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Lampiran gambar 1. Peta Sebaran Pengambilan Dan Pengelompokan Titik Sampel
Tanah Dan Daun di Lokasi Penelitian

Kelompok area Blok Jarak platbad dari Notasi titik sampel
kran distribusi
1 18CC 10-50 —
2 19CC 10-50 —
3 18CC >50 —
4 19CC >50 S
5 18CC 10-50 —
6 18CC >50 —
7 17CC - —
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Lampiran gambar 2. Peta Jenis Tanah Lokasi Penelitian

m*1s'eY W*30'8T
A

PETA TANAH
L PERKEBUNAN DAN PABRIK KELAPA

PT GEMAREKSA MEKARSARI
DIPROPINSI KALIMANTAN TENGAM

1.

NOMOR | KLASIFIKASI TANAH
T P*“.. FISIOGRAFI BAHAN INDUK
geeeeseen | Dystropepts Kombisol Diswrik | Dotraron Volkon intermedier
i 13 : |Poleuduits Pod solik Kromik —
wessessnd | Polehumelts Lotosol Umbrik
P -~ |Dysiropepts Kombisol Distrik | Perdukiton Intrusi Plutonik masom
i 15 |Kondiudults Podsolik Kondik
weeeesd |Kondivdos = Oksisol Moplix
pesenes | Kondiodults Podsolik Kondix | Doteran Botupasir
P19 i |Poleudulrs Podsolik Kromix |
feswiiennd |Dystropepts Kombisol Distrik
Si -

D Lokasl areal Perkebunon

SUMBER | ~Peto TOP lembar SA 49-A, SA49- D skalo 1:500.000
-Peta Tonch Pulou Kolimonton skalo 1:1.000.000, dorl Pusat Penelition Tonoh don Agroklimat Bogor

tchun 1993,
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Lampiran gambar 2. Peta Kontur Lokasi Penelitian
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Lampiran gambar 3. Layout Instalasi Pengolahan Air Limbah (IPAL) PKS PT GMR)
dan daya tampung kolam untuk POME

LAY OUT KOLAM LIMBAH
PT. GEMAREKSA MEKARSARI

Rumah pompa

Mixing Pond Il
(3.960 m3 )

E N N
Cosling Pmdl/ [Cogiing Pm( Woing Pond | /7 [N Moing Pand IV NPT
(972m3) (972m3) (1.452m3) (1452m3)

@
( Moing Pond V ) ]

(8800m3) ( Mixing Pond IV)
(9.555m3)

{ Anaerobic Pond Line 2 )
(33.600m3)

o
Aerasi Pond 2 30m —p . eran
—  (19200m3) o
57m Final Pond Ne | Contack Pond Il
I (13200m3) | rumsrpomps (972m3)
o6m e

Total Kapasitas : 131.101 m3

Tipe kolam Jumlah Daya tampung kolam (m® Total
1 11 111 I\ \Y

Colling pond 2 972 972 - - - 1.944
Mixing pond 5 1452 ] 1452 | 3960 | 8.800| 9.555| 25.219
Anaerobic 4 7.598 | 7.598 | 7.598 | 33.600 -1 56.39%4
Aerasi pond 2 13.200 | 19.200 - - - 32400
Contac pond 2 972 972 - - - 1944
Final pond 1 13.200 - - - - 13.200
Total 131.101

Sumber: Departemen Teknik dan GIS PT GMR
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Lampiran gambar 5. Kondisi Fisik Areal Aplikasi Dan Tanaman di Lahan Aplikasi
LCPKS PT GMR Pasca Terhentinya Aliran Limbah

Kondisi buffer pond
Kondisi flatbed radius 10-50m dari kran distribusi
Kondisi flatbed radius 10-50m dari kran distribusi

Qw >

D. Instalasi aliaran limabah blok 18CC
E. Kondisi flatbed blok 18CC radius 10-50m dari kran distribusi
F. Kondisi flatbed blok 18CC radius 10-50m dari kran distribusi
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Lanjutan
lampiran gambar 5. Kondisi fisik areal aplikasi dan tanaman di lahan aplikasi LCPKS
PT GMR pasca terhentinya aliran limbah

o7 RS Rk

G. Instalasi aliaran limabah blok 19CC
H. Kondisi flatbed blok 19CC radius 10-50m dari kran distribusi
1. Kondisi flatbed BLOK 19CC radius 10-50m dari kran distribusi
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Lampiran Gambar 6. Kondisi Fisualisasi Tanaman Di Lokasi Penelitian

A. Fisualisasi tanaman kelapa sawit pada lahan kontrol

B. Fisualisasi tanaman kelapa sawit pada lahan aplikasi blok 18CC

C. Fisualisasi tanaman kelapa sawit pada lahan aplikasi blok 19CC

D. Fisualisasi tanaman kelapa sawit pada lahan aplikasi blok 18CC disekitar buffer
pond
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Lampiranl. Data curah hujan di lokasi penelitian

ESTATEANGSANA
DATA CURAH HUJAN
TAHUN 2015 $/D 2022
TAHUN JAN FEB MAR APR MEI JUN UL AGUST | SEPT KT NOV DES TOTAL
2015
CURAH HUIAN Bl 1963 | 3835 | 3682 314 364 157 48 51 13 168 373 109 225
SBI 1963 | 5%9.8 928 1242 1606 1763 1811 1862 1875 2043 2416 2625
HARIHUIAN Bl 15 15 12 17 11 10 5 1 1 6 12 10 115
S8l 15 30 42 59 70 80 8 8 87 93 105 115
2016
CURAH HUIAN Bl 12 1986 | 3455 381 20 122 256 140 12 n 301 172 2976.3
S8l 12 | 5398 | 8853 | 12663 | 14863 | 16083 | 18643 | 20043 | 21263 | 25033 | 28043 | 2976.3
HARIHUIAN Bl 18 15 21 18 13 6 1 6 12 20 16 12 168
S8l 18 33 54 72 85 91 102 108 120 140 156 168
2017
CURAH HUIAN Bl 1722 | 229 | 202 392 2%8 9% 168 263 161 204 185 254 2667.3
S8l 1722 | 4051 | 677.3 | 1069.3 | 1337.3 | 14323 | 16003 | 18633 | 2024.3 | 22283 | 2413.3 | 2667.3
HARIHUIAN Bl 13 12 " 12 15 6 1 15 8 16 10 18 150
S8l 13 25 39 51 66 72 83 98 106 122 132 150
2018
CURAH HUIAN Bl 1328 | 3314 | 2785 332 466 205 148 29 178 316 291 212 2919.7
SBI 1328 | 4642 | 742.7 | 10747 | 15407 | 17457 | 18937 | 19227 | 2100.7 | 2416.7 | 2707.7 | 2919.7
HARIHUIAN Bl 6 10 15 19 20 4 6 4 12 17 19 14 146
S8l 6 16 31 50 70 74 80 84 96 113 132 146
2019
CURAH HUIAN Bl 67.2 0 N6 A14 139 175 R 145 83 131 87 397 2051.8
S8l 67.2 67.2 3888 | 8028 | 5418 | 11168 | 12088 | 13538 | 1436.8 | 1567.8 | 16548 | 20518
HARIHUIAN Bl 7 0 9 17 10 2 1 5 2 8 9 17 87
S8l 7 7 16 33 43 45 4% 51 53 61 70 8
2020
CURAH HUIAN Bl 3839 | 2276 | 5619 455 245 320 3% 101 398 508 275 138 3889.4
S8l 3339 | 9615 | 11234 | 15784 | 18234 | 21434 | 24694 | 25704 | 29684 | 34764 | 37514 | 38894
HARIHUAN Bl 12 15 21 15 10 11 24 15 19 20 19 17 158
SBl 12 27 48 63 73 &i 108 123 142 162 181 158
2021
CURAH HUIAN Bl 1345 9.8 2596 172 236 190 239 339 n 37 204 27 27%.9
SBl 1345 | 2513 | 4909 | 6629 | 8989 | 10889 | 13279 | 16669 | 2037.9 | 2364.9 | 25689 | 27%6.9
HARIHUAN Bl 17 10 17 11 11 11 9 1 15 13 17 21 153
S8l 17 27 2 55 66 77 8 87 102 115 132 153
2022
CURAH HUIAN Bl 249 3108 | 379 257 241 404 252 303 543 398 252 234 3816.7
SBl 249 599.8 | 9327 | 11897 | 14307 | 18347 | 2086.7 | 2389.7 | 2832.7 | 3330.7 | 3582.7 | 3816.7
HARIHUIAN Bl 16 16 17 15 17 16 17 15 14 2 24 15 204
SBl 16 32 49 64 81 97 114 129 143 165 189 204

