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FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=JK Kat.Usia Kat.IMT SGA Diagnosis 

  /ORDER=ANALYSIS. 

 

Frequencies 
 

Notes 
Output Created 21-APR-2021 11:24:21 

Comments  
Input Data D:\Office\SPSS\Data dr 

Azizah.sav 

Active Dataset DataSet27 

Filter <none> 

Weight <none> 

Split File <none> 

N of Rows in Working Data File 86 

Missing Value Handling Definition of Missing User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 

Cases Used Statistics are based on all cases 
with valid data. 

Syntax FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=JK 
Kat.Usia Kat.IMT SGA Diagnosis 
  /ORDER=ANALYSIS. 

Resources Processor Time 00:00:00.02 

Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 

 
 

[DataSet27] D:\Office\SPSS\Data dr Azizah.sav 

 
Statistics 

 JK Kat.Usia Kat.IMT SGA Diagnosis 

N Valid 86 86 86 86 86 

Missing 0 0 0 0 0 

 

Frequency Table 
JK 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Laki-laki 61 70.9 70.9 70.9 

Perempuan 25 29.1 29.1 100.0 

Total 86 100.0 100.0  

 
 

Kat.Usia 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 0-20 tahun 8 9.3 9.3 9.3 

21-40 tahun 15 17.4 17.4 26.7 

41-60 tahun 45 52.3 52.3 79.1 

61-80 tahun 18 20.9 20.9 100.0 

Total 86 100.0 100.0  
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Kat.IMT 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Underweight 30 34.9 34.9 34.9 

Normal 35 40.7 40.7 75.6 

Overweight 16 18.6 18.6 94.2 

Obesitas 5 5.8 5.8 100.0 

Total 86 100.0 100.0  

 
SGA 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid A 1 1.2 1.2 1.2 

B 56 65.1 65.1 66.3 

C 29 33.7 33.7 100.0 

Total 86 100.0 100.0  

 
 

Diagnosis 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Ca Hipofaring 1 1.2 1.2 1.2 

Ca Laring 5 5.8 5.8 7.0 

Ca Meatus Acusticus externus 1 1.2 1.2 8.1 

Ca Nasofaring 62 72.1 72.1 80.2 

Ca palatum 1 1.2 1.2 81.4 

Ca Sinonasal 10 11.6 11.6 93.0 

Ca tonsil 1 1.2 1.2 94.2 

Limfoma maligna 5 5.8 5.8 100.0 

Total 86 100.0 100.0  

 
 

MEANS TABLES=Usia IMT Protein Asupan 

  /CELLS=MEAN COUNT STDDEV. 

 

 

Means 
 

Notes 
Output Created 21-APR-2021 11:26:19 

Comments  
Input Data D:\Office\SPSS\Data dr 

Azizah.sav 

Active Dataset DataSet27 

Filter <none> 

Weight <none> 

Split File <none> 

N of Rows in Working Data File 86 
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Missing Value Handling Definition of Missing For each dependent variable in a 
table, user-defined missing 
values for the dependent and all 
grouping variables are treated as 
missing. 

Cases Used Cases used for each table have 
no missing values in any 
independent variable, and not all 
dependent variables have 
missing values. 

Syntax MEANS TABLES=Usia IMT 
Protein Asupan 
  /CELLS=MEAN COUNT 
STDDEV. 

Resources Processor Time 00:00:00.02 

Elapsed Time 00:00:00.03 

 

 
Case Processing Summary 

 

Cases 
Included Excluded Total 

N Percent N Percent N Percent 

Usia 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

IMT 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

Protein 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

Asupan 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

 

 
Report 

 Usia IMT Protein Asupan 

Mean 47.9070 20.7491 39.7674 1189.0930 

N 86 86 86 86 

Std. Deviation 15.59610 6.32577 15.23052 348.04272 

 
 

CROSSTABS 

  /TABLES=JK Kat.Usia mGPS Kat.INI Kat.mPINI BY SGA 

  /FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES 

  /STATISTICS=CHISQ 

  /CELLS=COUNT ROW 

  /COUNT ROUND CELL. 

