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LAMPIRAN

Lampiran I. Prosedur penelitian

A. Analisis keasaman (pH) dilakukan dengan menggunakan alat yaitu pH meter

dengan proses sebagai berikut :

1.

Jamur yang berada dalam pouch di buka menggunkan gunting dengan
lebar 2 cm.

Kemudian alat ph meter di kalibrasi menggunakan pH 4,5 dan 7,5.

Lalu di catat berada di angka berapa ph meter setelah di kalibrasi.
Kemudian alat pH meter di masukan kedalam jamur yang ada di dalam
kemasan pouch.

Lalu di amati sampai angka nya tidak berubah. Dan di catat

Perlakuan Kode Ph

Gi1V1
1 Gi\V»
G1Vs3
Ga2V1
Ga2V2
Ga2Vs3
GsV1
GsV2
GsVs3

GiV1
Gi1V2
2 G1V3
GaV1
G2V2
G2Vs3
GsV1
GsV2
GsVs3
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B. Analisis garam (Salt Level) di lakukan dengan menggunakan alat

refractometer:

1. Buka kemasan pouch jamur kancing. Selebar 2 cm menggunakan
gunting.

2. Refactometer di kalibrasi menggunakan air atau Aquades.

3. Lalu ambil larutan brine menggunakan pipet dan semprotkan ke
Refractometer.

4. Lalu amati berapa hasil yang muncul. Dalam refractometer setiap garis
memiliki nilai 0,2 dan setiap garis kelipatan 2.

Perlakuan Kode Refracto
Gi1V1
1 Gi\V»
G1Vs3
GaV1
G2V2
Ga2Vs3
GsV1
GsV2
GsVs3
GiV1
Gi1V2
2 G1V3
Ga2V1
Ga2V2
Ga2Vs3
GsV1
GsV2
GsVs3
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C. Analisis garam (Salt Level) di lakukan dengan menggunakan alat salino :

1. Buka kemasan pouch jamur kancing. Selebar 2 cm menggunakan gunting.

2. Salt meter di kalibrasi terlebih dahulu menggunakan Aquades.

3. Lalu salt meter di masukkan kedalam larutan brine yang ada di dalam
pouch.

4. Lalu di amati dengan berapa hasil yang muncul. Sampai tidak berubah.

Perlakuan Kode pH
GiV1
1 Gi\V»
G1Vs3
G2V1
GaoV2
G2Vs3
GsV1
GsV2
GsVs3
Gi1V1
G1V2
2 G1Vs3
Ga2V1
Ga2V2
Ga2Vs3
GsV1
GsV2
GsVs3




Lampiran 1. Data primer penelitian

A. Data primer hari ke 1
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Drain Nett
Hari | Perlakuan | Kode | weight weight pH Salt level | Salt level
(Refracto) | (Salino)

Givl | 1279 250.5 5.04 1 0.69

G1lv2 | 129.9 253.5 4.96 1 0.69

G1v3 | 128.2 248.2 4.91 1 0.64

G2V1 | 1346 242.2 5.07 1 0.93

1 G2v2 | 137.7 264.3 491 1.2 0.94
G2v3 | 1314 247.9 4.85 1 0.96

G3Vv1l | 1313 239.7 5.01 14 1.25

1 G3v2 | 12838 259 4.87 14 1.28
G3V3 130.6 242.3 4.89 1.2 1.24

G1Vvl | 1265 250.5 4.98 1 0.67

G1v2 | 1305 265.9 4.83 1 0.68

G1v3 | 127.7 260.6 4.81 1 0.66

G2V2 | 1336 241.8 5.04 1 0.92

2 G2Vv2 | 1344 260.9 4.89 1.2 0.95
G2v3 | 1339 249.5 4.88 1.2 0.96

G3Vv1l | 135.2 257.3 4.95 14 1.33

G3Vv2 | 130.6 246.2 4.94 1.6 1.28

G3Vv3 | 1248 231 4.81 14 1.2




B. Data primer hari ke 7
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Hari | Perlakuan Kode pH Salt level Salt level
(Refracto) (Salino)

