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Abstract 

Purpose: This study examines the influence of profitability, thin capitalization, 
and capital intensity on corporate tax aggressiveness, with institutional ownership 
as a moderating variable, in mining companies listed on the Indonesia Stock 
Exchange during 2020–2024. 
Methodology: This study adopts a quantitative approach using secondary data 
from the financial statements of 34 mining firms listed on the Indonesia Stock 
Exchange (2020–2024), selected through purposive sampling. Panel data 
regression was performed using Stata version 17, and model specification tests 
confirmed the random effect model as the most appropriate method, capturing firm-
level variations while accounting for unobserved heterogeneity. 
Findings: The results reveal that profitability (ROA), thin capitalization 
(DER), and capital intensity (CAPIN) significantly affect tax aggressiveness. 
Profitability and thin capitalization exhibit a negative relationship, implying that 
higher profitability and leverage reduce aggressive tax practices. Conversely, capital 
intensity shows a positive relationship, suggesting firms with larger fixed assets 
utilize depreciation for tax minimization. Institutional ownership (INS) does not 
significantly moderate these relationships, indicating limited monitoring 
effectiveness. 
Implication: The findings imply that regulators should enhance oversight of 
profitable and capital-intensive firms to prevent excessive tax aggressiveness, while 
managers must balance tax efficiency with ethical responsibility. Strengthening 
institutional investor involvement in monitoring corporate tax behavior can also 
promote transparency and long-term fiscal sustainability. 
Originality: This study enriches the literature by identifying institutional 
ownership as a moderator of homologization in the relationship between financial 
characteristics and tax aggressiveness, highlighting the conditional nature of 
governance mechanisms in emerging markets. This study also incorporates 
empirical case phenomena related to PT Aneka Tambang (Antam) taxes to 
contextualize corporate tax behavior, while using Stata version 17 for robust panel 
data analysis. 
 

 

INTRODUCTION 

Taxes are a crucial instrument for financing development and public services, serving as 
compulsory contributions grounded in law and functioning both as the primary source of state 
revenue and as a mechanism to mobilize resources and reduce inequality (Rahmawati & Jaeni, 
2022; Yahaya & Yusuf, 2020; Afdhal & Adiwibowo, 2023). Based on the principles of equity, 
certainty, efficiency, and simplicity, taxes dominate government revenue and drive efforts to meet 
fiscal targets and support economic growth (Masrurroch et al., 2021; Simamora & Rahayu, 2020; 
Sumiyati & Tjahjono, 2023). For corporations, however, taxes are often perceived as a profit-
reducing burden, prompting strategies of tax aggressiveness that legally minimize liabilities by 
exploiting regulatory loopholes, yet remain distinct from tax evasion (Martinez & Ferreira, 2019; 
Mariana et al., 2021; Methasari, 2021). Although such practices may sustain cash flows and 
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investment capacity, they simultaneously increase compliance risks and reputational challenges 
(Suryarini et al., 2021; Dewi & Oktaviani, 2022). This dilemma is increasingly visible in Indonesia’s 
mining and energy sectors, where profitability and fiscal responsibility often clash (Hardianti et al., 
2025). The coal industry, for instance, achieved record-high output and earnings in 2023–2024 but 
also faced scrutiny for profit shifting through transfer pricing schemes, as observed in PT Adaro 
Energy Tbk. (Reuters, 2025; Sugianto, 2019; Jennifer et al., 2025). Similarly, the case of PT Antam 
Tbk. reflects how weak enforcement and governance gaps enable aggressive tax behaviors that 
erode the nation’s fiscal capacity while amplifying social and environmental consequences (Gazali 
et al., 2020; Saha et al., 2024; Budi & Herianti, 2024). Therefore, strengthening tax governance and 
ensuring accountability within resource-based industries have become urgent policy priorities 
(Rudyanto et al., 2023). 

To explain the dynamics behind such corporate behavior, this study adopts Agency 
Theory, which posits that conflicts between managers and shareholders can lead to opportunistic 
decisions, including aggressive tax planning (Jensen & Meckling, 1976). Profitability, measured by 
Return on Assets (ROA), is a key indicator of managerial efficiency and has been frequently linked 
to tax aggressiveness (Martyushev et al., 2025). However, prior research presents contrasting 
evidence that some suggesting that higher profitability leads to more aggressive tax strategies 
(Arimurti et al., 2022; Ghifary & Lastati, 2024), while others find that profitable firms prefer 
compliance to maintain legitimacy (Tiyanto & Achyani, 2022). These inconsistencies indicate that 
profitability’s effect on tax aggressiveness depends on firm-specific and contextual factors, such 
as industry characteristics and ownership structures. 

In addition to profitability, firms’ financial policies or particularly capital structure play a 
vital role in shaping tax outcomes (Ginting, et al., 2025). Through thin capitalization, companies 
may deliberately increase debt levels to obtain interest deductions and reduce taxable income 
(Fabrila & Arieftiara, 2021). Although Indonesia’s Ministry of Finance Regulation No. 
169/PMK.010/2015 restricts the debt-to-equity ratio to 4:1, empirical results remain mixed: some 
studies find that higher leverage intensifies tax aggressiveness (Pratama & Aris, 2025), while others 
find no significant relationship due to conservative financing preferences (Mahmudi et al., 2023). 
This suggests that the influence of thin capitalization depends on firms’ strategic responses to fiscal 
regulations and market pressures (Wulandari et al., 2025). 

Furthermore, capital intensity representing the proportion of fixed assets to total assets 
can also influence tax behavior. Firms with higher capital intensity may record larger depreciation 
expenses, thereby reducing taxable profits (Christina & Wahyudi, 2022). While some studies 
support this link (Adnyani & Astika, 2019; Ihsan et al., 2023), others find insignificant effects 
because fixed assets primarily serve operational purposes rather than tax planning (Kusumawati & 
Kartika, 2023). These mixed findings highlight the need to reassess the role of investment structure 
in determining tax aggressiveness, particularly in capital-intensive industries such as mining. 

To bridge these gaps, this study explores institutional ownership as a potential moderating 

variable that can influence the relationship between firms’ financial characteristics and tax 

aggressiveness. Institutional investors, emphasizing transparency and long-term value, may 

mitigate managerial tendencies toward aggressive tax practices (Afdhal & Adiwibowo, 2023). 

However, prior findings are inconclusive, with some showing significant moderation effects 

(Prasetya & Hariyono, 2023) and others reporting none (Rusli & Mulyani, 2023). Therefore, this 

research aims to empirically examine the influence of profitability, thin capitalization, and capital 

intensity on tax aggressiveness, as well as the moderating role of institutional ownership, using 

panel data analysis of 34 mining firms listed on the Indonesia Stock Exchange for the 2020–2024 

period, processed with Stata version 17. 
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LITERATURE REVIEW AND HYPOTHESES  
 
Agency Theory 

Harnovinsah et al. (2025), drawing on the framework of Jensen and Meckling, explain that 
agency theory highlights inherent conflicts of interest between shareholders as principals and 
managers as their agents. In this context, managers may be inclined to adopt aggressive tax 
strategies, aiming to lower the company’s tax obligations while simultaneously increasing their own 
compensation or personal gains. Such behavior is often linked to profitability and thin 
capitalization, since tax policies can be used to manage capital structure, while concentrated 
ownership tends to make managers more cautious in order to preserve assets and protect 
shareholder value (Nguyen & Nguyen, 2025). At the same time, a similar agency conflict arises 
between the government as the tax authority and corporations as taxpayers, as differences in 
objectives create opportunities for firms to exploit fiscal gaps and reduce state revenue (Darsani 
& Sukartha, 2021). Shareholders typically anticipate that managers will enhance firm value through 
tax-reduction strategies, yet the separation of ownership and control often leads fiscal decisions to 
mirror managerial discretion rather than shareholder interests (Carrer & Slavov, 2021). This 
situation is further reinforced by information asymmetry, which according to Velte (2020), allows 
managers to exercise their discretion in ways that may benefit themselves at the expense of long-
term corporate accountability. 

 
Tax Aggressiveness 

Tax aggressiveness is generally understood as a corporate strategy aimed at reducing fiscal 
obligations, as highlighted by Hanlon and Heitzman (2020) in Afdhal & Adiwibowo (2023). This 
practice reflects efforts to minimize tax liabilities through approaches that often entail economic, 
regulatory, and reputational risks (Chen et al., 2024). It is further viewed as a value-maximizing 
activity that reallocates wealth from the state to corporate shareholders (Zaitul & Ilona, 2019), 
although many transparency frameworks continue to place the burden of disclosure primarily on 
taxpayers (Edwards et al., 2024). Such conditions may also create agency problems, as the interests 
of managers and shareholders are not always aligned when it comes to tax-related risks (Wahab et 
al., 2017 in Zaitul & Ilona, 2019). To capture this behavior, prior studies often rely on the cash 
effective tax rate (ETR), measured as income taxes paid relative to pretax income (Bradshaw et al., 
2019), or alternatively, on total tax expenses divided by pretax income (Fan & Chen, 2023; 
Belahouaoui, 2025). 

