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LAMPIRAN 

 

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 

Dependent Variable:   tinggi   

Source 

Type III Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Intercept Hypothesis 4351020.833 1 4351020.833 4911.783 .000 

Error 1771.667 2 885.833a   

perlakuan Hypothesis 5096.033 1 5096.033 19.240 .000 

Error 6886.467 26 264.864b   

blok Hypothesis 1771.667 2 885.833 3.344 .051 

Error 6886.467 26 264.864b   

Lampiran  1 Hasil Sidik Ragam Annova Tinggi Tanaman 

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 

Dependent Variable:   populasi   

Source 

Type III Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Intercept Hypothesis 1203.333 1 1203.333 350.485 .003 

Error 6.867 2 3.433a   

perlakuan Hypothesis .000 1 .000 .000 1.000 

Error 43.800 26 1.685b   

blok Hypothesis 6.867 2 3.433 2.038 .151 

Error 43.800 26 1.685b   

Lampiran  2 Hasil Analisis Sidik Ragam Annova Populasi Tanaman 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 

Dependent Variable:   jumlah_daun   

Source 

Type III Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Intercept Hypothesis 2167.500 1 2167.500 416.827 .002 

Error 10.400 2 5.200a   

perlakuan Hypothesis 20.833 1 20.833 6.428 .018 

Error 84.267 26 3.241b   

blok Hypothesis 10.400 2 5.200 1.604 .220 

Error 84.267 26 3.241b   

Lampiran  3 Hasil Analisis Sidik Ragam Annova Jumlah Daun 
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Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 

Dependent Variable:   diameter   

Source 

Type III Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Intercept Hypothesis 30174.602 1 30174.602 4361.996 .000 

Error 13.835 2 6.918a   

perlakuan Hypothesis 30.401 1 30.401 4.438 .045 

Error 178.096 26 6.850b   

blok Hypothesis 13.835 2 6.918 1.010 .378 

Error 178.096 26 6.850b   

Lampiran  4 Hasil Analisis Sidik Ragam Annova Diameter 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 

Dependent Variable:   jumlah_ruas   

Source 

Type III Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Intercept Hypothesis 3808.133 1 3808.133 7140.250 .000 

Error 1.067 2 .533a   

perlakuan Hypothesis 1.200 1 1.200 .987 .330 

Error 31.600 26 1.215b   

blok Hypothesis 1.067 2 .533 .439 .649 

Error 31.600 26 1.215b   

Lampiran  5 Hasil Analisis Sidik Ragam Annova Jumlah Ruas 

 

 

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 

Dependent Variable:   panjang_daun   

Source 

Type III Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Intercept Hypothesis 853790.700 1 853790.700 35135.420 .000 

Error 48.600 2 24.300a   

perlakuan Hypothesis 45.633 1 45.633 .364 .551 

Error 3256.067 26 125.233b   

blok Hypothesis 48.600 2 24.300 .194 .825 

Error 3256.067 26 125.233b   

Lampiran  6 Hasil Analisis Sidik Ragam Annova Panjang Daun 
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Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 

Dependent Variable:   berat_segar_daun   

Source 

Type III Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Intercept Hypothesis 56289.142 1 56289.142 3401.933 .000 

Error 33.092 2 16.546a   

perlakuan Hypothesis 83.034 1 83.034 3.340 .079 

Error 646.307 26 24.858b   

blok Hypothesis 33.092 2 16.546 .666 .522 

Error 646.307 26 24.858b   

Lampiran  8 Hasil Analisis Sidik Ragam Annova Berat Segar Daun 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 

Dependent Variable:   berat_kering_daun   

Source 

Type III Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Intercept Hypothesis 4703.514 1 4703.514 6310.533 .000 

Error 1.491 2 .745a   

perlakuan Hypothesis 20.106 1 20.106 7.724 .010 

Error 67.681 26 2.603b   

blok Hypothesis 1.491 2 .745 .286 .753 

Error 67.681 26 2.603b   

Lampiran  9 Hasil Analisis Sidik Ragam Annova Berat Kering Daun 

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 

Dependent Variable:   rata_rata_panjang_ruas   

Source 

Type III Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Intercept Hypothesis 4679.069 1 4679.069 2544.790 .000 

