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Abstrak
Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk menganalisis signifikansi pengaruh kualitas aktiva, profitabilitas, likuiditas, dan efisiensi terhadap kecukupan modal Bank Umum Syariah di Indonesia Periode 2010-2014 baik secara simultan maupun parsial.
Populasi dalam penelitian ini adalah seluruh Bank Umum Syariah di Indonesia periode 2010-2014. Dengan menggunakan metode purposive sampling diperoleh sampel sebanyak 5 (lima) Bank Umum Syariah. Model analisis dalam penelitian ini menggunakan model analisis regresi data panel dan teknik analisis untuk uji hipotesis menggunakan uji R2, uji F, dan uji t.  
Hasil pengujian hipotesis dan pembahasan menunjukan bahwa kualitas aktiva, profitabilitas, likuiditas, dan efisiensi secara simultan berpengaruh signifikan terhadap kecukupan modal Bank Umum Syariah periode 2010-2014. Kualitas aktiva dan likuiditas secara parsial masing-masing berpengaruh signifikan terhadap kecukupan modal, sedangkan profitabilitas dan efisiensi secara parsial masing-masing berpengaruh tidak signifikan terhadap kecukupan modal Bank Umum Syariah periode 2010-2014.
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INTRODUCTIONS
Background of the Study
According to De Bondt and Prast (2000), the provisions of the capital adequacy of banks can increase the confidence of shareholders and depositors, the provisions of the capital adequacy of banks can also increase capital so as to create a healthy competition in the global financial markets. Bank must regulate the liquidity of its assets in order to meet its obligations reserves without causing costly. Whalen and Thomson (1988) argue that capital adequacy is an important component in assessing the health of banks.
CAR is a measure of capital that is expected to ensure banks that operate internationally and nationally will be able to operate properly. Commercial banks in Indonesia are required to maintain CAR of 8 % to be considered as healthy banks. If a bank has a CAR below 8 % or below the prevailing regulations, the controlling owner is required to raise capital or lose the right control over bank in other words, the bank has the potential to be liquidated (Warjiyo, 2004). Brinkmann and Horvit (1995) argue that the high capital owned by banks effectively protect depositors (deposit insurance system) against bank failures.
There are several considerations that underlie why Bank Indonesia set a ratio of 8 %, such as bank is able to cover losses arising from business risks of banking activity. Factors that influenced the level of the CAR are financial ratios such as liquidity ratio, asset quality, efficiency ratio, solvency ratios, profitability ratios, and sensitivity to market (Sudibyo, 2009).
Capital is very important factor for the development and progress while maintaining public confidence in the bank, in addition to generate profits, the creation of assets also potentially lead to a risk. Therefore, capital should also be used to guard against the risk of losses on investments in assets, primarily from third-party funds (Muhammad, 2005).
In order to be ready to face the risk of losses, the bank is obliged to maintain the quality of its productive assets. Assessment of asset quality reflects the ability of the bank's management in managing its productive assets. For banks that have a high degree of collectability and have sufficient earning asset, the capital requirement will be obtained from operating profit of the bank concerned and if the bank continuously gets loss then there is also the possibility of capital will be eroded little by little (Muljono, 1995).
Profitability ratios show the level of ability of banks to earn profits from their business activities. Ali (2006) states that each time the bank losses, the bank's capital will be reduced in value and if the bank has a profit then the capital will increase.
For intermediary function, bank will put their funds into productive assets, for example in the form of financing. Almost all the financing provided by sharia banks funds from third parties are usually measured using the ratio of FDR. This ratio also indicates the level of bank liquidity. The higher of the ratio of FDR will result in conditions that are less liquid banks (Muhammad, 2005). Less liquid conditions will be felt if all bank customers withdraw simultaneously at a time. Therefore in order to meet its liquidity provision, the bank will take on its capital so it will lead to a reduction in the capital adequacy of banks (Abdullah, 2003).
Efficiency can also affect the CAR because the smaller bank's OEOI indicates more efficient in carrying out its business activities, as operating costs to be borne smaller than its operating revenue so that the operational activities of the banks make a profit, where it is able to increase the bank's capital and minimizing the risk level, so that the relatively low of OEOI can increase the CAR (Muljono, 2001).

Problem Statement 
Based on these descriptions, the formulation of research questions of this issue are as follow how does asset quality, profitability, liquidity, and efficiency simultaneously and each partially influence toward capital adequacy sharia commercial banks in Indonesia period 2010-2014. 