 
Profitability and Tax Aggressiveness 

Profitability represents a firm’s capacity to optimize its resources in generating income and 
is regarded as a key indicator of performance and investment prospects (Alves, 2019; Chen et al., 
2024; Cheng & Fang, 2023). Among financial ratios, ROA is considered relatively stable since it 
links net income to total assets, thereby simplifying both analysis and forecasting (Martyushev et 
al., 2025). Profitability is also associated with strategic leadership, resource efficiency, and 
corporate legitimacy, which can be strengthened through transparency and responsible business 
practices that enhance investor confidence and long-term competitiveness (Chishamba, 2024; 
Wang et al., 2025). Nevertheless, higher profitability often leads to greater tax burdens, providing 
stronger incentives for firms to engage in aggressive tax strategies, in line with agency theory that 
highlights potential conflicts of interest between managers and shareholders (Natalina, 2023; 
Nguyen & Nguyen, 2025; Tanjaya & Nazir, 2021). Based on previous empirical findings (Arimurti 
et al., 2022; Ghifary & Lastati, 2024; Harnovinsah et al., 2025),  profitability has been consistently 
shown to contribute positively to tax aggressiveness. The greater the firm’s ability to generate 
profits, the stronger its incentive to manage tax obligations aggressively through opportunistic or 
complex tax planning strategies (Nuryatun & Mulyani, 2020). This indicates that firms with high 
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financial performance tend to reduce their tax burden strategically in order to preserve net income 
and enhance firm value (Mariana et al., 2021). 

H1: Profitability has a positive effect on tax aggressiveness. 
 
Thin Capitalization and Tax Aggressiveness 

Thin capitalization is regarded as a tax aggressiveness strategy in which firms rely heavily 
on debt financing so that interest expenses can be deducted from taxable income, ultimately 
reducing corporate tax liabilities (Ruknan et al., 2024; Hasanudin et al., 2022). This practice is often 
associated with cross-jurisdictional profit-shifting schemes that pose risks of base erosion and 
profit shifting, leading many countries to impose interest limitation rules, including Indonesia 
through PMK No.169/PMK.010/2015, which restricts the debt-to-equity ratio to a maximum of 
4:1 as a safeguard for fiscal stability (Gajewski, 2020; Andresen & Thorvaldsen, 2023; Iheme-
Madukairo & Onyeka-Iheme, 2024). Within the framework of agency theory, divergent interests 
between managers and shareholders may incentivize managers to pursue short-term strategies by 
exploiting debt to reduce tax obligations and present higher after-tax earnings (Pratama & Aris, 
2025; Tiyanto & Achyani, 2022). Empirical evidence by Salwah and Herianti (2019) indicates that 
thin capitalization reduces tax aggressiveness, as restrictions on debt-to-equity ratios limit 
managerial discretion in exploiting interest expenses for tax benefits. In contrast, Imaniah and 
Kurnia (2023) and Pratama and Aris (2025) document a significant positive association, suggesting 
that firms with higher leverage are more inclined to adopt aggressive tax planning through capital 
structure optimization. These divergent findings underscore the relevance of Agency Theory, 
where managers, motivated to maximize after-tax income, may strategically use debt to reduce 
fiscal obligations. 

H2: Thin capitalization has a positive effect on tax aggressiveness. 
 

Capital Intensity and Tax Aggressiveness 
Capital intensity reflects the extent of a firm’s investment in long-term assets that sustain 

operational activities and generate future income (Christina & Wahyudi, 2022). Companies with 
higher fixed asset proportions can leverage depreciation allowances to reduce taxable income, 
thereby influencing tax aggressiveness (Luo et al., 2023; Liu et al., 2025). In line with agency theory, 
managers may utilize fixed asset investments not only to enhance operational capacity but also to 
pursue tax benefits, aligning capital efficiency with reduced fiscal burdens (Tahlila et al., 2024). 
Empirical findings support this relationship, as firms with greater capital intensity tend to exhibit 
lower Cash ETR due to the depreciation effect, indicating more aggressive tax planning behaviors 
(Adnyani & Astika, 2019; Nuryatun & Mulyani, 2020; Ihsan et al., 2023; Sari et al., 2024). Within 
the Indonesian regulatory framework, depreciation is formally recognized as a deductible expense, 
enabling firms to strategically allocate resources toward fixed assets as a legitimate form of tax 
minimization (Methasari, 2021; Herianti & Marundha, 2024; Jennifer et al., 2025). 

H3: Capital intensity has a positive effect on tax aggressiveness. 
 

Institutional Ownership Moderated Profitability and Tax Aggressiveness 
Institutional ownership is defined as the share of equity held by institutional investors, 

including financial institutions, insurance companies, and other corporate entities, both domestic 
and international, and is typically recognized when such holdings constitute at least five percent of 
the company’s total outstanding shares (Gazali et al., 2020; To, 2025). These investors generally 
pursue long-term objectives and possess stronger monitoring capacity over corporate policies 
(Siswanto et al., 2021). Profitability reflects a firm’s ability to generate earnings, yet higher profits 
are often accompanied by greater tax obligations, which may encourage managers to engage in tax 
aggressiveness strategies (Tanjaya & Nazir, 2021; Nuryatun & Mulyani, 2020). Within the 
framework of agency theory, this situation creates opportunities for managers to act 
opportunistically by exploiting fiscal loopholes, but institutional ownership can serve as an 
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effective control mechanism since institutional investors are incentivized to safeguard reputation 
and ensure compliance (Sudiyatno et al., 2023; Prasetya & Hariyono, 2023). Accordingly, 
institutional ownership is expected to moderate the relationship between profitability and tax 
aggressiveness by limiting opportunistic behavior and aligning managerial actions with shareholder 
interests (Amaliyah & Nurdin, 2024). 

H4: Institutional ownership significantly moderates the negatively relationship between 
profitability and tax aggressiveness. 

 
Institutional Ownership Moderated Thin Capitalization and Tax Aggressiveness 

Thin capitalization refers to a corporate strategy that places a greater proportion of debt 
over equity in the capital structure in order to utilize interest expenses as tax-deductible items 
(Mahmudi et al., 2023; Sudiyatmoko et al., 2025). This practice tends to increase tax aggressiveness, 
as higher leverage provides greater opportunities for firms to minimize fiscal obligations (Putra & 
Ekawanti, 2024; Imaniah & Kurnia, 2023). However, excessive reliance on debt also entails 
financial risks and may erode profitability (Putri & Akbar, 2025). From the perspective of agency 
theory, such behavior reflects a conflict of interest in which managers pursue short-term net 
income through opportunistic strategies, including debt-based tax minimization (Pratama & Aris, 
2025; Iheme-Madukairo & Onyeka-Iheme, 2024). In this context, institutional ownership serves 
as a governance mechanism that constrains managerial opportunism. Institutional investors, with 
their long-term orientation, are generally more sensitive to audit risks and regulatory sanctions, 
thereby limiting excessive use of debt for aggressive tax purposes (Ruknan et al., 2024; Meyasa & 
Arinta, 2023). Based on the study by Meyasa and Arinta (2023), institutional ownership is shown 
to influence the debt strategies adopted by firms. Consequently, a higher proportion of institutional 
ownership is expected to strengthen monitoring and reduce the likelihood of overly aggressive 
thin capitalization strategies (Kosasih & Wulandari, 2025; Wulandari & Ibrahim, 2023). 

H5: Institutional ownership significantly and negatively moderates the relationship 
between thin capitalization and tax aggressiveness. 

