Noviandra Krisjanti, Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta, Indonesia

Tao Bai, Xi'an Jiaotong-Liverpool University, China

A. Totok Budisantoso, Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta, Indonesia25.

Nuritomo, Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta, Indonesia

Roymon Panjaitan, Universitas Sains dan Teknologi Komputer, Indonesia

M. Parnawa Putranta, Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta, Indonesia

Language and Layout Editors

KINERJA: Journal of Business and Economics, Indonesia

Editorial Team | KINERJA https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/about/editorialTeam

2 of 3 10/28/2022, 8:38 AM

https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/index
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/index


Home / Archives / Vol. 21 No. 2 (2017): KINERJA

Vol. 21 No. 2 (2017): KINERJA
Published: 2017-09-16

Articles

The Analysis of Portfolio Risk Management using VAR Approach Based on Investor Risk Preference

 PDF

Managers' Roles in Performance-Based Reward Enhancing Employees’ Feelings of Procedural Justice

 PDF

The Phenomena of Organizational Structure Change as Change Factor of Financial Consultant’s Motivation

 PDF

Management Background, Intellectual Capital and Financial Performance of Indonesian Bank

 PDF

DEBIT CREDIT FRAMING EFFECT IN THE INVESTMENT ALOCATION DECISION

 PDF

Simultaneous Effect on Debt and Managerial Ownership: Agency Theory Framework

 PDF

Strategic Trade Policy in the Presence of International Outsourcing in a Duopoly Model

 PDF

Information

For Readers

For Authors

For Librarians

View KINERJA Stats

Agus Suwarno, Putu Anom Mahadwartha
129-144



Azman Ismail, Mohd Ridwan Abd Razak
145-158



Galuh Adhitia Poerbonegoro, Margono Setiawan, Sudjatno .
159-171



Elizabeth Hutami Widowati, Noel Singgih Haryo Pradono
172-187



Agustinus Mujilan
188-200



Taufik Akhbar
201-213



Damiana Simanjuntak, Doriani Lingga
214-225



Vol. 21 No. 2 (2017): KINERJA | KINERJA https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/issue/view/212

1 of 1 10/28/2022, 8:38 AM

https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/index
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/index
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/index
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/index
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/issue/archive
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/issue/archive
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1274
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1274
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1274/1012
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1274/1012
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1279
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1279
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1279/1014
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1279/1014
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1277
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1277
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1277/1013
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1277/1013
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1275
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1275
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1275/1015
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1275/1015
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/948
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/948
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/948/1011
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/948/1011
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1276
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1276
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1276/1016
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1276/1016
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1285
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1285
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1285/1018
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1285/1018
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/information/readers
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/information/readers
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/information/authors
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/information/authors
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/information/librarians
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/information/librarians
http://statcounter.com/
http://statcounter.com/
http://statcounter.com/p11050646/?guest=1
http://statcounter.com/p11050646/?guest=1
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1274/1012
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1279/1014
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1277/1013
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1275/1015
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/948/1011
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1276/1016
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/1285/1018
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/about/aboutThisPublishingSystem
adminperpust
Highlight

adminperpust
Highlight



KKIINNEERRJJAA
 FAKULTAS EKONOMI UNIVERSITAS ATMA JAYA YOGYAKARTA

 P-ISSN : 25491709  E-ISSN : 25491709   Subject Area : Economy

  Google Scholar   Garuda  Website  Editor URL

History Accreditation

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024

             





0.706897
Impact Factor



1234
Google Citations



Sinta 3
Current Acreditation



 

Garuda Google Scholar

The Role of Competitiveness Mechanism Protection of Marketing Performance: Resource-Advantage Theory Perspective

Faculty of Business and Economics Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta KINERJA Vol. 26 No. 1 (2022): KINERJA 1-15

 2022  DOI: 10.24002/kinerja.v26i1.4945  Accred : Sinta 3

Motives Affecting Fashion Consumers Behavior Toward Online Shopping During Covid-19 Pandemic

Faculty of Business and Economics Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta KINERJA Vol. 26 No. 1 (2022): KINERJA 16-31

