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NO JK UMUR 
KAT 

UMUR 
GRADE SUBTIPE INTENSITAS PROPORSI 

KAT 
PROP 

H-
score 

NILAI 
N / 
C 

KAT 
N/C 

KET 

1 2 53 2 1 Transisional 1 10 1 1 Lemah n 1 
KATEGORI 

JENIS KELAMIN 

2 1 55 2 1 Meningotelial 1 20 1 1 Lemah c 2 1 = LAKI-LAKI 

3 2 58 2 1 Psamomatous 2 40 2 4 Sedang c 2 2 = PEREMPUAN 

4 2 47 2 1 Transisional 1 10 1 1 Lemah c 2   

5 2 49 2 1 Fibrous 2 80 3 6 Sedang n 1   

6 2 45 2 1 Meningotelial 1 5 1 1 Lemah n 1   

7 2 46 2 1 Meningotelial 3 80 3 1 Lemah c 2 
KATEGORI 

UMUR 

8 2 38 1 1 Meningotelial 2 50 2 4 Sedang c 2 1 = <40 TAHUN 

9 1 47 2 1 Transisional 2 20 1 2 Lemah c 2 2 = 40-60 TAHUN 

10 2 32 1 1 Meningotelial 2 70 3 6 Sedang c 2 3 = >60 TAHUN 

11 2 46 2 1 Meningotelial 1 10 1 1 Lemah c 2   

12 2 37 1 1 Angiomatous 2 10 1 2 Lemah n 1   

13 2 41 2 1 Fibrous 1 30 2 2 Lemah c 2 
KATEGORI 
PROPORSI 

14 2 46 2 1 Meningotelial 1 10 1 1 Lemah c 2 
0 = TIDAK 

TERWARNAI 

15 1 43 2 1 Transisional 1 5 1 1 Lemah c 2 
1 = TERWARNAI 

1 - 29 

16 1 53 2 1 Psamomatous 1 10 1 1 Lemah c 2 
2 = TERWARNAI 

30-59 

17 1 40 2 1 Meningotelial 2 60 3 6 Sedang c 2 
3 = 

TERWARNAI > 
60 

18 2 34 1 1 Fibrous 2 30 2 4 Sedang c 2   

19 1 44 2 1 Meningotelial 2 80 3 6 Sedang c 2   

20 2 37 1 1 Meningotelial 1 30 2 2 Lemah c 2 NILAI H-SCORE 

21 2 45 2 1 Mikrokistik 1 5 1 1 Lemah c 2 0-3 = LEMAH 

22 2 58 2 1 Fibrous 2 30 2 4 Sedang c 2 4-6 = SEDANG 
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23 1 52 2 1 Mikrokistik 1 2 1 1 Lemah n 1 7-9 KUAT 

