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Tests of Normality

51

Kolmogorov-Smimov® Shapiro-Wilk
Statistic df Sig. Statistic df Sig.
Umur 077 S0 200 584 90 343
Berat Badan 110 S0 009 871 S0 .045
Tinggi Badan 147 S0 000 939 a0 .000
EMI 76 S0 .000 934 S0 .000
Intentitas Beta Catenin AT S0 000 524 S0 .000
Persentase Beta Catenin 147 S0 000 5924 S0 .000
Luas Area Beta Catenin 397 S0 000 564 S0 .000
Intentitas COX2 313 S0 .000 NET) S0 .000
Persentase COX2 284 S0 000 732 50 .000
Luas Area COX2 306 S0 .000 780 S0 .000
H-Score Beta Catenin 144 S0 000 925 a0 .000
H-Score COX2 294 S0 .000 598 S0 .000
*_ This is a lower bound of the true significance.
a. Lilliefors Significance Correction

Descriptive Statistics

M Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
Umur S0 23 66 45.07 9.072
Paritas S0 .00 5.00 2211 1.25863
Aborsi S0 .00 3.00 3556 60543
Berat Badan 90 35.00 89.00 61.8667 12.38811
Tinggi Badan 90 1.40 1.76 1.5046 07239
BMI 90 17.86 41.13 27.3254 222275
Intentitas Beta Catenin S0 2.00 3.00 27667 A2532
Persentase Beta Catenin S0 10 380 6056 22851
Luas Area Beta Catenin S0 1.00 3.00 26000 55688
Intentitas COX2 S0 .00 2.00 B556 73685
Persentase COX2 S0 .00 70 1350 19145
Luas Area COX2 S0 .00 3.00 7667 88749
H-Score Beta Catenin 90 20.00 27000 173.8889 72.94287
H-Score COX2 90 .00 140.00 18.6111 29.11646
Valid N (listwise) 90



Uji Kualitatif Chi-Square Intensitas B-Catenin - Binnary

Case Processing Summary

Cases
YWalid Missing Total
I Fercent M Fercent M Fercent
Klass2 * Intensitas BC S50 | 100.0% 0 0.0% 90 | 100.0%
Klass2 * Intensitas BC Crosstabulation
Count
Intensitas BC
1.00 2.00 Total
Klass2  MNon Atipik 12 20 32
Atipik dan Karsinoma 9 49 58
Total 21 64 a0
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp.
Sig. (2- Exact Sig. | Exact Sig.
YWalue df sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Sguare 5571° 1 018
Coantinuity Correction® 4410 1 036
Likelihood Ratio 5.386 1 020
Fisher's Exact Test 035 018
Linear-by-Linear Association 5509 1 0149
M ofValid Cases a0

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

747

b, Computed only for a 2x2 table
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Uji Kualitatif Chi-Square Intensitas COX-2 (*Fischer Exact)-Binnary

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Yalid Missing Total
M Percent M FPercent M Percent
Klass2 * Intensitas COX a0 | 100.0% 0 0.0% 90 | 100.0%
Klass2 * Intensitas COX Crosstabulation
Count
Intensitas COX
Positif Megatif
(hila skar | (hila skor
dua dan nol dan
tiga) satu) Total
Klass2  MNon Atipik 1 £l 32
Atipik dan Karsinoma 13 45 53
Total 14 76 a0
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp.
Sig. (2- Exact Sig. | Exact Sig.
Yalue df sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 58417 016
Continuity Correction® 4 AR5 03s
Likelihood Ratio 717a 007
Fisher's Exact Test 016 012
Linear-by-Linear Association ETTE 016
M ofvalid Cases an

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

is 408
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Oneway
Descriptives
Umur
95% Confidence Interval for Mean
N Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error  Lower Bound Upper Bound
Non Atipik 32 44 97 6.151 1.087 4275 4719
Alipik 27 40.33 10.333 1.989 36.25 44 42
Carcinoma 31 49.29 8.599 1.544 46.14 52.44
Total 90 45.07 9.072 956 4317 46 97
ANOVA
Urnur
Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 1158.244 2 579.122 8.169 001
Within Groups 6167.356 a7 70.889
Total 7325600 89
ANOVA Effect Sizes®
95% Confidence Interval
Point Estimate Lower Upper

Umur  Eta-squared 158 034 284

Epsilon-squared 139 012 268

Omega-squared Fixed-effect A37 012 266

Omega-squared Random- 074 006 133

effect

a. Eta-squared and Epsilon-squared are estimated based on the fixed-effect model.
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Dependent Variable: Umur

Multiple Comparisons

Mean Difference 95% ...