Sumber: Laporan Realisasi Kerja Tahunan Estate Angsana PT GMR
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Lampiran 2. Analisis statistic Uji Tanda (Sign) parameter kimia tanah pada lahan
aplikasi terhadap lahan kontrol tahun 2016 dan tahun 2018
I. Analisi tahun 2016
a. Parameter pH tanah
Sign Test

Frequencies
~N
pHApPlikasi2016 - Negative Differences® o
pHNonaplikasi - _ b
Positive Differences s
Ties® o
Total =]
a. pHApPIlikasi2Z016 = pHNonaplikasi
b. pHApPplikasi2016 = pHNonaplikasi
c. pHApPlikasi2016 = pHNonaplikasi
Test Statistics®
pHAplikasi20
16 -
pHNonaplika
si
Exact Sig. (2-tailed) ‘031"
a. Sign Test
b. Binomial distribution used.
b. Parameter C-organik
Sign Test
Frequencies
N
C _Aplikasi2016 - C. Negative Differences® 2
Nonaplikasi — = b
Positive Differences 4
Ties® o
Total (5]

a. C. Aplikasi2016 <= C.Nonaplikasi
b. C Aplikasi2016 > C.Nonaplikasi
c. C Aplikasi2016 = C.Nonaplikasi

Test Statistics®

c.
Aplikasi2016
- C.
Nonaplikasi
Exact Sig. (2-tailed) 687°

a. Sign Test
b. Binomial distribution used.
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Lanjutan
lampiran 2. Analisis statistic Uji Tanda (Sign) parameter kimia tanah pada lahan
aplikasi terhadap lahan kontrol tahun 2016 dan tahun 2018

c. Parameter N-total
Sign Test

Frequencies

~N
N_Aplikasi2Z016 - N Negative Differences™ 3
Nonaplikasi == - [
Positive Differences 2
Ties*® 1
Total =
a. NLAplikasi2016 = N.Nonaplikasi
b. N.Aplikasi2016 > N.Nonaplikasi
c. N.Aplikasi2016 = N.Nonaplikasi
Test Statistics™
N
Aplikasi2016
Nonaplikasi
Exact Sig. (2-tailed) 1.000"
a. Sign Test
b. Binomial distribution used.
d. Parameter K dd
Sign Test
Frequencies
[ ]
K Aplikasi2Z016 - K. Negative Differences® s
Nonaplikasi - _ b
Positive Differences o
Ties® o
Total =]

a. K. Aplikasi2016 <= K.Nonaplikasi
b. K Aplikasi2016 = K.Nonaplikasi
c. K Aplikasi2016 = K.Nonaplikasi

Test Statistics®

K.
Aplikasi2016
- K.
Nonaplikasi

Exact Sig. (2-tailed) 031°®

a. Sign Test
b. Binomial distribution used.
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Lanjutan
lampiran 2. Analisis statistic Uji Tanda (Sign) parameter kimia tanah pada lahan
aplikasi terhadap lahan kontrol tahun 2016 dan tahun 2018

II. Analisi tahun 2018

a. Parameter pH

Sign Test

Frequencies

™~
pH. Aplikasi2018 - pH. Negative Differences”® o
NonaplikasiZo1 8 o - b
Positive Differences s
Ties® o
Total S
a. pH.Aplikasi2018 <= pH.Nonaplikasi2o018
b. pH. Aplikasi2018 = pH.Nonaplikasi2o1s8
c. pH. Aplikasi2018 = pH.Nonaplikasi2Zo18
Test Statistics®
pH.
Aplikasi2Zo18
Nonaplil{asi‘_’
o118
Exact Sig. (2-tailed) 031
a. Sign Test
b. Binomial distribution used.
b. Parameter C-organik
Sign Test
Frequencies
N
C Aplikasi2018 - C. Negative Differences® o
Nonaplikasi2018 — = b
Positive Differences 5
Ties® 1
Total =]

a. C. Aplikasi2018 <= C.Nonaplikasi2018
b. C. Aplikasi2018 = C.Nonaplikasi2018
c. C Aplikasi2018 = C.Nonaplikasi2018

Test Statistics®
C.
Aplikasi2018
- C.
Nonaplikasi2
o18
Exact Sig. (2-tailed) .063°
a. Sign Test
b. Binomial distribution used.
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Lanjutan
lampiran 2. Analisis statistic Uji Tanda (Sign) parameter kimia tanah pada lahan
aplikasi terhadap lahan kontrol tahun 2016 dan tahun 2018

II. Analisis tahun 2018

c. Parameter N-total

Sign Test

Frequencies
~N
N._Aplikasi2018 - N Negative Differences® 3
Nonaplikasi2Z018 = = =
Positive Differences 2
Ties® 1
Total =]
a. N . Aplikasi2018 <= N.Nonaplikasi2018
b. N.Aplikasi2018 > N.Nonaplikasi2018
c. N Aplikasi2018 = N.Nonaplikasi2018
Test Statistics®
N
Aplikasi2018
- N.
Nonaplikasi2
o118
Exact Sig. (2-tailed) 1.000%
a. Sign Test
b. Binomial distribution used.
d. Parameter K-dd
Sign Test
Frequencies
~N
K. Aplikasi2018 - K. Negative Differences® 3
Nonaplikasi2018 o ~ b
Positive Differences 3
Ties® o
Total =]

a. K Aplikasi2018 <= K.Nonaplikasi2o18
b. K Aplikasi2018 > K.Nonaplikasi2018
c. K.Aplikasi2018 = K.Nonaplikasi2018