 

 
Crosstabs 
 

Notes 
Output Created 21-APR-2021 11:27:28 

Comments  
Input Data D:\Office\SPSS\Data dr 

Azizah.sav 

Active Dataset DataSet27 

Filter <none> 

Weight <none> 

Split File <none> 
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N of Rows in Working Data File 86 

Missing Value Handling Definition of Missing User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 

Cases Used Statistics for each table are 
based on all the cases with valid 
data in the specified range(s) for 
all variables in each table. 

Syntax CROSSTABS 
  /TABLES=JK Kat.Usia mGPS 
Kat.INI Kat.mPINI BY SGA 
  /FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES 
  /STATISTICS=CHISQ 
  /CELLS=COUNT ROW 
  /COUNT ROUND CELL. 

Resources Processor Time 00:00:00.02 

Elapsed Time 00:00:00.03 

Dimensions Requested 2 

Cells Available 349496 

 

 
Case Processing Summary 

 

Cases 
Valid Missing Total 

N Percent N Percent N Percent 

JK * SGA 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

Kat.Usia * SGA 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

mGPS * SGA 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

Kat.INI * SGA 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

Kat.mPINI * SGA 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

 

 
JK * SGA 
 

Crosstab 

 
SGA 

Total A B C 

JK Laki-laki Count 1 37 23 61 

% within JK 1.6% 60.7% 37.7% 100.0% 

Perempuan Count 0 19 6 25 

% within JK 0.0% 76.0% 24.0% 100.0% 

Total Count 1 56 29 86 

% within JK 1.2% 65.1% 33.7% 100.0% 

 
Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 
Significance (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 2.039a 2 .361 

Likelihood Ratio 2.365 2 .306 

Linear-by-Linear Association 1.051 1 .305 

N of Valid Cases 86   
a. 2 cells (33.3%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count 
is .29. 

 

Kat.Usia * SGA 
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Crosstab 

 
SGA 

Total A B C 

Kat.Usia 0-20 tahun Count 0 5 3 8 

% within Kat.Usia 0.0% 62.5% 37.5% 100.0% 

21-40 tahun Count 0 8 7 15 

% within Kat.Usia 0.0% 53.3% 46.7% 100.0% 

41-60 tahun Count 1 30 14 45 

% within Kat.Usia 2.2% 66.7% 31.1% 100.0% 

61-80 tahun Count 0 13 5 18 

% within Kat.Usia 0.0% 72.2% 27.8% 100.0% 

Total Count 1 56 29 86 

% within Kat.Usia 1.2% 65.1% 33.7% 100.0% 

 

 
Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 
Significance (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 2.454a 6 .874 

Likelihood Ratio 2.788 6 .835 

Linear-by-Linear Association .916 1 .338 

N of Valid Cases 86   
a. 5 cells (41.7%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count 
is .09. 

 

mGPS * SGA 
Crosstab 

 
SGA 

Total A B C 

mGPS .00 Count 1 15 2 18 

% within mGPS 5.6% 83.3% 11.1% 100.0% 

1.00 Count 0 32 15 47 

% within mGPS 0.0% 68.1% 31.9% 100.0% 

2.00 Count 0 9 12 21 

% within mGPS 0.0% 42.9% 57.1% 100.0% 

Total Count 1 56 29 86 

% within mGPS 1.2% 65.1% 33.7% 100.0% 

 
Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 
Significance (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 12.547a 4 .014 

Likelihood Ratio 12.418 4 .014 

Linear-by-Linear Association 10.513 1 .001 

N of Valid Cases 86   
a. 3 cells (33.3%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count 
is .21. 
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Kat.INI * SGA 
Crosstab 

 
SGA 

Total A B C 

Kat.INI <= 0.35 Count 0 35 27 62 

% within Kat.INI 0.0% 56.5% 43.5% 100.0% 

> 0.35 Count 1 21 2 24 

% within Kat.INI 4.2% 87.5% 8.3% 100.0% 

Total Count 1 56 29 86 

% within Kat.INI 1.2% 65.1% 33.7% 100.0% 

 
Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 
Significance (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 11.508a 2 .003 

Likelihood Ratio 13.186 2 .001 

Linear-by-Linear Association 10.922 1 .001 

N of Valid Cases 86   
a. 2 cells (33.3%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count 
is .28. 