G1V1 5.11 0.6 0.6

G1Vv2 5.01 0.8 0.63

G1V3 4.99 0.8 0.62

G2V1 5.22 1 0.93

1 G2V2 5.05 1 0.94

G2V3 4.96 1 0.96

G3V1 5.18 1.2 1.27

7 G3V2 5.05 1.2 1.24
G3V3 4.96 1.2 1.32

GlVvl 5.14 0.8 0.63

G1Vv2 5 0.8 0.63

G1V3 4.93 0.8 0.64

G2V2 5.12 1 0.81

2 G2V2 5.05 1 0.93

G2V3 4.95 1 0.91

G3V1 5.1 14 1.28

G3V2 5.06 1.6 1.29

G3V3 4.5 2 1.75




C. Data hasil uji Tukey hari ke 1

The SAS System 20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 3

The GLM Procedure

Dependent Variable: DW

Source

Model

Error

Corrected Total

Sum of
DF Squares Mean Square F Value Pr>F

9 160.2800000 17.8088889  3.98 0.0324

8 358311111  4.4788889

17 196.1111111

R-Square Coeff Var Root MSE  DW Mean

0.817292

Source

ulangan
garam
vitaminc

garam*vitaminc

Source

1.615800 2.116339  130.9778

DF  TypelSS MeanSquare FValue Pr>F

1 05688889 0.5688889  0.13 0.7308
2 106.7144444  53.3572222 11.91 0.0040
2 221211111 11.0605556  2.47 0.1461
4 30.8755556  7.7188889 1.72 0.2374

DF TypelllSS Mean Square FValue Pr>F

53



ulangan 1 05688889 0.5688889  0.13 0.7308

garam 2 106.7144444  53.3572222 11.91 0.0040
vitaminc 2 221211111 11.0605556  2.47 0.1461
garam*vitaminc 4 30.8755556  7.7188889  1.72 0.2374

The SAS System  20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 4

The GLM Procedure

Dependent Variable: NW

Sum of
Source DF Squares Mean Square F Value Pr>F
Model 9 1058.071667 117.563519 2.10 0.1542
Error 8  447.144444 55.893056
Corrected Total 17 1505.216111

R-Square Coeff Var Root MSE ~ NW Mean

0.702937 2982976  7.476166  250.6278

Source DF  TypelSS MeanSquare FValue Pr>F
ulangan 1 14.4005556  14.4005556  0.26 0.6254

garam 2 2423144444 121.1572222  2.17 0.1769
vitaminc 2 530.2877778 265.1438889  4.74 0.0438

garam*vitaminc 4 2710688889 67.7672222 121 0.3770



Source

ulangan
garam
vitaminc

garam*vitaminc
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DF TypelllSS Mean Square FValue Pr>F

1 144005556  14.4005556  0.26 0.6254

2 2423144444 121.1572222 217 0.1769

2 530.2877778 265.1438889  4.74 0.0438
4 271.0688889 67.7672222  1.21 0.3770

The SAS System 20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 5

The GLM Procedure

Dependent Variable: PH

Source

Model

Error

Corrected Total

R-Square

0.855043

Source

Sum of
DF Squares Mean Square F Value Pr>F
9 0.09306667 0.01034074 5.24 0.0145
8 0.01577778 0.00197222

17  0.10884444

Coeff Var Root MSE ~ PH Mean
0.901822  0.044410 4.924444

DF TypelSS MeanSquare FValue Pr>F



ulangan 1 0.00802222 0.00802222  4.07 0.0784

garam 2 0.00247778 0.00123889  0.63 0.5580
vitaminc 2 0.07901111 0.03950556  20.03 0.0008
garam*vitaminc 4 0.00355556 0.00088889  0.45 0.7699
Source DF TypelllSS Mean Square FValue Pr>F
ulangan 1 0.00802222 0.00802222  4.07 0.0784
garam 2 0.00247778 0.00123889  0.63 0.5580
vitaminc 2 0.07901111 0.03950556  20.03 0.0008
garam*vitaminc 4 0.00355556  0.00088889  0.45 0.7699

