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LAMPIRAN



Lampiran 1. Uji Independen T-Test Produktivitas TBS Tahun Tanam 2007

ANOVA
Sum of Mean
Squares Df Square F Sig.
Sebelum_Efact Between 71,002 1| 71,002 | 24,964 | 0,00
Groups
Within 11,377 4| 2,844
Groups
Total 82,378 5
Setelah_Efact Between 10,747 1| 10,747 | 3,511| 0,134
Groups
Within 12,245 41 3,061
Groups
Total 22,992 5

Lampiran 2. Uji Independen T-Test Produktivitas TBS Tahun Tanam 2008

ANOVA
Sum of Mean
Squares Df Square F Sig.
Sebelum_Efact Between 52,925 1] 52925 | 21,281 | 0,01
Groups
Within 9,948 4| 2,487
Groups
Total 62,873 5
Setelah_Efact  Between 6,448 1| 6,448 | 2,121 | 0,219
Groups
Within 12,159 4| 3,040
Groups
Total 18,607 5

23



Lampiran 3. Uji Paired Sample T-Test BJR Tahun Tanam 2007

Paired Samples Statistics

24

Std.
Std. Error
Mean N Deviation Mean
Pair  BJR_Sebelum_
1 e-FACT 12,5333 3 0,58595 | 0,33830
BJR_Setelah_
o-FACT 16,7000 3 0,85440 | 0,49329
Paired Samples Correlations
N Correlation Sig.
Pair  BJR_Sebelum_e-
1 FACT &
BJR_Setelah_e- 3 0,270 | 0,826
FACT
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences
95% Confidence
Std. Interval of the
Std. Error Difference
Mean Deviation | Mean Lower | Upper
Pair BJR_Sebelum_e-
1 FACT- i i
BJR_Setelah -4,16667 | 0,89629 | 0,51747
Ce-FACT 6,39317 | 1,94016




Lampiran 4. Uji Paired Sample T-Test BJR Tahun Tanam 2008

Paired Samples Statistics

Std.
Std. Error
Mean N | Deviation Mean
Pair BJR_Setelah_
1 e-FACT 16,4000 | 3 0,80000 | 0,46188
BJR_Sebelum_
e-FACT 12,2333 | 3 0,58595 | 0,33830
Paired Samples Correlations
N | Correlation | Sig.
Pair BJR_Setelah
1 e-FACT &
BJR_Sebelum_ 3 0,171 | 0,891
e-FACT
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences
95% Confidence
Std. Interval of the
Mean | Deviation | Mean Lower | Upper
Pair BJR_Setelah
1 e-FACT -
BJR_Sebelum [ 4,16667 | 0,90738 | 0,52387 | 1,91262 | 6,42072
e-FACT




Lampiran 5. Uji Paired Sample T-Test JJG Tahun Tanam 2007

Paired Samples Statistics
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Std. Std. Error
Mean N Deviation Mean
Pair JJG_Setelah_
1 e-FACT 1613,6667 3| 99,07741 | 57,20237
JIG_Sebelum_
e-FACT 1786,3333 3| 247,52845 | 142,91062
Paired Samples Correlations
N Correlation Sig.
Pair JJG_Setelah_
1 e-FACT &
JJG_Sebelum_ 3 -0,881 0,314
e-FACT
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences
95% Confidence
Std. Std. Inte_rval of the
Deviatio | Error Difference
Mean n Mean Lower Upper
Pai JJG_Setelah
rli eFACT ) )
JJG_Sebelu 172.6666 338,0552 | 195,1762 1012,4423 667,1090
m_e-FACT 7 2 7 9 6
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Lampiran 6. Uji Paired Sample T-Test JJG Tahun Tanam 2008

Paired Samples Statistics

Std. Std. Error
Mean N Deviation Mean
Pair JJG_Setelah_
1 e-FACT 1553,0000 3| 29,71532 | 17,15615
JIG_Sebelum_
e-FACT 1962,3333 31231,89725 | 133,88594
Paired Samples Correlations
N Correlation Sig.
Pair JJG_Setelah_
1 e-FACT &
JJG_Sebelum_ 3 -0,675 0,528
e-FACT
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences
95% Confidence
Interval of the
Std. Std. Error Difference
Mean Deviation Mean Lower Upper
Pair JJG_Setelah_
1 e-FACT
JJG_Sebel | i}
e-F,&C?re um_ 409,33333 252,90380 | 146,01408 103758121 218,91454