THEORITICAL FRAMEWORK
The Healthy of Sharia Banking
As for the basic health assessment of sharia bank is an assessment to the risk profile, good corporate governance, profitability (earnings) and capital. While for the unit of sharia banks, the factor of health assessment of bank is only risk profile factor (POJK No. 8/POJK.03/2014).
Assessment of the risk profile factors is the assessment about the inherent risk and quality of risk management in the bank's operations which are carried out for ten (10 ) risks such as credit risk, market risk, liquidity risk, operational risk, legal risk, strategic risk, compliance risk, reputation risk, the risk of yield, and investment risk (POJK No. 8/POJK.03/2014).

Islamic Perspective of Capital Adequacy
Bank is an institution of trust. In connection with the issue of public confidence in the bank, then the bank's management must use all the operations to be able to maintain that public trust. One of the devices that positioned to support the belief is sufficient capital (Muhammad, 2005). 
In addition to the potential to generate profits, each creation of assets also potentially leads to a risk. Therefore capital must also be used to guard against the risk of losses on investments in assets, mainly stemming from the funds of third parties or the public. Increasing the assets as a producer profits must simultaneously balanced with consideration of the risks that may arise in order to protect the interests of the owners of the funds.

Capital Adequacy
Manullang (2002) stated that the capital ratio that is commonly used to measure the health of the banks is Capital Adequacy Ratio (CAR). Assessments aspect of capital is capital adequacy assessment of the risk exposure of banks to cover current and future risk exposure. According to Kasmir (2011), who assessed the aspect is capital that is assessed by the bank based on the Capital Adequacy Ratio (CAR) as determined by Bank Indonesia. 
CAR is an indicator of the ability of banks to offset a decline in assets as a result of bank losses caused by risky assets (Dendawijaya, 2009).
According to Ashton, et al. (1987) audit report lag is the length of time the end of the fiscal year of a company with the date listed in the audit report. Audit report lag shows the range of audit completion, with the overall objective of the audit of financial statements that express an opinion on the financial statements are presented fairly in all respects in accordance with generally accepted accounting principles. Audit report lag is expressed in units of days.

Influential Factors Toward Capital Adequacy
Capital Adequacy Ratio (CAR) reflects the bank's ability to cover the risk of loss of his activity in the bank's ability to fund its operations (Idroes, 2008). Meanwhile, according to Siamat (2005), the factors to be considered in assessing the capital adequacy are as the quality and integrity of management, liquidity, asset quality, retained earnings, imposition expenses, the structure of funding sources, the quality of the surgical procedure, minimum capital requirements, policies capital accumulation, and dividend distribution.

Asset Quality
Assessment of asset quality is the rating of the condition of bank assets and the adequacy of credit risk management. According to Siamat (1993) credit risk (default risk) may occur as a result of the failure or inability of customers to repay the loan amount received from banks and interest in accordance with a predetermined period of time or scheduled. Every investment of bank funds need quality assessed by determining the level of collectability, whether substandard, doubtful, or loss.

Profitability
According to Kasmir (2008), profitability ratios are used to measure the level of business efficiency and profitability achieved by the bank concerned. Profits gained from the activities that carried out a reflection of the performance of a company in business. In other words, the ratio of profitability while aiming to determine the bank's ability to generate profits for a certain period, also aims to measure the effectiveness of operational management in running the company. Maintaining the level of profitability is important for banks because of high profitability is the goal of every bank.

Liquidity
Liquidity is generally defined as the possession of adequate financial resources for all the needs and obligations that are due. In other words, liquidity is the ability of banks to meet all obligations of its debts, can pay back all depositors and can meet the credit demand put forward without any suspension (Muljono, 1995).
FDR is widely used to measure the level of bank liquidity (Muljono, 1995). Financing to Deposit Ratio (FDR) states how far the bank's ability to repay withdrawals made ​​by public by relying on loans as a source of liquidity (Rival and Veithzal, 2006).