Test Statistics®

<
Aplikasi2018
- K
Nonaplikasi2
o018

Exact Sig. (2-tailed) 1.000%

a. Sign Test
b. Binomial distribution used.
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Lampiran 3. Analisis statistic Uji Tanda (Sign) parameter kimia tanah lahan aplikasi
dari bertambahnnya waktu aplikasi selama dua tahun
a. Parameter nilai PH

Sign Test
Frequencies
N
pH_LA2018 - pH_LA2016 Negative Differences® 2
Positive Differences® 10
Ties® 0
Total 12
a. pH_LA2018 < pH_LA2016
b. pH_LA2018 > pH_LA2016
c. pH_LA2018 = pH_LA2016
Test Statistics®
pH_LA2018 -
pH_LA2016
Exact Sig. (2-tailed) .03g®
a. Sign Test
b. Binomial distribution used.
b. Parameter nilai C-organik
Sign Test
Frequencies
N
C_LA2018-C_LA2016 Negative Differences*® 4
Positive Differences® 1
Ties® 7
Total 12

a. C_LA2018 < C_LA2016
b. C_LA2018 > C_LA2016
c. C_LA2018=C_LA2016

Test Statistics®

C_LA2018 -
C_LA2016

Exact Sig. (2-tailed) .375°
a. Sign Test
b. Binomial distribution used.
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Lanjutan
lampiran 3. Analisis statistic Uji Tanda (Sign) parameter kimia tanah lahan aplikasi

dari bertambahnnya waktu aplikasi selama dua tahun

c. Parameter nilai N-total

Sign Test

Frequencies

~N
Ntti_LA2018 - Negative Differences® 2
Ntti_LA2016 =z = b
Positive Differences o
Ties® 10
Total 12
a. Ntti_LA2018 < NttI_LA2016
b. Ntti_LA2018 > Ntti_LA2016
c. Ntti_LA2018 = Ntti_LA2016
Test Statistics®
Ntti_LA2018 -
Ntti_LA2016
Exact Sig. (2-tailed) .500°
a. Sign Test
b. Binomial distribution used.
d. Parameter nilai Kdd
Sign Test
Frequencies
~N
Kdd_LAZ2018 - Negative Differences”™ o
Kdd_LAZ2016 . _ B
Positive Differences 4
Ties® s
Total 3=

a. Kdd_LAZ2018 = Kdd_LAZ2016
b. Kdd_LAZ2018 > Kdd_LAZ2016
c. Kdd_LA2018 = KKdd_LA2016

Test Statistics™
Kdd_LA2018

<dd_LAZ2016

Exact Sig. (2-tailed) 12s®
a. Sign Test
b. Binomial distribution used.
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Lampiran 4. Analisis statistic Uji Tanda (Sign) parameter kimia tanah lahan aplikasi
terhadap lahan kontrol tahun 2022.
a. Parameter pH

sSign Test

Frequencies
N
PH.Aplikasi2022 - pH. Negative Differences*® o
Nonaplikasi2022 L N b
Positive Differences 6
Ties® s}
Total 6
a. PH.Aplikasi2022 <= pH.Nonaplikasi2022
b. PH.Aplikasi2022 > pH.Nonaplikasi2022
c. PH.Aplikasi2022 = pH.Nonaplikasi2022
Test Statistics®
PH.
Aplikasi2022
- pH.
Nonaplikasi2
022
Exact Sig. (2-tailed) .031°
a. Sign Test
b. Binomial distribution used.
b. Parameter C-organik
Sign Test
Frequencies
~N
C Aplikasi2022 - C. Negative Differences™ 4
Nonaplikasi2022 . ~ b
Positive Differences 2
Ties*®< o
Total (=3

a. C Aplikasi2022 = C.Nonaplikasi2Zo22
b. C Aplikasi2022 > C.Nonaplikasi2022
c. C. Aplikasi2022 = C.Nonaplikasi2022

Test Statistics™

C.
Aplikasi2o022
- C.
Nonaplikasi2
o222

Exact Sig. (2-tailed) 687P
a. Sign Test
b. Binomial distribution used.
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Lanjutan

lampiran 4. Analisis statistic Uji Tanda (Sign) parameter kimia tanah lahan aplikasi
terhadap lahan kontrol tahun 2022.

c. Parameter N-total

sign Test

Frequencies

~N
N Aplikasi2022 - N Negative Differences™ 4
~N lik i
onaplikazlzOez:2 Positive Differences® 2
Ties® o
Total =]
a. N.Aplikasi2022 <= N.Nonaplikasi20o22
b. N.Aplikasi2022 = N.Nonaplikasi2022
c. NLAplikasi2022 = N.Nonaplikasi2022
Test Statistics™
™~
Aplikasi2022
- N
Nonaplikasi2
o022
Exact Sig. (2-tailed) 687"
a. Sign Test
b. Binomial distribution used.
d. Parameter K-dd
Sign Test
Frequencies
N
K. Aplikasi2022 - K. Negative Differences® 2
Nonaplikasi2022 == = b
Positive Differences 2
Ties® 2
Total 6

a. K Aplikasi2022 <= K.Nonaplikasi2022
b. K. Aplikasi2022 > K.Nonaplikasi2022
c. K Aplikasi2022 = K.Nonaplikasi2022

Test Statistics®

| S
Aplikasi2022
- K
Nonaplikasi2
022

Exact Sig. (2-tailed) 1.000"°

a. Sign Test
b. Binomial distribution used.