 
Kat.mPINI * SGA 
 

Crosstab 

 
SGA 

Total A B C 

Kat.mPINI Tanpa Risiko Count 0 2 0 2 

% within Kat.mPINI 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0% 

Risiko Rendah Count 0 4 0 4 

% within Kat.mPINI 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0% 

Risiko Sedang Count 0 6 2 8 

% within Kat.mPINI 0.0% 75.0% 25.0% 100.0% 

Risiko Tinggi Count 1 44 27 72 

% within Kat.mPINI 1.4% 61.1% 37.5% 100.0% 

Total Count 1 56 29 86 

% within Kat.mPINI 1.2% 65.1% 33.7% 100.0% 

 
Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 
Significance (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 4.122a 6 .660 

Likelihood Ratio 6.152 6 .406 

Linear-by-Linear Association 2.983 1 .084 

N of Valid Cases 86   
a. 9 cells (75.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count 
is .02. 

 
 

NPAR TESTS 

  /K-W=Asupan Albumin CRP INI mPINI BY SGA(1 3) 

  /MISSING ANALYSIS. 
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NPar Tests 
 

Notes 
Output Created 21-APR-2021 11:28:29 

Comments  
Input Data D:\Office\SPSS\Data dr 

Azizah.sav 

Active Dataset DataSet27 

Filter <none> 

Weight <none> 

Split File <none> 

N of Rows in Working Data File 86 

Missing Value Handling Definition of Missing User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 

Cases Used Statistics for each test are based 
on all cases with valid data for 
the variable(s) used in that test. 

Syntax NPAR TESTS 
  /K-W=Asupan Albumin CRP INI 
mPINI BY SGA(1 3) 
  /MISSING ANALYSIS. 

Resources Processor Time 00:00:00.00 

Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 

Number of Cases Alloweda 142987 

a. Based on availability of workspace memory. 

 

Kruskal-Wallis Test 
 

Ranks 

 SGA N Mean Rank 

Asupan A 1 34.00 

B 56 50.55 

C 29 30.21 

Total 86  
Albumin A 1 59.50 

B 56 49.38 

C 29 31.60 

Total 86  
CRP A 1 21.00 

B 56 37.21 

C 29 56.41 

Total 86  
INI A 1 66.00 

B 56 50.79 

C 29 28.64 

Total 86  
mPINI A 1 21.00 

B 56 36.21 

C 29 58.36 

Total 86  
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Test Statisticsa,b 

 Asupan Albumin CRP INI mPINI 

Kruskal-Wallis H 12.841 10.154 12.150 15.867 15.867 

df 2 2 2 2 2 

Asymp. Sig. .002 .006 .002 .000 .000 

a. Kruskal Wallis Test 
b. Grouping Variable: SGA 

 
 

EXAMINE VARIABLES=Asupan Albumin CRP INI mPINI 

  /PLOT BOXPLOT STEMLEAF NPPLOT 

  /COMPARE GROUPS 

  /STATISTICS DESCRIPTIVES 

  /CINTERVAL 95 

  /MISSING LISTWISE 

  /NOTOTAL. 

 
Explore 

Notes 
Output Created 21-APR-2021 11:29:21 

Comments  
Input Data D:\Office\SPSS\Data dr 

Azizah.sav 

Active Dataset DataSet27 

Filter <none> 

Weight <none> 

Split File <none> 

N of Rows in Working Data File 86 

Missing Value Handling Definition of Missing User-defined missing values for 
dependent variables are treated 
as missing. 

Cases Used Statistics are based on cases 
with no missing values for any 
dependent variable or factor 
used. 

Syntax EXAMINE VARIABLES=Asupan 
Albumin CRP INI mPINI 
  /PLOT BOXPLOT STEMLEAF 
NPPLOT 
  /COMPARE GROUPS 
  /STATISTICS DESCRIPTIVES 
  /CINTERVAL 95 
  /MISSING LISTWISE 
  /NOTOTAL. 