 2022  DOI: 10.24002/kinerja.v26i1.4961  Accred : Sinta 3

The Effect of Diversi�cation: By Number of Subsidiaries and Type of Relatedness on Financial Performance with Board of Directors as Moderating Variable: (Case study: Manufacturing Companies Listed in Indonesia Stock Exchange for 2016-2018)

Faculty of Business and Economics Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta KINERJA Vol. 26 No. 1 (2022): KINERJA 32-46

 2022  DOI: 10.24002/kinerja.v26i1.4976  Accred : Sinta 3

Analysis of the Commercial Bank Performance in Indonesia and China

Faculty of Business and Economics Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta KINERJA Vol. 26 No. 1 (2022): KINERJA 47-64

 2022  DOI: 10.24002/kinerja.v26i1.4983  Accred : Sinta 3

Consumer Satisfaction as a Mediation on Repurchasing Interest on Price, Promotion, and Quality of Service

Faculty of Business and Economics Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta KINERJA Vol. 26 No. 1 (2022): KINERJA 65-81

 2022  DOI: 10.24002/kinerja.v26i1.5244  Accred : Sinta 3

Effect of Consumer Perception on The Purchase Decision of Children's Football Clothing Products: (Case Study on Shopee at Yuro Sport Store)

Faculty of Business and Economics Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta KINERJA Vol. 26 No. 1 (2022): KINERJA 82-97

 2022  DOI: 10.24002/kinerja.v26i1.5263  Accred : Sinta 3

Assessment of The Role of Human Resources in The Mediation of Possible Divergences of Ideas Among Multigeneration (Baby Boomers, X, Y, and Z)

Faculty of Business and Economics Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta KINERJA Vol. 26 No. 1 (2022): KINERJA 98-124

 2022  DOI: -  Accred : Sinta 3

Factors In�uencing Behavior to Reducing Household Food Waste in Indonesia

Faculty of Business and Economics Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta KINERJA Vol. 26 No. 1 (2022): KINERJA 125-136

 2022  DOI: 10.24002/kinerja.v26i1.5493  Accred : Sinta 3

Mood Management as Mediator in Consumer Motivation and Impulsive Buying Relationship

Faculty of Business and Economics Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta KINERJA Vol. 26 No. 1 (2022): KINERJA 137-150

 2022  DOI: 10.24002/kinerja.v26i1.5543  Accred : Sinta 3

Effect Mediation of Green Behaviors on Green Employee Involvement in Improving Job Satisfaction in Pusat Sistem Informasi dan Teknologi Keuangan (PUSINTEK)

Faculty of Business and Economics Universitas Atma Jaya Yogyakarta KINERJA Vol. 26 No. 1 (2022): KINERJA 151-166

 2022  DOI: 10.24002/kinerja.v26i1.5566  Accred : Sinta 3

View more ...





















SINTA - Science and Technology Index https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66

1 of 1 10/28/2022, 8:39 AM

https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://scholar.google.co.id/citations?user=H5ei_scAAAAJ&hl=en
https://scholar.google.co.id/citations?user=H5ei_scAAAAJ&hl=en
https://scholar.google.co.id/citations?user=H5ei_scAAAAJ&hl=en
https://scholar.google.co.id/citations?user=H5ei_scAAAAJ&hl=en
https://scholar.google.co.id/citations?user=H5ei_scAAAAJ&hl=en
https://garuda.kemdikbud.go.id/journal/view/5407
https://garuda.kemdikbud.go.id/journal/view/5407
https://garuda.kemdikbud.go.id/journal/view/5407
https://garuda.kemdikbud.go.id/journal/view/5407
https://garuda.kemdikbud.go.id/journal/view/5407
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/about/editorialTeam
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/about/editorialTeam
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/about/editorialTeam
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/about/editorialTeam
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/google/66
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/google/66
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/4945/2500
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/4945/2500
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/4961/2501
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/4961/2501
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/4976/2502
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/4976/2502
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/4983/2503
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/4983/2503
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/5244/2504
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/5244/2504
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/5263/2505
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/5263/2505
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/5460/2506
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/5460/2506
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/5493/2507
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/5493/2507
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/5543/2508
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/5543/2508
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/5566/2509
https://ojs.uajy.ac.id/index.php/kinerja/article/view/5566/2509
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/logins
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/logins
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!
https://sinta.kemdikbud.go.id/journals/profile/66#!