24 2 46 2 1 Psamomatous 1 5 1 1 Lemah n 1   

25 1 32 1 1 Fibrous 1 30 2 2 Lemah c 2   

26 2 43 2 1 Mikrokistik 1 10 1 1 Lemah n 1   

27 2 57 2 1 Angiomatous 1 10 1 1 Lemah c 2   

28 2 44 2 1 Transisional 1 30 2 2 Lemah c 2   

29 2 56 2 1 Psamomatous 1 10 1 1 Lemah c 2   

30 1 48 2 2 Atipikal 1 60 3 3 Lemah c 2   

31 2 43 2 2 Atipikal 1 5 1 1 Lemah n 1   

32 2 51 2 2 Atipikal 2 30 2 4 Sedang c 2   

33 1 47 2 2 Atipikal 2 40 2 4 Sedang c 2   

34 1 47 2 2 Atipikal 3 50 2 6 Sedang c 2   

35 1 51 2 2 Atipikal 2 10 1 2 Lemah c 2   

36 2 45 2 2 Atipikal 1 10 1 1 Lemah c 2   

37 2 53 2 2 Atipikal 2 80 3 6 Sedang c 2   

38 1 38 1 2 Atipikal 2 50 2 4 Sedang c 2   

39 2 49 2 2 Clear cell 2 50 2 4 Sedang c 2   

40 2 66 3 2 Chordoid 3 70 3 9 Kuat c 2   

41 2 43 2 2 Atipikal 2 60 3 6 Sedang c 2   

42 2 31 1 2 Atipikal 2 40 2 4 Sedang n 1   

43 1 73 3 2 Atipikal 2 70 3 6 Sedang c 2   

44 2 49 2 2 Atipikal 1 50 2 2 Lemah c 2   

45 2 42 2 2 Clear cell 2 40 2 4 Sedang c 2   

46 2 24 1 2 Atipikal 3 60 3 9 Kuat c 2   

47 2 38 1 2 Clear cell 2 30 2 4 Sedang n 1   

48 2 53 2 2 Atipikal 2 60 3 6 Sedang n 1   
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49 1 51 2 2 Atipikal 2 30 2 4 Sedang c 2   

50 1 38 1 2 Atipikal 3 60 3 9 Kuat c 2   

51 1 49 2 2 Atipikal 3 40 2 6 Sedang c 2   

52 1 77 3 2 Atipikal 3 70 3 9 Kuat c 2   

53 2 34 1 2 Clear cell 3 5 1 3 Lemah n 1   

54 2 50 2 2 Atipikal 2 30 2 4 Sedang n 1   

55 1 52 2 2 Atipikal 2 40 2 4 Sedang c 2   

56 2 56 2 3 Anaplastik 3 95 3 9 Kuat n 1   

57 1 50 2 3 Rhabdoid 3 75 3 9 Kuat n 1   

58 2 33 1 3 Anaplastik 3 60 3 9 Kuat c 2   

59 2 46 2 3 Rhabdoid 3 70 3 9 Kuat n 1   

60 2 19 1 3 Anaplastik 3 60 3 9 Kuat n 1   

61 2 33 1 3 Anaplastik 3 60 3 9 Kuat n 1   

62 2 18 1 3 Anaplastik 3 80 3 9 Kuat n 1   

63 1 43 2 3 Anaplastik 3 70 3 9 Kuat n 1   

64 2 67 3 3 Anaplastik 3 60 3 9 Kuat n 1   

65 2 52 2 3 Anaplastik 3 90 3 9 Kuat n 1   

66 1 59 2 3 Anaplastik 3 70 3 9 Kuat c 2   

67 2 20 1 3 Papillary 3 85 3 9 Kuat n 1   

68 2 46 2 3 Papillary 3 80 3 9 Kuat c 2   

69 2 45 2 3 Anaplastik 3 20 1 3 Lemah n 1   
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Frequencies 
 

Notes 

Output Created 13-NOV-2023 15:03:29 

Comments  

Input Data D:\Office\Statistics\Data dr 

Innah.sav 

Active Dataset DataSet3 

Filter <none> 

Weight <none> 

Split File <none> 

N of Rows in Working Data File 69 

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=JK 

Kat_Usia Grade Intensitas 

Kat_2_Proporsi Kat_Proporsi 

Kat_H_Score N_C 

    Kat_TIS 

  /ORDER=ANALYSIS. 

Resources Processor Time 00:00:00.02 

Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 

 
 

Statistics 

 JK Kat_Usia Grade Intensitas Kat_2_Proporsi Kat_Proporsi Kat_H_Score N_C Kat_TIS 

N Valid 69 69 69 69 69 69 69 69 69 

Missing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

 
 
Frequency Table 
 

JK 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Laki-laki 22 31.9 31.9 31.9 

Perempuan 47 68.1 68.1 100.0 

Total 69 100.0 100.0  
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Kat_Usia 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid < 40 tahun 17 24.6 24.6 24.6 

40 - 60 tahun 48 69.6 69.6 94.2 

> 60 tahun 4 5.8 5.8 100.0 

Total 69 100.0 100.0  

 

Grade 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 1.00 29 42.0 42.0 42.0 

2.00 26 37.7 37.7 79.7 

3.00 14 20.3 20.3 100.0 

Total 69 100.0 100.0  

 

