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Lampiran 1. Rincian Anggaran Biaya 

 

 

 RINCIAN ANGGARAN DANA DAN SUMBER DANA 

 

Rincian Anggaran 

No. Rincian Biaya Kegiatan Jumlah Keterangan 

1. Harddisk Rp. 190.000 - 

2. Olah data Rp. 200.000 - 

3. Transportasi Rp. 150.000 - 

Total Biaya Rp. 540.000 - 

 

Terbilang: (Lima ratus empat puluh ribu rupiah) 

Sumber Dana: Dana yang digunakan bersumber dari dana pribadi peneliti. 
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 Lampiran 2. Surat Undangan Seminar Hasil Skripsi 
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 Lampiran 3. Surat Izin Penelitian 
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 Lampiran 4. Etik Penelitian 
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 Lampiran 5. Kartu Kontrol Bimbingan Skripsi 
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Lampiran 6. Hasil Olah Data Penelitian 

 

 

Jenis_Kelamin 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Laki-Laki 547 34.8 34.8 34.8 

Perempuan 1024 65.2 65.2 100.0 

Total 1571 100.0 100.0  

Umur 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Anak-Anak 147 9.4 9.4 9.4 

Remaja 511 32.5 32.5 41.9 

Dewasa 605 38.5 38.5 80.4 

Lanjut Usia 308 19.6 19.6 100.0 

Total 1571 100.0 100.0  

 

Klasifikasi_ghost_image 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Ghost image anatomi 1371 97.1 97.1 97.1 

Ghost image perhiasan 27 1.9 1.9 99.0 

Ghost image lead apron 14 1.0 1.0 100.0 

Total 1412 100.0 100.0  

 

Jenis_Kelamin * Klasifikasi_ghost_image Crosstabulation 

Count   

 

Klasifikasi_ghost_image 

Total 

Ghost image 

anatomi 

Ghost image 

perhiasan 

Ghost image 

lead apron 

Jenis_Kelamin Laki-Laki 474 2 5 481 

Perempuan 897 25 9 931 

Total 1371 27 14 1412 

 

 

Chi-Square Tests 
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 Value df 

Asymptotic 

Significance (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 8.717a 2 .013 

Likelihood Ratio 11.048 2 .004 

Linear-by-Linear Association 3.672 1 .055 

N of Valid Cases 1412   

a. 1 cells (16.7%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum 

expected count is 4.77. 

 

Umur * Klasifikasi_ghost_image Crosstabulation 

Count   

 

Klasifikasi_ghost_image 

Total 

Ghost image 

anatomi 

Ghost image 

perhiasan 

Ghost image 

lead apron 

Umur Anak-Anak 25 2 2 29 

Remaja 471 15 4 490 

Dewasa 576 8 6 590 

Lanjut Usia 299 2 2 303 

Total 1371 27 14 1412 

 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 

Significance (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 21.778a 6 .001 

Likelihood Ratio 14.884 6 .021 

Linear-by-Linear Association 8.942 1 .003 

N of Valid Cases 1412   

a. 4 cells (33.3%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum 

expected count is .29. 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 


