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Lampiran 1.  Hasil Analisis Faktor-Faktor Yang Mempengaruhi 

Keberhasilan Inseminasi Buatan pada Sapi Potong di 

Kabupaten Luwu Timur (Analisis Chi Square) 

 

 
Case Processing Summary 

 Cases 

 Valid Missing Total 

 N Percent N Percent N Percent 

BANGSA_SAPI * 
CR_KESELURUHAN 

100 98.0% 2 2.0% 102 100.0% 

BCS_TERNAK * 
CR_KESELURUHAN 

100 98.0% 2 2.0% 102 100.0% 

TANDA_BIRAHI * 
CR_KESELURUHAN 

100 98.0% 2 2.0% 102 100.0% 

PAKAN_TERNAK * 
CR_KESELURUHAN 

100 98.0% 2 2.0% 102 100.0% 

WAKTU_IB_TERNAK * 
CR_KESELURUHAN 

100 98.0% 2 2.0% 102 100.0% 

SISTEM_PEMELIHARAAN * 
CR_KESELURUHAN 

100 98.0% 2 2.0% 102 100.0% 

INSEMINATOR * 
CR_KESELURUHAN 

100 98.0% 2 2.0% 102 100.0% 
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PAKAN_TERNAK * CR_KESELURUHAN 
Crosstab 

   CR_KESELURUHAN 

Total 
   

BUNTING 
TIDAK 

BUNTING 

PAKAN_TERNAK RUMPUT Count 6 13 19 

% within PAKAN_ 
TERNAK 

31.6% 68.4% 100.0% 

RUMPUT+DEDAK Count 58 23 81 

% within PAKAN_ 
TERNAK 

71.6% 28.4% 100.0% 

Total Count 64 36 100 

% within PAKAN_ 
TERNAK 

64.0% 36.0% 100.0% 

 
 
 

Chi-Square Tests 

 

Value df 

Asymp. 
Sig. (2-
sided) 

Exact Sig. 
(2-sided) Exact Sig. (1-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 10.701a 1 .001   

Continuity Correctionb 9.035 1 .003   

Likelihood Ratio 10.328 1 .001   

Fisher's Exact Test    .003 .002 

Linear-by-Linear Association 10.594 1 .001   

N of Valid Casesb 100     

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 6,84. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table     
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SISTEM_PEMELIHARAAN * CR_KESELURUHAN 
Crosstab 

   CR_KESELURUHAN 

Total 
   

BUNTING 
TIDAK 

BUNTING 

SISTEM_PEMELIHARAA
N 

KANDANG Count 58 23 81 

% within SISTEM_ 
PEMELIHARAAN 

71.6% 28.4% 100.0% 

KANDANG/LE
PAS 

Count 6 13 19 

% within SISTEM_ 
PEMELIHARAAN 

31.6% 68.4% 100.0% 

Total Count 64 36 100 

% within SISTEM_ 
PEMELIHARAAN 

64.0% 36.0% 100.0% 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

   

 
 
 
Chi-Square Tests 

 

Value df 

Asymp. 
Sig. (2-
sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-
sided) 

Exact Sig. (1-
sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 10.701a 1 .001   

Continuity Correctionb 9.035 1 .003   

Likelihood Ratio 10.328 1 .001   

Fisher's Exact Test    .003 .002 

Linear-by-Linear 
Association 

10.594 1 .001   

N of Valid Casesb 100     

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 6,84. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table     

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



70 
 

 
 

 

BCS_TERNAK * CR_KESELURUHAN 
Crosstab 

   CR_KESELURUHAN 

Total 
   

BUNTING 
TIDAK 

BUNTING 

BCS_TERNAK KURUS Count 6 9 15 

% within BCS_ 
TERNAK 

40.0% 60.0% 100.0% 

SEDANG Count 42 21 63 

% within BCS_ 
TERNAK 

66.7% 33.3% 100.0% 

GEMUK Count 16 6 22 

% within BCS_ 
TERNAK 

72.7% 27.3% 100.0% 

Total Count 64 36 100 

% within BCS_ 
TERNAK 

64.0% 36.0% 100.0% 

 
 
 