Efficiency
Efficiency aspect of banking institution is also one important factor in order to create a healthy banking system and transparent (Muljono, 1995). Definition of bank efficiency refers to the level that can be achieved by the bank by comparing the revenue generated by the sacrifices incurred. Efficiency can also be interpreted as a comparison of the costs and results of a business. Measurement of banking efficiency can be proxies by using the ratio of operating expenses to operating income (OEOI), namely by comparing a bank's total operating expense to operating income in the same period (Siamat, 2001).
The Previous Study
Various studies have been conducted to look at the factors that affect the value of a bank's CAR.  Abusharba et al (2013) find that NPF has negative effect, while ROA and FDR have positive effect on capital adequacy as well as DEP and OEOI have no effect on capital adequacy. Margaretha and Setyaningrum (2011) resulted that the NPF and NIM have negative effect on capital adequacy.
Krishna (2008) resulted that the LDR and NPF have negative effect on CAR, while OEOI and NIM have no significant effect on CAR. Shitawati (2006) resulted that the ROA, ROE, NIM, and GWM have significant positive effect on CAR while the OEOI and LDR have significant negative effect on CAR. 
Fitrianto and Mawardi (2006) resulted in the finding that the ROA has significant positive effect and LDR has negative effect on CAR, while the NPA, NPL, ROE, and OEOI have no significant effect on CAR.  Manullang (2002) finds that the ROA and ROE have no significant effect.

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN VARIABLES
Relationship between Asset Quality and Capital Adequacy
According to Muljono (1995), assessment of asset quality is the rating of the condition of bank assets and the adequacy of credit risk management. Survival of a bank depends on the readiness to face the risk of loss from the investment of funds. Therefore, in the context of readiness to face the risk of losses, the bank is obliged to maintain the quality of its productive assets. Assessment of asset quality management reflects the bank's ability to manage its productive assets. For banks that have a high degree of collectability and has earning assets are sufficient, the capital requirement will be obtained from the operating profit of the bank concerned and if the bank is continuously loss then there is also the possibility of capital will be eroded little by little.
Non Performing Financing (NPF) is a variable risk of funding troubled, where high NPF indicates that the risk of failure is also high financing payment. NPF magnitude would lead to the elimination of reserves banks must establish financing (the provision for loan losses), establishment of reserves deletion of this financing would lead to a reduction of income that can be used as additional capital, so that capital adequacy will need to be reduced (Rose and Hudgins, 2009).
The theory is supported by the results of research Abusharba et al (2013), Margaretha and Setyaningrum (2011) and Krishna (2008) which states that the NPF effect on the capital adequacy of banks.

Relationship between Profitability and Capital Adequacy
The profitability ratio analysis using ROA due to Bank Indonesia as a builder and banking supervisory grades prioritize profitability of a bank as measured by assets and the fund is largely derived from public savings fund (Dendawijaya, 2009).
ROA is used to measure the effectiveness of the company in generating profits by exploiting its assets. The greater the ROA of a bank, the greater the level of profit that bank achieved and the better the position of the bank in terms of asset utilization. Therefore CAR is an indicator of the health of the banks is increasing. This is similar to the one put forward by Ali (2006) that every time the bank losses, the bank's capital reduced in value and vice versa if the bank is profitable then capital will increase.

Relationship between Liquidity and Capital Adequacy
If the growth in the number of loans greater than the growth in the amount of funds raised, the value of the bank FDR will be higher. The higher ratio indicates more and low capacity of the relevant bank liquidity. This is because the amount of funds required to finance the credit will be even greater. A bank that has the tools are very limited liquidity to meet its obligations, there will be a possibility of the provision of liquidity will be taken from capital (Abdullah, 2003).
In other words, the increase in the value of FDR caused by the growth in the number of loans is higher than the growth in the amount of funds raised will cause a decline in the value of a bank's CAR. CAR is a decline in the value of a bank's efforts in providing confidence and protect to their customers by increasing their funds through their own capital to finance the amount of credit granted. This is similar to what Siamat (2004) pointed out that "The factors to be considered in assessing the capital adequacy of banks, among others, Liquidity ... ".
Shitawati (2006), Fitrianto and Mawardi (2006), Krishna (2008) and Fitriyani (2011) showed that the liquidity effect on the capital adequacy of banks.

Relationship between Efficiency and Capital Adequacy
OEOI ratio indicates the level of efficiency of the bank's operational performance. OEOI ratio is used to measure the ability of bank management in controlling operating expenses to operating income issued by the bank concerned so that the possibility of a bank in error (loss) will be smaller (Muhammad, 2002). The smaller the ratio of a bank OEOI it indicates an increasingly efficient bank in operation as operating costs to be borne smaller than its operating revenue. This resulted in the acquisition of profits through operational activities of the bank, which in turn can improve the bank's capital and minimizing the risk level is relatively low so that OEOI is able to increase the CAR (Muljono, 1995).
The bigger the bank's OEOI shows a lack of efficiency in running its operations because of operational costs to be borne greater than operating income earned so there is the possibility of capital used to cover the operating costs that are not covered by operating income (Abdullah, 2003). So OEOI that relatively high will reduce the CAR. In other words, OEOI is negatively related to the performance of banks that are also predicted to negatively affect the CAR.
Fitrianto and Mawardi (2006), Krishna (2008), Abusharba et al (2013) and Shitawati (2006) states that efficiency has an influence on capital adequacy.