Intensitas 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 1.00 22 31.9 31.9 31.9 

2.00 25 36.2 36.2 68.1 

3.00 22 31.9 31.9 100.0 

Total 69 100.0 100.0  

 

Kat_2_Proporsi 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Terwarnai < 20% 18 26.1 26.1 26.1 

Terwarnai 20 - 50% 24 34.8 34.8 60.9 

Terwarnai 51 - 80% 24 34.8 34.8 95.7 

Terwarnai > 80% 3 4.3 4.3 100.0 

Total 69 100.0 100.0  
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Kat_Proporsi 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Terwarnai 1 - 29 21 30.4 30.4 30.4 

Terwarnai 30 - 59 21 30.4 30.4 60.9 

Terwarnai > 60 27 39.1 39.1 100.0 

Total 69 100.0 100.0  

 

 

Kat_H_Score 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Lemah 28 40.6 40.6 40.6 

Sedang 24 34.8 34.8 75.4 

Kuat 17 24.6 24.6 100.0 

Total 69 100.0 100.0  

 

 

N_C 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid N 24 34.8 34.8 34.8 

C 45 65.2 65.2 100.0 

Total 69 100.0 100.0  

 

 

Kat_TIS 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid > 6 29 42.0 42.0 42.0 

< 6 40 58.0 58.0 100.0 

Total 69 100.0 100.0  

 
 
Crosstabs 
 

Notes 

Output Created 13-NOV-2023 15:04:00 

Comments  

Input Data D:\Office\Statistics\Data dr nnah.sav 

Active Dataset DataSet3 
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Filter <none> 

Weight <none> 

Split File <none> 

N of Rows in Working Data File 69 

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=JK Kat_Usia Intensitas 

Kat_2_Proporsi Kat_Proporsi 

Kat_H_Score N_C Kat_TIS BY Grade 

  /FORMAT=AVALUE TABLES 

  /STATISTICS=CHISQ 

  /CELLS=COUNT COLUMN 

  /COUNT ROUND CELL. 

Resources Processor Time 00:00:00.00 

Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 

Dimensions Requested 2 

Cells Available 524245 

 

Case Processing Summary 

 

Cases 

Valid Missing Total 

N Percent N Percent N Percent 

JK * Grade 69 100.0% 0 0.0% 69 100.0% 

Kat_Usia * Grade 69 100.0% 0 0.0% 69 100.0% 

Intensitas * Grade 69 100.0% 0 0.0% 69 100.0% 

Kat_2_Proporsi * Grade 69 100.0% 0 0.0% 69 100.0% 

Kat_Proporsi * Grade 69 100.0% 0 0.0% 69 100.0% 

Kat_H_Score * Grade 69 100.0% 0 0.0% 69 100.0% 

N_C * Grade 69 100.0% 0 0.0% 69 100.0% 

Kat_TIS * Grade 69 100.0% 0 0.0% 69 100.0% 

 
JK * Grade 
 

Crosstab 

 

Grade 

Total 1.00 2.00 3.00 

JK Laki-laki Count 8 11 3 22 

% within Grade 27.6% 42.3% 21.4% 31.9% 
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Perempuan Count 21 15 11 47 

% within Grade 72.4% 57.7% 78.6% 68.1% 

Total Count 29 26 14 69 

% within Grade 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic Significance 

(2-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 2.252a 2 .324 

Likelihood Ratio 2.251 2 .325 

Linear-by-Linear Association .005 1 .941 

N of Valid Cases 69   

a. 1 cells (16.7%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 4.46. 