Error 3.677 2 1.839a   

perlakuan Hypothesis 15.806 1 15.806 18.737 .000 

Error 21.933 26 .844b   

blok Hypothesis 3.677 2 1.839 2.180 .133 

Error 21.933 26 .844b   

Lampiran  7 Hasil Sidik Ragam Rata-Rata Panjang Ruas Batang 
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Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 

Dependent Variable:   berat_segar_akar   

Source 

Type III Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Intercept Hypothesis 158146.033 1 158146.033 294.198 .003 

Error 1075.101 2 537.550a   

perlakuan Hypothesis 8610.941 1 8610.941 30.010 .000 

Error 7460.284 26 286.934b   

blok Hypothesis 1075.101 2 537.550 1.873 .174 

Error 7460.284 26 286.934b   

Lampiran  10 Hasil Analisis Sidik Ragam Annova Berat Segar Akar 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 

Dependent Variable:   berat_kering_akar   

Source 

Type III Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Intercept Hypothesis 18027.596 1 18027.596 101.822 .010 

Error 354.099 2 177.049a   

perlakuan Hypothesis 1238.676 1 1238.676 26.415 .000 

Error 1219.195 26 46.892b   

blok Hypothesis 354.099 2 177.049 3.776 .036 

Error 1219.195 26 46.892b   

Lampiran  11 Hasil Analisis Sidik Ragam Annova Berat Kering Akar 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 

Dependent Variable:   berat_segar_batang   

Source 

Type III Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Intercept Hypothesis 25.587 1 25.587 446.058 .002 

Error .115 2 .057a   

perlakuan Hypothesis .375 1 .375 10.150 .004 

Error .960 26 .037b   

blok Hypothesis .115 2 .057 1.553 .231 

Error .960 26 .037b   

Lampiran  12 Hasil Analisis Sidik Ragam Annova Rata-Rata Berat Segar Batang 
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Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 

Dependent Variable:   klorofil   

Source 

Type III Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Intercept Hypothesis 47929.226 1 47929.226 37059.420 .000 

Error 2.587 2 1.293a   

perlakuan Hypothesis 154.655 1 154.655 40.255 .000 

Error 99.889 26 3.842b   

blok Hypothesis 2.587 2 1.293 .337 .717 

Error 99.889 26 3.842b   

Lampiran  13 Hasil Analisis Sidik Ragam Annova Rerata Kandungan Klorofil 

Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 

Dependent Variable:   leaf_area   

Source 

Type III Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Intercept Hypothesis 8194033.551 1 8194033.551 7804.425 .000 

Error 2099.843 2 1049.921a   

perlakuan Hypothesis 4782.476 1 4782.476 13.473 .001 

Error 9229.383 26 354.976b   

blok Hypothesis 2099.843 2 1049.921 2.958 .070 

Error 9229.383 26 354.976b   

Lampiran  14 Hasil Sidik Ragam Annova Luas Daun Total 

Independent Samples Test 

 

Levene's 

Test for 

Equality of 

Variances t-test for Equality of Means 

F Sig. t df 

Sig. 

(2-

taile

d) 

Mean 

Differen

ce 

Std. Error 

Differenc

e 

95% Confidence 

Interval of the 

Difference 

Lower Upper 
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Lampiran  15 Hasil T-test parameter tanah 

 
Lampiran  16 Lokasi Penelitian Ke-1 di Desa Sadang 

6°52'23.5"S 111°40'06.2"E  
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Lampiran  17 Pembagian Blok Pada Lahan 1 

 
Lampiran  18 Lokasi Penelitian Ke-2 di Desa Ketodan 

6°51'00.0"S 111°38'10.1"E 
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Lampiran  19 Pembagian Blok Lahan Ke 2 

 
Lampiran  20 Pengambilan Sampel Tanah 
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Lampiran  21 Pengeringan Oven 

 
Lampiran  22 Pemasangan Patok Antar Blok 

 
Lampiran  23 Panen 
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Lampiran  24 Proses Analisis Biomassa Daun dan Akar 

 
Lampiran  25 Analasis Tekstur Tanah 

 

 
Lampiran  26 Analisis C-organik 
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Lampiran  27 Proses Analisis N-total 

 
Lampiran  28 Hasil Analisis N-total 

 
Lampiran  29 Hasil Proses Analisis P-total 

 