82



Lampiran 5. Rencana dan realisasi pemupukan tahun 2015-2022pada blok penelitian

Tahun
Aplikasi

Blok

Dosis aplikasi pupuk

Organik

Anorganik

EFB
(ton/Ha)

Solit

NK-mik
(g/pokok)

Kiserit
(g/pokok)

Borate
(g/pokok)

2015

18CC

(kg/pokok)

2500

1000

80

19CC

2500

1000

80

17CC

2500

1000

80

2016

18CC

19CC

17CC

2,5

2017

18CC

19CC

17CC

2,5

2018

18CC

19CC

17CC

2019

18CC

19CC

17CC

2020

18CC

19CC

17CC

2021

18CC

19CC

17CC

2022

18CC

19CC

17CC

Sumber: Laporan Realisasi Pemupukan Estate A
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Lampiran 6. Analisis Uji Laboraorium Parameter Kimia Tanah Di Lokasi Penelitian
\J

\/
AU V
%aonuso ~ 5
'NDAH Kot Aedfas Naslmal
Y SERTEIAT WAL s
Koy W Y
Hlo Refeens g Jnls Sampe Tondh
Ponglim M Eviyed Jumlah Samped ]
Hamat Nnga Bulk R 1, K, Bl Kab. Lamanday TangglPeneimain 400
Base Camp P SHS, Desa el Kec Neton Raya Tangal Pengjan i
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t
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280040 " 0 13407 0
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Lanjutan
lampiran 6. Analisis Uji Laboraorium Parameter Kimia Tanah Di Lokasi penelitian

Hapasias Basa Tukar (mel100g)
M| lolh | lowsm | pKo o ko Okt
(H) (ppm)
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Lampiran 7.  Analisis stattistik sidik Ragam (Anova) dan uji DMRT parameter pH

tanah
= Oneway
Descriptives
nila pH tanah
95% Confidence Interval for
Mean
N Mean Std. Deviation ~ Std. Error ~ Lower Bound UpperBound  Minimum  Maximum
1 3 3.9067 01155 .00667 3.8780 3.9354 3.90 3.92
2 3 4.1200 .02646 .01528 4.0543 4.1857 4.10 4.15
3 3 4.2867 01155 .00667 4.2580 43154 4.28 4.30
4 3 4.0100 .01000 .00577 3.9852 4.0348 4.00 4.02
5 3 41633 12423 .07172 3.8547 4.4719 4.02 4.24
6 3 4.1867 01155 .00667 4.1580 4.2154 418 4.20
7 3 41600 .01732 .01000 41170 4.2030 415 418
Total 21 41190 12526 .02733 4.0620 41761 3.90 4.30
ANOVA
nila pH tanah
Sum of
Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups .280 6 .047 19.285 <.001
Within Groups .034 14 .002
Total 314 20
ANOVA Effect Sizes”
Point 95% Confidence Interval
Estimate Lower Upper
nila pHtanah Eta-squared .892 626 914
Epsilon-squared .846 466 877
Omega-squared Fixed- .839 454 872
effect
Omega-squared 465 122 532

Random-effect

a. Eta-squared and Epsilon-squared are estimated based on the fixed-effect

model.

Post Hoc Tests

Homogeneous Subsets

nila pH tanah

Duncan?®
Subsetfor alpha=0.05
pola distribusi N 1 2 3 4
1 3 3.9067
4 3 4.0100
2 3 41200
7 3 41600
5 3 41633
6 3 41867
3 3 4.2867
Sig. 1.000 1.000 147 1.000

Means for groups in homogeneous subsets are displayed.
a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sample Size = 3.000.
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Lampiran 8.  Analisis stattistik sidik Ragam (Anova) dan uji DMRT parameter
kandungan nitrogen (N-total) pada tanah

» Oneway
Descriptives
nilaN
95% Confidence Interval for
Mean
N Mean Std. Deviation ~ Std. Error ~ Lower Bound Upper Bound Minimum  Maximum
1 3 .0903 .00153 .00088 .0865 0941 .09 .09
2 3 .2333 .00321 .00186 .2253 2413 .23 24
3 3 .0950 .00100 .00058 .0925 .0975 .09 10
4 3 1363 .00874 .00504 1146 1580 A3 A5
5 3 1460 .01473 .00850 1094 1826 a3 16
6 3 1230 .00400 .00231 131 1329 12 A3
i 3 1397 01415 .00817 1045 1748 A3 A6
Total 21 1377 .04558 .00995 1169 1584 .09 24
ANOVA
nilaN
Sum of
Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 041 6 .007 90.309 <.001
Within Groups .001 14 .000
Total .042 20
ANOVA Effect Sizes®
Point 95% Confidence Interval
Estimate Lower Upper
nilaN  Eta-squared 975 907 980
Epsilon-squared 964 .868 971
Omega-squared Fixed- .962 .862 .970
effect
Omega-squared .810 510 .842

Random-effect

a. Eta-squared and Epsilon-squared are estimated based on the fixed-
effect model.

Post Hoc Tests

Homogeneous Subsets

nilaN

Duncan®
Subsetfor alpha= 0.05

pola distribusi N 1 2 3 4
1 3 .0903
3 3 .0950
6 3 1230
4 3 1363 1363
7 3 1397
5 3 1460
2 3 .2333
Sig. 519 .080 214 1.000

Means for groups in homogeneous subsets are displayed.
a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sample Size = 3.000.
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Lampiran 9. Analisis stattistik sidik Ragam (Anova) dan uji DMRT parameter
kandungan kalium (K-total) tanah

% Oneway
Descriptives
nila K-total
95% Confidence Interval for
Mean
N Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error Lower Bound UpperBound  Minimum  Maximum
1 3 1363.2667 1917716 11.07194 1315.6280 1410.9054 1341.70 1378.40
2 3  1907.8333 144.68975 83.53667 1548.4041 2267.2626  1742.30 2010.20
3 3 1821.3000 7314616 42.23095 1639.5949 2003.0051 1749.70 1895.90
4 3 1306.3667 38.39705 22.16855 1210.9831 1401.7502 1283.70 1350.70
5 3 3246.0000 95.79922 55.30970 3008.0216 3483.9784 3140.70 3328.00
6 3 1528.9000 2562674 14.79561 1465.2396 1592.5604 1509.70 1558.00
7 3 1264.5000 101.61639 58.66825 1012.0709 1516.9291 1201.00 1381.70
Total 21 1776.8810 662.50812 14457112 1475.3109 2078.4510  1201.00 3328.00
ANOVA
nila K-total
Sum of
Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 8681764.852 6 1446960.809  209.758 <.001
Within Groups 96575.380 14 6898.241
Total 8778340.232 20
ANOVA Effect Sizes®
Point 95% Confidence Interval
Estimate Lower Upper
nila K-total  Eta-squared 989 859 991
Epsilon-squared 984 .942 .987
Omega-squared Fixed- .984 .939 .987
effect
Omega-squared 908 719 925

Random-effect

a. Eta-squared and Epsilon-squared are estimated based on the fixed-effect
model.

Post Hoc Tests

Homogeneous Subsets

nila K-total

Duncan?®
Subsetfor alpha=0.05
pola distribusi N 1 2 3 4
7 3 1264.5000
4 3  1306.3667
1 3  1363.2667
6 3 1528.9000
3 3 1821.3000
2 3 1907.8333
5 3 3246.0000
Sig. 188 1.000 223 1.000

Means for groups in homogeneous subsets are displayed.
a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sample Size = 3.000.