Lampiran 7. Uji Paired Sample T-Test Produktivitas Tahun Tanam 2007

Paired Samples Statistics
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Std.
Std. Error
Mean N Deviation | Mean
Pair Prod_Setelah
1 e-EACT 26,6667 3| 2,34592 | 1,35442
Prod_Sebelum_
e-EACT 22,1333 3| 2,18251 | 1,26007
Paired Samples Correlations
N Correlation Sig.
Pair Prod_Setelah
1 e-FACT &
Prod_Sebelum_ 3 -0,152 0,903
e-FACT
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences
95% Confidence
Interval of the
Std. Std. Error Difference
Mean Deviation Mean Lower Upper
Pair JJG_Setelah_
1 e-FACT
JJG_Sebelum_ ~ | 252,90380 | 146,01408 " | 218,91454
e-FACT 409,33333 ' ’ 1037,58121 ’

Lampiran 8. Uji Paired Sample T-Test Produktivitas Tahun Tanam 2008

Paired Samples Statistics

Std.
Std. Error
Mean N Deviation | Mean
Pair Prod_Sebelum_
1 e-FACT 23,6667 3| 217792 | 1,25742
Prod_Setelah_
e-FACT 25,6667 3| 1,00167 | 0,57831




Paired Samples Correlations
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N Correlation Sig.
Pair Prod_Sebelum_
1 e-FACT &
Prod_Setelah_ 3 0,751 0,459
e-FACT
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences
95% Confidence
Std. Interval of the
Mean | Deviation | Mean Lower | Upper
Pair Prod_Sebelum_
1 e-FACT
Prod_Setelah | 157162 {0,90738 . | 1,90413
e-EACT 2,00000 5,90413

Lampiran 9. Uji Paired Sample T-Test Produktivitas budget vs aktual sebelum e-
FACT Tahun Tanam 2007

Paired Samples Statistics

Std. Error
Mean N Std. Deviation Mean

Pair Budget_Sebelum_Efact 780,0000 3 0,00000 0,00000
1

Aktual_Sebelum_Efact 665,2100 3 65,31651 | 37,71050

Paired Samples Correlations
N Correlation Sig.

Pair Budget_Sebelum_Efact
1 & 3

Aktual_Sebelum_Efact




Paired Samples Test
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Paired Differences

95% Confidence Interval
of the Difference

Aktual Sebelum Efact

Std. Std. Error
Mean Deviation Mean Lower Upper
Pair Budget_Sebelum_Efact )
1 - 114,79000 | 65,31651 37,71050 47 46520 277,04520

Lampiran 10. Uji Paired Sample T-Test Produktivitas budget vs aktual setelah e-
FACT Tahun Tanam 2007

Paired Samples Statistics

Std.
Std. Error
Mean N Deviation Mean
Pair Budget_Setelah_Efact | 840,0000 3| 30,00000 | 17,32051
1
Aktual_Setelah_Efact | 81,2310 3| 70,29684 | 40,58590
Paired Samples Correlations
N Correlation Sig.
Pair Budget_Setelah_Efact
1 & 3 ,980 ,126
Aktual Setelah Efact
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences
Std 95% Confidence Interval
S, Error of the Difference
Mean Deviation Mean Lower Upper
Pair Budget_Setelah_Efact
1 - 38,76900 | 41,31096 | 23,85090 -63,85313 | 141,39113
Aktual Setelah Efact
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Lampiran 11. Uji Paired Sample T-Test Produktivitas budget vs aktual sebelum e-
FACT Tahun Tanam 2008

Paired Samples Statistics

Std.
Std. Error
Mean N Deviation Mean
Pair Budget_Sebelum_Efact 810,0000 3 0,00000 0,00000
1
Aktual_Sebelum_Efact | 706,3100 3 | 59,08378 | 34,11204
Paired Samples Correlations
N Correlation Sig.
Pair Budget_Sebelum_Efact
1 & 3
Aktual Sebelum Efact
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences
95% Confidence
St Interval of the
Sid. Error Difference
Mean Deviation Mean Lower Upper
Pair Budget_Sebelum_Efact i
1 - 103,69000 | 59,08378 | 34,11204 250,46224
Aktual_Sebelum_Efact 43,08224

Lampiran 12. Uji Paired Sample T-Test Produktivitas budget vs aktual sebelum e-
FACT Tahun Tanam 2008

Paired Samples Statistics

Std. Std. Error
Mean N Deviation Mean
Pair  Budget_Setelah_Efact 860,0000 3| 17,32051 | 10,00000
1
Aktual_Setelah_Efact 763,5950 3| 21,16684 | 12,22068
Paired Samples Correlations
N Correlation Sig.
Pair Budget_Setelah_Efact
1 & 3 ,942 ,218
Aktual Setelah Efact