 
Institutional Ownership Moderated Capital Intensity and Tax Aggressiveness 

Capital intensity reflects the proportion of funds allocated by firms to fixed assets, which 
generate depreciation expenses and can be utilized by managers to reduce taxable income while 
maintaining higher reported net profits (Methasari, 2021; Tahlila et al., 2024). Investment in fixed 
assets provides dual benefits, not only by enhancing operational capacity but also by creating 
depreciation costs that are legally recognized as tax-deductible, thereby increasing the likelihood 
of adopting fiscal efficiency strategies as capital intensity rises (Herianti & Marundha, 2024; Sari et 
al., 2024). Within the framework of agency theory, this condition illustrates a potential conflict of 
interest, where managers as agents may exploit fixed assets for opportunistic purposes, while 
principals expect decisions aligned with long-term value creation (Nuryatun & Mulyani, 2020). 
Nevertheless, the presence of institutional ownership strengthens monitoring mechanisms, as 
institutional investors typically adopt a long-term orientation and remain more vigilant against 
audit risks and regulatory sanctions, thereby limiting excessive tax aggressiveness (Meyasa & 
Arinta, 2023; Tiyanto & Achyani, 2022). Empirical findings by Cahyani et al. (2021) further indicate 
that the effect of capital intensity on tax aggressiveness can be mitigated under significant 
institutional oversight, reinforcing the view that institutional ownership moderates the relationship 
between capital intensity and tax aggressiveness. 

H6: Institutional ownership significantly and negatively moderates the relationship 
between capital intensity and tax aggressiveness. 

 
In this study, the research model is designed to represent the overall framework of the 

analysis, illustrating how the independent variables (X) influence the dependent variable (Y) with 
the moderating variable (Z) affecting the strength or direction of these relationships. This model 
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aims to provide a structured approach to addressing the research problem and achieving the study 
objectives. The conceptual framework is presented as follows: 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 1. Research Model 
 

METHODS 

This study adopts a quantitative approach using secondary data obtained through 
documentation of annual reports and financial statements of mining companies listed on the 
Indonesia Stock Exchange (IDX) for the 2020–2024 period. Secondary data were chosen due to 
their objective, efficient, and reliable nature (Soesana et al., 2023), with sources including the 
official IDX website (www.idx.co.id), corporate websites, and credible financial portals such as 
idnfinancials.com and finance.yahoo.com. The research population comprises 68 mining 
companies across strategic subsectors such as oil and gas production, coal, drilling services, 
aluminum, copper, gold, iron and steel, and diversified metals and minerals. Using purposive 
sampling, 32 companies that met predetermined criteria were selected as the final research sample. 

 
Table 1. Operationalization of Variables 

No Variable & Source Type Measurement Formula 

1 Tax Aggressiveness  Dependent (Y) ETR = Income Tax Expense / Earnings 
Before Tax 

2 Profitability  Independent 
(X1) 

ROA = Net Income After Tax / Total 
Assets 

3 Thin Capitalization  Independent 
(X2) 

DER = Total Debt / Total Assets 

4 Capital Intensity Independent 
(X3) 

CAPIN = Net Fixed Assets / Total Assets 

5 Institutional 
Ownership  

Moderating (Z) INS = Institutional Shares / Total 
Outstanding Shares 

Panel data regression, which integrates cross-sectional and time-series dimensions 
(Wooldridge, 2019), was conducted using Stata 17. Prior to analysis, data were transformed to 
address outliers and distribution issues (Sholihin & Anggraini, 2021), ensuring compliance with 
regression assumptions. The analysis included descriptive statistics, model specification, estimation 
selection, classical assumption tests, Moderate Regression Analysis, and hypothesis testing to 
produce robust empirical results. 
 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Descriptive Statistical Test 
Table 2. Descriptive Statistical Test 

Variable Obs Mean Standar Deviasi Minimum Maximum 

ETR 160 0,283 0,163 0,01 0,83 
ROA 160 0,133 0,129 0,01 0,62 

Profitability (X1) 

Thin Capitalization (X2) 

Capital Intensity (X3) 

Tax Aggressiveness (Y)) 

Institutional Ownership (Z) 

 

H1 

H2 

H3 
H4 H5 H6 
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DER 160 0,425 0,219 0,04 0,96 
CAPIN 160 0,235 0,197 0,01 0,80 

INS 160 0,612 0,247 0,02 0,98 
ROAxINS 160 0,863 0,102 0,001 0,59 
DERxINS 160 0,248 0,164 0,01 0,698 

CAPINxINS 160 0,123 0,113 0,003 0,627 

Based on Table 2, the descriptive statistical results show that the dependent variable, 
Effective Tax Rate (ETR), has an average value of 0.283 with a standard deviation of 0.163, 
reflecting considerable variation in the effective tax burden among mining firms, with values 
ranging from 0.01 to 0.83. Profitability (ROA) records a mean of 0.133 and a standard deviation 
of 0.129, indicating differences in asset utilization efficiency across companies. The Thin 
Capitalization proxy (DER) has a mean of 0.425 with a standard deviation of 0.219, suggesting 
that most firms rely more on equity than debt financing. Capital Intensity (CAPIN) records a mean 
of 0.235 with a standard deviation of 0.197, pointing to substantial variation in fixed asset 
investment structures. Institutional Ownership (INS) has a mean of 0.612 with a standard 
deviation of 0.247, implying differing degrees of institutional monitoring among firms. 

Additionally, the moderating interaction variables reveal diverse dynamics across 
companies. The ROAxINS variable has a mean of 0.863 with a relatively low standard deviation 
of 0.102, suggesting a stable interaction between profitability and institutional ownership in 
shaping tax-related decisions. The DERxINS variable shows a mean of 0.248 and a standard 
deviation of 0.164, indicating moderate variation in leverage behavior under institutional influence. 
Meanwhile, the CAPINxINS variable records a mean of 0.123 with a standard deviation of 0.113, 
suggesting that institutional investors play a role in moderating the relationship between capital 
intensity and tax planning. Overall, these descriptive findings highlight notable heterogeneity in 
taxation, financial structure, and governance characteristics across mining firms, forming a robust 
basis for further inferential analysis of corporate tax aggressiveness. 

 
Regressions Model 

Table 3. Summary of Regression Test Results 

Method Testing Significance Results 

Uji Chow Common Effect Model vs 
Fixed Effect Model 

0,000 Fixed Effect Model 

Uji Lagrange 
Multiplier (LM) 

Common Effect Model vs 
Random Effect Model 

0,000 Random Effect Model 

Uji Hausman Fixed Effect Model vs 
Random Effect Model 

0,093 Random Effect Model 

Based on the outcomes of the model specification tests, the Random Effects Model (REM) 
was identified as the most appropriate estimation technique for the panel data regression analysis. 

 
Classical Assumption Test 

After determining the Random Effect Model (REM) as the most appropriate panel 
regression model, classical assumption tests were unnecessary because REM uses the Generalized 
Least Squares (GLS) method instead of Ordinary Least Squares (OLS). GLS inherently corrects 
for heteroskedasticity and autocorrelation through its weighting and transformation process, 
producing the most efficient and Best Linear Unbiased Estimator (BLUE) even under non-
constant variance and correlated errors (Gujarati & Porter, 2021; Wooldridge, 2019; Baltagi, 2021). 

 
Moderated Regression Analysis Test 

Table 4. Moderated Regression Analysis Test with Random Effect Model 

Variabel Coeficient Std Err z P > /z/ 

ROA -0,389 0,103 -3,76 0,000 
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DER -0,150 0,074 -1,97 0,049 
CAPIN 0,270 0,118 2,28 0,022 

INS -0,004 0,127 -0,03 0,973 
ROAxINS -0,056 0,060 -0,93 0,353 
DERxINS 0,023 0,100 0,23 0,818 

CAPINxINS -0,010 0,060 -0,16 0,873 
Cons -2,425 0,272 -8,89 0,000 

Prob > chi2 0,0036 
Within 0,1689 

Between 0,0087 
Overall 0,0716 

Based on the results presented in Table 4, the form of the Moderated Regression Analysis 
(MRA) equation estimated using the Random Effects Model can be expressed as follows: 

 

ETRit =  −2,425 − 0,389X1it − 0,150X2it + 0,270X3it − 0,004Z − 0,056X1itZit

+ 0,023X2itZit − 0,010X3itZit + εit 
 
The MRA results using the random effect model show that the constant value of –2.425 

represents the baseline Effective Tax Rate when all independent (ROA, DER, CAPIN) and 
moderating (INS) variables are zero. The ROA coefficient of –0.389 indicates that increased 
profitability reduces the ETR, implying that more profitable firms tend to engage in greater tax 
aggressiveness. The DER coefficient of –0.150 suggests that higher leverage leads to a lower ETR, 
consistent with the use of interest expenses to minimize tax burdens. Meanwhile, the CAPIN 
coefficient of 0.270 indicates that higher capital intensity raises the ETR, showing that firms with 
substantial fixed assets have not fully optimized depreciation benefits for tax reduction. 