() Class (J) Class (I1-J) Std. Error Sig. Lower Bound

LSD Non Atipik  Atipik 4635 2200 .038 26
Carcinoma 4322 2122 045 -8.54

Atipik Non Atipik 4635 2.200 .038 -9.01

Carcinoma -8.957 2216 .000 -13.36

Carcinoma Non Atipik 4322 2122 045 .10

Atipik 8957 2216 .000 455

Games-Howell Non Atipik  Atipik 4635 2.266 114 -.88
Carcinoma -4.322 1.889 066 -8.87

Alipik Non Atipik -4635 2.266 114 -10.15

Carcinoma -8.957 2518 .002 -15.04

Carcinoma Non Atipik 4322 1.889 066 -23

Alipik 8.957 2518 .002 288
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Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test

Paritas across Class

Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test

Summary
Total N S0
Test Statistic 4. 5807
Deg ree O Freedom 2
Asymptotic Sig.(2-sided test) 101

a. The test statistic is adjusted for ties.

Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test

500 o

-g ) .
1,00 e
" Nor Atipik Atipik Carcinoma
Class
Pairwise Comparisons of Class
Std. Test
Sample 1-Sample 2 Test Statistic  Std. Emmor Statistic Sig. Adj. sig.®
Atfipik-Non Atipik 5966 6.603 903 366 1.000
Afipik-Carcinoma -14.111 6.652 -2.121 034 102
Mon Atipik-Carcinoma -8.145 6.368 -1.279 201 603

Each row tests the null hypothesis that the Sample 1 and Sample 2 distributions are the

Sdme.

Asymptotic significances (2-sided tests) are displayed. The significance level is ,050.
a. Significance values have been adjusted by the Bonferroni correction for multiple tests.

Pairwine Comparisons of Class

Sarainom - Add). Sig.

\\\\ Rl
p—
/

/

Al /
B A=

Each nodae shows the
marmple avesrace rank of
=

o

'F\ st
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Aborsi across Class

Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test

Summary
Total N S0
Test Statistic 2.358%
Degree Of Freedom 2
Asymptotic Sig.(2-sided test) .308

a. The test statistic is adjusted for ties.

Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test

3.00 5
2.00
B
5
=
1.00 *
.00
Non Atipik Atipik Carcinoma
Class
Pairwise Comparisons of Class
Std. Test
Sample 1-Sample 2 Test Statistic ~ Std. Error Statistic Sig.  Adj.Sig®
Non Afipik-Atipik -4.372 5.463 -.800 A24 1.000
Non Atipik-Carcinoma -8.078 5.268 -1.533 A25 a76
Afipik-Carcinoma -3.706 5.503 - 673 2501 1.000

Each row tests the null hypothesis that the Sample 1 and Sample 2 distributions are the

same.
Asymptotic significances (2-sided tests) are displayed. The significance level is ,050.

a. Significance values have been adjusted by the Bonferroni correction for multiple tests.

Mairvwine Comparimonms of Claasms
rolnome Ac). Sig.

FoRAT
—

2

Elsucziy Mocdes mbhows the
L L L e L LALUSS
Colvmmrs
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BMI across Class

Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test

58

Summary
Total N 90
Test Statistic 4.903%
Degree Of Freedom 2
Asymptotic Sig.(2-sided test) .086
a. The test statistic is adjusted for ties.
Independant Samples Kruskal Wallis Test
400
—— a
<« 0w l
®mw —— ——
s | |
=
R0 - -
1£00
Non Atipk Arpk Caranoma
Class
Pairwise Comparisons of Class
Std. Test
Sample 1-Sample 2 Test Statistic  Std. Error Statistic Sig. Adj. sig®
Non Atipik-Carcinoma -10.102 6578 -1536 125 374
Non Atipik-Atipik -14.547 6.821 -2.133 033 099
Carcinoma-Atipik 4.446 6.871 647 518 1.000

Each row tests the null hypothesis that the Sample 1 and Sample 2 distributions are the

Sdime.