Chi-Square Tests 

 
Value df 

Asymp. Sig. 
(2-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 4.672a 2 .097 

Likelihood Ratio 4.511 2 .105 

Linear-by-Linear Association 3.586 1 .058 

N of Valid Cases 100   

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum 
expected count is 5,40. 
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TANDA_BIRAHI * CR_KESELURUHAN 
Crosstab 

   CR_KESELURUHAN 

Total 
   

BUNTING 
TIDAK 

BUNTING 

TANDA_BIRAHI KELUAR LENDIR Count 55 30 85 

% within TANDA_ 
BIRAHI 

64.7% 35.3% 100.0% 

MENAIKI YANG 
LAIIN 

Count 9 6 15 

% within TANDA_ 
BIRAHI 

60.0% 40.0% 100.0% 

Total Count 64 36 100 

% within TANDA_ 
BIRAHI 

64.0% 36.0% 100.0% 

 
 

Chi-Square Tests 

 
Value Df 

Asymp. Sig. (2-
sided) 

Exact Sig. 
(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. 
(1-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square .123a 1 .726   

Continuity Correctionb .003 1 .953   

Likelihood Ratio .121 1 .728   

Fisher's Exact Test    .775 .469 

Linear-by-Linear Association .121 1 .728   

N of Valid Casesb 100     

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 5,40. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table     
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WAKTU_IB_TERNAK * CR_KESELURUHAN 
Crosstab 

   CR_KESELURUHAN 

Total    BUNTING TIDAK BUNTING 

WAKTU_IB_TERNAK PAGI Count 17 14 31 

% within 
WAKTU_IB_TERNAK 

54.8% 45.2% 100.0% 

SIANG Count 7 22 29 

% within 
WAKTU_IB_TERNAK 

24.1% 75.9% 100.0% 

SORE Count 40 0 40 

% within 
WAKTU_IB_TERNAK 

100.0% .0% 100.0% 

Total Count 64 36 100 

% within 
WAKTU_IB_TERNAK 

64.0% 36.0% 100.0% 

 
 

Chi-Square Tests 

 
Value df 

Asymp. Sig. (2-
sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 43.629a 2 .000 

Likelihood Ratio 55.945 2 .000 

Linear-by-Linear Association 18.195 1 .000 

N of Valid Cases 100   

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected 
count is 10,44. 
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INSEMINATOR * CR_KESELURUHAN 
Crosstab 

   CR_KESELURUHAN 

Total    BUNTING TIDAK BUNTING 

INSEMINATOR INSEMINATOR A Count 7 3 10 

% within INSEMINATOR 70.0% 30.0% 100.0% 

INSEMINATOR B Count 22 13 35 

% within INSEMINATOR 62.9% 37.1% 100.0% 

INSEMINATOR C Count 5 1 6 

% within INSEMINATOR 83.3% 16.7% 100.0% 

INSEMINATOR D Count 9 6 15 

% within INSEMINATOR 60.0% 40.0% 100.0% 

INSEMINATOR E Count 6 5 11 

% within INSEMINATOR 54.5% 45.5% 100.0% 

INSEMINATOR F Count 12 5 17 

% within INSEMINATOR 70.6% 29.4% 100.0% 

INSEMINATOR G Count 3 3 6 

% within INSEMINATOR 50.0% 50.0% 100.0% 

Total Count 64 36 100 

% within INSEMINATOR 64.0% 36.0% 100.0% 

Chi-Square Tests 

 
Value df 

Asymp. Sig. (2-
sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 2.511a 6 .867 

Likelihood Ratio 2.616 6 .855 

Linear-by-Linear Association .148 1 .700 

N of Valid Cases 100   

a. 6 cells (42,9%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum 
expected count is 2,16. 
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Case Processing Summary 