88



Lampiran 10. Analisis stattistik sidik Ragam (Anova) dan uji DMRT parameter K-dd

tanah
= Oneway
Descriptives
nila K-tersedia
95% Confidence Interval for
Mean
N Mean Std. Deviation ~ Std. Error Lower Bound Upper Bound Minimum  Maximum
1 3 .2477 .00252 .00145 2414 .2539 .25 25
2 3 .6490 .00954 .00551 6253 6727 64 .66
3 3 .6070 .00173 .00100 6027 6113 .61 61
4 3 .2390 .01375 .00794 .2048 2732 22 .25
5 3 1.2913 .01069 .00617 1.2648 1.3179 1.28 1.30
6 3 .3797 .01193 .00689 .3500 .4093 .37 .39
7 3 .5297 .00379 .00219 .5203 5391 .53 .53
Total 21 5633 .34190 .07461 4077 .7190 .22 1.30
ANOVA
nila K-tersedia
Sum of
Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 2.337 6 .389  4865.441 <.001
Within Groups .001 14 .000
Total 2.338 20
ANOVA Effect Sizes®
Point 95% Confidence Interval
Estimate Lower Upper
nila K-tersedia  Eta-squared 1.000 .998 1.000
Epsilon-squared 999 997 .999
Omega-squared Fixed- 999 997 999
effect
Omega-squared 996 .984 997

Random-effect

a. Eta-squared and Epsilon-squared are estimated based on the fixed-effect model.

Post Hoc Tests

Homogeneous Subsets

nila K-tersedia
Duncan?
Subsetfor alpha= 0.05
pola distribusi N 1 2 3 4 5 6
.2390
.2477

.3797
5297
.6070
.6490

AN WIN O =S
W wwww ww

1.2913
Sig. .255 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Means for groups in homogeneous subsets are displayed.

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sample Size = 3.000.
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Lampiran 11. Analisis korelasi person dan korelasi parsial beberapa parameter kimia
tanah di lokasi penelitian.

a. Korelai pH dengan N-total

r Correlations

[DataSet0]

Correlations
NILAI N-ttl
NILAI pH Tanah

NILAI pH Pearson Correlation 1 104

Sig. (2-tailed) .654

N 21 21
NILAI N-ttl Tanah Pearson Correlation 104 1

Sig. (2-tailed) 654

N 21 21

b. Korelasi pH dengan K-total

Correlations
Correlations
MNILAIL -1t
NILAI pH Tanah
NILAI pH Pearson Correlation 1 .300
Sig. (2-tailed) 187
~N 21 21
NILAI IK-1tl Tanah Pearson Correlation .300 1
Sig. (2-tailed) 187
N 21 21
CORRELATIONS
/VARIABLES=X Y
/PRINT=TWOTAIL NOSIG FULL
/MISSING=PAIRWISE.
c. Korelasi pH dengan K-dd
= Correlations
Correlations
NILAI K-dd
NILAI pH Tanah
NILAI pH Pearson Correlation 1 447"
Sig. (2-tailed) .042
~N 24 21
NILAI KK-dd Tanah Pearson Correlation 447" 1
Sig. (2-tailed) 042
~N 21 21

*. Correlation is significant atthe 0.05 level (2-tailed).
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Lanjutan
lampiran 11. Analisis korelasi person dan korelasi parsial beberapa parameter kimia

tanah di lokasi penelitian.

d. Korelasi parsial pH dan N-total terhadap K-dd

Correlations

PpH ~ <_dd

PpH Pearson Correlation 1 104 _aa7"

Sig. (Z2-tailed) 6554 -0a>>

~ 21 = X | 21
~a FPearson Correlation -104a 1 293

Sig. (Z2-tailed) 654 198

~ 21 21 21
=<_dd FPearson Correlation .aa7” 293 1

Sig. (2-tailed) -0a> - 198

~ =1 21 21

. Correlation is significant atthe 0.0S level (2-tailed) .

PAERTIATIT CORR
S VARIABIFS=—pH XK _dd BY I
SFSSIGNIFICARNCE=TIwWOTIATITI.
AT SSING=NAI.IYSIS .

e. Korelasi parsial pH dan K-total terhadap K-dd

Correlations

pH tanah K-Ttl tanah k-dd

pH tanah Pearson Correlation 1 .300 447

Sig. (2-tailed) .187 .042

N 21 21 21
K-Ttitanah Pearson Correlation .300 1 946"

Sig. (2-tailed) 187 <.001

N 21 21 21
k-dd Pearson Correlation 447 946 1

Sig. (2-tailed) .042 <.001

N 21 21 21

*. Correlation is significant atthe 0.05 level (2-tailed).
**_ Correlation is significant atthe 0.01 level (2-tailed).
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Lampiran 12. Analisis stattistik regresi linier dan regresi linier berganda beberapa
parameter kimia tanah di lokasi penelitian

a. Regresi linier arah hubungan K-total dengan K-dd

Regression

Variables Entered/Removed”™

Variables
Removed

Variables

Model Entered Method

1 <-Total Tanah® =

Enter

a. Dependent Variable: <-dd Tanah
b. All requested variables entered.

Model Summarf’

Adjusted R
Square

Std. Error of

Model = R Square the Estimate
1 .9as=

a. Predictors: (Constant), <-Total Tanah

894 889 1. 14044

b. Dependent Variable: <-dd Tanah

Sta.

0
0
]
0
4
c
]
7
:

Residu=al

Casewise Diagnosticsa

FPredicted

<-dd Tanah value Residu=al

NN o N OO W=

S00[0NO0AMWUN-=0

-1. 023 =z as 3. 6461 -—1.1661 S
-.885 e o 3. 5095 -1._009sS0
-1 . 026 =.as EN--1-1-1 -1 . 23s61
—-.1ss s. a0 & . S5S07 -. 12070
-e87 s. 59 S acas 1.1 2543
-.=2s56 s . as . 7720 -.Z29201
R 6. 06 s 8355 22as3
sS4 7 s . 0o9 S S007 ss293>2

- 135 .06 s =214a> -—.1Sa19o
-.7O7F =.a> 3. 2264 - 206aa
-3 2.5 =231 3 - 72132
- 1,152 | =24 3. 5534 -1.31 34>
-5 13 03 13 2033 -1 7334
ass 1282 122892 .S307S
-.0o=2a 1289 12 o169 -—.oz26es6
-.as0 =85 a 37as - s2avs
- 587 =.66 a 3294 - 66940
-.601 3.8 a 5651 - es851 2
=2. 207 s5.34a 2. s=2>2s 2. 51717
AT s 27 =.704a47 1. 56529
= e B s 2= 2. 8707 =z . a0934a

a. Dependent Vvariable: i<-dd Tanah

Residuals Statistics®

Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation N

Predicted Value 2.8228 13.2033 5.6333 3.23327 21
Std. Predicted Value -.869 2.341 .000 1.000 21
Standard Error of .249 647 .331 123 21
Predicted Value