Theoretical Framework 
The shape of the resulting theoretical framework can be seen in Figure 1.





METHOD OF RESEARCH
Types and Sources of Data
The data required in this research is secondary data consisting of 1 (one) dependent variable and 4 (four) independent variables. The dependent variable in this study is capital adequacy, while the independent variables in this study are asset quality, profitability, liquidity, and efficiency. This data was obtained from the Indonesian Capital Market Directory (ICMD) 2010-2014 and published financial statements sharia banks and Bank Indonesia period 2010-2014.

Method of Collecting Data
The data in this study were collected by gathering empirical data by collecting data sources made by companies such as annual reports. Studies using various literature references such as articles, journals and other literature related to the issues to be addressed in this study, as well as explore the financial statements of the bank in the form of balance sheet, income statement and asset quality.
Population and Sample
Population is a method where the selection of the sample on the characteristics of the population that has been known previously. The population in this study is 12 (twelve) registered Sharia Banks in Bank Indonesia period 2010-2014. The sample in this study were selected by purposive sampling method.

Method of Data Analysis
Statistic Descriptive of Research Variable
According to Ghozali (2013), descriptive statistic analysis was descriptive technique that provides information on the data held and does not intend to test the hypothesis. 
Advisability Test of Data
Outliers Test
Outliers test was conducted to eliminate extreme values on the results of observation. Mahalanobis distance provides a common measure of multidimensional centrality and also has statistical properties that allow for significance testing, it is suggested that a very conservative level, such as 0.05, be used as the threshold value for designation as an outlier (Hair et al, 1998). 

Normality Test
According to Ghozali (2013), normality test aims to test whether the regression model, the confounding variable or residual has a normal distribution. 
To detect the normality of the data, conducted through the analysis of the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test statistic (K-S). 
Basis for decision making in the K-S test are follows: (1) If the probability Z value of K-S test was significant statistically, means that the data are not normally distributed. (2) If the probability Z value of K-S test was not significant statistically, means that the data are normally distributed.
Classical Assumption Test
Linearity Test
An implicit assumption of all multivariate techniques is based on correlation measures of association, including multiple regressions. It is always prudent to examine all relationships to identify any departures from linearity that may impact the correlation (Hair et al., 1998).
Estimates of the Lagrange multiplier test aims to get the value c2 count or (n x R2), if c2 count > c2 table, then the hypothesis that claim linear models is rejected (Ghozali, 2013).
Multicollinearity Test
According to Ghozali (2013), multicollinearity test aims to test whether the regression model found a correlation between the independent variables. 





Heteroscedasticity Test
According to Ghozali (2013), heteroscedasticity test aims to test whether the linear regression model occurred dissimilarity variance of the residuals of the observations to other observations. 

Autocorrelation Test
According to Ghozali (2013), autocorrelation test aims to test whether the linear regression model there is correlation between the error in t period with error in t-1 period (previously).
Autocorrelation arises because successive observations over time are related to each other. 

Model and Analysis Techniques
 Analysis Model
The model used in analyzing the data is Multiple Linear Regression Analysis. This test is useful to determine the effect of independent variables on the dependent variable. The regression model used is as follows:
CA = α + β1 (AQ) + β 2 (PROF) + β 3 (LIQ) + β 4 (EFC) + є
Where:
CA		= Capital Adequacy
AQ		= Asset Quality.
PROF		= Profitability.
LIQ		= Liquidity.
EFC		= Efficiency.
β1, β2, β3, β4	= variable regression   
coefficient of  X1, X2, X3, X4.
є			= error.
Data Analysis Technique
Coefficient Determination (R2)
Coefficient of Determination Test (R2) essentially measures how far the ability of the model to explain variations in the dependent variable.

Simultaneous Significance Test (Statistic F Test)
According to Ghozali (2013), simultaneous significance test (Statistic F test) aims to measure whether all the independent variables included in the model have jointly influence on the dependent variable. 
Individual Parameter Significance Test (t test)
According to Ghozali (2013), statistical t test showed how far the influence of the individual independent variable in explaining the variation of dependent variable.

