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Lampiran 1. Analisis ragam konsentrasi bahan organik dalam media budidaya 
udang Vaname (Litopenaeus vannamei) 

 

ANOVA 

Y   

 Sum of Squares Df Mean Square F Sig. 

Between Groups 525.575 3 175.192 10.834 .003 

Within Groups 129.370 8 16.171   

Total 654.945 11    

 
 

 
Lampiran 2.  Uji lanjut 11w-tuckey 

 

 

Multiple Comparisons 

Dependent Variable:   Y   

Tukey HSD   

(I) X (J) X 

Mean 

Difference (I-J) Std. Error Sig. 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Bound Upper Bound 

1 2 18.46667
*
 3.28342 .002 7.9520 28.9813 

3 11.86667
*
 3.28342 .028 1.3520 22.3813 

4 10.39333 3.28342 .053 -.1213 20.9080 

2 1 -18.46667
*
 3.28342 .002 -28.9813 -7.9520 

3 -6.60000 3.28342 .261 -17.1147 3.9147 

4 -8.07333 3.28342 .142 -18.5880 2.4413 

3 1 -11.86667
*
 3.28342 .028 -22.3813 -1.3520 

2 6.60000 3.28342 .261 -3.9147 17.1147 

4 -1.47333 3.28342 .968 -11.9880 9.0413 

4 1 -10.39333 3.28342 .053 -20.9080 .1213 

2 8.07333 3.28342 .142 -2.4413 18.5880 

3 1.47333 3.28342 .968 -9.0413 11.9880 

*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level. 
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Lampiran 3. Analisis ragam pertumbuhan mutlak (g) udang vaname 

 

 

ANOVA 

Pertumbuhan   

 Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Between Groups 5518.063 3 1839.354 10.677 .004 

Within Groups 1378.167 8 172.271   

Total 6896.229 11    

 
 

Lampiran 4. Uji lanjut w-tuckey 
 
 

Multiple Comparisons 

Dependent Variable:   pertumbuhan   

Tukey HSD   

(I) perlakuan (J) perlakuan 

Mean 

Difference (I-J) Std. Error Sig. 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower 

Bound 

Upper 

Bound 

1 2 -38.3333
*
 10.7167 .030 -72.652 -4.015 

3 16.1667 10.7167 .476 -18.152 50.485 

4 11.6667 10.7167 .706 -22.652 45.985 

2 1 38.3333
*
 10.7167 .030 4.015 72.652 

3 54.5000
*
 10.7167 .004 20.181 88.819 

4 50.0000
*
 10.7167 .007 15.681 84.319 

3 1 -16.1667 10.7167 .476 -50.485 18.152 

2 -54.5000
*
 10.7167 .004 -88.819 -20.181 

4 -4.5000 10.7167 .973 -38.819 29.819 

4 1 -11.6667 10.7167 .706 -45.985 22.652 

2 -50.0000
*
 10.7167 .007 -84.319 -15.681 

3 4.5000 10.7167 .973 -29.819 38.819 

*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level. 
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Lampiran 5. Analisis ragam sintasan (%) udang vaname. 

 

ANOVA 

Sintasan   

 Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Between Groups 1044.489 3 348.163 17.911 .001 

Within Groups 155.511 8 19.439   

Total 1200.000 11    

 
 
 
Lampiran 6.  Uji lanjut w-tuckey 

 
 

Multiple Comparisons 

Dependent Variable:   sintasan   

Tukey HSD   

(I) perlakuan (J) perlakuan 

Mean 

Difference (I-J) Std. Error Sig. 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower 

Bound 

Upper 

Bound 

1 2 -6.666667 3.599898 .319 -18.19481 4.86147 

3 12.223333
*
 3.599898 .038 .69519 23.75147 

4 16.666667
*
 3.599898 .007 5.13853 28.19481 

2 1 6.666667 3.599898 .319 -4.86147 18.19481 

3 18.890000
*
 3.599898 .003 7.36186 30.41814 

4 23.333333
*
 3.599898 .001 11.80519 34.86147 

3 1 -12.223333
*
 3.599898 .038 -23.75147 -.69519 

2 -18.890000
*
 3.599898 .003 -30.41814 -7.36186 

4 4.443333 3.599898 .624 -7.08481 15.97147 

4 1 -16.666667
*
 3.599898 .007 -28.19481 -5.13853 

2 -23.333333
*
 3.599898 .001 -34.86147 -11.80519 

3 -4.443333 3.599898 .624 -15.97147 7.08481 

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

 
 

 

 

 