Adjusted Predicted Value 2.5878 13.2855 5.6264 3.23285 21
Residual -1.31342 251717 .00000 1.11156 21
Std. Residual -1.152 2.207 .000 975 21
Stud. Residual -1.193 2.308 .003 1.015 21
Deleted Residual -1.40972 2.75220 .00697 1.20536 21
Stud. Deleted Residual -1.207 2.648 .036 1.088 21
Mahal. Distance .002 5.482 .952 1.692 21
Cook’'s Distance .000 .249 .042 .068 21
Centered Leverage Value .000 274 .048 .085 21

a. Dependent Variable: K-dd Tanah
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Scatterplot
Dependent Variable: K-dd Tanah

Regression Studentized Deleted (Press)
Residual
L]
o

-1 0 1 2

Regression Standardized Predicted Value

Normal P-P Plot of Regression Standardized Residual

Dependent Variable: K-dd Tanah
1.0
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04 o
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Lanjutan
lampiran 12. Analisis stattistik regresi linier dan regresi linier berganda beberapa
parameter kimia tanah di lokasi penelitian

b. Regresi berganda arah hubungan pengaruh pH dan K-total terhadap K-dd

> Regression

[DataSeto0]

Variables Entered/Removed®

Variables Variables
Model Entered Removed Method
1 K—totalpr S Enter
Tanah

a. Dependent Variable: K tersedia (IK-dd)
b. All requested variables entered.

Model Summaryb

Adjusted R Std. Error of
Model R R Square Square the Estimate
1 961 .924 815 .99559

a. Predictors: (Constant), K-total, pH Tanah
b. Dependent Variable: K tersedia (IK-dd)

ANOVAT
Sum of
Model Squares dfr Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression 215.951 2 107.97S5 108.933 <.001®
Residual 17.842 18 .991
Total 233.792 20

a. Dependent Variable: K tersedia (K-dd)
b. Predictors: (Constant), K-total, pH Tanah

Coefficients®
Standardized
Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.
1 (Constant) -22.747 7:513 -3.028 .007
pH Tanah 4.905 1.863 180 2.633 017
K-total .005 .000 .892 13.067 <.001

a. Dependent Variable: K tersedia (K-dd)

Residuals Statistics®

Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation N

Predicted Value 2.6542 13.0953 5.6333 3.28596 21
Std. Predicted Value -.907 2.271 .000 1.000 21
Standard Error of .226 .663 .360 114 21
Predicted Value

Adjusted Predicted Value 2.6871 13.1858 5.6148 3.23666 21
Residual -1.04490 2.10019 .00000 .94450 21
Std. Residual -1.050 2.109 .000 .949 21
Stud. Residual -1.102 2.221 .008 1.010 21
Deleted Residual -1.19431 2.32846 .01851 1.07759 21
Stud. Deleted Residual -1.109 2.534 .040 1.081 21
Mahal. Distance .079 7.929 1.905 1.949 21
Cook’s Distance .000 .267 .048 .075 21
Centered Leverage Value .004 .396 .095 .097 21

a. Dependent Variable: K tersedia (K-dd)
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Lanjutan

lampiran 12. Analisis stattistik regresi linier dan regresi linier berganda beberapa

parameter kimia tanah di lokasi penelitian

Partial Regression Plot
Dependent Variable: K tersedia (K-dd)
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Lanjutan
lampiran 12. Analisis stattistik regresi linier dan regresi linier berganda beberapa
parameter kimia tanah di lokasi penelitian

Scatterplot
Dependent Variable: K tersedia (K-dd)
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Lampiran 13. Data Analisis Laboratorium Terhadap Serapan Hara (N Dan K) Pada
Jaringan Tanaman (Daun) Kelapa Sawit Di Areal Penelitian
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Lanjutan
lampiran 13. Data Analisis Laboratorium Terhadap Serapan Hara (N Dan K) Pada
Jaringan Tanaman (Daun) Kelapa Sawit Di Areal Penelitian
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Sumber: Hasil penelitian penulis
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Lampiran 14. Analisis stattistik sidik Ragam (Anova) dan uji DMRT parameter
serapan N pada tanaman

Descriptives
N pada daun
95% Confidence Interval for
Mean
N Mean Std. Deviation ~ Std. Error ~ Lower Bound Upper Bound Minimum  Maximum
1 3 2.0100 .01000 .00577 1.9852 2.0348 2.00 2.02
2 3 2.1567 .01155 .00667 21280 2.1854 215 217
3 3 23133 .01528 .00882 22754 2.3513 2.30 2.33
4 3 2.2000 .02000 01155 21503 2.2497 218 2.22
5 3 2.4400 .01000 .00577 2.4152 2.4648 243 245
6 3 2.4100 .01000 .00577 2.3852 24348 2.40 2.42
7 3 21733 .01528 .00882 21354 2.2113 216 219
Total 21 2.2433 14541 .03173 21771 2.3095 2.00 2.45
ANOVA
N pada daun
Sum of
Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups  (Combined) 420 6 .070 377.162 <.001
LinearTerm  Contrast 135 1 135 728.006 <.001
Deviation .285 5 .057 306.994 <.001
Within Groups .003 14 .000
Total 423 20
ANOVA Effect Sizes®
Point 95% Confidence Interval
Estimate Lower Upper
N pada daun Eta-squared 994 977 .995
Epsilon-squared .991 967 .993
Omega-squared Fixed- .991 .966 .993
effect
Omega-squared .947 .825 957

Random-effect

a. Eta-squared and Epsilon-squared are estimated based on the fixed-effect
model.

Post Hoc Tests

Homogeneous Subsets

N pada daun
Duncan®
Subset for alpha= 0.05
distribusi limbah N 1 2 3 4 5 6
3 2.0100
2 3 21567
7 3 21733
4 3 2.2000
3 3 2.3133
6 3 2.4100
5 3 2.4400
Sig. 1.000 156 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

Means for groups in homogeneous subsets are displayed.
a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sample Size = 3.000.

99



Lampiran 15. Analisis stattistik sidik Ragam (Anova) dan uji DMRT parameter
serapan K pada tanaman

Descriptives
K pada daun
95% Confidence Interval for

Mean
N Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error Lower Bound Upper Bound Minimum Maximum
1 3 .9100 .01000 .00577 .8852 .9348 .90 .92
2 3 8433 .00577 .00333 .8290 .8577 .84 .85
3 3 1.0133 .02082 .01202 9616 1.0650 .99 1.03
4 3 9633 .00577 .00333 .9490 9777 .96 .97
5 3 1.0633 .01528 .00882 1.0254 1.1013 1.05 1.08
6 3 1.0533 .03055 .01764 9774 1.1292 1.02 1.08
7 3 .9700 .01000 .00577 9452 .9948 .96 .98
Total 21 .9738 .07586 .01655 .9393 1.0083 .84 1.08
ANOVA
K pada daun
Sum of
Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups  (Combined) 130 6 .019 69.601 <.001
Linear Term Contrast .045 1 .045 169.754 <.001
Deviation .066 5 .013 49.571 <.001
Within Groups .004 14 .000
Total 115 20

ANOVA Effect Sizes”

95% Confidence Interval

Point
Estimate Lower Upper
K pada daun Eta-squared .968 .881 974
Epsilon-squared .954 .830 .963
Omega-squared Fixed- .951 .823 .961
effect
Omega-squared .766 437 .805

Random-effect

a. Eta-squared and Epsilon-squared are estimated based on the fixed-effect
model.