The SAS System  20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 6

The GLM Procedure

Dependent Variable: REF

Sum of
Source DF Squares Mean Square FValue Pr>F
Model 9 0.62000000 0.06888889 13.78 0.0006
Error 8 0.04000000 0.00500000
Corrected Total 17 0.66000000

R-Square Coeff Var Root MSE  REF Mean

0.939394 6.060915 0.070711 1.166667



Source DF  TypelSS MeanSquare FValue Pr>F

ulangan 1 0.02000000 0.02000000  4.00 0.0805
garam 2 0.52000000 0.26000000 52.00 <.0001
vitaminc 2 0.04000000 0.02000000  4.00 0.0625
garam*vitaminc 4 0.04000000 0.01000000 2.00 0.1875
Source DF TypelllSS Mean Square FValue Pr>F
ulangan 1 0.02000000 0.02000000  4.00 0.0805
garam 2 0.52000000 0.26000000 52.00 <.0001
vitaminc 2 0.04000000 0.02000000  4.00 0.0625
garam*vitaminc 4 0.04000000 0.01000000 2.00 0.1875

The SAS System  20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 7

The GLM Procedure

Dependent Variable: SAL

Sum of
Source DF Squares Mean Square F Value Pr>F
Model 9 1.06099444  0.11788827 209.58 <.0001
Error 8 0.00450000 0.00056250
Corrected Total 17 1.06549444

R-Square Coeff Var Root MSE  SAL Mean



0.995777

Source

ulangan
garam
vitaminc

garam*vitaminc

Source

ulangan
garam
vitaminc

garam*vitaminc

2471960 0.023717  0.959444

DF TypelSS MeanSquare FValue Pr>F

1 0.00005000 0.00005000  0.09 0.7732
2 1.05254444  0.52627222 935.60 <.0001
2 0.00241111 0.00120556  2.14 0.1797
4 0.00598889 0.00149722  2.66 0.1113

DF TypelllSS Mean Square F Value Pr>F
1 0.00005000 0.00005000 0.09 0.7732

2 1.05254444 052627222 935.60 <.0001
2 0.00241111 0.00120556  2.14 0.1797

4 0.00598889 0.00149722  2.66 0.1113

The SAS System  20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 8

The GLM Procedure

Class Level Information
Class Levels Values
garam 3 G1G2G3
vitaminc 3 V1V2V3
ulangan 2 12

58
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inter 9 G1V1G1lV2 G1V3 G2V1 G2V2 G2V3 G3V1 G3V2 G3V3
Number of Observations Read 18
Number of Observations Used 18

The SAS System  20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 9
The GLM Procedure
Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for DW
NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a

higher
Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 4.478889

Critical Value of Studentized Range 4.04101
Minimum Significant Difference 3.4914

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping Mean N garam

A 134267 6 G2

B 130217 6 G3
B



B 128450 6 Gl

The SAS System  20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 11

The GLM Procedure

Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for NW

60

NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a

higher

Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 55.89306

Critical Value of Studentized Range 4.04101
Minimum Significant Difference 12.334

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping Mean N garam
A 254867 6 Gl
A
A 251.100 6 G2
A
A 245917 6 G3

The SAS System  20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 12
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The GLM Procedure
Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for PH
NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a

higher
Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 0.001972

Critical Value of Studentized Range 4.04101
Minimum Significant Difference 0.0733

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping Mean N garam
A 494000 6 G2
A
A 492167 6 Gl
A
A 491167 6 G3
The SAS System  20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 13

The GLM Procedure
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Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for REF

NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a
higher

Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 0.005

Critical Value of Studentized Range 4.04101
Minimum Significant Difference 0.1167

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping Mean N garam
A 140000 6 G3
B 1.10000 6 G2
B
B 1.00000 6 G1
The SAS System  20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 14
The GLM Procedure

Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for SAL

NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a
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higher
Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 0.000563

Critical Value of Studentized Range 4.04101
Minimum Significant Difference 0.0391

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping Mean N garam
A 126333 6 G3
B 094333 6 G2
C 0.67167 6 G1
The SAS System  20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 15

The GLM Procedure

Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for DW

NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a
higher

Type Il error rate than REGWQ.



Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 4.478889

Critical Value of Studentized Range 4.04101
Minimum Significant Difference 3.4914

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping Mean N vitaminc

A
A
A
A
A

131.983 6 V2

131517 6 V1

129433 6 V3

The SAS System  20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 17

The GLM Procedure

Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for NW

64

NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a

higher

Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha

0.05
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Error Degrees of Freedom 8

Error Mean Square 55.89306
Critical Value of Studentized Range 4.04101
Minimum Significant Difference 12.334

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping Mean N vitaminc
A 258300 6 V2
A
A 247000 6 V1
A
A 246583 6 V3
The SAS System  20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 18
The GLM Procedure
Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for PH
NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a

higher
Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 0.001972

Critical Value of Studentized Range 4.04101



Minimum Significant Difference 0.0733

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping Mean N vitaminc

A 501500 6 V1

B 490000 6 V2

B 485833 6 V3

The SAS System 20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 19

The GLM Procedure

Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for REF
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NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a

higher
Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 0.005

Critical Value of Studentized Range 4.04101
Minimum Significant Difference 0.1167



Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping Mean N vitaminc
A 123333 6 V2
A
A 113333 6 V1
A
A 113333 6 V3
The SAS System  20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 20
The GLM Procedure

Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for SAL
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NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a

higher

Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 0.000563

Critical Value of Studentized Range 4.04101
Minimum Significant Difference 0.0391

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.
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Tukey Grouping Mean N vitaminc

0.97000 6 V2

0.96500 6 Vi1

> >» > >» >

094333 6 V3

The SAS System  20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 21

The GLM Procedure

Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for DW

NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a
higher
Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 4.478889

Critical Value of Studentized Range 5.76729
Minimum Significant Difference 8.6306

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping Mean N inter
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A 136.050 2 G2V2
A
B A 134100 2 G2Vl
B A
B A 133250 2 G3V1
B A
B A 132650 2 G2V3
B A
B A 130200 2 G1V2
B A
B A 129700 2 G3V2
B A
B A 127950 2 G1V3
B A
B A 127700 2 G3V3
B
B 127.200 2 G1Vi

The SAS System  20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 23

The GLM Procedure

Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for NW

NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a

higher
Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 55.89306



Critical Value of Studentized Range 5.76729
Minimum Significant Difference 30.488

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping

262.600

259.700

254.400

252.600

250.500

248.700

248.500

242.000

> >» >» >» > > > > > > > > > > > > P

236.650

Mean

2

N inter

G2V2

G1v2

G1v3

G3V2

Glvl

G2V3

G3vl

G2v1

G3V3

The SAS System  20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 24

The GLM Procedure

Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for PH

70



71

NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a
higher
Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 0.001972

Critical Value of Studentized Range 5.76729
Minimum Significant Difference 0.1811

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping Mean N inter

A 505500 2 G2Vi1
A
B A 501000 2 Givi
B A
B A 498000 2 G3Vi
B A
B A 490500 2 G3V2
B A
B A 490000 2 G2V2
B A
B A 489500 2 GlVv2
B
B 486500 2 G2V3
B
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B 486000 2 GI1V3
B
B 485000 2 G3V3

The SAS System  20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 25
The GLM Procedure
Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for REF
NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a

higher
Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 0.005

Critical Value of Studentized Range 5.76729
Minimum Significant Difference 0.2884

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping Mean N inter

A 150000 2 G3V2
A
B A 140000 2 G3Vi1
B A
B A C 130000 2 G3V3



B C

B D C 1.20000
D C
D C
D
D 1.00000 2
D
D 1.00000 2
D
D 1.00000 2
D
D 1.00000 2
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2 G2V2

110000 2 G2V3

G1v2

G1Vv3

G2Vv1

G1lvi
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The GLM Procedure

Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for SAL

NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a

higher

Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha
Error Degrees of Freedom

Error Mean Square

0.05

8
0.000563

Critical Value of Studentized Range 5.76729
Minimum Significant Difference 0.0967

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.



