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LAMPIRAN



Hasil uji di laboratorium

1. Bulan Juli
Kode Sampel
NO Parameter Satuan Wette'e Teteaji Mojong
w1 W2 W3 T1 T2 T3 M1 M2 M3
I. PHYSICS
1 | Suhu °C 28.7 29.0 29.2 28.9 29.2 29.5 28.3 28.9 29.3
2 | Zat Padat Tersuspensi (TSS) mg/I 56.2 56.0 62.3 98.2 100.0 97.2 62.2 68.0 68.5
Il. CHEMICALS
3 | pH . 7.79 7.87 7.89 7.68 7.81 7.85 7.72 7.74 7.82
4 | Dissolved Oxygen (DO) mg/| 5.42 5.44 5.52 6.38 6.02 6.05 6.40 6.32 6.27
5 | Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD) mg/| 5.52 7.36 3.68 11.04 5.52 7.36 5.52 7.36 5.52
6 | Carbon Dioxide (CO2) mg/I 6.3 6.0 5.7 5.9 5.5 6.2 6.3 5.2 6.3
7 | Nitrat (NO3) mg/I 0.2560 | 0.2581 | 0.2589 | 0.3912 | 0.3920 0.382 0.2041 | 0.2065 0.208
8 | Total Phosphorus (T-P) mg/| 0.0612 | 0.0618 | 0.0628 | 0.1102 | 0.1109 | 0.1124 | 0.1235 | 0.1200 | 0.1262




2. Bulan Agustus
Kode Sampel
NO Parameter Satuan Wette'e Teteaji Mojong
W1 w2 w3 T1 T2 T3 M1 M2 M3

I. PHYSICS
1 Suhu °C 29.5 29.2 29.4 29.02 29.73 29.36 29.36 29.55 29.72
2 | Zat Padat Tersuspensi (TSS) mg/| 88.1 90.6 91.3 91.9 88.9 90.1 91.6 88.9 86.6

Il. CHEMICALS
3 pH . 7.17 7.15 7.16 7.27 7.24 7.25 7.26 7.28 7.22
4 | Dissolved Oxygen (DO) mg/I 4.89 5.01 5.09 5.02 4.81 4.92 5.98 6.07 6.21
5 | Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD) mg/I 5.52 9.20 9.20 5.52 12.88 7.36 9.20 12.88 7.36
6 | Carbon Dioxide (CO2) mg/I 6.8 6.0 5.9 6.3 6.3 6.2 7.1 6.8 5.9
7 | Nitrat (NO3) mg/| 0.0580 | 0.1449 | 0.2942 | 0.3720 | 0.3243 | 0.4166 | 0.4266 | 0.4505 | 0.4320
8 | Total Phosphorus (T-P) mg/| 0.0907 | 0.0972 | 0.0963 | 0.1021 | 0.0940 | 0.1048 | 0.0998 | 0.0998 | 0.0975




3. Bulan September
Kode Sampel
NO Parameter Satuan Wette'e Teteaji Mojong
w1 W2 W3 T1 T2 T3 M1 M2 M3

I. PHYSICS
1 | Suhu °C 29.1 29.1 28.9 28.58 28.64 29.05 29.33 29.56 29.63
2 | Zat Padat Tersuspensi (TSS) mg/I 83.2 83.0 85.4 92.3 86.9 89.2 98.5 100.0 98.0

Il. CHEMICALS
3 | pH . 6.62 6.56 6.45 6.23 6.13 6.06 6.3 6.34 6.36
4 | Dissolved Oxygen (DO) mg/| 4.89 491 4.92 491 5.01 4.93 5.38 5.14 5.09
5 Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD) mg/I 7.36 7.36 12.88 11.04 9.20 13.20 20.24 18.40 14.72
6 | Carbon Dioxide (CO2) mg/| 6.8 7.0 6.3 7.4 6.3 5.9 6.8 6.3 6.3
7 | Nitrat (NO3) mg/| 0.4225 | 0.4243 | 0.3281 | 0.4982 | 0.5051 | 0.4953 | 0.4389 | 0.3935 | 0.3420
8 | Total Phosphorus (T-P) mg/! 0.1025 | 0.1235 | 0.1232 | 0.1278 | 0.1284 | 0.1281 | 0.0986 | 0.1027 | 0.1053