Paired Samples Test

Paired Differences

95% Confidence
Inte_rval of the
Std. Std. Error Difference
Mean Deviation Mean Lower Upper
Pair Budget_Sebelum_Efact )
1 - 103,69000 | 59,08378 | 34,11204 250,46224
Aktual Sebelum Efact 43,08224
Lampiran 13. Rekapan Produktivitas aktual vs potensial.
Produktivitas | _Tahun 1 5417 | 5018 | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 | 2022
Ha/tahun Tanaman
Aktual
Produktivitas
(ton/Ha) 2007 21,7 | 245 | 20,2 | 24,1 | 27,2 | 28,7
Potensial
Produktivitas
(ton/Ha) 2007 28,02 | 29,08 | 29,94 | 30,02 | 29,53 | 28,48
Selisih
Produktivitas 2007 6,27 | 455 | 9,70 | 5,88 | 2,29 | -0,26
Persentase 2007 22% | 16% | 32% | 20% | 8% | -1%
Produktivitas Tahun
Ha/Th Tanaman 2017 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 | 2022
Aktual
Produktivitas
(ton/Ha) 2008 230 | 26,1 | 21,9 | 24,7 | 26,7 | 25,6
Potensial
Produktivitas
(ton/Ha) 2008 29,08 | 29,72 | 30,02 | 29,53 | 28,48 | 25,21
Selisih
Produktivitas 2008 6,07 | 364 | 8,13 | 483 | 1,74 | -0,39
Persentase 2008 21% | 12% | 27% | 16% | 6% | -2%




Lampiran 14. Rekapan BJR dan JJG
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Aktal JG | Tahun | 5415 | 5518 | 9019 | 2020 | 2021 | 2022
Ha/tahun Tanaman
Aktual JJG
(ton/Ha) 2007 1.805 | 2.024 | 1530 | 1.553 | 1.560 | 1.728
BJR actual 2007 12,1 12,3 13,2 15,8 17,5 16,8
Potensial JJG
(ton/Ha) 2007 1.610 | 1.426 | 1.399 | 1.346 | 1.267 | 1.148
BJR Potensial 2007 17,4 20,4 21,4 22,3 23,3 24.8
Selisih JJG 2007 194,47 | 598,57 | 131,25 | 206,13 | 292,85 | 579,70
Persentase 2007 12% 42% 9% 15% 23% 50%
Aktal JG | Tahun | o415 | 5518 | 9019 | 2020 | 2021 | 2022
Ha/tahun Tanaman
Aktual JJG
(ton/Ha) 2008 2.008 | 2168 | 1.711 | 1574 | 1519 | 1.566
BJR actual 2008 11,8 12,0 12,9 15,6 17,2 16,4
Potensial JJG
(ton/Ha) 2008 1426 | 1.389 | 1.346 | 1.267 | 1.148 | 1.016
BJR Potensial 2008 20,4 214 22,3 23,3 24,8 24.8
Selisih JJG 2008 582,7 | 779,8 | 364,2 | 307,2 | 370,5 | 549,5
Persentase 2008 41% 56% 27% 24% 32% 54%
Lampiran 15. Rekapan data produksi aktual vs budget
Produksi Usluty
S Ta;\:m 2017 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 | 2022
6523 | 7359 | 6072 | 7243 | 817.2 | 8621
Aktual 2007 90 86 54 13 32 48
780,0 | 780,0 | 780,0 | 810,0 | 840,0 | 870,0
Budget 2007 0 0 0 0 0 0
Selisih 127,6 172,7
elist 2007 1 | 4401 | 5 | 8569|2277 | 7,85
2017 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 | 2022
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Produksi ;’::::1
(Ton/Blok/tahun) an

690,3 | 771,7 | 656,8 | 740,5 | 782,2 | 767,9

Aktual 2008 34 39 57 75 18 92
810,0 | 810,0 | 810,0 | 840,0 | 870,0 | 870,0

Budget 2008 0 0 0 0 0 0
.. 119,6 153,1 102,0

Selisih 5008 2 38,26 4 99,42 | 87,78 1

Lampiran 16. Alur Pencatatan hasil produksi

e

Kenanga Mill

Surat Pengantar Buah
4120/TBS/01/23/03/ROS8
No. Pol Kendaraan KB8349GD

Nama Supir Yosep Keka
Tonase (Kg) 7884 81Kg
Jumlah Janjang s

Jumlah Brondolan 0.00Kg
(Kg)

| Mo Complex  Blch Jamjang Wremdolen  Tonase
\ xa) e
190 Q00 Inrs4s
] 000 WorIs
W, 900 700481
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