Tukey Grouping Mean N inter
A 129000 2 G3Vvi
A
A 128000 2 G3V2
A
A

122000 2 G3V3

B 096000 2 G2V3
B
B 094500 2 G2Vv2
B
B 092500 2 G2Vl
C 068500 2 G1v2
C
C 068000 2 Givi
C
C 065000 2 G1vs

D. Data Hail uji tukey hari ke 7
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The GLM Procedure

Class Level Information

Class Levels Values
garam 3 G1G2G3
vitaminc 3 V1Vv2V3
ulangan 2 12

Number of Observations Read 18
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Number of Observations Used 18

Dependent Variable: PH
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The GLM Procedure

Sum of
Source DF Squares Mean Square F Value Pr>F
Model 9 0.31006667  0.03445185  3.04 0.0662
Error 8 0.09071111 0.01133889

Corrected Total

R-Square

0.773662

Source

ulangan
garam
vitaminc

garam*vitaminc

Source

17 0.40077778

Coeff Var  Root MSE PH Mean

2.120730 0.106484 5.021111

DF TypelSS MeanSquare FValue Pr>F

1 0.02568889 0.02568889  2.27 0.1707
2 0.02154444 0.01077222  0.95 0.4264
2 021021111 0.10510556  9.27 0.0083
4 0.05262222 0.01315556  1.16 0.3960

DF TypelllSS Mean Square FValue Pr>F
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ulangan 1 0.02568889 0.02568889  2.27 0.1707

garam 2 0.02154444 0.01077222  0.95 0.4264
vitaminc 2 0.21021111 0.10510556  9.27 0.0083
garam*vitaminc 4 0.05262222 0.01315556  1.16 0.3960
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The GLM Procedure

Dependent Variable: REF

Sum of
Source DF Squares Mean Square F Value Pr>F
Model 9 1.62222222  0.18024691 4.84 0.0184
Error 8 0.29777778 0.03722222
Corrected Total 17 1.92000000

R-Square Coeff Var Root MSE  REF Mean

0.844907 18.08725 0.192931 1.066667

Source DF TypelSS MeanSquare FValue Pr>F
ulangan 1 0.14222222 0.14222222  3.82 0.0864
garam 2 137333333 0.68666667 18.45 0.0010

vitaminc 2 0.05333333 0.02666667  0.72 0.5174



garam*vitaminc 4 0.05333333 0.01333333 0.36 0.8317

Source DF TypelllSS Mean Square FValue Pr>F
ulangan 1 0.14222222 0.14222222  3.82 0.0864
garam 2 137333333 0.68666667 18.45 0.0010
vitaminc 2 0.05333333 0.02666667  0.72 0.5174
garam*vitaminc 4 0.05333333 0.01333333 0.36 0.8317
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The GLM Procedure

Dependent Variable: SAL

Sum of
Source DF Squares Mean Square F Value Pr>F
Model 9 1.74474444  0.19386049 16.21 0.0003
Error 8 0.09570000 0.01196250
Corrected Total 17  1.84044444

R-Square Coeff Var Root MSE  SAL Mean

0.948002 11.32749 0.109373  0.965556

Source DF TypelSS MeanSquare FValue Pr>F



ulangan 1 0.00720000 0.00720000  0.60 0.4602

garam 2 1.63787778 0.81893889 68.46 <.0001
vitaminc 2 0.04297778 0.02148889  1.80 0.2268
garam*vitaminc 4 0.05668889 0.01417222  1.18 0.3870
Source DF TypelllSS Mean Square FValue Pr>F
ulangan 1 0.00720000 0.00720000  0.60 0.4602
garam 2 163787778 0.81893889 68.46 <.0001
vitaminc 2 0.04297778 0.02148889  1.80 0.2268
garam*vitaminc 4  0.05668889 0.01417222  1.18 0.3870
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The GLM Procedure

Class Level Information

Class Levels Values

garam 3 G1G2G3

vitaminc 3 V1iv2Vv3

ulangan 2 12

inter 9 G1V1G1V2 G1lVv3 G2V1 G2V2 G2V3 G3V1 G3V2 G3V3
Number of Observations Read 18