Asymptotic significances (2-sided tests) are displayed. The significance level is ,050.
a. Significance values have been adjusted by the Bonferroni correction for multiple tests.

Pairwise Comparisons of Class

Mrainone
7

a0

Non Allp ik
7. a0
Aicdic /
"'J'?)O

L

Each nodea shows the
mample avearage rank of
Clans
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Chi-Square Indeks Massa Tubuh

99

Crosstab
Count
Class
Non Atipik Atipik Carcinoma Total

Klasifikasi BMI Underweight 0 0 1 1

Normal 19 10 13 42

Overweight 3 4 1 8

Obese 10 13 16 39
Total 32 27 31 90

Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance  Exact Sig. ~ Exact Sig. Point
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided) Probability

Pearson Chi-Square 7.603% .269 .241
Likelihood Ratio 8.057 .234 .252
Fisher-Freeman-Halton 7.385 .234
Exact Test
Linear-by-Linear 1.649° 1 .199 221 112 .023
Association
N of Valid Cases 90

a. 6 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .30.

b. The standardized statistic is 1.284.



Binnary- Indeks Massa Tubuh

60

Crosstab
Count
Non Atipik Vs Atipik + Carcinoma
Atipik +
Non Atipik Carcinoma Total
BMI Binary 0.00 22 29 51
1.00 10 29 39
Total 32 58 90
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance  Exact Sig. Exact Sig. Foint
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided) FProbability
Pearson Chi-Square 2.8952= 1 086 20 067
Continuity Correction® 2.238 1 135
Likelihood Ratio 3.007 1 083 120 067
Fisher's Exact Test 20 067
Linear-by-Linear 2.920= 1 .088 20 067 041
Association
N of Valid Cases a0

a. 0 cells (0.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 13.87.

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

c. The standardized statistic is 1.709.

Risk Estimate
95% Confidence
Interval
Value Lower Upper
§Odd5 Ratio for BMIBinary 2.200 888 5452
(.00 / 1.00)
éFur cohort Non Alipik Vs 1.682 805 3.129

gugm + Carcinoma = Non
A




Intentitas Beta Catenin across Class

Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test

Summary
Total N 90
Test Statistic 11.050%
Degree Of Freedom 2
Asymptotic Sig.(2-sided test) .004

a. The test statistic is adjusted for ties.

Independent. Somples Kruskal Waills Test

00
[ J
'
8
3
8
&
E 10
b=
im0
Non Atguk Abpek Carcnoma
Class
Pairwise Comparisons of Class
Std. Test
Sample 1-Sample 2 Test Statistic  Std. Error Statistic Sig. Adj. 5ig®
Non Atipik-Carcinoma -8.120 4.823 -1.683 092 277
Non Atipik-Atipik -16.615 5.001 -3.322 001 .003
Carcinoma-Atipik 8.495 5.038 1.686 092 275

Each row tests the null hypothesis that the Sample 1 and Sample 2 distributions are the
same.
Asymptotic significances (2-sided tests) are displayed. The significance level is ,050.

a. Significance values have been adjusted by the Bonferroni correction for multiple tests.
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Pairwisne Comparisonsas of Class

1'5.04 m Ad). Sig.

———0.05
— £, (DS
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2772

Each node shows the
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Persentase Beta Catenin across Class

Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test

Summary
Total N 920
Test Statistic 9.558°
Degree Of Freedom 2
Asymptotic Sig.(2-sided test) .008

a. The test statistic is adjusted for ties.

Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test

Non Atipik Atipik Carcinoma

Class
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Pairwise Comparisons of Class

Std. Test
Sample 1-Sample 2 Test Statistic  Std. Error Statistic Sig. Adj. Sig ®
MNon Afipik-Carcinoma -15.335 6518 -2.353 019 056
MNon Afipik-Atipik -19.477 6.758 -2.862 004 012
Carcinoma-Atipik 4142 6.808 608 543 1.000

Each row tests the null hypothesis that the Sample 1 and Sample 2 distributions are the

same.
Asymptotic significances (2-sided tests) are displayed. The significance level is ,050.

a. Significance values have been adjusted by the Bonferroni correction for multiple tests.
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Garcinama Adj. Sig.
E —— Q. Q5
— O, OO0

AR
o

Fach node shows ths
Mmoo avaracge rank of
Clanns

Luas Area Beta Catenin across Class

Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test

Summary
Total N _ 90
Test Statistic 9.683%
Degree Of Freedom 2
Asymptotic Sig.(2-sided test) 008

a. The test statistic is adjusted for ties.

Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test
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Pairwise Comparisons of Class

Std. Test
Sample 1-Sample 2 Test Statistic  Std. Error Statistic Sig. Adij. Sig.®
Non Afipik-Carcinoma -12.135 5.543 -2.189 029 086
Non Afipik-Atipik -17.161 5.748 -2.986 {003 008
Carcinoma-Atipik 5.027 5.791 868 383 1.000

Each row tests the null hypothesis that the Sample 1 and Sample 2 distributions are the

same.
Asymptotic significances (2-sided tests) are displayed. The significance level is ,050.

a_ Significance values have been adjusted by the Bonferroni correction for multiple tests.
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H-Score Beta Catenin across Class

Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test

Summary
Total N S0
Test Statistic 11.744°
Degree Of Freedom 2
Asymptotic Sig.(2-sided test) .003

a. The test statistic is adjusted for ties.



Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test
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Non Atipik Atipik Carcinoma
Class
Pairwise Comparisons of Class
Std. Test
Sample 1-Sample 2 Test Statistic  Std. Error Statistic Sig.  Adj. Sig?
Mon Atipik-Carcinoma -15.290 6.532 -2.341 019 058
MNon Atipik-Adipik -22.444 6.773 -3.314 001 003
Carcinoma-Atipik 7.154 6.823 1.049 294 883

Each row tests the null hypothesis that the Sample 1 and Sample 2 distributions are the

same.
Asymptotic significances (2-sided tests) are displayed. The significance level is ,050.

a. Significance values have been adjusted by the Bonferroni correction for multiple tests.
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Intentitas COX2 across Class

Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test

Summary
Total N 20
Test Statistic 13.600°
Degree Of Freedom 2
Asymptotic Sig.(2-sided test) .001

a. The test statistic is adjusted for ties.

Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test

20
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Non Atipik Atipik Carcinoma
Class
Pairwise Comparisons of Class
Std. Test
Sample 1-Sample 2 Test Statistic  Std. Error Statistic Sig. Adj. Sig®
Non Atipik-Atipik -11.646 6.221 -1.872 .061 184
Non Atipik-Carcinoma -22.109 6.000 -3.685 .000 .001
Atipik-Carcinoma -10.463 6.267 -1.670 095 285

Each row tests the null hypothesis that the Sample 1 and Sample 2 distributions are the
same.
Asymptotic significances (2-sided tests) are displayed. The significance level is ,050.

a. Significance values have been adjusted by the Bonferroni correction for multiple tests.
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Persentase COX2 across Class

Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test

Summary
Total N S0
Test Statistic 11.043°
Degree Of Freedom 2
Asymptotic Sig.(2-sided test) .004
a. The test statistic is adjusted for ties.
Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test
. |
% T
Q
8
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20
.00
Non Atipik Atipik Carcinoma
Class

Pairwise Comparisons of Class

Std. Test
Sample 1-Sample 2 Test Statistic  Std. Error Statistic Sig. Adj. Sig ®
Non Atipik-Atipik -12.215 6.366 -1.919 0565 165
Non Atipik-Carcinoma -20.254 6.140 -3.299 001 003
Afipik-Carcinoma -8.039 6.413 -1.253 210 630

Each row tests the null hypothesis that the Sample 1 and Sample 2 distributions are the

Same.

Asymptotic significances (2-sided tests) are displayed. The significance level is ,050.
a. Significance values have been adjusted by the Bonferroni correction for multiple tests.
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Luas Area COX2 across Class

Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test

Summary
Total N _ 90
Test Statistic 9.120°
Degree Of Freedom 2
Asymptotic Sig.(2-sided test) 010

a. The test statistic is adjusted for ties.

Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test
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Non Atipik Atipik Carcinoma
Class
Pairwise Comparisons of Class
Std. Test
Sample 1-Sample 2 Test Statistic ~ Std. Error Statistic Sig.  Adj. Sig®
Mon Afipik-Atipik -12.233 6.287 -1.946 052 199
Mon Atipik-Carcinoma -17.924 6.063 -2.956 003 009
Alipik-Carcinoma -5.692 6.333 -.899 369 1.000

Each row tests the null hypothesis that the Sample 1 and Sample 2 distributions are the
same.
Asymptotic significances (2-sided tests) are displayed. The significance level is ,050.

a. Significance values have been adjusted by the Bonferroni correction for multiple tests.
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H-Score COX2 across Class

Independent-Samples Kruskal-Wallis Test

Summary
Total N S0
Test Statistic 12.362%
Degree Of Freedom 2
Asympiotic Sig.(2-sided test) .002

a. The test statistic is adjusted for ties.

Indepandent-Samples Kruskal Wallls Test
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Mon Atipik Atipik Carcinoma
Class
Pairwise Comparisons of Class
Std. Test
Sample 1-Sample 2 Test Statistic  Std. Error Statistic Sig. Adj. Sig.®
MNon Atipik-Atipik -12.542 6.375 -1.967 .049 147
MNon Atipik-Carcinoma -21.511 6.148 -3.499 .000 001
Atfipik-Carcinoma -§.968 65.422 -1.396 163 488

Each row tests the null hypothesis that the Sample 1 and Sample 2 distributions are the

same.

Asymptotic significances (2-sided tests) are displayed. The significance level is ,050.
a. Significance values have been adjusted by the Bonferroni correction for multiple tests.
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Oneway
Descriptives

N Mean  5td. Dewiation Std. Emor

Umur Non Atipik 2 M4 BAS1 1087
Aipik 7 4R 10333 1080

Carcinoma N 4020 B0 154

Total 0 4507 g.0m2 958

Paritas Non Atipik 32 21875 125583 22107
Aipik 7 10250 128073 24417

Carcinoma 1 24830 123480 22178

Total B 22111 125883 13267

Aborsi Non Atipik 2 40001 07425
Aipik 7 A T4 14381

Carcinoma 3 4518 B2380 11208

Total 0 .38 80543 08382

Berat Badan Non Atipik 32 604888 11486 203001
Aipik 7 B45026 1170885 2.2573

Carcinoma 3 608385 1380564 247087

Total 00 618887 1238811 1.30882

Tinggi Badan Non Atipik 32 1528 08338 01474
Aipik 7 15058 06347 D133

Carcinoma M 14810 05712 01028

Total B0 15046 07258 00785
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Descriptives

N Mean  Std. Deviaton Std Error

BMI Non Atipk 2 28.1150 537368 04004
Atipik 27 284786 470187 9220

Carcinoma 31 275704 532540 05640

Tota! 90 27.3254 522075 55053

Intentitas Beta Catenin ~ Non Atipik 32 258 40800 08821
Atipik 27 29830 10245 03704

Carcinoma 3 27742 42502 078

Total 90 27667 42532 04483
Persentase Beta Catenin  Non Atipk 2 5004 22627 04000
Atipik 27 6815 18818 0382

Carcinoma 3 5387 2477 04217

Total 90 5058 22851 02400

Luas Area Beta Catenin  Non Atipik 32 24083 40820 08821
Atipik 27 2778 50837 00745

Carcinoma 31 26452 60810 10023

Total 90 28000 55888 05870

Intentitas COX2 Non Atipik 2 3125 53508 00450
Atipik 27 6667 73380 1412

Carcinoma 31 1.0000 77480 13012

Total 90 5556 73885 07767

Persentase COX2 Non Atipik 32 0504 13184 02327
Atipik pid 1519 18438 03741

Carcinoma 3 1084 21813 03018

Total 90 1350 10145 02018

Luas Area COX2 Non Atipik 2 4375 80071 14155
Atipik 27 2519 20738 17483

‘Carcinoma 31 10323 87498 15715

Tota! 90 7667 88740 00355

H-Score Beta Catenin ~ Non Atipik 32 1381250 7570418  13.30885
Atipik 27 204.0741 57.66343  11.00733

Carcinoma 31 1845161 830513 1226796

Total 80 1738880 7204287  7.88885

H-Score COX2 Non Atipik 32 85625 1428048 252445
Atipik 27 200000 2811378 541050

Carcinoma 31 298387 3650306  6.55814

Total 80 18.8111 2011845  3.06014
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