¢ Hasil uji menggunakan Indeks Pencemaran

1. Bulan Juli
a) Stasiun 1

WETTE'E Satuan Cij Lij Cij/Lij | Ci/Lijbaru
I. PHYSICS
Suhu °C 28.97 25-32 0.13 0.13
Zat Padat Tersuspensi (TSS) mg/L 58.17 100 0.58 0.58
PH - 7.85 6-9 0.23 0.23
Dissolved Oxygen (DO) mg/L 5.46 3 0.13 0.13
Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD) mg/L 5.52 40 0.14 0.14
Carbon Dioxide (CO2) mg/L 6.00 12 0.50 0.50
Nitrat (NO3) mg/L 0.26 1.90 0.14 0.14
Total Phosphorus (T-P) mg/L 0.06 0.1 0.62 0.62
Ci/Lij M 0.62
Ci/Lij R 0.31
Pij 0.490

b) Stasiun 2
Ci/Lij

TETEAJI Satuan Cij Lij Cij/Lij baru
I. PHYSICS
Suhu °C 29.20 | 25-32 0.20 0.20
Zat Padat Tersuspensi (TSS) mg/L 98.47 100 0.98 0.98
Ph - 7.78 6-9 0.19 0.19
Dissolved Oxygen (DO) mg/L 6.15 3 0.07 0.07
Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD) mg/L 7.97 40 0.20 0.20
Carbon Dioxide (CO2) mg/L 5.87 12 0.49 0.49
Nitrat (NO3) mg/L 0.39 1.90 0.20 0.20
Total Phosphorus (T-P) mg/L 0.11 0.1 1.11 0.23
Ci/LijM 0.98
Ci/Lij R 0.32
Pij 0.729




c) Stasiun 3

Ci/Lij
MOJONG Satuan Cij Lij Cij/Lij baru
I. PHYSICS
Suhu °C 28.83 25-32 0.10 0.10
Zat Padat Tersuspensi (TSS) mg/L 66.23 100 0.66 0.66
Ph - 7.76 6-9 0.17 0.17
Dissolved Oxygen (DO) mg/L 6.33 3 0.06 0.06
Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD) mg/L 6.13 40 0.15 0.15
Carbon Dioxide (CO2) mg/L 5.93 12 0.49 0.49
Nitrat (NO3) mg/L 0.21 1.90 0.11 0.11
Total Phosphorus (T-P) mg/L 0.12 0.1 1.23 0.45
Ci/LijM 0.66
Ci/LijR 0.27
Pij 0.505
e Bulan Agustus
a) Stasiun 1
Ci/Lij
WETTE'E Satuan Cij Lij Cij/Lij baru
I. PHYSICS
Suhu °C 29.37 25-32 0.25 0.25
Zat Padat Tersuspensi (TSS) mg/I 90 100 0.90 0.90
Ph 7.16 6-9 -0.23 -0.23
Dissolved Oxygen (DO) mg/| 5.00 3 0.17 0.17
Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD) mg/! 7.97 40 0.20 0.20
Carbon Dioxide (CO2) mg/| 6.23 12 0.52 0.52
Nitrat (NO3) mg/I 0.17 1.9 0.09 0.09
Total Phosphorus (T-P) mg/I 0.09 0.1 0.95 0.95
Ci/LijM 0.950
Ci/Lij R 0.356
Pij 0.717




b) Stasiun 2

Ci/Lij
TETEAJI Satuan Cij Lij Cij/Lij baru
I. PHYSICS
Suhu °C 29.37 25-32 0.25 0.25
Zat Padat Tersuspensi (TSS) mg/I 90.3 100 0.90 0.90
Ph 7.25 6-9 -0.16 -0.16
Dissolved Oxygen (DO) mg/I 4.92 3 0.17 0.17
Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD) mg/I 8.59 40 0.21 0.21
Carbon Dioxide (CO2) mg/I 6.27 12 0.52 0.52
Nitrat (NO3) mg/| 0.37 1.9 0.20 0.20
Total Phosphorus (T-P) mg/I 0.10 0.1 1.00 1.00
Ci/Lij M 1.00
Ci/Lij R 0.39
Pij 0.758
c) Stasiun 3
Ci/Lij
MOJONG Satuan Cij Lij Cij/Lij baru
I. PHYSICS
Suhu °C 29.54 25-32 0.30 0.30
Zat Padat Tersuspensi (TSS) mg/I 89.03 100 0.89 0.89
Ph - 7.25 6-9 -0.16 -0.16
Dissolved Oxygen (DO) (WQC) mg/I 6.09 3 0.08 0.08
Chemical Oxygen Demand
(COD) mg/| 9.81 40 0.25 0.25
Carbon Dioxide (CO2) mg/| 6.60 12 0.55 0.55
Nitrat (NO3) mg/| 0.44 1.9 0.23 0.23
Total Phosphorus (T-P) mg/| 0.10 0.1 0.99 0.99
Ci/LijM 0.99
Ci/LijR 0.39
Pij 0.752




