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NO 
NO 

SLIDE 

UMUR 

(TAHUN) 
GRADE 

EKSPRESI 

PD-L1 

EKSPRESI 

CD8+ 

1 1706 67 1 1 1 

2 1334 45 1 2 2 

3 1441 45 1 1 2 

4 2569 57 1 1 2 

5 0280 45 1 1 1 

6 0366 43 1 2 2 

7 1261 47 1 1 2 

8 2262 51 1 2 1 

9 3336 50 1 2 2 

10 4597 43 1 1 2 

11 0704 41 1 1 2 

12 0035 58 1 1 2 

13 0181 52 1 1 1 

14 034 45 1 1 2 

15 879 42 1 1 1 

16 1132 28 1 1 1 

17 552 31 1 1 1 

18 017 56 2 1 2 

19 0121 51 2 1 1 

20 0242 58 2 1 1 

21 0305 40 2 1 1 

22 0403 42 2 1 2 

23 0527 49 2 2 1 

24 0610 40 2 1 1 

25 0647 39 2 2 1 

26 0894 50 2 1 2 

27 1497 59 2 1 1 

28 1733 43 2 2 1 

29 1798 46 2 2 1 

30 1987 66 2 1 1 

31 2481 38 2 1 1 

32 2531 37 2 1 1 

33 2670 49 2 2 1 

34 2833 46 2 1 1 

35 2899 48 2 2 1 

36 2925 42 2 1 1 

37 2985 41 2 2 1 



 

 

38 3258 58 2 1 1 

39 3545 67 2 1 1 

40 3578 46 2 2 1 

41 3641 45 2 2 1 

42 3754 39 2 1 2 

43 3897 51 2 2 1 

44 4002 53 2 1 2 

45 4447 48 2 1 1 

46 4648 49 2 1 1 

47 4679 54 2 1 1 

48 4807 45 2 1 1 

49 4827 50 2 1 2 

50 3343 39 3 1 2 

51 4574 63 3 1 1 

52 1490 35 3 1 2 

53 1993 50 3 1 2 

54 2590 49 3 1 2 

55 2598 65 3 1 1 

56 4678 44 3 1 1 

57 0294 63 3 1 2 

58 2167 51 3 1 1 

59 1394 45 3 1 1 

60 1810 66 3 1 1 

61 2016 40 3 1 1 

62 2104 54 3 1 2 

63 2142 53 3 1 2 

64 2166 57 3 1 2 

65 2230 44 3 1 2 

66 2344 56 3 1 1 

67 2551 44 3 1 1 

68 2707 53 3 1 1 

69 2816 36 3 1 1 

70 3130 45 3 1 1 

71 3157 46 3 1 1 

72 3196 59 3 1 1 

73 3233 35 3 1 2 

74 3495 44 3 1 1 

75 3629 48 3 2 1 

76 3771 70 3 2 1 



 

 

77 3988 38 3 1 1 

78 4334 54 3 2 1 

79 4685 67 3 1 1 

80 4718 43 3 1 2 

 

KETERANGAN 

GRADE 

1 = GRADE 1   

2 = GRADE 2 

3 = GRADE 3 

EKSPRESI PD-L1 
1 = POSITIF 

2 = NEGATIF 

EKSPRESI CD8+ 
1 = LOW 

2 = HIGH 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

Frequencies 

 

 

 

Notes 

Output Created 27-JUL-2021 09:07:14 

Comments  

Input Active Dataset DataSet2 

Filter <none> 

Weight <none> 

Split File <none> 

N of Rows in Working Data 

File 
80 

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=PDL1 

CD8 GRADE UMUR 

  /BARCHART FREQ 

  /ORDER=ANALYSIS. 

Resources Processor Time 00:00:03,72 

Elapsed Time 00:00:02,38 



 

 

 

 

[DataSet2]  

 

 

 

Statistics 

 PDL1 CD8 GRADE UMUR 

N Valid 80 80 80 80 

Missing 0 0 0 0 

 

 

Frequency Table 

 

 

NEW FILE. 

DATASET NAME DataSet1 WINDOW=FRONT. 

NEW FILE. 

DATASET NAME DataSet2 WINDOW=FRONT. 

FREQUENCIES VARIABLES=PDL1 CD8 GRADE UMUR 

  /BARCHART FREQ 

  /ORDER=ANALYSIS. 

 

 



 

 

 

 

PDL1 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid POSITIF 63 78.8 78.8 78.8 

NEGATIF 17 21.3 21.3 100.0 

Total 80 100.0 100.0  

 

 

CD8 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid HIGH 27 33.8 33.8 33.8 

LOW 53 66.3 66.3 100.0 

Total 80 100.0 100.0  

 

 

GRADE 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid GRADE 1 17 21.3 21.3 21.3 

GRADE 2 32 40.0 40.0 61.3 



 

 

GRADE 3 31 38.8 38.8 100.0 

Total 80 100.0 100.0  

 

 

UMUR 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid <40 TAHUN 11 13.8 13.8 13.8 

>=40 TAHUN 69 86.3 86.3 100.0 

Total 80 100.0 100.0  

 

CROSSTABS 

  /TABLES=PDL1 CD8 BY GRADE 

  /FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES 

  /STATISTICS=CHISQ 

  /CELLS=COUNT COLUMN 

  /COUNT ROUND CELL 

  /BARCHART 

  /METHOD=EXACT TIMER(5). 