The INS coefficient of –0.004 demonstrates that greater institutional ownership slightly 
reduces ETR, indicating that institutional investors promote efficient tax management through 
effective oversight. The ROA×INS interaction coefficient of –0.056 shows that institutional 
ownership weakens the negative relationship between profitability and ETR, suggesting tighter 
governance over profitable firms. The DER×INS interaction coefficient of 0.023 implies that 
institutional ownership strengthens the positive association between leverage and ETR, reflecting 
investor restraint on aggressive debt use. Lastly, the CAPIN×INS coefficient of –0.010 indicates 
that institutional ownership dampens the effect of capital intensity on ETR, limiting excessive tax 
planning via fixed assets. Overall, institutional ownership functions as a homologizer moderator, 
acting independently as a predictor without significantly moderating the main relationships in the 
model. 
 

Adjusted 𝐑𝟐 
Based on the estimation results in Table 4, the explanatory power of the panel data 

regression model is reflected in the three R-squared components: within, between, and overall. 
The within R-squared value of 0.169 indicates that 16.9% of the variation in tax aggressiveness at 
the individual (firm-level) dimension is explained by the model, while the rest is influenced by 
unobserved factors. The between R-squared value of 0.009 shows that only 0.9% of the variation 
across firms is captured, suggesting that inter-firm differences are primarily shaped by external 
elements beyond the model’s scope. Meanwhile, the overall R-squared value of 0.072 reveals that 
the model explains 7.2% of the total variation in tax aggressiveness. Although the explanatory 
power is relatively low, the model remains empirically valid and statistically reliable in illustrating 
the influence of profitability, leverage, capital intensity, and institutional ownership on corporate 
tax aggressiveness within the observed mining sector sample. 
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Simultaneous Significance Test 
The simultaneous test (p-value = 0.004 < 0.05) as reported in Table 4, indicating that the 

independent and moderating variables jointly exert a significant effect on the dependent variable. 
In other words, variations in the independent variables and their interactions with the moderating 
variable significantly influence the level of corporate tax aggressiveness. This finding suggests that 
the regression model possesses adequate predictive power and statistical relevance in explaining 
variations in tax aggressiveness behavior. 
 
Hypotesis Test 

According to Wooldridge (2019) and Gujarati & Porter (2009), in the Random Effect 
model, significance testing uses the z-test because GLS estimates asymptotically follow a standard 
normal distribution, where Z-score greater than 1.645 or p-values below 0.05 indicate a significant 
effect of the independent variable, while Z-score ≤1.645 or p-values ≥0.05 indicate no significant 
effect at the 95% confidence level. 
 
The Effect of Profitability on Tax Aggressiveness 

Based on the estimation results in Table 4, profitability (ROA) has a coefficient of –0.389, 
a z-score of –3.76, and a p-value of 0.000, indicating a negative and significant effect on tax 
aggressiveness (ETR). This means that higher profitability reduces tax aggressiveness, as financially 
strong firms tend to prioritize fiscal compliance and reputation over aggressive tax-saving 
strategies. Thus, the first hypothesis (H1) predicting a positive relationship is rejected. This finding 
aligns with Yanti & Hartono (2019), Simamora & Rahayu (2020), and Pradnya & Aryani (2024), 
who found that profitable firms are more compliant with taxation, though some studies Dianawati 
& Agustina (2020), Arimurti et al. (2022) suggest that profitability does not always lead to tax 
aggressiveness. From an agency theory perspective, profitability can enhance managerial 
incentives, but these are often directed toward maintaining corporate legitimacy rather than 
exploiting tax loopholes. 
 
The Effect of Thin Capitalization on Tax Aggressiveness 

Based on the estimation results in Table 4, thin capitalization (DER) shows a coefficient 
of –0.150, a z-score of –1.97, and a significance level of 0.049, indicating a negative and significant 
effect on the Effective Tax Rate. This suggests that higher debt proportions increase firms’ 
incentives to reduce taxable income through interest deductions, reflecting the use of debt as a tax 
shield to lower tax burdens. The findings align with Nurariza et al. (2019), Suntari & Mulyani 
(2020), and Widodo et al. (2020), who assert that leverage encourages tax-saving behavior. 
However, studies such as Salwah & Herianti (2019) and Pratama & Aris (2025) note that excessive 
leverage can heighten creditor oversight, limiting tax aggressiveness. In line with agency theory, 
debt serves as a tool for managers to minimize taxes on behalf of shareholders, though it also 
invites tighter external monitoring. Overall, thin capitalization among mining firms on the IDX 
during 2020–2024 tends to intensify tax aggressiveness through interest expense deductions. 
 
The Effect of Capital Intensity on Tax Aggressiveness 

Based on the estimation results in Table 4, the capital intensity variable (CAPIN) exhibits 
a coefficient of 0,270, z-score 2,28, with a p-value of 0.022, indicating a positive and significant 
relationship with the Effective Tax Rate (ETR). This finding confirms that firms with higher 
proportions of fixed assets tend to demonstrate greater tax aggressiveness, as tangible investments 
not only function as productive resources but also serve as strategic instruments to reduce taxable 
income through depreciation deductions. The result supports the initial hypothesis (H3) and aligns 
with prior studies by Hasyim et al. (2022), and Syafrizal and Sugiyanto (2022), who found that 
capital-intensive firms often exploit depreciation as a legitimate tax shield to minimize fiscal 
obligations. However, divergent evidence from Dewi and Oktaviani (2022), Christina and Wahyudi 
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(2022), and Herianti and Marundha (2024) reveals that in sectors such as banking, healthcare, and 
chemical industries, capital intensity does not significantly influence tax aggressiveness, as fixed 
assets are viewed primarily as operational necessities rather than fiscal instruments. From an agency 
theory perspective, capital intensity aligns managerial incentives with shareholder value, as 
managers use depreciation to lower taxes and boost profits. Thus, this study concludes that higher 
capital intensity increases tax aggressiveness, with firms leveraging fixed assets for proactive tax 
management and long-term financial optimization. 

 
The Moderating Effect of Institutional Ownership on the Relationship Between 
Profitability and Tax Aggressiveness 

Based on the estimation results in Table 4, the interaction variable between profitability 
and institutional ownership (ROA×INS) exhibits a coefficient of -0,056, z-score -0,93, with a p-
value of 0.353, indicating that institutional ownership does not significantly moderate the 
relationship between profitability and tax aggressiveness. This finding suggests that the presence 
of institutional investors does not substantially strengthen or weaken the influence of profitability 
on corporate tax behavior, reflecting a largely passive monitoring role. While institutional 
shareholders possess significant oversight capacity, their orientation tends to prioritize long-term 
stability and investment returns rather than directly constraining managerial tax planning. 
Consequently, the fourth hypothesis (H4) positing a significant negative moderation by 
institutional ownership is not supported. These results align with studies by Prananjaya et al. (2023) 
and Sampurno and Anwar (2023), which similarly found that institutional ownership has a negative 
but insignificant moderating effect, emphasizing a supervisory function focused on prudence and 
regulatory compliance rather than direct control over tax strategy. Conversely, research by Adeyani 
and Piter (2021), Prasetya and Hariyono (2023), and Rahmadani et al. (2024) suggests that high 
institutional ownership may reinforce the effect of profitability on tax aggressiveness, as firms 
under active oversight retain the capacity to optimize profits through measured and transparent 
fiscal strategies. From the agency theory perspective, managerial incentives to minimize tax 
liabilities increase with higher profitability, yet the expected moderating role of institutional 
investors in restraining aggressive tax planning is empirically weak (Oktaviani & Solikhah, 2019; 
Sudiyatno et al., 2023). Overall, these findings indicate that, although theoretically institutional 
ownership should mitigate the impact of profitability on tax aggressiveness, in practice its effect 
remains negligible, highlighting the limited effectiveness of institutional monitoring in shaping 
corporate fiscal behavior. 