Result and Discussion
Descriptive Statistic
Based on the results of data processing is shown in Table 1.


Table 1 indicates that the amount of data used in this study were 100 (one hundred) data with the observation period of 2010 to 2014. The minimum value of the capital adequacy is 10.1200, maximum value is 25.9500, the average is 1.3966 with standard deviation of 2.6555. The minimum value of the asset quality is 1.3200, maximum value is 6.8400, the average is 3.57220 with standard deviation of 1.1199. The minimum value of profitability is 0.0300, maximum value is 4.130000, the average is 1.534125 with standard deviation of 0.954690. The minimum value of liquidity is 78.1700, maximum value is 108.910, the average is 94.0937 with standard deviation of 7.11515. The minimum value of efficiency is 69.2400, maximum value is 101.380, the average is 8.78685 with standard deviation of 8.3291.

Advisability Test of Data
Outliers Test
Outlier test results can be seen in Table 2.

In Table 2 there are 9 (nine) data that have a value in the range of 3 to 4. Therefore, the data used in this study to be reduced because there are 9 (nine) data outliers found that should be eliminated.

Normality Test	
In addition to detect the normality of data can be done with the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test to determine in advance the hypothesis testing.
Kolmogorov-Smirnov test results can be seen in Table 3.

Based on Table 3 Kolmogorov-Smirnov value is 0.951 with significance probability at 0.326 > 0.05, this means that the data is normally distributed.
Classical Assumption Test
Linearity Test
Linearity test results can be seen in Table 4.


The output shows the value of  R2 by 0.006, number of observations (n) 91 and value of c2 count equal to 0.546. This value is compared with the c 2 table with df 86 and the significance level 0.05 obtained value of c2 table 112.40. Therefore c2count value is smaller than c2 table it can be concluded that the model is linear.

Multicollinearity Test
Multicollinearity test results can be seen in Table 5.

Based on Table 5 seen that all the independent variables free from interference multicollinearity. This can be proved from the results of tolerance value > 0.1 while the value of VIF is not more than 10. It can be concluded that the regression model in this study free from multicollinearity.

Heteroscedasticity Test
Glejser test results can be seen in Table 6.

From the calculation of Glejser regression equation in Table 6, it can be seen that there is none of independent variables that effect dependent variable significantly. It can be seen from the value of significance that above 5 %. It can be concluded that there is no heteroscedasticity on the regression model. 
Autocorrelation Test
Autocorrelation test results can be seen in Table 7.

Based on Table 7, DW value is 2.112, with samples of 91 (n) and the number of independent variables of 4 (k=4) the obtained value du is 1.642 and a value of 4-du amounted to 2.358, therefore it is larger than the value of DW 2.112 upper limit (du) 1.642 and less than 4-du (2.358), it can be concluded that there is no autocorrelation.


From the run test result above, it can be seen that the value of the test or Test Value of 0.42551 with a significant probability of 0.246 > 0.05. It can be concluded that there is no autocorrelation in the data of this study.

Multiple Linear Regression Model
To determine the influence of independent variables are asset quality, profitability, liquidity, and efficiency as well as capital adequacy as the dependent variable, the researcher used SPSS 16 of table coefficients and generate output that can be seen in Table 9.

Based on Table 9 the multiple linear regression equation can be written in the form:
CA = 13.922 – 0.660 AQ – 0.471 PROF – 0.055 LIQ + 0.091 EFC + €
The above equation can be interpreted:
1. Constant at 13.922 indicates without the influence of variables asset quality, profitability, liquidity, and efficiency then average variable capital adequacy amounted to 13.922.
2. The regression coefficient of asset quality of –0.660 shows that any increase in asset quality of 1 unit assuming other variables held constant, capital adequacy will reduce by 0.660.
3. The regression coefficient of profitability of -0.471 shows that any increase in profitability of 1 unit assuming other variables held constant, capital adequacy will reduce by 0.471.
4. The regression coefficient liquidity of -0.055 shows that any increase in liquidity of 1 unit assuming other variables held constant, capital adequacy will reduce by 0.055.
5. The regression coefficient of efficiency of 0.091 shows that any increase in efficiency of 1 unit assuming other variables held constant, it will increase capital adequacy of 0.091.




Data Analysis Techniques
Coefficient of Determination Test (R2)
The results of the analysis of the coefficient of determination can be seen in Table 10.