e Bulan September

a) Stasiun 1

Ci/Lij
WETTE'E Satuan Cij Lij Cij/Lij baru
I. PHYSICS
Suhu °C 29.03 25-32 0.15 0.15
Zat Padat Tersuspensi (TSS) mg/I 83.9 100 0.84 0.84
Ph 6.54 6-9 -0.64 -0.64
Dissolved Oxygen (DO) (WQC) mg/I 491 3 0.17 0.17
Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD) mg/I 9.20 40 0.23 0.23
Carbon Dioxide (CO2) mg/I 6.70 12 0.56 0.56
Nitrat (NO3) mg/I 0.39 1.9 0.21 0.21
Total Phosphorus (T-P) mg/I 0.12 0.1 1.16 0.33
Ci/Lij M 0.84
Ci/LijR 0.231
Pij 0.615
b) Stasiun 2
Ci/Lij
TETEAJI Satuan Cij Lij Cij/Lij baru
I. PHYSICS
Suhu °C 28.76 25-32 0.07 0.07
Zat Padat Tersuspensi (TSS) mg/I 89.5 100 0.89 0.89
Ph 6.14 6-9 -0.91 -0.91
Dissolved Oxygen (DO) (WQC) mg/| 4.95 3 0.17 0.17
Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD) mg/I 11.15 40 0.28 0.28
Carbon Dioxide (CO2) mg/I 6.53 12 0.54 0.54
Nitrat (NO3) mg/| 0.50 1.9 0.26 0.26
Total Phosphorus (T-P) mg/! 0.13 0.1 1.28 0.54
Ci/Lij M 0.89
Ci/LijR 0.232
Pij 0.654




c) Stasiun 3

Ci/Lij
MOJONG Satuan Cij Lij Cij/Lij baru
I. PHYSICS
Suhu °C 29.51 25-32 0.29 0.29
Zat Padat Tersuspensi (TSS) mg/| 98.8 100 0.99 0.99
Ph 6.33 6-9 -0.78 -0.78
Dissolved Oxygen (DO) (WQ(C) mg/| 5.20 3 0.15 0.15
Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD) mg/I 17.79 40 0.44 0.44
Carbon Dioxide (CO2) mg/I 6.47 12 0.54 0.54
Nitrat (NO3) mg/| 0.39 1.9 0.21 0.21
Total Phosphorus (T-P) mg/I 0.10 0.1 1.02 0.05
Ci/LijM 0.99
Ci/LijR 0.24
Pij 0.718




e Hasil uji Kruskal Wallis
e Hasil Uji Kruskal-Wallis bulan Juli

Table Analyzed

SUHU 1

Kruskal-Wallis test

P value

0.6643

Exact or approximate P value?

Exact

P value summary

ns

Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)?

No

Number of groups

Kruskal-Wallis statistic

1.107

Data summary

Number of treatments (columns)

Number of values (total)

Dunn's multiple

Mean rank

comparisons test diff. Significant? Summary Adjusted P Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji -1.833 No ns >0.9999 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong 0.3333 No ns >0.9999 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong 2.167 No ns 0.9855 B-C
Table Analyzed TSS1
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.0107
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary *
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? Yes
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 6.489
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns) 3
Number of values (total)
Dunn's multiple Mean rank
comparisons test diff. Significant? Summary Adjusted P Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji -5.667 Yes * 0.0338 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong -2.333 No ns 0.8902 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong 3.333 No ns 0.4081 B-C