 
The Moderating Effect of Institutional Ownership on the Relationship Between Thin 
Capitalization and Tax Aggressiveness 

Based on the estimation results in Table 4, the interaction between thin capitalization and 
institutional ownership (DER×INS) shows a coefficient of 0,023, z-score 0,23, and a p-value of 
0,818, indicating that institutional ownership does not significantly moderate the relationship 
between thin capitalization and tax aggressiveness. This result rejects the fifth hypothesis (H5). 
The finding is consistent with Olivia and Dwimulyani (2019) and Cahyani et al. (2021), who argue 
that institutional ownership does not significantly influence debt policy decisions, as managers 
remain cautious in determining leverage levels to maintain stakeholders’ trust. In contrast, Prasetya 
et al, (2020) and Meyasa and Arinta (2023) report that institutional ownership may strengthen the 
link between high leverage and tax aggressiveness by guiding fiscal management through debt 
monitoring. From the perspective of agency theory, institutional investors act as monitoring agents 
to reduce opportunistic behavior, but in this study their moderating effect on thin capitalization is 
not statistically evident. This suggests that the effectiveness of institutional ownership as a 
governance mechanism in shaping the tax implications of debt financing is context-dependent, 
varying with firms’ capital structures and managerial practices (Ruknan et al., 2024; Meyasa & 
Arinta, 2023). 
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The Moderating Effect of Institutional Ownership on the Relationship Between Capital 
Intensity and Tax Aggressiveness 

Based on the estimation results in Table 6, the interaction between capital intensity and 
institutional ownership (CAPIN×INS) shows a coefficient of -0,010, z-score -0,16, and a p-value 
of 0.873, indicating that institutional ownership does not significantly moderate the relationship 
between capital intensity and tax aggressiveness. This finding rejects the sixth hypothesis (H6) and 
suggests that institutional ownership mainly serves as a monitoring mechanism to maintain 
managerial accountability rather than influencing the use of fixed-asset depreciation as a tax 
reduction strategy. The result is consistent with Ristanti (2022), Fatimah & Nurdin (2024), Adelia 
(2023), and Sampurno & Anwar (2023) indicate that institutional ownership generally does not 
significantly moderate this relationship, as managers’ utilization of depreciation from fixed assets 
for tax reduction is constrained by external monitoring, CSR, audit quality, and regulatory scrutiny. 
In contrast, Wahyuni et al. (2023), Cahyadi & Tjahjono (2025), and Rachmania & Zahra (2025) 
demonstrate that in certain sectors such as raw materials, mining, and property that institutional 
investors can limit managerial opportunism and enforce stricter fiscal compliance. These findings 
suggest that the moderating effect of institutional ownership is context-dependent and influenced 
by industry characteristics, regulatory environment, and the firm’s governance practices. From the 
perspective of agency theory, the insignificance of the moderating effect reflects the limited 
capacity of institutional shareholders to alter managerial decisions regarding capital intensity, as 
their monitoring tends to focus on accountability and long-term stability rather than aggressive tax 
strategies. Thus, this study confirms that although institutional shareholders are able to constrain 
potential managerial opportunism, they do not significantly influence corporate decisions 
regarding the use of capital intensity as a tax avoidance mechanism (Christina & Wahyudi, 2022; 
Kusumawati & Kartika, 2023; Tahlila et al., 2024). 

 
CONCLUSION 

This section presents the conclusions, limitations, and suggestions for further research. 
The study, conducted on 34 mining companies listed on the Indonesia Stock Exchange during 
2020–2024 using panel data and the random effect model, finds that profitability (ROA) and thin 
capitalization (DER) negatively influence tax aggressiveness, indicating that financially strong firms 
and those with higher leverage tend to adopt more compliant fiscal strategies. In contrast, capital 
intensity (CAPIN) positively affects tax aggressiveness, as firms leverage depreciation to reduce 
taxable income, reflecting strategic managerial behavior aligned with shareholder interests. 
Institutional ownership (INS) does not significantly moderate these relationships, functioning as a 
homologiser moderator and highlighting the limited practical effectiveness of external monitoring 
in constraining managerial opportunism. The findings contribute to agency theory by showing that 
the impact of financial characteristics on tax behavior is context-dependent, and they offer 
practical implications for regulators, managers, and investors in promoting sustainable and 
compliant tax practices. 

The study has several limitations. First, tax aggressiveness is proxied only through the 
Effective Tax Rate (ETR), which may not fully capture other dimensions such as Book-Tax 
Differences (BTD) or Cash Effective Tax Rate (CETR). Second, the observation period is 
relatively short, limiting the ability to generalize findings across longer-term fiscal and regulatory 
changes. Third, the analysis focuses only on ROA, DER, and CAPIN with INS as a moderator, 
leaving out other potentially influential factors like audit quality, Corporate Social Responsibility 
(CSR), and broader governance mechanisms. Finally, reliance on secondary financial data may 
introduce measurement bias due to incomplete disclosure of fiscal strategies. Future research 
should employ more comprehensive proxies for tax aggressiveness, extend the observation period, 
incorporate additional governance and CSR variables, and consider dynamic panel or SEM 
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approaches, as well as comparative studies across industries or countries to deepen understanding 
of corporate tax behavior in varied contexts. 

 
 

REFERENCES 
Adeyani, Tanderan Vivi, and Nainggolan Piter. 2021. Faktor-Faktor Yang Mempengaruhi Tax 

Avoidance Dengan Kepemilikan Institusional Sebagai Variabel Moderasi. KRISNA: 
Kumpulan Riset Akuntansi, 13(1): 122–35. 

Adnyani, N. K. A., & Astika, I. B. P. (2019). Pengaruh Profitabilitas, Capital Intensity, dan Ukuran 
Perusahaan Pada Tax Aggressive. E-Jurnal Ekonomi Dan Bisnis Universitas Udayana, 8(6), 
594–621. 

Afdhal, R., & Adiwibowo, A. S. (2023). Pengaruh Kepemilikan Institusional, Kepemilikan 
Manajerial, Dan Ukuran Dewan Komisaris Terhadap Agresivitas Pajak Perusahaan. 
Diponegoro Journal of Accounting, 12(4), 1–13. 
https://ejournal3.undip.ac.id/index.php/accounting/article/view/41646 

Amaliyah, A., & Nurdin, F. (2024). APAKAH KEPEMILIKAN INSTITUSIONAL DAPAT 
MEMODERASI FAKTOR-FAKTOR YANG MEMPENGARUHI AGRESIVITAS 
PAJAK? AKURASI: Jurnal Studi Akuntansi Dan Keuangan, 7(1), 105–124. 

Andresen, M. E., & Thorvaldsen, L. (2023). The Importance of Escape Clauses: Firm Response 
to Thin Capitalization Rules. Statistics Norway, 998. https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4319028 

Arimurti, T., Astriani, D., & Sabaruddin. (2022). Pengaruh Leverage, Return on Asset (Roa) Dan 
Intensitas Modal Terhadap Penghindaran Pajak Dengan Transparansi Sebagai Variabel 
Moderasi Pada Perusahaan Manufaktur Yang Terdaftar Di Bursa Efek Indonesia. 
KRISNA: Kumpulan Riset Akuntansi, 13(2), 299–315. 
https://doi.org/10.22225/kr.13.2.2022.299-315 

Baltagi, B. H. (2021). Econometric Analysis of Panel Data. In Springer Texts in Business and Economics 
(6th ed.). Springer Texts in Business and Economics. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-
53953-5 

Belahouaoui, R. (2025). Assessing the impact of internal governance mechanisms on the tax 
aggressiveness of listed companies in Morocco. Investment Management and Financial 
Innovations, 22(2), 192–205. https://doi.org/10.21511/imfi.22(2).2025.16 

Bradshaw, M., Liao, G., & Ma, M. S. (2019). Agency costs and tax planning when the government 
is a major shareholder. Journal of Accounting and Economics, 67(2-3), 255–277. 

Budi, S. A., & Herianti, E. (2024). The effect of Corporate Social Responsibility, Capital Intensity 
and Managerial Ownership on Tax Avoidance at Mining Company. Journal of Applied 
Management and Business, 5(1), 29–43. https://doi.org/10.37802/jamb.v5i1.693 

Cahyani, A. Z., Djaddang, S., & Sihite, M. (2021). Faktor- Faktor yang Mempengaruhi Tax 
Avoidance dengan Kepemilikan Institusional sebagai Variabel Moderasi. Jurnal KRISNA: 
Kumpulan Riset Akuntansi, 13(1), 122–135. 

Carrer, G., & Slavov, T. (2021). Tax aggressiveness and CEO overconfidence in the stock market: 
Evidence from Brazil. Investment Management and Financial Innovations, 18(1), 165–176. 
https://doi.org/10.21511/imfi.18(1).2021.14 

Chen, X., Li, B., Singh, T., & Worthington, A. C. (2024). Economic policy uncertainty and the 
predictability of stock returns: impact of China in Asia. China Accounting and Finance Review, 
26(5), 645–679. https://doi.org/10.1108/cafr-11-2023-0144 

Cheng, Z., & Fang, J. (2023). Stock liquidity and the accrual anomaly. China Accounting and Finance 
Review, 25(1), 75–100. https://doi.org/10.1108/cafr-07-2022-0085 

Chishamba, J. (2025). The Impact of Asset-Liability Management on Profitability: Evidence from 
Commercial Banks in Zimbabwe. Acta Universitatis Danubius, 21(2), 7–36. 