Resources Processor Time 00:00:05.98 

Elapsed Time 00:00:06.65 

 
Case Processing Summary 

 

Cases 
Valid Missing Total 

N Percent N Percent N Percent 

Asupan 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

Albumin 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

CRP 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 
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INI 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

mPINI 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

 
Descriptives 

 Statistic Std. Error 

Asupan Mean 1189.0930 37.53041 

95% Confidence Interval for 
Mean 

Lower Bound 1114.4725  
Upper Bound 1263.7135  

5% Trimmed Mean 1190.0917  
Median 1139.5000  
Variance 121133.732  
Std. Deviation 348.04272  
Minimum 450.00  
Maximum 1880.00  
Range 1430.00  
Interquartile Range 473.00  
Skewness .093 .260 

Kurtosis -.625 .514 

Albumin Mean 3.7988 .05992 

95% Confidence Interval for 
Mean 

Lower Bound 3.6797  
Upper Bound 3.9180  

5% Trimmed Mean 3.8025  
Median 3.9000  
Variance .309  
Std. Deviation .55572  
Minimum 2.60  
Maximum 5.10  
Range 2.50  
Interquartile Range .70  
Skewness -.343 .260 

Kurtosis -.189 .514 

CRP Mean 26.4965 3.98770 

95% Confidence Interval for 
Mean 

Lower Bound 18.5679  
Upper Bound 34.4251  

5% Trimmed Mean 20.1364  
Median 14.0000  
Variance 1367.551  
Std. Deviation 36.98041  
Minimum .30  
Maximum 207.00  
Range 206.70  
Interquartile Range 13.65  
Skewness 3.626 .260 

Kurtosis 14.276 .514 

INI Mean .5190 .17621 

Lower Bound .1686  
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95% Confidence Interval for 
Mean 

Upper Bound .8693 
 

5% Trimmed Mean .2857  
Median .2586  
Variance 2.670  
Std. Deviation 1.63410  
Minimum .01  
Maximum 14.67  
Range 14.65  
Interquartile Range .25  
Skewness 8.006 .260 

Kurtosis 68.329 .514 

mPINI Mean 7.7557 1.32655 

95% Confidence Interval for 
Mean 

Lower Bound 5.1182  
Upper Bound 10.3933  

5% Trimmed Mean 5.5379  
Median 3.8686  
Variance 151.337  
Std. Deviation 12.30189  
Minimum .07  
Maximum 73.93  
Range 73.86  
Interquartile Range 4.61  
Skewness 3.895 .260 

Kurtosis 16.299 .514 

 
Tests of Normality 

 
Kolmogorov-Smirnova Shapiro-Wilk 

Statistic df Sig. Statistic df Sig. 

Asupan .097 86 .045 .974 86 .079 

Albumin .130 86 .001 .960 86 .009 

CRP .297 86 .000 .534 86 .000 

INI .383 86 .000 .216 86 .000 

mPINI .324 86 .000 .497 86 .000 

a. Lilliefors Significance Correction 

 

Asupan 
 
Asupan Stem-and-Leaf Plot 

 

 Frequency    Stem &  Leaf 

 

     5.00        0 .  44555 

     6.00        0 .  667777 

    22.00        0 .  8888889999999999999999 

    15.00        1 .  000000111111111 

    12.00        1 .  222222333333 

    14.00        1 .  44444445555555 

     9.00        1 .  666666677 

     3.00        1 .  888 
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 Stem width:   1000.00 

 Each leaf:        1 case(s) 
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Albumin 
 
Albumin Stem-and-Leaf Plot 

 

 Frequency    Stem &  Leaf 

 

    10.00        2 .  6678888999 

    10.00        3 .  0002222334 

    25.00        3 .  5566666666777778889999999 

    33.00        4 .  000000000001111112222222222333344 

     6.00        4 .  555567 

     2.00        5 .  11 

 

 Stem width:      1.00 

 Each leaf:        1 case(s) 
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CRP 
 

CRP Stem-and-Leaf Plot 

 

 Frequency    Stem &  Leaf 

 

     3.00        0 .  012 

    18.00        0 .  555666777888889999 

    23.00        1 .  11122222222222233344444 

    11.00        1 .  55557888999 

    10.00        2 .  1222233444 

     6.00        2 .  568899 

     2.00        3 .  02 

     2.00        3 .  59 

    11.00 Extremes    (>=54) 

 