Table Analyzed PH1
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.3393
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary ns
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? No
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 2.489
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns)
Number of values (total) 9

Dunn's multiple Mean rank
comparisons test diff. Significant? Summary Adjusted P Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji 2.667 No ns 0.6991 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong 3.333 No ns 0.4081 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong 0.6667 No ns >0.9999 B-C
Table Analyzed DO 1
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.025
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary *
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? Yes
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 5.956
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns) 3
Number of values (total)
Dunn's multiple Adjusted P
comparisons test Mean rank diff. Significant? Summary Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji -3.667 No ns 0.3032 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong -5.333 No ns 0.0512 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong -1.667 No ns >0.9999 B-C
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Table Analyzed COD1
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.5714
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary ns
Do the medians vary signif. (P <
0.05)? No
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 1.686
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns) 3
Number of values (total) 9
Dunn's multiple Mean rank Adjusted P
comparisons test diff. Significant? | Summary Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji -2.667 No ns 0.6134 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong -0.8333 No ns >0.9999 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong 1.833 No ns >0.9999 B-C
Table Analyzed CO2 (1)
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.8071
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary ns
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? No
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 0.6437
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns) 3
Number of values (total)
Dunn's multiple Me%r.' rank | significant? | Summary Adjusted P
comparisons test iff. Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji 1.333 No ns >0.9999 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong -0.3333 No ns >0.9999 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong -1.667 No ns >0.9999 B-C
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Table Analyzed

Nitrat 1

Kruskal-Wallis test

P value

0.0036

Exact or approximate P value?

Exact

P value summary

*%

Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)?

Yes

Number of groups

3

Kruskal-Wallis statistic

7.2

Data summary

Number of treatments (columns)

Number of values (total)

Dunn's multiple Mean rank
comparisons test diff. Significant? | Summary Adjusted P Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji -3 No ns 0.5391 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong 3 No ns 0.5391 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong Yes * 0.0219 B-C
Phospat
Table Analyzed 1
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.0036
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary *x
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? Yes
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 7.2
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns)
Number of values (total) 9
Dunn's multiple Mean rank
comparisons test diff. Significant? Summary Adjusted P Value

Wette'E vs. Teteaji -3 No ns 0.5391 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong -6 Yes * 0.0219 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong -3 No ns 0.5391 B-C
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e Hasil Uji Kruskal-Wallis bulan Agustus

Table Analyzed Suhu 2
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.7143
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary ns
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? No
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 0.8291
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns)
Number of values (total)
Dunn’s multiple Mean rank diff. | Significant? | Summary Ad{;‘;fg P
comparisons test
Wette'E vs. Teteaji -0.1667 No ns >0.9999 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong -1.833 No ns >0.9999 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong -1.667 No ns >0.9999 B-C
Table Analyzed TSS 2
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.8179
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary ns
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? No
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 0.5602
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns) 3
Number of values (total)
Dunn's multiple Adjusted P
comparisons test Mean rank diff. | Significant? Summary Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji -0.8333 No ns >0.9999 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong 0.8333 No ns >0.9999 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong 1.667 No ns >0.9999 B-C
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Table Analyzed pH 2
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.0714
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary ns
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? No
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 5.422
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns) 3
Number of values (total)
Dunn's multiple Adjusted P
comparisons test Mean rank diff. Significant? | Summary Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji -4.333 No ns 0.1579 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong -4.667 No ns 0.1107 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong -0.3333 No ns >0.9999 B-C
Table Analyzed DO 2
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.05
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary *
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? No
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 5.6
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns) 3
Number of values (total)
Dunn's multiple Adjusted P
comparisons test Mean rank diff. | Significant? | Summary Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji 1 No ns >0.9999 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong -4 No ns 0.2209 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong -5 No ns 0.076 B-C