Christina, M. W., & Wahyudi, I. (2022). Pengaruh intensitas modal, intensitas persediaan, 
pertumbuhan penjualan dan profitabilitas terhadap agresivitas pajak. Fair Value: Jurnal 

https://ejournal.iainpalopo.ac.id/index.php/alkharaj


Addhea Herlita, et al 

The Moderating Role of Institutional Ownership on the Relationship … 

https://ejournal.iainpalopo.ac.id/index.php/alkharaj                                       8463 

   

Ilmiah Akuntansi Dan Keuangan, 4(11), 5076–5083. 
https://doi.org/10.32670/fairvalue.v4i11.1858 

Darsani, P. A., & Sukartha, I. M. (2021). The Effect of Institutional Ownership, Profitability, 
Leverage and Capital Intensity Ratio on Tax Avoidance. American Journal of Humanities and 
Social Sciences Research, 5(5), 13–22. www.ajhssr.com 

Dewi, A. A. K., & Oktaviani, R. M. (2022). Pengaruh profitabilitas, capital intensity, dan leverage 
terhadap agresifitas pajak pada perusahaan perbankan yang terdaftar di BEI tahun 2016-
2020. Fair Value: Jurnal Ilmiah Akuntansi Dan Keuangan, 4(12), 5496–5505. 
https://doi.org/10.32670/fairvalue.v4i12.2046 

Dianawati, & Agustina, L. (2020). The Effect of Profitability, Liquidity, and Leverage on Tax 
Agresiveness with Corporate Governance as Moderating Variable. Accounting Analysis 
Journal, 9(3), 166–172. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.15294/aaj.v9i3.41626 

Edwards, A., Hutchens, M., & V. Persson, A. (2024). Third-party reporting and cross-border tax 
planning. Contemporary Accounting Research, 41(2), 1248–1283. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/1911-3846.12943 

Fabrila, A., & Arieftiara, D. (2021). The Effect Of Thin Capitalization, Capital Intensity, Financial 
Distress On Tax Aggressiveness With Audit Quality As Moderating Variables. Proceedings 
of The 1st Jakarta Economic Sustainable International Conference Agenda (JESICA), 22–31. 
https://conference.upnvj.ac.id/index.php/jesica/article/view/2280 

Fan, H., & Chen, L. (2023). Political connections, business strategy and tax aggressiveness: 
evidence from China. China Accounting and Finance Review, 25(2), 125–144. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/cafr-07-2022-0086 

Gajewski, D. J. (2020). Thin Capitalization as a Special Form of Debt Financing Used in Policies 
Pursued by Holding Companies. Business Law Journal, 2020(11), 13–18. 
https://doi.org/10.33226/0137-5490.2020.11.2 

Gazali, A., Karamoy, H., & Gamaliel, H. (2020). Pengaruh Leverage, Kepemilikan Institusional 
dan Arus Kas Operasi Terhadap Penghindaran Pajak pada Perusahaan Tambang yang 
Terdaftar di Bursa Efek Indonesia Periode 2014-2019. Jurnal Riset Akuntansi Dan Auditing 
“GOODWILL,” 11(2), 83–96. 

Ghifary, A. R., & Lastati, S. H. (2024). Pengaruh Intensitas Modal, Intensitas Persediaan, 
Profitabilitas, Koneksi Politik terhadap Agresivitas Pajak dengan Komisaris Independen 
sebagai Variabel Moderasi. Jurnal Syntax Dmiration, 5(1), 37–48. 

Ginting, G. D. H., Wulandari, P., Purba, A. R. H. K., Rizqiana, D. S., Mawaddah, Syahlina, M., & 
Medina, L. (2025). Kewirausahaan Digital (Vol. 1). PT Penamuda Media. 
https://penamudamedia.com/index.php/publisher/article/view/290 

Gujarati, D. N., & Porter, D. C. (2021). Essentials of Econometrics (4th Editio, Issue March). Douglas 
Reiner. 

Gujarati, D., & Porter, D. (2009). Basic Econometrics (Fifth). McGraw-Hill. 
https://lccn.loc.gov/2022042533 

Hanlon, M., & Heitzman, S. (2020). A review of tax research. Journal of Accounting and Economics, 
50(2–3), 127–178. 

Hardianti, A., Wulandari, P., Utari, U., & Maulidan, R. (2025). Transformasi Digital dan 
Efektivitas Kebijakan Fiskal terhadap Pengangguran di Provinsi Aceh Tahun 2011–2024. 
IKRAITH-EKONOMIKA, 8(3), 811–821. https://doi.org/10.37817/ikraith-
ekonomika.v8i3 

Harnovinsah, H., Amyulianthy, R., & Permana, E. (2025). Detecting Tax Aggressiveness through 
Profitability, Leverage, Inventory Intensity and Company Size. AKRUAL: Jurnal 
Akuntansi, 16(2), 233–243. https://doi.org/10.26740/jaj.v16n2.p233-243 

Hasanudin, A. I., Rizqullah, M. H., & Susanto, D. (2022). the Effect of Transfer Pricing, Tax 
Incentives, Thin Capitalization, on Tax Aggressiveness With Company Size As a Moderate 
Variable. Indonesian Journal of Multidisciplinary Science, 1(8), 826–839. 

https://ejournal.iainpalopo.ac.id/index.php/alkharaj


Al-Kharaj: Journal of Islamic Economic and Business 
Volume 7 (4), 2025 

 

https://ejournal.iainpalopo.ac.id/index.php/alkharaj                                       8464 

   

https://doi.org/10.55324/ijoms.v1i8.150 
Hasyim, A. A. Al, Inayati, N. I., Kusbandiyah, A., & Pandansari, T. (2022). Pengaruh Transfer 

Pricing, Kepemilikan Asing serta Intensitas Modal pada Penghindaran Pajak. Jurnal 
Akuntansi Dan Pajak (JAP), 23(02), 1–12. http://jurnal.stie-aas.ac.id/index.php/jap Jurnal 

Herianti, E., & Marundha, A. (2024). Does Capital Intensity and Corporate Social Responsibility 
Influence of Tax Aggressiveness? The Role of Corporate Governance as Moderator. 
Journal of Economics, Finance and Management Studies, 07(01), 54–63. 
https://doi.org/10.47191/jefms/v7-i1-07 

Iheme-Madukairo, O., & Onyeka-Iheme, C. V. (2024). Tax Administration and Thin Capitalization 
of Listed Manufacturing Companies in Nigeria. European Journal of Accounting, Auditing and 
Finance Research, 12(9), 19–31. https://doi.org/10.37745/ejaafr.2013/vol12n91931 

Ihsan, H., Azis, A. D., & Riani, D. (2023). Pengaruh Profitabilitas, Leverage, Likuiditas, Capital 
Intensity, dan Ukuran Perusahaan Terhadap Agresivitas Pajak. Moneter: Jurnal Akuntansi 
Dan Keuangan, 10(1), 80–87. https://doi.org/10.31294/moneter.v10i1.15612 

Imaniah, R., & Kurnia. (2023). The Effect of Tunneling Incentives, Thin Capitalization, Financial 
Distress, and Earnings Management on Tax Aggressiveness. Kompak: Jurnal Ilmiah 
Komputerisasi Akuntansi, 16(2), 249–257. https://doi.org/10.51903/kompak.v16i2.1296 

Jennifer, J., Sahputra, J., & Gurusinga, L. B. (2025). The Effect of Capital Intensity and Company 
Size on Tax Aggressiveness with Profitability Moderation. International Journal of Economics 
and Management Research, 4(1), 205–216. 
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.55606/ijemr.v4i1.306 

Jensen, C., & Meckling, H. (1976). THEORY OF THE FIRM: MANAGERIAL BEHAVIOR, 
AGENCY COSTS AND OWNERSHIP STRUCTURE Michael. Journal of Financial 
Economicsl, 3, 305–360. https://doi.org/10.1057/9781137341280.0038 

Kosasih, H., & Wulandari, P. (2025). Financial Technology and Green Financing: A Blend of 
Technology, Economy, and Environment. Indonesian Journal of Social Economics and 
Agricultural Policy, 1(1), 27–32. https://doi.org/10.70895/ijseap.v1i1.41 

Kusumawati, A., & Kartika, A. (2023). Pengaruh Leverage Dan Capital Intensity Terhadap 
Agresivitas Pajak Dalam Profitabilitas Sebagai Moderasi. JIMAT: Jurnal Ilmiah Mahasiswa 
Akuntansi, 14(2), 306–317. 