Based on Table 10 seen that the adjusted R2 value of 0.232. This suggests that the variables of asset quality (X1), profitability (X2), liquidity (X3) and efficiency (X4) is able to contribute toward capital adequacy effect (Y) by 23.2 %, while 76.8 % is influenced by other factors not examined in this study.

Simultaneous Significance Test (Test Statistic F)
F test result can be seen in Table 11.

Based on Table 11 through the F test shows that the value of Fcount = 7.792 > Ftable = 5.6698 and significance value 0.000 < 0.05. This shows that the simultaneous variables of asset quality, profitability, liquidity and efficiency significant on the variable capital adequacy.
Individual Parameter Significance test (Test Statistic t)
t test results can be seen in Table 12.

Based on Table 12 testing the hypothesis in this study can be seen that:
1. tcount -|3.443| is greater than ttable = 1.987 or p = 0.001 < 0.05, it means there is significance effect between asset quality and capital adequacy. Thus, H2 which states "Alleged that asset quality partially has significant effect on the capital adequacy of Sharia Commercial Banks in Indonesia period 2010-2014" is accepted.
2. tcount = -|1.232| is smaller than t table = 1.987 or p = 0.221 > 0.05, it means there is significance effect between profitability and capital adequacy. Thus, the H3 which states "Alleged that profitability partially has significant effect on capital adequacy of Sharia Commercial Banks in Indonesia period 2010-2014" is rejected.
3. tcount = -|1.840| is smaller than t table = 1.987 or p = 0.069 > 0.05, it means there is significance effect between liquidity and capital adequacy. Thus, the H4 which states "Alleged that liquidity partially has significant effect on the capital adequacy of Sharia Commercial Banks in Indonesia period 2010-2014" is rejected.
4. tcount = 2.100 is greater than ttable 1.987  or p = 0.039 < 0.05, it means there is significance effect between efficiency and capital adequacy. Thus, H5 which states "Alleged that efficiency partially has significant effect on the capital adequacy of Sharia Commercial Banks in Indonesia period 2010-2014" is accepted.

Discussion
Simultaneous Effect of Asset Quality, Profitability, Liquidity and Efficiency to Capital Adequacy
Based on F test, it is known that the value of of Fcount = 7.792 > Ftable = 5.6698 and significance value 0.000 < 0.05. Thus, it can be seen that the variables of asset quality, profitability, liquidity, and efficiency simultaneously have significant effect toward capital adequacy Sharia Commercial Banks in Indonesia period 2010-2014.
The independent variables contribute to explain the dependent variable of 0.232. It also shows that the contribution of the variables of asset quality, profitability, liquidity, and efficiency in influencing capital adequacy by 23.2 % while the remaining 76.8 % is influenced by other variables that not examined in this study.

Partial Effect of Asset Quality to Capital Adequacy
By t test results, it can be seen that the direction of influence given by the variable of asset quality to capital adequacy is negative. The results are consistent with the theory of Muljono (1995) that states the high value of the asset quality may indicate a high risk of losses to be faced by banks due to financing problems. Thus, to cover losses incurred due to financing problems, the bank will take it out of the bank's capital and decrease the capital adequacy proxy through CAR.
The negative effect indicates that if asset quality increases then capital adequacy will decrease and vice versa. The results of this study reinforce the theory stated by Rose and Hudgins (2009) that the magnitude of the asset quality will lead to the elimination of reserves banks that must establish financing (the provision for loan losses), establishment of reserves deletion of this financing will cause a reduction in income which can be used as additional capital, so that the adequacy the need for capital will be reduced.
The results are also supported by empirical findings of Fitrianto and Mawardi (2006) and Abusharba (2013) which show that the asset quality has significant effect to capital adequacy.
Partial Effect of Profitability to Capital Adequacy
From the results of the t test showed that profitability has no significance effect toward capital adequacy, this indicates that the intensity of the profitability not contributed to the high and low influences to capital adequacy. This indicates that the magnitude of the bank's ability to produce profits does not affect the bank's equity capital of a bank (Barus, 2011). 
It was initially alleged that the profitability partially has significant effect to capital adequacy of sharia banks. It is based on a theory of Ali (2006) that every time the bank losses, the bank's capital will be reduced in value and vice versa if the bank had a profit then the capital will increase.
However, the results of this study indicate that the size of profitability does not necessarily lead to the size of the capital adequacy of sharia banks. The existence of sharia banks is relatively new because the profitability of sharia bank value is still fluctuating and unstable so it does not really affect the capital adequacy of sharia banks.
According to Arifin (2003) based on empirical data for this, the total funds derived from accumulated profits, only 7 % to 8 % of its course to be invested back in the bank. Even in Indonesia, the average amount of capital and reserves held by banks has never exceeded 4 % of total assets. This means that most of the bank's capital comes from the community, other financial institutions and loans from the central bank's liquidity.
Results of this study contradicts the research conducted by Fitrianto and Mawardi (2006), Shitawati (2006) and Abusharba (2013), which came to the conclusion that the ROA has significant effect on capital adequacy. However, the results of this study are consistent with the results of research conducted by Fitriyani (2011), Krishna (2008) and Manullang (2002) which states that the variable profitability partially has no significant effect to capital adequacy.