Number of Observations Used 18
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The GLM Procedure
Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for PH
NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a

higher
Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 0.011339

Critical Value of Studentized Range 4.04101
Minimum Significant Difference 0.1757

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.
Tukey Grouping Mean N garam
A 505833 6 G2
A
A 503000 6 G1
A
A 497500 6 G3
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The GLM Procedure

Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for REF

NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a



higher
Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 0.037222

Critical Value of Studentized Range 4.04101
Minimum Significant Difference 0.3183

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping Mean N garam

A 14333 6 G3

B 1.0000 6 G2

B 0.7667 6 G1
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The GLM Procedure

Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for SAL
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NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a

higher
Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 0.011963



Critical Value of Studentized Range 4.04101
Minimum Significant Difference 0.1804

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping Mean N garam

A 135833 6 G3

B 091333 6 G2

C 062500 6 G1
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The GLM Procedure
Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for PH
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NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a

higher
Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 0.011339

Critical Value of Studentized Range 4.04101
Minimum Significant Difference 0.1757

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping Mean N vitaminc

A 514500 6 V1
A
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B A 503667 6 V2
B
B 488167 6 V3
The SAS System  20:25 Thursday, February 23, 2023 36
The GLM Procedure
Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for REF
NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a

higher
Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 0.037222

Critical Value of Studentized Range 4.04101
Minimum Significant Difference 0.3183

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping Mean N vitaminc
A 11333 6 V3
A
A 1.0667 6 V2
A
A 1.0000 6 V1
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The GLM Procedure
Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for SAL



83

NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a
higher
Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 0.011963

Critical Value of Studentized Range 4.04101
Minimum Significant Difference 0.1804

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.
Tukey Grouping Mean N vitaminc
A 103333 6 V3
A
A 094333 6 V2
A
A 092000 6 V1
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The GLM Procedure
Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for PH
NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a

higher
Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05



Error Degrees of Freedom 8

Error Mean Square 0.011339
Critical Value of Studentized Range 5.76729
Minimum Significant Difference 0.4343

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping Mean N inter

A 51700 2 G2Vi1
A
B A 51400 2 G3Vvi
B A
B A 51250 2 G1ivi
B A
B A 5.0550 2 G3V2
B A
B A 5.0500 2 G2V2
B A
B A 5.0050 2 G1Vv2
B A
B A 49600 2 G1v3
B A
B A 49550 2 G2V3
B
B 47300 2 G3V3
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The GLM Procedure

Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for REF
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NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a
higher
Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 0.037222

Critical Value of Studentized Range 5.76729
Minimum Significant Difference 0.7868

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping Mean N inter

A 1.6000 2 G3V3
A
B A 14000 2 G3V2
B A
B A 13000 2 G3V1
B A
B A 1.0000 2 G2V3
B A
B A 1.0000 2 G2Vv2
B A
B A 1.0000 2 G2Vv1
B
B 0.8000 2 G1V3
B
B 0.8000 2 G1V2
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B 0.7000 2 G1Vi1
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The GLM Procedure
Tukey's Studentized Range (HSD) Test for SAL
NOTE: This test controls the Type | experimentwise error rate, but it generally has a

higher
Type Il error rate than REGWQ.

Alpha 0.05
Error Degrees of Freedom 8
Error Mean Square 0.011963

Critical Value of Studentized Range 5.76729
Minimum Significant Difference 0.446

Means with the same letter are not significantly different.

Tukey Grouping Mean N inter
A 15350 2 G3V3

A
A 12750 2 G3Vi
A
A

1.2650 2 G3V2

o W W @
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09350 2 G2V3

0.9350 2 G2Vv2

0.8700 2 G2Vl

0.6300 2 G1V3

0.6300 2 G1v2

0.6150 2 G1v1



Lampiran 111. Dokumentasi Kegiatan
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Gambar

Keterangan

Jamur kancing segar

Jamur kancing setelah di blanching

dan melewati proses slicing

Penimbangan jamur kancing ke

dalam pouch
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Keterangan

Jamur kancing yang sudah dikemas

General grading produk jadi jamur

kancing

Larutan brine jamur kancing
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