Liu, T., Wu, H., & Tu, Y. (2025). Threshold Effects of Capital Intensity on Relationship between 
Legal System and Rural Economy. International Review of Economics and Finance, 101(April), 
104137. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iref.2025.104137 

Lukmawati, P. P., Halawa, I. M. D., Agustina, S., Linawati, L., & Khotimah, H. (2025). The Effect 
of Capital Intensity, Audit Quality, Thin Capitalization, and Gender Diversity on Tax 
Aggressiveness. SEAN INSTITUTE: Jurnal Multidisiplin Sahombu, 5(4), 742–749. 
https://doi.org/10.58471/jms.v5i04 

Luo, Y., Cui, H., Zhong, H., & Wei, C. (2023). Business environment and enterprise digital 
transformation. Finance Research Letters, 57, Article 104250. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.frl.2023.104250. 

Mahmudi, C., Nufus, K., & Said, S. G. (2023). The Efects Of Transfer Pricing , Thin Capitalization 
, Firm Size , And Tax Haven Country Utilization On Tax Aggresiveness. International Journal 
of Economics, Business and Accounting Research (IJEBAR), 7(2), 785–797. https://jurnal.stie-
aas.ac.id/index.php/IJEBAR 

Mariana, C., Subing, H. J. T., & Mulyati, Y. (2021). Does Capital Intensity And Profitability Affect 
Tax Aggressiveness? Turkish Journal of Computer and Mathematics Education, 12(8), 1050–1056. 

Martinez, A. L., & Ferreira, B. A. (2019). Business Strategy and Tax Aggressiveness in Brazil. SSRN 
Electronic Journal. https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3354107 

Martyushev, N. V., Spitsin, V., Klyuev, R. V., Spitsina, L., Konyukhov, V. Y., Oparina, T. A., & 
Boltrushevich, A. E. (2025). Predicting Firm’s Performance Based on Panel Data: Using 
Hybrid Methods to Improve Forecast Accuracy. Mathematics, 13(8), 1–34. 

https://ejournal.iainpalopo.ac.id/index.php/alkharaj


Addhea Herlita, et al 

The Moderating Role of Institutional Ownership on the Relationship … 

https://ejournal.iainpalopo.ac.id/index.php/alkharaj                                       8465 

   

https://doi.org/10.3390/math13081247 
Masrurroch, L. R., Nurlaela, S., & Fajri, R. N. (2021). Pengaruh profitabilitas, komisaris 

independen, leverage, ukuran perusahaan dan intensitas modal terhadap tax avoidance. 
INOVASI: Journal of Economic Anf Business, 17(1), 82–93. 
http://journal.feb.unmul.ac.id/index.php/INOVASI 

Methasari, M. (2021). Pengaruh Intensitas Modal Dan Ukuran Perusahaan Terhadap Manajemen 
Laba Dan Agresivitas Pajak. Journal of Economic And Business, 2(2), 31–42. 

Meyasa, D., & Arinta, Y. N. (2023). Pengungkapan Tanggung Jawab Sosial Perusahaan, Intensitas 
Aset Tetap, dan Dana Pinjaman terhadap Agresivitas Pajak dengan Kepemilikan 
Institusional sebagai Variabel Moderasi. JAKSYA: Jurnal Akuntansi Syariah, 1(1), 62–70. 

Natalina. (2023). The Effect of Profitability, Corporate Governance, Inventory Intensity on Tax 
Avoidance (in Mining Companies listed on the Indonesia Stock Exchange for the period 
2017-2021). International Journal of Science and Society, 5(5), 25–38. 
https://doi.org/10.54783/ijsoc.v5i5.865 

Nguyen, T. L. A., & Nguyen, Q. T. (2025). Ownership Structure and Tax Avoidance of Retail 
Firms in Vietnam: Moderating Effects of Political Connection, Firm Sustained Losses, and 
Profitability. Global Business and Finance Review, 30(6), 42–55. 
https://doi.org/10.17549/gbfr.2025.30.6.42 

Nurariza, C., Pratiwi, H., & Sari, P. I. P. (2019). Pengaruh Related Party Transaction, 
Multinationaly,Thin Capitalization terhadap Agresivitas Pajak pada Perusahaan 
Manufaktur. Journal of Business and Economics (JBE) UPI YPTK, 4(2), 58–64. 
https://doi.org/10.35134/jbeupiyptk.v4i2.92 

Nuryatun, & Mulyani, S. D. (2020). The Role of Independent Commissioners in Moderating The 
Effect of Transfer Pricing, Capital Intensity and Profitability Towards Tax Aggressivity. 
Indonesian Management and Accounting Research, 19(02). 
https://doi.org/10.25105/imar.v19i2.7561 Indonesian 

Prananjaya, K. P., Muntaz, J. R., & Ginting, R. (2023). Interaksi Kepemilikan Institusional dalam 
Pengaruh Profitabilitas, Ukuran Perusahaan, dan Pertumbuhan Penjualan terhadap 
Tindakan Penghindaran Pajak. JAAKFE UNTAN (Jurnal Audit Dan Akuntansi Fakultas 
Ekonomi Universitas Tanjungpura), 12(3), 230–249. 
https://doi.org/10.26418/jaakfe.v12i3.68894 

Prasetya, W. M. G., & Hariyono, A. (2023). Pengaruh Profitabilitas dan Leverage Terhadap 
Agresivitas Pajak dengan Kepemilikan Institusional sebagai Variabel Moderasi. Jurnal 
Akuntansi Manajemen (JAKMEN), 2(1), 30–49. 
https://doi.org/10.30656/jakmen.v2i1.6926 

Pratama, Y. A., & Aris, M. A. (2025). The Effect of Capital Intensity, Audit Quality, Thin 
Capitalization, and Gender Deversity On Tax Aggressiveness. Indonesian Interdisciplinary 
Journal of Sharia Economics (IIJSE), 08(01), 835–853. 

Putri, R. F., & Akbar, F. S. (2025). The Role of Financial Distress and Thin Capitalization in 
Corporate Tax Aggressiveness. Jurnal Informasi, Perpajakan, Akuntansi, Dan Keuangan Publik, 
20(2), 207–222. https://doi.org/10.25105/jipak.v20i2.23100 

Rahmadani, E. G., Kusbandiyah, A., Mudjiyanti, R., & Pramurindra, R. (2024). Pengaruh Firm 
size, ROA, Thin capitalization Terhadap Penghindaran Pajak Dengan Kepemilikan 
Institusional Sebagai Variabel Moderasi. Journal of Accounting and Finance Management 
(JAFM), 5(3), 438–455. https://doi.org/10.38035/jafm 

Rahmawati, N. T., & Jaeni. (2022). Pengaruh Capital Intensity, Leverage, Profitabilitas, Ukuran 
Perusahaan Dan Kepemilikan Manajerial Terhadap Agresivitas Pajak. JIMAT (Jurnal Ilmiah 
Mahasiswa Akuntansi), 13(2), 628–636. 
https://ejournal.undiksha.ac.id/index.php/S1ak/article/view/42816 

Reuters. 2025. Indonesia’s 2024 Coal Output Hits Record High. Februari. Retrieved from URL: 
https://www.mining.com/web/indonesias-2024-coal-output-hits-record-high/ 

https://ejournal.iainpalopo.ac.id/index.php/alkharaj


Al-Kharaj: Journal of Islamic Economic and Business 
Volume 7 (4), 2025 

 

https://ejournal.iainpalopo.ac.id/index.php/alkharaj                                       8466 

   

Rudyanto, A., Julisar, J., & Debora, D. (2023). Political connection as a double-edged sword: the 
case of tax aggressiveness practice during the COVID-19 pandemic. Asian Journal of 
Accounting Research, 8(4), 400–410. https://doi.org/10.1108/AJAR-04-2023-0113 

Ristanti, L. (2022). Corpporate Social Responsibility, Capital Intensity, Kualitas Audit Dan 
Penghindaran Pajak: Kepemilikan Institusional Sebagai Variabel Moderasi. Jurnal Literasi 
Akuntansi, 2(1), 50–62. https://doi. org/10.55587/jla.v2i1.22 

Ruknan, Khair, O. I., & Diraga, M. G. (2024). the Effects of Transfer Pricing, Thin Capitalization, 
Firm Size, and Tax Haven Country Utilization on Tax Aggressiveness. International Journal 
of Economics, Business and Accounting Research (IJEBAR), 8(1), 182–192. 
https://doi.org/10.29040/ijebar.v8i1.11170 