Partial Effect of Liquidity to Capital Adequacy
From the results of the t test shows that variable liquidity has no significant effect toward capital adequacy, this indicates that the intensity of the liquidity will not contribute to either the high or low influences to capital adequacy.
This contradictive with the theory that the higher liquidity the lower capital adequacy. Negative values ​​are shown liquidity showed that the higher the liquidity showed that the more risky liquidity conditions of banks, conversely the lower the liquidity showed a lack of effectiveness of the bank in lending.
Abdullah (2003) states that the risky liquidity conditions are shown on the high FDR will result in reduced capital adequacy, because in order to meet its liquidity provision, the bank will take from capital that would result in a reduction in the capital adequacy of banks.
It was initially alleged that variable liquidity significantly influence the capital adequacy, but the results of this study indicate that liquidity does not significantly effect on capital adequacy. This indicates that the intensity of the liquidity does not contribute to the effect of high and low capital adequacy. This is due to rising interest rates of BI rate since June 2013-end of 2014 to respond to the high inflation rate, therefore, sharia banks chose to raise returns for the results of funding to maintain customer loyalty. This resulted in the level of profit that should have been obtained did not occur and has impact on capital of sharia banks because sharia bank has to bear the cost of funds greater than the previous year (tribunnews.com).
The negative effect shown by liquidity indicated that if liquidity increases then capital adequacy will decrease and vice versa. This is because the amount of financing provided high resulting in the expansion of financing which requires banks to add funds through their own capital to finance the total financing disbursed and meet liquidity.
The results are consistent with research conducted by Shah (2013) and Edginarda (2012), but contradictive with research conducted by Krishna (2008), Shitawati (2006), as well as Fitrianto and Mawardi (2006) which states that the liquidity has significant effect to the capital adequacy.
Partial Effect of Efficiency to Capital Adequacy
From the results of the t test show that variable efficiency has significant effect to the capital adequacy, this indicates that the intensity of the efficiency will contribute to either the high or low influences to capital adequacy. 
This means that the size of efficiency has effect on capital adequacy. Meanwhile, positive effects demonstrated indicate that, if efficiency increases then capital adequacy will rise and vice versa. It is inversely proportional to the theory that the higher the efficiency, the lower of the capital adequacy. According to Muljono (2001), the smaller the bank's efficiency indicates an increasingly efficient in carrying out its business activities, as operating costs to be borne is smaller than its operating revenue so that the operational activities banks make a profit, where it is able to increase the bank's capital and minimize the risk level is relatively low so efficiency able to increase the capital adequacy.
Theory suggests a negative influence of efficiency to capital adequacy, whereas the results of this study indicate that efficiency has positive impact on capital adequacy. This is because a high efficiency indicates the inefficiency of banks to generate profits using operational costs, so it can be seen that capital is not used in an attempt to streamline the bank's operating income over operating costs. This is understandable because in carrying out the functions of intermediary banks require high operating costs as well. In addition, the current Sharia Banks in Indonesia are still in the expansion phase of the branch network and thus require a very large cost, including IT networks (Information and Technology) and labor. The costs of this will be covered from operational income of the bank concerned, but if such income is not able to cover the costs incurred in other words, the bank loss, the loss will be absorbed by capital. Thus the bank's management will feel the shortage of capital so that the bank's owners will make additional capital that banks remain open and operating. Capital increase on rising efficiency means will increase the value of capital adequacy.
According to PBI, sharia banks are said to have reasonably good efficiency if the value of OEOI is less than 87 %, while above that the sharia banks are not efficient. On data during the study period showed some sharia banks still have efficiency value of 88% to above, including the efficiency value of Bank Syariah Bukopin between 88 %-100 %. However, this causes an increase in efficiency that also an increase of capital adequacy which should have decreased. Having seen in the financial statements of the bank concerned there is additional capital from the fund capital injection by the owner, resulting in capital adequacy that also rose. In addition, there is also investing subordinated to increase capital so as to increase the capital adequacy.
Results of this study are supported by the empirical results of Shitawati (2006) and Krishna (2008) which states that OEOI has significant effect on capital adequacy. However, it is contrary to research conducted by Abusharba et al (2013) and Firianto and Mawardi (2006) who found that efficiency has no significant effect on capital adequacy.