Post Hoc Tests

Homogeneous Subsets

K pada daun

Duncan®
Subsetfor alpha = 0.05
distribusi limbah N 1 2 3 4 5
2 3 .8433
1 3 .9100
4 3 .9633
7 3 .9700
3 3 1.0133
6 3 1.0533
5 3 1.0633
Sig. 1.000 1.000 625 1.000 .466

Means for groups in homogeneous subsets are displayed.
a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sample Size = 3.000.
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Lampiran 16. Analisis statistic korelasi parameter ketersediaan hara pada tanah
dengan serapannya pada tanaman

a. Korelasi ketersediaan hara N pada Tanah denagan serapannya pada tanaman

Correlations
rIILAT -t SRPEMN NS
T=

nan DA

NIL AL M-t Tanah Pearson Correiation =) -.o=1

Sig. (2-tailed)> -89S

~ =3 =1

SRPMN N DAURN Pearson Correlation -.0=1 1
Sig. (2-tailed) 89S

~ =21 =1

CORRELATIONS
SITYVARIABIES=—3 ¥
FAPRINT=TWOTAII NOSIG FULL
MM SSING=—PATRWISE -

Correiations

CTorrelations
rILAT bt SRPMN I

Tanahn DAUIN

TIL AL <ttt Tanah Pearson Correliation 1 .2so

Sig. (2-tailed) o=

~3 =1 =1

SRPMN < DAUN FPearson Correlation -390 <)
Sig. (2-tailed) o=

~a =1 =24

b. Korelasi ketersediaan hara K pada tanah dengan serapannya pada tanaman

Correlations
Correlations
NILAIL -1t SRPN K
Tanah DAUN
NILAI IK-ttl Tanah Pearson Correlation 1 .390
Sig. (2-tailed) .081
~N 21 21
SRPN K DAUN Pearson Correlation .390 1
Sig. (2-tailed) .081
~N 21 21
CORRELATIONS

S VARIABILES=X Y
/PRINT=TWOTAIIL NOSIG FULL
/ MISSTING=PAIRWISE.

Correlations
Correlations

NILAI KK-dd SRPN K

Tanah DAUN
NILAI K-dd Tanah Pearson Correlation 1 373
Sig. (2-tailed) .096
~N 21 21
SRPN K DAUN Pearson Correlation 373 1

Sig. (2-tailed) .096

~N 21 Z4
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Lampiran 17. Analisis statistik korelasi serapan N dan K pada tanaman

Correlations
SERAPANN SERAPAN K
SERAPAN N  Pearson Correlation 1 823"
Sig. (2-tailed) <.001
N 21 21
SERAPAN K  Pearson Correlation 823" 1
Sig. (2-tailed) <.001
N 21 21

** Correlation is significant atthe 0.01 level (2-tailed).
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Lampiran 18. Analisis stattistik Regresi liner serapan N dengan serapan K pada
Tanaman

F Regression

[DatctaSexco]

Variables Entered/ Removed™

Variables Variables
Model Entered Removed Method
1 SERAPAN NP = Enter

a. Dependent Variable: SERAPAN K
b All requested variables entered.

Model Surnrnaryb

Adjusted R Std. Error of
Model R R Square Squars the Estirmmate
1 823" 678 661 -Oaans

a. Predictors: (Constant), SERAFPAMN N
b Dependent Variable: SERAFPANMN <

ANOVA®
Sum of
Model Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
1 Regression .078 1 .078 39.978 <.001®
Residual .037 19 .002
Total A15 20

a. Dependent Variable: SERAPAN K
b. Predictors: (Constant), SERAPAN N

Coefficients®

Standardized

Unstandardized Coefficients Coefficients
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.
1 (Constant) .010 153 .067 .947
SERAPAN N .430 .068 .823 6.323 =<.001

a. Dependent Variable: SERAPAN K

Casewise lDiagr'losticsa

FPredicted

Case Number Std. Residual SERAPAMN K Valu= Residual
1 695 -9 0 8693 -O03071
=2 -s824a -91 -8736 -03641
3 953 -92 -B8B7 79 - 0az=>1 2
4 —2_122 -S4 9337 - 09372
= -2.316 sSa Sa>23 =1 0231
= -1.89S -85 -9337 -.08372
& 397 3 ) le B 1.0024 .01 756
= -. 47 - 99 1.0110 -.02104
s e ] 1.03 -og9s1 03185
10 -303 .96 - 9466 .01 339
11 -109 2-1-] -9S552> -00aso0
12 141 -7 9638 -00621
13 -.058 1.06 1.0626 -.002s58
14 -.188 1.0S5 1.0583 -.0oo0os28
1S 589 1.08 1.0540 -02601
16 233 1.06 1.0497 -01031
liTs a3 1.08 1.0a4s54 -03460
18 -. 478 3)le 1.0411 -- 02110
3z ) 853 oS - Sa>3 03769
20 -49s -96 - 9380 -o21 98
21 - 432 -97 - 9509 -0O1910

a. Dependent Variable: SERAPAN K
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Lanjutan

lampiran 18. Analisis stattistik Regresi liner serapan N dengan serapan K pada

Regression Studentized Deleted (Press)
Residual

Tanaman
Scatterplot
Dependent Variable: SERAPAN K
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Lanjutan
lampiran 18. Analisis stattistik Regresi liner serapan N dengan serapan K pada

Tanaman
Scatterplot
Dependent Variable: SERAPAN K
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Lampiran 19. Data Produksi TBS Kebun Angsana PT GMR Tahun 2015-2022