 

 

 

 

Crosstabs 



 

 

 

 

 

Notes 

Output Created 27-JUL-2021 09:10:11 

Comments  

Input Active Dataset DataSet2 

Filter <none> 

Weight <none> 

Split File <none> 

N of Rows in Working Data 

File 
80 

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=PDL1 CD8 BY GRADE 

  /FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES 

  /STATISTICS=CHISQ 

  /CELLS=COUNT COLUMN 

  /COUNT ROUND CELL 

  /BARCHART 

  /METHOD=EXACT TIMER(5). 



 

 

Resources Processor Time 00:00:02,55 

Elapsed Time 00:00:01,32 

Dimensions Requested 2 

Cells Available 349496 

Time for Exact Statistics 0:00:00,13 

 

 

Case Processing Summary 

 

Cases 

Valid Missing Total 

N Percent N Percent N Percent 

PDL1 * GRADE 80 100.0% 0 0.0% 80 100.0% 

CD8 * GRADE 80 100.0% 0 0.0% 80 100.0% 

 

 

 

PDL1 * GRADE 

 

 

 

Crosstab 

 GRADE Total 



 

 

GRADE 1 GRADE 2 GRADE 3 

PDL1 POSITIF Count 13 22 28 63 

% within GRADE 76.5% 68.8% 90.3% 78.8% 

NEGATIF Count 4 10 3 17 

% within GRADE 23.5% 31.3% 9.7% 21.3% 

Total Count 17 32 31 80 

% within GRADE 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 

Significance 

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. (1-

sided) 

 

Pearson Chi-Square 4.446a 2 .108 .115   

Likelihood Ratio 4.748 2 .093 .117   

Fisher's Exact Test 4.530   .115   

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 
2.047b 1 .153 .207 .106 

 

N of Valid Cases 80      

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Point Probability 

Pearson Chi-Square  

Likelihood Ratio  



 

 

Fisher's Exact Test  

Linear-by-Linear Association .052 

N of Valid Cases  

 

a. 1 cells (16,7%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 3,61. 

b. The standardized statistic is -1,431. 

 

 

 

CD8 * GRADE 

 

 

 

Crosstab 

 

GRADE 

Total GRADE 1 GRADE 2 GRADE 3 

CD8 HIGH Count 10 6 11 27 

% within GRADE 58.8% 18.8% 35.5% 33.8% 

LOW Count 7 26 20 53 

% within GRADE 41.2% 81.3% 64.5% 66.3% 

Total Count 17 32 31 80 

% within GRADE 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

 



 

 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 

Significance 

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. (1-

sided) 

 

Pearson Chi-Square 8.042a 2 .018 .017   

Likelihood Ratio 8.054 2 .018 .022   

Fisher's Exact Test 7.844   .021   

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 
1.345b 1 .246 .277 .158 

 

N of Valid Cases 80      

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Point Probability 

Pearson Chi-Square  

Likelihood Ratio  

Fisher's Exact Test  

Linear-by-Linear Association .063 

N of Valid Cases  

 

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 5,74. 

b. The standardized statistic is 1,160. 

 

CROSSTABS 

  /TABLES=PDL1 BY CD8 



 

 

  /FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES 

  /STATISTICS=CHISQ 

  /CELLS=COUNT COLUMN 

  /COUNT ROUND CELL 

  /BARCHART 

  /METHOD=EXACT TIMER(5). 

 

 

 

 

Crosstabs 

 

 

 

Notes 

Output Created 27-JUL-2021 09:16:13 

Comments  

Input Active Dataset DataSet2 

Filter <none> 

Weight <none> 

Split File <none> 

N of Rows in Working Data 

File 
80 



 

 

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=PDL1 BY CD8 

  /FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES 

  /STATISTICS=CHISQ 

  /CELLS=COUNT COLUMN 

  /COUNT ROUND CELL 

  /BARCHART 

  /METHOD=EXACT TIMER(5). 

Resources Processor Time 00:00:01,08 

Elapsed Time 00:00:00,40 

Dimensions Requested 2 

Cells Available 349496 

Time for Exact Statistics 0:00:00,02 

 

 

Case Processing Summary 

 

Cases 

Valid Missing Total 

N Percent N Percent N Percent 



 

 

PDL1 * CD8 80 100.0% 0 0.0% 80 100.0% 

 

 

PDL1 * CD8 Crosstabulation 

 

CD8 

Total HIGH LOW 

PDL1 POSITIF Count 24 39 63 

% within CD8 88.9% 73.6% 78.8% 

NEGATIF Count 3 14 17 

% within CD8 11.1% 26.4% 21.3% 

Total Count 27 53 80 

% within CD8 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 

Significance 

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. (1-

sided) 

 

Pearson Chi-Square 2.504a 1 .114 .152 .095 
 

Continuity Correctionb 1.673 1 .196    

Likelihood Ratio 2.724 1 .099 .152 .095 
 

Fisher's Exact Test    .152 .095 
 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 
2.472c 1 .116 .152 .095 

 



 

 

N of Valid Cases 80      

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Point Probability 

Pearson Chi-Square  

Continuity Correctionb  

Likelihood Ratio  

Fisher's Exact Test  

Linear-by-Linear Association .069 

N of Valid Cases  

 

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 5,74. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table 

c. The standardized statistic is 1,572. 

 

 