Rusli, M. C., & Mulyani, M. (2023). Struktur Kepemilikan dan Agresivitas Pajak. Jurnal Akuntansi, 
12(2), 150–160. https://doi.org/10.46806/ja.v12i2.1023 

Saha, S., Mittal, S., & Basu Roy, S. 2024, 22 Januari. Indonesia’s 2023 coal output, exports hit 
record high amid robust demand. S&P Global. Retrieved from 
URL:https://www.spglobal.com/commodity-insights/en/news-research/latest-
news/coal/012224-indonesias-2023-coal-output-exports-hit-record-high-amid-robust-
demand 

Salwah, S., & Herianti, E. (2019). Pengaruh Aktivitas Thin Capitalization Terhadap Penghindaran 
Pajak. JRB-Jurnal Riset Bisnis, 3(1), 30–36. https://doi.org/10.35592/jrb.v3i1.978 

Sampurno, F. P. L., & Anwar, S. (2023). Peran Kepemilikan Institusional sebagai Variabel 
Moderasi dalam Pengaruh ROA, CR, dan DER terhadap Tax Avoidance. Journal of 
Economic, Bussines and Accounting (COSTING), 7(1), 1166–1177. 
https://doi.org/10.31539/costing.v7i1.6140 

Sari, E. W., Zahri, R. M., Hapsari, M. P., Adinda, A. P., & Agustin, V. H. (2024). Tax Aggressive 

Practices in Indonesia : Transfer Pricing , Capital Intensity Ratio , and Institutional 
Ownership. Asian Journal of Management Entrepreneurship and Social Science, 04(03), 821–832. 
https://ajmesc.com/index.php/ajmesc 

Sholihin, Mahfud & Anggraini, Puspita G. (2021). Analisis Data Penelitian Menggunakan Software 
STATA (Tn. Arie Prabawati, Ed.; Edisi 1). Cv. Andi. 

Simamora, A. M., & Rahayu, S. (2020). Pengaruh Capital Intensity, Profitabilitas Dan Leverage 
Terhadap Agresivitas Pajak (Studi Empiris Pada Sub Sektor Makanan Dan Minuman Yang 
Terdaftar Di Bursa Efek Indonesia Periode 2015-2018). Jurnal Mitra Manajemen, 4(1), 140–
155. https://doi.org/10.52160/ejmm.v4i1.330 

Siswanto, E. H., Chadijah, & Nurwati. (2021). Pengaruh Ukuran Perusahaan , Kepemilikan 
Institusional Dan Intensitas Modal Terhadap Agresivitas Pajak. Profita: Komunikasi Ilmiah 
Akuntansi Dan Perpajakan, 14(1), 26–38. https://doi.org/10.22441/profita.2021.v14i1.003 

Soesana, A., Subakti, H., Karwanto, Fitri, A., Kuswandi, S., Sastri, L., Falani, I., Aswan, N., 
Hasibuan, F. A., & Lestari, H. (2023). Metodologi Penelitian Kuantitatif. Yayasan Kita Menulis. 

Sudiyatmoko, A., Ridwan, M., & Syahputra, A. (2025). Pengaruh Intensitas Persediaan dan Thin 
Capitalization terhadap Tingkat Agresivitas Pajak Perusahaan. AKADEMIK: Jurnal 
Mahasiswa Humanis, 5(1), 466–476. https://doi.org/10.37481/jmh.v5i1.1261 

Sudiyatno, B., Sudarsi, S., Hartoto, W. E., & Fitriati, I. R. (2023). Does capital structure moderate 
the impact of the investment opportunity set and institutional ownership on firm value? 
Investment Management and Financial Innovations, 20(2), 79–88. 
https://doi.org/10.21511/imfi.20(2).2023.07 

Sumiyati, D., & Tjahjono, M. E. S. (2023). Pengaruh Corporate Social Responsibility, Intensitas 
Modal, dan Intensitas Persediaan Terhadap Agresivitas Pajak. Jurnal Ilmu Akuntansi 
Mulawarman, 7(1), 67–76. 

Suntari, M., & Mulyani, S. D. (2020). Pengaruh Transfer Pricing Dan Thin Capitalization Terhadap 
Tax Aggressiveness Dimoderasi Oleh Ukuran Perusahaan. Prosiding Seminar Nasional Pakar, 
1–8. https://doi.org/10.25105/pakar.v0i0.6829 

https://ejournal.iainpalopo.ac.id/index.php/alkharaj


Addhea Herlita, et al 

The Moderating Role of Institutional Ownership on the Relationship … 

https://ejournal.iainpalopo.ac.id/index.php/alkharaj                                       8467 

   

Suryarini, T., Hajawiyah, A., & Munawaroh, S. (2021). The Impact of CSR, Capital Intensity, 
Inventory Intensity, and Intangible Assets on Tax Aggressiveness. Jurnal Dinamika 
Akuntansi, 13(2), 168–179. https://doi.org/10.15294/jda.v13i2.31624 

Tahlila, S. N. D., Tjaraka, H., & Rahmiati, A. (2024). Apakah Capital Intensity Meningkatkan 
Agresivitas Pajak? Jurnal Riset Akuntansi & Perpajakan (JRAP), 11(1), 1–11. 
https://doi.org/10.35838/jrap.2024.011.01.01 

Tanjaya, C., & Nazir, N. (2021). Pengaruh Profitabilitas, Leverage, Pertumbuhan Penjualan, dan 
Ukuran Perusahaan terhadap Penghindaran Pajak Pada Perusahaan Manufaktur Sektor 
Barang Konsumsi yang Terdaftar di Bei Tahun 2015-2019. Jurnal Akuntansi Trisakti, 8(2), 
189–208. https://doi.org/10.25105/jat.v8i2.9260 

Tiyanto, G. M. M., & Achyani, F. (2022). Effect of Capital Intensity, Thin Capitalization, Transfer 
Pricing, Profitability and Sales Growth on Tax Aggressiveness (Empirical Study of 
Consumer Goods Industry Sub-Sector Companies Listed on the Indonesia Stock 
Exchange in 2017-2020). The International Journal of Business Management and Technology, 6(4), 
106–116. https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.7679718 

To, U. D. (2025). Analysis of Factors Affecting Financial Distress in Vietnam – an Emerging 
Economy in East Asia. Investment Management and Financial Innovations, 22(1), 68–81. 
https://doi.org/10.21511/imfi.22(1).2025.06 

Velte, P. (2020). Institutional ownership, environmental, social, and governance performance and 
disclosure – A review on empirical quantitative research. Problems and Perspectives in 
Management, 18(3), 282–306. https://doi.org/10.21511/ppm.18(3).2020.24 

Wang, S., Wei, S., & Li, Y. (2025). The Impact of Environmental Information Disclosure on the 
Profitability of China Listed Companies-Based on PSM-DID Analysis. E3S Web of 
Conferences, 637. https://doi.org/10.1051/e3sconf/202563702011 

Wooldridge, J. M. (2019). Introductory Econometrics: A Modern Approach (7th ed.). CENGAGE. 
Wulandari, P., & Ibrahim, M. (2023). Fintech Lending Business Ethics in Indonesia: A Case 

Study of Shopee Pinjam (SPinjam). InFestasi, 19(1), 13–21. 
https://doi.org/10.21107/infestasi.v19i1.19413 

Wulandari, P., Mawaddah, & Purba, A. R. H. K. (2025). Post-acquisition TikTok and Tokopedia: 
Optimization marketing media to encourage entrepreneurship on Sumatra Island. Priviet 
Social Sciences Journal, 5(6), 1–13. https://doi.org/10.55942/pssj.v5i6.383 

Yahaya, K. A., & Yusuf, K. (2020). Impact of Company Characteristics on Aggressive Tax 
Avoidance in Nigerian Listed Insurance Companies. Jurnal Administrasi Bisnis, 9(2), 101–
111. https://doi.org/10.14710/jab.v9i2.30512 

Yanti, L. D., & Hartono, L. (2019). Effect of Leverage, Profitability and Company Size on Tax 
Aggressiveness. (Empirical Study: Subsector Manufacturing Companies Food, Beverage, 
Cosmetics and Household Purposes Manufacturing Listed on the Indonesia Stock 
Exchange for 2014-2017). ECo-Fin, 1(1), 1–11. https://doi.org/10.32877/ef.v1i1.52 

Zaitul, & Ilona, D. (2019). Tax Aggressiveness and Politically Connected Company. KnE Social 
Sciences, 3(14), 10–19. https://doi.org/10.18502/kss.v3i14.4294 

 
 
 

 

 

https://ejournal.iainpalopo.ac.id/index.php/alkharaj