 
 
Kat_Usia * Grade 
 

Crosstab 

 

Grade 

Total 1.00 2.00 3.00 

Kat_Usia < 40 tahun Count 6 6 5 17 

% within Grade 20.7% 23.1% 35.7% 24.6% 

40 - 60 tahun Count 23 17 8 48 

% within Grade 79.3% 65.4% 57.1% 69.6% 

> 60 tahun Count 0 3 1 4 

% within Grade 0.0% 11.5% 7.1% 5.8% 

Total Count 29 26 14 69 

% within Grade 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 

Significance (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 4.881a 4 .300 

Likelihood Ratio 6.155 4 .188 

Linear-by-Linear Association .063 1 .802 

N of Valid Cases 69   

a. 4 cells (44.4%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count 

is .81. 
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Intensitas * Grade 

 

Crosstab 

 

Grade 

Total 1.00 2.00 3.00 

Intensitas 1.00 Count 18 4 0 22 

% within Grade 62.1% 15.4% 0.0% 31.9% 

2.00 Count 10 15 0 25 

% within Grade 34.5% 57.7% 0.0% 36.2% 

3.00 Count 1 7 14 22 

% within Grade 3.4% 26.9% 100.0% 31.9% 

Total Count 29 26 14 69 

% within Grade 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 

Significance (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 51.301a 4 .000 

Likelihood Ratio 56.307 4 .000 

Linear-by-Linear Association 37.373 1 .000 

N of Valid Cases 69   

a. 2 cells (22.2%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count 

is 4.46. 

 
 
Kat_2_Proporsi * Grade 
 

Crosstab 

 

Grade Total 

1.00 2.00 3.00  

Kat_2_Proporsi Terwarnai < 20% Count 14 4 0 18 

% within Grade 48.3% 15.4% 0.0% 26.1% 

Terwarnai 20 - 50% Count 10 13 1 24 

% within Grade 34.5% 50.0% 7.1% 34.8% 

Terwarnai 51 - 80% Count 5 9 10 24 

% within Grade 17.2% 34.6% 71.4% 34.8% 

Terwarnai > 80% Count 0 0 3 3 

% within Grade 0.0% 0.0% 21.4% 4.3% 

Total Count 29 26 14 69 

% within Grade 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 
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Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 

Significance (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 34.830a 6 .000 

Likelihood Ratio 35.963 6 .000 

Linear-by-Linear Association 25.125 1 .000 

N of Valid Cases 69   

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

is .61. 

 
 
Kat_Proporsi * Grade 
 

 

Crosstab 

 

Grade 

Total 1.00 2.00 3.00 

Kat_Proporsi Terwarnai 1 - 29 Count 16 4 1 21 

% within Grade 55.2% 15.4% 7.1% 30.4% 

Terwarnai 30 - 59 Count 8 13 0 21 

% within Grade 27.6% 50.0% 0.0% 30.4% 

Terwarnai > 60 Count 5 9 13 27 

% within Grade 17.2% 34.6% 92.9% 39.1% 

Total Count 29 26 14 69 

% within Grade 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 

Significance (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 31.884a 4 .000 

Likelihood Ratio 34.080 4 .000 

Linear-by-Linear Association 21.289 1 .000 

N of Valid Cases 69   

a. 2 cells (22.2%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count 

is 4.26. 
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Kat_H_Score * Grade 
 

Crosstab 

 

Grade 

Total 1.00 2.00 3.00 

Kat_H_Score Lemah Count 21 6 1 28 

% within Grade 72.4% 23.1% 7.1% 40.6% 

Sedang Count 8 16 0 24 

% within Grade 27.6% 61.5% 0.0% 34.8% 

Kuat Count 0 4 13 17 

% within Grade 0.0% 15.4% 92.9% 24.6% 

Total Count 29 26 14 69 

% within Grade 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 

Significance (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 58.208a 4 .000 

Likelihood Ratio 59.354 4 .000 

Linear-by-Linear Association 37.071 1 .000 

N of Valid Cases 69   

a. 2 cells (22.2%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count 

is 3.45. 

 
 
N_C * Grade 
 

 

Crosstab 

 

Grade 

Total 1.00 2.00 3.00 

N_C N Count 7 6 11 24 

% within Grade 24.1% 23.1% 78.6% 34.8% 

C Count 22 20 3 45 

% within Grade 75.9% 76.9% 21.4% 65.2% 

Total Count 29 26 14 69 

% within Grade 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 
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Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 

Significance (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 14.853a 2 .001 

Likelihood Ratio 14.467 2 .001 

Linear-by-Linear Association 9.288 1 .002 

N of Valid Cases 69   

a. 1 cells (16.7%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count 

is 4.87. 