 Stem width:     10.00 

 Each leaf:        1 case(s) 
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INI 
 

INI Stem-and-Leaf Plot 

 

 Frequency    Stem &  Leaf 

 

    12.00        0 .  111245555666 

    23.00        1 .  01222333334445577777778 

    13.00        2 .  0012234566778 

    17.00        3 .  00001123333445567 

     7.00        4 .  2445678 

     4.00        5 .  0227 

     3.00        6 .  066 

     1.00        7 .  1 

     6.00 Extremes    (>=.85) 

 

 Stem width:       .10 

 Each leaf:        1 case(s) 
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mPINI 
 

mPINI Stem-and-Leaf Plot 

 

 Frequency    Stem &  Leaf 

 

     3.00        0 .  025 

    11.00        1 .  11145567999 

    14.00        2 .  01112236778899 

    16.00        3 .  0001112333566779 

     6.00        4 .  023568 

     9.00        5 .  025666778 

     4.00        6 .  4677 

     6.00        7 .  012566 

     4.00        8 .  1116 

     1.00        9 .  2 

    12.00 Extremes    (>=14.4) 

 

 Stem width:      1.00 

 Each leaf:        1 case(s) 
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CROSSTABS 

  /TABLES=JK Kat.Usia mGPS Kat.INI Kat.mPINI BY Kat.Diangnosis 

  /FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES 

  /STATISTICS=CHISQ 

  /CELLS=COUNT ROW 

  /COUNT ROUND CELL. 

 

Crosstabs 
 

Notes 
Output Created 21-APR-2021 11:29:56 

Comments  
Input Data D:\Office\SPSS\Data dr 

Azizah.sav 

Active Dataset DataSet27 

Filter <none> 

Weight <none> 

Split File <none> 

N of Rows in Working Data File 86 

Missing Value Handling Definition of Missing User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 

Cases Used Statistics for each table are 
based on all the cases with valid 
data in the specified range(s) for 
all variables in each table. 

Syntax CROSSTABS 
  /TABLES=JK Kat.Usia mGPS 
Kat.INI Kat.mPINI BY 
Kat.Diangnosis 
  /FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES 
  /STATISTICS=CHISQ 
  /CELLS=COUNT ROW 
  /COUNT ROUND CELL. 

Resources Processor Time 00:00:00.05 

Elapsed Time 00:00:00.05 

Dimensions Requested 2 

Cells Available 349496 

 



 
 

75 
 

 
 
 

Case Processing Summary 

 

Cases 
Valid Missing Total 

N Percent N Percent N Percent 

JK * Kat.Diangnosis 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

Kat.Usia * Kat.Diangnosis 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

mGPS * Kat.Diangnosis 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

Kat.INI * Kat.Diangnosis 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

Kat.mPINI * Kat.Diangnosis 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

 

JK * Kat.Diangnosis 
 

Crosstab 

 
Kat.Diangnosis 

Total Nasofaring Sinonasal Lainnya 

JK Laki-laki Count 47 6 8 61 

% within JK 77.0% 9.8% 13.1% 100.0% 

Perempuan Count 15 4 6 25 

% within JK 60.0% 16.0% 24.0% 100.0% 

Total Count 62 10 14 86 

% within JK 72.1% 11.6% 16.3% 100.0% 

 

 

 
Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 
Significance (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 2.585a 2 .275 

Likelihood Ratio 2.486 2 .288 

Linear-by-Linear Association 2.390 1 .122 

N of Valid Cases 86   
a. 2 cells (33.3%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count 
is 2.91. 

 

Kat.Usia * Kat.Diangnosis 
 

Crosstab 

 

Kat.Diangnosis 

Total Nasofaring Sinonasal Lainnya 

Kat.Usia 0-20 tahun Count 5 2 1 8 

% within Kat.Usia 62.5% 25.0% 12.5% 100.0% 

21-40 tahun Count 13 1 1 15 

% within Kat.Usia 86.7% 6.7% 6.7% 100.0% 

41-60 tahun Count 33 5 7 45 
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% within Kat.Usia 73.3% 11.1% 15.6% 100.0% 

61-80 tahun Count 11 2 5 18 

% within Kat.Usia 61.1% 11.1% 27.8% 100.0% 

Total Count 62 10 14 86 

% within Kat.Usia 72.1% 11.6% 16.3% 100.0% 

 

 
Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 
Significance (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 4.815a 6 .568 

Likelihood Ratio 4.555 6 .602 

Linear-by-Linear Association 1.246 1 .264 

N of Valid Cases 86   
a. 6 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count 
is .93. 