 Cases 

 Valid Missing Total 

 N Percent N Percent N Percent 

BANGSA_SAPI * 
CR_IB_PERTAMA 

91 89.2% 11 10.8% 102 100.0% 

BCS_TERNAK * 
CR_IB_PERTAMA 

91 89.2% 11 10.8% 102 100.0% 

TANDA_BIRAHI * 
CR_IB_PERTAMA 

91 89.2% 11 10.8% 102 100.0% 

PAKAN_TERNAK * 
CR_IB_PERTAMA 

91 89.2% 11 10.8% 102 100.0% 

WAKTU_IB_TERNAK * 
CR_IB_PERTAMA 

91 89.2% 11 10.8% 102 100.0% 

SISTEM_PEMELIHARAAN * 
CR_IB_PERTAMA 

91 89.2% 11 10.8% 102 100.0% 

INSEMINATOR * 
CR_IB_PERTAMA 

91 89.2% 11 10.8% 102 100.0% 
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BANGSA_SAPI * CR_IB_PERTAMA 
Crosstab 

   CR_IB_PERTAMA 

Total    BUNTING TIDAK BUNTING 

BANGSA_SAPI SAPI ANGUS Count 6 3 9 

% within BANGSA_SAPI 66.7% 33.3% 100.0% 

SAPI LIMOSIN Count 9 10 19 

% within BANGSA_SAPI 47.4% 52.6% 100.0% 

SAPI BALI Count 24 11 35 

% within BANGSA_SAPI 68.6% 31.4% 100.0% 

SAPI PO Count 8 3 11 

% within BANGSA_SAPI 72.7% 27.3% 100.0% 

SAPI SIMENTAL Count 10 4 14 

% within BANGSA_SAPI 71.4% 28.6% 100.0% 

SAPI BRAHMAN Count 0 3 3 

% within BANGSA_SAPI .0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Total Count 57 34 91 

% within BANGSA_SAPI 62.6% 37.4% 100.0% 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value Df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 8.452a 5 .133 

Likelihood Ratio 9.315 5 .097 

Linear-by-Linear Association .000 1 .985 

N of Valid Cases 91   

a. 4 cells (33,3%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected 
count is 1,12. 
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BCS_TERNAK * CR_IB_PERTAMA 
Crosstab 

   CR_IB_PERTAMA 

Total    BUNTING TIDAK BUNTING 

BCS_TERNAK KURUS Count 6 9 15 

% within BCS_TERNAK 40.0% 60.0% 100.0% 

SEDANG Count 42 18 60 

% within BCS_TERNAK 70.0% 30.0% 100.0% 

GEMUK Count 9 7 16 

% within BCS_TERNAK 56.2% 43.8% 100.0% 

Total Count 57 34 91 

% within BCS_TERNAK 62.6% 37.4% 100.0% 

Chi-Square Tests 

 
Value Df 

Asymp. Sig. (2-
sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 4.953a 2 .084 

Likelihood Ratio 4.852 2 .088 

Linear-by-Linear Association .768 1 .381 

N of Valid Cases 91   

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected 
count is 5,60. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



77 
 

 
 

TANDA_BIRAHI * CR_IB_PERTAMA 
Crosstab 

   CR_IB_PERTAMA 

Total 
   

BUNTING 
TIDAK 

BUNTING 

TANDA_BIRAHI KELUAR LENDIR Count 55 27 82 

% within TANDA_BIRAHI 67.1% 32.9% 100.0% 

MENAIKI YANG LAIIN Count 2 7 9 

% within TANDA_BIRAHI 22.2% 77.8% 100.0% 

Total Count 57 34 91 

% within TANDA_BIRAHI 62.6% 37.4% 100.0% 

Chi-Square Tests 

 
Value Df 

Asymp. Sig. (2-
sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-
sided) 

Exact Sig. 
(1-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 6.971a 1 .008   

Continuity Correctionb 5.186 1 .023   

Likelihood Ratio 6.821 1 .009   

Fisher's Exact Test    .012 .012 

Linear-by-Linear Association 6.894 1 .009   

N of Valid Casesb 91     

a. 1 cells (25,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 3,36. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table     
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PAKAN_TERNAK * CR_IB_PERTAMA 
Crosstab 