PRODUKSI TES ESTATE ANGSANA
PERIODE : TAHUN 2015 - 2022

PRODUKSI TBS TAHUN 2015

Rotasi TOMASE G BIR YIELD/HA
CC 2002 18 37.63 29.00 809.37 75,760 10.68 21.51
CC 2004 17 37.04 30.00 785.19 73,565 10.67 21.20
CcC 2004 19 29.68 29.00 804.79 75,436 10.67 27.12
PRODUKSI TBS TAHUN 2016
Rotasi TOMASE G BIR YIELD/HA
CC 2002 18 37.63 29.00 776.56 74,797 10.38 20.64
CcC 2004 17 37.04 29.00 725.51 70,306 10.32 19.59
CC 2004 19 29.68 26.00 690.43 65,606 10.52 23.26
PRODUKSI TBS TAH
Rotasi TOMNASE G YIELD/HA
CC 2002 18 37.63 31.00 838.64 78,656 10.66 22.29
CC 2004 17 37.04 28.00 74448 67,349 11.05 20.10
CcC 2004 19 29.68 26.00 738.64 65,604 11.26 24.89
PRODUK B AHUN 2018
D BLO
Ro O BIR »
CC 2002 18 37.63 20.00 666.30 48,667 13.689 17.71
cc 2004 17 37.04 23.00 B660.75 54,174 12.20 17.84
CC 2004 19 29.68 21.00 680.32 52,715 12.91 22.92
PRODUK B AHUMN 20158
» BLO
Ro 0 BIR »
CC 2002 18 37.63 12.00 427.70 30,988 13.80 11.37
cC 2004 17 37.04 12.00 479.41 35,542 13.49 12.94
CC 2004 19 29.68 11.00 433.46 32,198 13.46 14.60
PRODUKSI TBS TAH
Rotasi TOMASE G YIELD/HA
cC 2002 18 37.63 25.00 456.08 29,057 15.70 12.12
CcC 2004 17 37.04 26.00 503.47 35,210 14.30 13.55
cC 2004 19 29.68 28.00 460.06 32,031 14.36 15.50
PRODUKSI TBS TAHUN 2021
Rotasi TOMASE G BIR YIELD/HA
CC 2002 18 37.63 22.00 487.34 27,276 17.87 12.95
CcC 2004 17 37.04 24.00 504.35 31,378 16.07 13.62
29,117
PRODUKSI TBS TAH
Rotasi TOMASE G YIELD/HA
CC 2002 18 37.63 14.00 326.98 20,536 15.92 8.69
CcC 2004 17 37.04 15.00 327.14 22,167 14.76 8.83
cC 2004 19 29.68 15.00 299.87 19,318 15.52 10.10

Sumber: Laporan Kerja Tahunan Estate Angsana Tahun 2015 sampai dengan 2022
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Lampiran 20. Analisis stattistik Independen T-test produksi tanaman lahan aplikasi
POME dan lahan kontrol

a. Produksi Sebelum terhentinya aplikasi POME

) T-Test
Group Statistics
APLIKASI LCPKS(belum Std. Error
dihentikan) N Mean  Std. Deviation Mean
JUMLAH JANJANGITHN 1 8 6715513 11265.744 3983.042
2 4 6634850 8504.100 4252.050
Independent Samples Test
Levene's Testfor Equality of
Variances testfor Equality of Means
95% Confidence Interval of the
Mean Std. Error Diflerence
F Sig. t df Sig. (2tailed) ~ Difference Difference Lower Upper
JUMLAH JANJANGITHN ~ Equal variances 738 A0 125 10 903 806.625 6438298  -13538.796 15152046
assumed
Equal variances not 138 7.951 893 806.625 5826195  -12643.027 14256.277
assumed
Independent Samples Effect Sizes
Point 95% Confidence Interval
Standardizer® Estimate Lower Upper
JUMLAH JANJANGITHN ~ Cohen's d 10513.696 o -1.126 1.276
Hedges' correction 11393.927 o -1.039 1477
Glass's delta 8504.100 095 -1.115 1.290

a. The denominator used in estimating the effect sizes.
Cohen's d uses the pooled standard deviation.
Hedges' correction uses the pooled standard deviation, plus a correction factor.

a. Pasca terhentinya aplikasi POME

¥ T-Test
Group Statistics
APLIKASI LCPKS(Setelah Std. Error
dihentikan) N Mean Std. Deviation Mean
JUMLAH JANJANG/THN 1 8 2756513 5003.783 1769.104
2 4 3107425 6231.548 3115.774
Independent Samples Test
Levene's Test for Equality of
Variances ttest for Equality of Means
95% Confidence Interval of the
Mean Std. Error Difference
F Sig t df Sig. (2-tailed) Difference Difference Lower Upper
JUMLAH JANJANG/THN  Equal variances .092 767 -1.061 10 314 -3509.125 3307.727 -10879.199 3860.949
assumed
Equal variances not -.979 5.022 372 -3509.125 3582.985 -12707.140 5688.890
assumed
Independent Samples Effect Sizes
Point 95% Confidence Interval
Standardizer® Estimate Lower Upper
JUMLAH JANJANG/THN ~ Cohen's d 5401.495 -.650 -1.867 598
Hedges' correction 5853.721 -.599 -1.723 552
Glass's delta 6231.548 -563 -1.799 750

a. The denominator used in estimating the effect sizes.
Cohen's d uses the pooled standard deviation.
Hedges' correction uses the pooled standard deviation, plus a correction factor.
Glass's delta uses the sample standard deviation of the control group.
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Lampiran 21. Analisis stattistik korelasi produksi terhadap factor curah hujan dan
rotasi panen

a. Korelasi parsial faktor curah hujan dan rotasi terhadap produksi janjang

Correlations

CURAH ROTASI PRODUKSI
HUJAN PANEN JANJANG
CURAH HUJAN Pearson Correlation 1 .300 -.125
Sig. (2-tailed) 154 562
~N 24 24 24
ROTASI PANEN Pearson Correlation .300 4 709"
Sig. (2-tailed) 154 <.001
~N 24 24 24
PRODUKSI JANJANG Pearson Correlation -.1256 709" 1
Sig. (2-tailed) 562 <.001
~N 24 24 24

**. Correlation is significant atthe 0.01 level (2-tailed).

PARTIAIL CORR
/VARIABLES=X1l Y BY X2
/SIGNIFICANCE=TWOTAIL
/MISSING=ANALYSIS.

=» Partial Corr

Correlations

CURAH PRODUKSI

Control Variables HUJAN JANJANG
ROTASI PANEN CURAH HUJAN Correlation 1.000 -.502
Significance (2-tailed) = .015
dr o 21
PRODUKSI JANJANG Correlation -.502 1.000
Significance (2-tailed) .015 S
dr 21 o

b. Korelasi parsial faktor curah hujan dan rotasi terhadap produksi nilai BJR

Correilations

Correlations
cuURAH ROTASI

HIUJAN PANEN SJR

CURAH HUJARN Pearson Correlation 1 .o9>= .2se6

Sig. (2-tailed) 669 055

~ =a =24 =2a
ROTASI PANEN FPearson Correlation oS> 1 -.s09”

Sig. (2-tailed) 669 o011

~ =a =2a =a
BJR Pearson Correlation .396 -. 509" i

Sig. (2-tailed) .0ss o011

~ =2a =2a =2a

=~ Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed) .

PARTIAL CORR
SVARIABIES=X1 ¥ BY X=
S SIGNIFICANCE=TWOTATIL
SMISSING=ANATI YSIS._

= Partial Corr

Correlations
cuURAH

Control Variables HUJARN BJR
ROTASI PANERN CURAH HUJARN Correlation 1.000 -S17
Significance (2-tailed) = o012

ar o =21

SBJUR Correlation 517 1.000

Significance (2-tailed) o122 -

ar 21 o
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