 

 
mGPS * Kat.Diangnosis 
 

Crosstab 

 
Kat.Diangnosis 

Total Nasofaring Sinonasal Lainnya 

mGPS .00 Count 15 2 1 18 

% within mGPS 83.3% 11.1% 5.6% 100.0% 

1.00 Count 31 5 11 47 

% within mGPS 66.0% 10.6% 23.4% 100.0% 

2.00 Count 16 3 2 21 

% within mGPS 76.2% 14.3% 9.5% 100.0% 

Total Count 62 10 14 86 

% within mGPS 72.1% 11.6% 16.3% 100.0% 

 

 
Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 
Significance (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 4.107a 4 .392 

Likelihood Ratio 4.457 4 .348 

Linear-by-Linear Association .125 1 .724 

N of Valid Cases 86   
a. 4 cells (44.4%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count 
is 2.09. 
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Kat.INI * Kat.Diangnosis 
 

Crosstab 

 
Kat.Diangnosis 

Total Nasofaring Sinonasal Lainnya 

Kat.INI <= 0.35 Count 43 7 12 62 

% within Kat.INI 69.4% 11.3% 19.4% 100.0% 

> 0.35 Count 19 3 2 24 

% within Kat.INI 79.2% 12.5% 8.3% 100.0% 

Total Count 62 10 14 86 

% within Kat.INI 72.1% 11.6% 16.3% 100.0% 

 
Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 
Significance (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 1.544a 2 .462 

Likelihood Ratio 1.723 2 .422 

Linear-by-Linear Association 1.297 1 .255 

N of Valid Cases 86   
a. 2 cells (33.3%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count 
is 2.79. 

 

Kat.mPINI * Kat.Diangnosis 
 

Crosstab 

 
Kat.Diangnosis 

Total Nasofaring Sinonasal Lainnya 

Kat.mPINI Tanpa Risiko Count 0 2 0 2 

% within Kat.mPINI 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0% 

Risiko Rendah Count 4 0 0 4 

% within Kat.mPINI 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 

Risiko Sedang Count 7 0 1 8 

% within Kat.mPINI 87.5% 0.0% 12.5% 100.0% 

Risiko Tinggi Count 51 8 13 72 

% within Kat.mPINI 70.8% 11.1% 18.1% 100.0% 

Total Count 62 10 14 86 

% within Kat.mPINI 72.1% 11.6% 16.3% 100.0% 

 
Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 
Significance (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 18.184a 6 .006 

Likelihood Ratio 13.575 6 .035 

Linear-by-Linear Association .141 1 .708 

N of Valid Cases 86   
a. 8 cells (66.7%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count 
is .23. 

 
 

NPAR TESTS 

  /K-W=Asupan Albumin CRP INI mPINI BY Kat.Diangnosis(1 3) 

  /MISSING ANALYSIS. 
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NPar Tests 
 

Notes 
Output Created 21-APR-2021 11:30:14 

Comments  
Input Data D:\Office\SPSS\Data dr 

Azizah.sav 

Active Dataset DataSet27 

Filter <none> 

Weight <none> 

Split File <none> 

N of Rows in Working Data File 86 

Missing Value Handling Definition of Missing User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 

Cases Used Statistics for each test are based 
on all cases with valid data for 
the variable(s) used in that test. 

Syntax NPAR TESTS 
  /K-W=Asupan Albumin CRP INI 
mPINI BY Kat.Diangnosis(1 3) 
  /MISSING ANALYSIS. 

Resources Processor Time 00:00:00.02 

Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 

Number of Cases Alloweda 142987 

a. Based on availability of workspace memory. 