Table Analyzed COD 2
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.8286
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary ns
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? No
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 0.6372
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns) 3
Number of values (total)
Dunn's multiple Mean rank Adjusted
comparisons test diff. Significant? Summary P Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji 0 No ns >0.9999 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong -1.5 No ns >0.9999 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong -1.5 No ns >0.9999 B-C
Table Analyzed C0O2 (2)
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.7
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary ns
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? No
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 0.8205
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns)
Number of values (total) 9
Dunn's multiple Adjusted P
comparisons test Mean rank diff. Significant? | Summary Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji -1 No ns >0.9999 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong -2 No ns >0.9999 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong -1 No ns >0.9999 B-C
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Table Analyzed Nitrat 2
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.0036
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary **
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? Yes
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 7.2
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns)
Number of values (total) 9
Dunn's multiple Adjusted P
comparisons test Mean rank diff. Significant? | Summary Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji -3 No ns 0.5391 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong -6 Yes * 0.0219 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong -3 No ns 0.5391 B-C
Table Analyzed Phospat 2
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.2179
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary ns
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? No
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 3.317
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns) 3
Number of values (total)
Dunn's multiple Adjusted P
comparisons test Mean rank diff. | Significant? | Summary Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji -3.667 No ns 0.2989 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong -3.333 No ns 0.4032 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong 0.3333 No ns >0.9999 B-C
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¢ Hasil Uji Kruskal-Wallis bulan September

Table Analyzed Suhu 3
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.0071
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary *x
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? Yes
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 6.543
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns) 3
Number of values (total)
Dunn's multiple
comparisons test Mean rank diff. | Significant? | Summary | Adjusted P Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji 2.333 No ns 0.8841 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong -3.333 No ns 0.4032 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong -5.667 Yes * 0.0328 B-C
Table Analyzed TSS 3
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.0036
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary *x
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? Yes
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 7.2
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns) 3
Number of values (total)
Dunn’s multiple Adjusted P
comparisons test Mean rank diff. | Significant? | Summary Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji -3 No ns 0.5391 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong -6 Yes * 0.0219 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong -3 No ns 0.5391 B-C
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Table Analyzed

pH 3
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.0036
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary **
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? Yes
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 7.2
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns)
Number of values (total) 9
Dunn's multiple Adjusted P
comparisons test Mean rank diff. Significant? Summary Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji 6 Yes * 0.0219 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong 3 No ns 0.5391 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong -3 No ns 0.5391 B-C
Table Analyzed DO 3
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.0143
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary *
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? Yes
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 6.252
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns)
Number of values (total) 9
Dunn's multiple Adjusted P
comparisons test Mean rank diff. Significant? Summary Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji -2 No ns >0.9999 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong -5.5 Yes * 0.0405 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong -3.5 No ns 0.348 B-C
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Table Analyzed

COD 3

Kruskal-Wallis test

P value 0.0214
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary *
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? Yes
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 6.006
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns)
Number of values (total) 9
Dunn's multiple Adjusted P
comparisons test Mean rank diff. Significant? Summary Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji -1.667 No ns >0.9999 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong -5.333 Yes * 0.0498 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong -3.667 No ns 0.2989 B-C
Table Analyzed C0O2 (3)
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.8071
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary ns
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? No
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 0.6606
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns)
Number of values (total) 9
Dunn's multiple Adjusted P
comparisons test Mean rank diff. Significant? Summary Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji 1.5 No ns >0.9999 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong 1.5 No ns >0.9999 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong 0 No ns >0.9999 B-C




Table Analyzed Nitrat 3
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.0714
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary ns
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? No
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 5.422
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns)
Number of values (total) 9
Dunn's multiple Adjusted P
comparisons test Mean rank diff. Significant? Summary Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji -4.667 No ns 0.1107 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong -0.3333 No ns >0.9999 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong 4.333 No ns 0.1579 B-C
Table Analyzed Phospat 3
Kruskal-Wallis test
P value 0.025
Exact or approximate P value? Exact
P value summary ns
Do the medians vary signif. (P < 0.05)? Yes
Number of groups 3
Kruskal-Wallis statistic 5.956
Data summary
Number of treatments (columns)
Number of values (total)
Dunn's multiple Mean rank
comparisons test diff. Significant? Summary Adjusted P Value
Wette'E vs. Teteaji -3.667 No ns 0.3032 A-B
Wette'E vs. Mojong 1.667 No ns >0.9999 A-C
Teteaji vs. Mojong 5.333 No ns 0.0512 B-C
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Foto kegiatan selama penelitian
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