CLOSING
Conclusion
Based on the results of hypothesis testing and discussion in the previous chapter, it can be concluded as follows: (1) Asset quality, profitability, liquidity, and efficiency simultaneously have significant effect toward capital adequacy of Sharia Commercial Banks in Indonesia period 2010-2014. (2) Profitability and liquidity each partially has not significant effect toward capital adequacy of Sharia Commercial Banks in Indonesia period 2010-2014. (3) Asset quality and efficiency each partially has significant effect toward capital adequacy of Sharia Commercial Banks in Indonesia period 2010-2014.
Limitations of the Study
In this study, there are some limitations that may affect the results of the study, namely: (1) Samples used in this study are limited to 5 (five) Sharia Commercial Banks from the total population of 12 (twelve) Sharia Commercial Bank. (2) The study period is only 5 (five) years which is 2010-2014. If the period is added it will reduce the sample can be taken because they still lack sharia banks that already have financial statements during the period. (3) This study is limited to use 4 (four) independent variables and 1 (one) dependent variable and result that the Adjusted R2 value is small. Thus, it is expected the addition of another independent variable that affects the capital adequacy sharia banks.

Suggestion
Researchers realized that this study still far from perfect. Therefore, researchers gave some suggestions for further research in the same topic as follows:
1. Future studies are expected to add number of samples in order to get the results of the research model that fit to the analysis of SPSS and also use annual financial statement data rather than quarterly financial statements data.
2. It is hoped that in future studies to modify the model of research so that more knowledge gained.
3. With predictive capability of 23.2 % shown in the value of Adjusted R2 indicates the need for addition of other factors that can be used as independent variables affecting capital adequacy.
4. Sharia banks should further enhance their intermediary functions as the dealer and depositors as prescribed by Bank Indonesia. The level of liquidity must be maintained within safe limits but still consider the principles of distribution of funding according to the procedure that has been determined.
5. Sharia banks should improve the quality of productive assets so as to minimize the risk of loss and be able to increase the level of profitability that will impact on the rise in the level of capital adequacy.
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Table 3
One-Sample Kolmogorov-Smirmov Test Result

N o1
Normal Parameters ¢ Mean 0.0000000

Std. Deviation 104480853
Most Extreme Absolute 0.100
Differences Positive 0.100

Negative -0.045
Kolmogorov-Smimov Z 0951

Asymp. Sig (2-tailed) 0326
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Table 4
Linearity Test Result

1 0076 0.006 -0.040  1.08387201 2119
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Table 5
Multicollinearity Test Result

NPF 0.883 1133
ROA 0311 3214
FDR 0914 1.005
OEOL 0316 3.160
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Table 7

Autocorrelation Test Results

1 1.9896147 2112
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Table 8

Run Tests
T Cnstandardued Resaual.
Test Valuet -0.42551
Cases < Test Value 15
Cases >= Test Value 46
Total Cases o1
‘Number of Runs 52
z 1.161

Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) 0246
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Table 9

Multiple Linear Regression Analysis Results

1 (Constant)
NPF -0.660 0192 0339 3443 0001
ROA 0471 0382 0204 -1232 0221
FDR 0,055 0030 0178 1840 0069

OEO! 0.001 0.043 0345 2100 0039
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Table 10
Coefficient Determination

1 05164 0.266 0232 1.9896147 2112
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Table 11
F Test Results

1 Regression 123.385 4 30846 7792 0004
Residual 340437 86 3950
Total 463.822 %0
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Table 1

Descriptive Statistics
CAR 100 101200 259500 139662 265559
NPF 100 13200 6.8400 3572 111990
ROA 00 0.0300 41300 13675 0048131
FDR 100 7817 10891 94.0037 711515
OEOI 100 692400 1013800 8.78685 832016
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Table 2

Outliers Data

TNODATA  BANKNAME  PERIOD |
9 BBKS 20132
23 BMI 20121
30 BMI 20142
36 BMI 20104
45 BMS 20141
50 BMS 20142
66 BRIS 20102
7 BRIS 20103
92 BSM 20133