 

 

 
Kruskal-Wallis Test 
 

Ranks 

 Kat.Diangnosis N Mean Rank 

Asupan Nasofaring 62 42.92 

Sinonasal 10 46.90 

Lainnya 14 43.64 

Total 86  
Albumin Nasofaring 62 44.06 

Sinonasal 10 41.70 

Lainnya 14 42.32 

Total 86  
CRP Nasofaring 62 42.60 

Sinonasal 10 41.95 

Lainnya 14 48.57 

Total 86  
INI Nasofaring 62 44.36 

Sinonasal 10 43.80 

Lainnya 14 39.46 

Total 86  
mPINI Nasofaring 62 42.64 

Sinonasal 10 43.20 

Lainnya 14 47.54 
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Total 86  

 
Test Statisticsa,b 

 Asupan Albumin CRP INI mPINI 

Kruskal-Wallis H .220 .115 .698 .441 .441 

df 2 2 2 2 2 

Asymp. Sig. .896 .944 .706 .802 .802 

a. Kruskal Wallis Test 
b. Grouping Variable: Kat.Diangnosis 

 

Means 
 

Notes 
Output Created 21-APR-2021 11:34:04 

Comments  
Input Data D:\Office\SPSS\Data dr 

Azizah.sav 

Active Dataset DataSet27 

Filter <none> 

Weight <none> 

Split File <none> 

N of Rows in Working Data File 86 

Missing Value Handling Definition of Missing For each dependent variable in a 
table, user-defined missing 
values for the dependent and all 
grouping variables are treated as 
missing. 

Cases Used Cases used for each table have 
no missing values in any 
independent variable, and not all 
dependent variables have 
missing values. 

Syntax MEANS TABLES=Asupan 
Albumin CRP INI mPINI BY SGA 
Kat.Diangnosis 
  /CELLS=MEAN COUNT 
STDDEV. 

Resources Processor Time 00:00:00.03 

Elapsed Time 00:00:00.03 

 
Case Processing Summary 

 

Cases 
Included Excluded Total 

N Percent N Percent N Percent 

Asupan  * SGA 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

Albumin  * SGA 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

CRP  * SGA 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

INI  * SGA 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

mPINI  * SGA 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

Asupan  * Kat.Diangnosis 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

Albumin  * Kat.Diangnosis 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

CRP  * Kat.Diangnosis 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

INI  * Kat.Diangnosis 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 

mPINI  * Kat.Diangnosis 86 100.0% 0 0.0% 86 100.0% 
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Asupan Albumin CRP INI mPINI  * SGA 

SGA Asupan Albumin CRP INI mPINI 

A Mean 1005.0000 4.1000 9.7000 .4227 2.3659 

N 1 1 1 1 1 

Std. Deviation . . . . . 

B Mean 1287.5536 3.9304 15.3679 .6936 4.1607 

N 56 56 56 56 56 

Std. Deviation 330.65455 .53255 9.94013 2.00589 3.14181 

C Mean 1005.3103 3.5345 48.5655 .1852 14.8838 

N 29 29 29 29 29 

Std. Deviation 312.06663 .51980 56.52614 .16122 18.98723 

Total Mean 1189.0930 3.7988 26.4965 .5190 7.7557 

N 86 86 86 86 86 

Std. Deviation 348.04272 .55572 36.98041 1.63410 12.30189 

 

 
Asupan Albumin CRP INI mPINI  * Kat.Diangnosis 

Kat.Diangnosis Asupan Albumin CRP INI mPINI 

Nasofaring Mean 1180.3548 3.8113 27.5661 .3256 8.0827 

N 62 62 62 62 62 

Std. Deviation 374.48544 .57861 41.27782 .30304 13.71679 

Sinonasal Mean 1236.5000 3.7200 19.4500 2.0975 5.9558 

N 10 10 10 10 10 

Std. Deviation 291.38567 .64944 16.67568 4.62840 5.88515 

Lainnya Mean 1193.9286 3.8000 26.7929 .2479 7.5934 

N 14 14 14 14 14 

Std. Deviation 270.33895 .38829 26.65311 .15470 8.92416 

Total Mean 1189.0930 3.7988 26.4965 .5190 7.7557 

N 86 86 86 86 86 

Std. Deviation 348.04272 .55572 36.98041 1.63410 12.30189 

 

 


