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Lampiran

Lampiran 1. Pertumbuhan Ikan Bandeng

Perlakuan Ulangan Bobot rata- Bobot rata- Pertumbuhan
(Dosis rata awal (g) rata akhir (g) mutlak (g)
Lumbricus

sp.))

0 1 11.52 31.07 19.55

2 11.30 29.14 17.84

3 11.80 30.59 18.79

Rata-Rata 11.54 30.27 18.73

0.5 1 11.6 38.56 26.96

2 11.8 36.78 24.98

3 11.3 36.50 25.20

Rata-rata 11.57 37.28 25.71

1 1 11.5 45.53 34.03

2 11.5 48.22 36.72

3 11.42 45.56 34.14

Rata-rata 11.47 46.43 34.96

15 1 11.7 45.50 33.80

2 11.18 47.05 35.87

3 11.8 47.12 35.32

Rata-rata 11.56 46.56 35.00

Pertumbuhan
bobot relatif (%)

62.92
61.23
61.43
61.86
69.91

67.92
69.04
68.96
74.74
76.15
74.93
75.27
74.29
76.24
74.96
75.16

Standar
Deviasi

0.85

1.08

1.53

1.07

Tabel 2. Hasil analisis ragam pertumbuhan mutlak

ANOVA
Pertumbuhan
Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 561.675 3 187.225 139.231 .000
Within Groups 10.758 8 1.345
Total 572.432 11
UjiTuckey
Dependent Variable: Pertumbuhan Mutlak
Tukey HSD
Mean Difference 95% Confidence Interval
(1) Lumbricus (J) Lumbricus (1-J) Std. Error Sig. Lower Bound Upper Bound
0% 0,5% -6.98667" .94682 .000 -10.0187 -3.9546
1% -16.23667" .94682 .000 -19.2687 -13.2046
1,5% -16.27000" .94682 .000 -19.3021 -13.2379
0,5% 0% 6.98667" .94682 .000 3.9546 10.0187
1% -9.25000" .94682 .000 -12.2821 -6.2179
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1,5% -9.28333" .94682 .000 -12.3154 -6.2513
1% 0% 16.23667" .94682 .000 13.2046 19.2687
0,5% 9.25000" .94682 .000 6.2179 12.2821
1,5% -.03333 .94682 1.000 -3.0654 2.9987
1,5% 0% 16.27000" .94682 .000 13.2379 19.3021
0,5% 9.28333" .94682 .000 6.2513 12.3154
1% .03333 .94682 1.000 -2.9987 3.0654
*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.
Lampiran 3. Hasil analisis ragam pertumbuhan bobot relative
ANOVA
Pertumbuhan Bobot Relatif
Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 366.220 3 122.073 144.139 .000
Within Groups 6.775 8 .847
Total 372.996 11
Uji Tuckey
Dependent Variable: Pertumbuhan Bobot Relatif
Tukey HSD
Mean Difference 95% Confidence Interval
(1) Lumbricus (J) Lumbricus (1-J) Std. Error Sig. Lower Bound Upper Bound
0% 0.5% -7.09667" 75141 .000 -9.5029 -4.6904
1% -13.41333" 75141 .000 -15.8196 -11.0071
1.5% -13.37000° 75141 .000 -15.7763 -10.9637
0.5% 0% 7.09667" 75141 .000 4.6904 9.5029
1% -6.31667" .75141 .000 -8.7229 -3.9104
1.5% -6.27333" 75141 .000 -8.6796 -3.8671
1% 0% 13.41333" .75141 .000 11.0071 15.8196
0.5% 6.31667" 75141 .000 3.9104 8.7229
1.5% .04333 75141 1.000 -2.3629 2.4496
1.5% 0% 13.37000" 75141 .000 10.9637 15.7763
0.5% 6.27333" 75141 .000 3.8671 8.6796
1% -.04333 75141 1.000 -2.4496 2.3629

*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.

Lampiran 4. Sintasan pada Ikan Bandeng
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Perlakuan Ulangan Jumlah lkan (ekor) Sintasan Standar

Lu(negfiis us Awal Akhir 0 pevias!
sp.))
0 1 20 15 75.00
2 20 14 70.00
3 20 18 90.00
Rata-rata 20 16 78.33 10.41
0.5 1 20 17 85.00
2 20 16 80.00
3 20 18 90.00
Rata-rata 20 17 85.00 5
1 1 20 19 95.00
2 20 18 90.00
3 20 18 90.00
Rata-rata 20 18 91.67 2.89
15 1 20 18 90.00
2 20 20 100.00
3 20 17 85.00
Rata-rata 20 18 91.67 7.64

Lampiran 5. Hasil analisis uji ragam sintasan ikan bandeng

ANOVA
Sintasan
Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 366.667 3 122.222 2.444 .139
Within Groups 400.000 8 50.000
Total 766.667 11
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