   CR_IB_PERTAMA 

Total    BUNTING TIDAK BUNTING 

PAKAN_TERNAK RUMPUT Count 6 13 19 

% within PAKAN_TERNAK 31.6% 68.4% 100.0% 

RUMPUT+
DEDAK 

Count 51 21 72 

% within PAKAN_TERNAK 70.8% 29.2% 100.0% 

Total Count 57 34 91 

% within PAKAN_TERNAK 62.6% 37.4% 100.0% 

Chi-Square Tests 

 
Value Df 

Asymp. Sig. (2-
sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-
sided) 

Exact Sig. (1-
sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 9.898a 1 .002   

Continuity Correctionb 8.292 1 .004   

Likelihood Ratio 9.653 1 .002   

Fisher's Exact Test    .003 .002 

Linear-by-Linear Association 9.789 1 .002   

N of Valid Casesb 91     

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 7,10. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table     
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WAKTU_IB_TERNAK * CR_IB_PERTAMA 
Crosstab 

   CR_IB_PERTAMA 

Total    BUNTING TIDAK BUNTING 

WAKTU_IB_TERNAK PAGI Count 17 14 31 

% within WAKTU_IB_TERNAK 54.8% 45.2% 100.0% 

SIANG Count 7 13 20 

% within WAKTU_IB_TERNAK 35.0% 65.0% 100.0% 

SORE Count 33 7 40 

% within WAKTU_IB_TERNAK 82.5% 17.5% 100.0% 

Total Count 57 34 91 

% within WAKTU_IB_TERNAK 62.6% 37.4% 100.0% 

 
Chi-Square Tests 

 
Value Df 

Asymp. Sig. (2-
sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 14.076a 2 .001 

Likelihood Ratio 14.596 2 .001 

Linear-by-Linear Association 6.473 1 .011 

N of Valid Cases 91   

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected 
count is 7,47. 
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SISTEM_PEMELIHARAAN * CR_IB_PERTAMA 
Crosstab 

   CR_IB_PERTAMA 

Total    BUNTING TIDAK BUNTING 

SISTEM_PE
MELIHARAA
N 

KANDANG Count 57 24 81 

% within 
SISTEM_PEMELIHARAAN 

70.4% 29.6% 100.0% 

KANDANG
/LEPAS 

Count 0 10 10 

% within 
SISTEM_PEMELIHARAAN 

.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Total Count 57 34 91 

% within 
SISTEM_PEMELIHARAAN 

62.6% 37.4% 100.0% 

Chi-Square Tests 

 
Value df 

Asymp. Sig. (2-
sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-
sided) 

Exact Sig. 
(1-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 18.834a 1 .000   

Continuity Correctionb 15.948 1 .000   

Likelihood Ratio 21.830 1 .000   

Fisher's Exact Test    .000 .000 

Linear-by-Linear Association 18.627 1 .000   

N of Valid Casesb 91     

a. 1 cells (25,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 3,74. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table     
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INSEMINATOR * CR_IB_PERTAMA 
Crosstab 

   CR_IB_PERTAMA 

Total    BUNTING TIDAK BUNTING 

INSEMINATOR INSEMINATOR A Count 7 3 10 

% within INSEMINATOR 70.0% 30.0% 100.0% 

INSEMINATOR B Count 22 13 35 

% within INSEMINATOR 62.9% 37.1% 100.0% 

INSEMINATOR C Count 5 1 6 

% within INSEMINATOR 83.3% 16.7% 100.0% 

INSEMINATOR D Count 9 6 15 

% within INSEMINATOR 60.0% 40.0% 100.0% 

INSEMINATOR E Count 6 4 10 

% within INSEMINATOR 60.0% 40.0% 100.0% 

INSEMINATOR F Count 8 4 12 

% within INSEMINATOR 66.7% 33.3% 100.0% 

INSEMINATOR G Count 0 3 3 

% within INSEMINATOR .0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Total Count 57 34 91 

% within INSEMINATOR 62.6% 37.4% 100.0% 

Chi-Square Tests 

 
Value Df 

Asymp. Sig. (2-
sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 6.517a 6 .368 

Likelihood Ratio 7.545 6 .273 

Linear-by-Linear Association 1.111 1 .292 

N of Valid Cases 91   

a. 7 cells (50,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected 
count is 1,12. 
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Lampiran 2.  Dokumentasi kegiatan survey pada penelitian Optimalisasi  
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