 
 
Kat_TIS * Grade 
 

Crosstab 

 

Grade 

Total 1.00 2.00 3.00 

Kat_TIS > 6 Count 5 10 14 29 

% within Grade 17.2% 38.5% 100.0% 42.0% 

< 6 Count 24 16 0 40 

% within Grade 82.8% 61.5% 0.0% 58.0% 

Total Count 29 26 14 69 

% within Grade 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Value df 

Asymptotic 

Significance (2-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 26.759a 2 .000 

Likelihood Ratio 32.585 2 .000 

Linear-by-Linear Association 23.840 1 .000 

N of Valid Cases 69   

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

5.88. 
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Means 

 

Notes 

Output Created 13-NOV-2023 15:04:25 

Comments  

Input Data D:\Office\Statistics\Data dr 

Innah.sav 

Active Dataset DataSet3 

Filter <none> 

Weight <none> 

Split File <none> 

N of Rows in Working Data File 69 

Missing Value Handling Definition of Missing For each dependent variable in a 

table, user-defined missing values 

for the dependent and all 

grouping variables are treated as 

missing. 

Cases Used Cases used for each table have 

no missing values in any 

independent variable, and not all 

dependent variables have missing 

values. 

Syntax MEANS TABLES=Usia Intensitas 

Proporsi H_Score TIS BY Grade 

  /CELLS=MEAN STDDEV 

MEDIAN MIN MAX. 

Resources Processor Time 00:00:00.00 

Elapsed Time 00:00:00.00 

 

Case Processing Summary 

 

Cases 

Included Excluded Total 

N Percent N Percent N Percent 

Usia  * Grade 69 100.0% 0 0.0% 69 100.0% 

Intensitas  * Grade 69 100.0% 0 0.0% 69 100.0% 

Proporsi  * Grade 69 100.0% 0 0.0% 69 100.0% 

H_Score  * Grade 69 100.0% 0 0.0% 69 100.0% 

TIS  * Grade 69 100.0% 0 0.0% 69 100.0% 
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Report 

Grade Usia Intensitas Proporsi H_Score TIS 

1.00 Mean 45.6552 1.4138 27.3103 2.3103 2.6897 

Std. Deviation 7.51796 .56803 24.90999 1.81469 2.17294 

Median 46.0000 1.0000 20.0000 1.0000 2.0000 

Minimum 32.00 1.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 

Maximum 58.00 3.00 80.00 6.00 9.00 

2.00 Mean 47.7692 2.1154 43.8462 4.7692 4.7692 

Std. Deviation 11.56999 .65280 20.94315 2.33765 2.33765 

Median 48.5000 2.0000 45.0000 4.0000 4.0000 

Minimum 24.00 1.00 5.00 1.00 1.00 

Maximum 77.00 3.00 80.00 9.00 9.00 

3.00 Mean 41.9286 3.0000 69.6429 8.5714 9.4286 

Std. Deviation 15.35961 .00000 18.34124 1.60357 1.60357 

Median 45.5000 3.0000 70.0000 9.0000 9.0000 

Minimum 18.00 3.00 20.00 3.00 6.00 

Maximum 67.00 3.00 95.00 9.00 12.00 

Total Mean 45.6957 2.0000 42.1304 4.5072 4.8406 

Std. Deviation 11.05242 .80440 27.05002 3.05645 3.27927 

Median 46.0000 2.0000 40.0000 4.0000 4.0000 

Minimum 18.00 1.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 

Maximum 77.00 3.00 95.00 9.00 12.00 

 
 
Explore 
 

Notes 

Output Created 13-NOV-2023 15:04:44 

Comments  

Input Data D:\Office\Statistics\Data dr 

Innah.sav 

Active Dataset DataSet3 

Filter <none> 

Weight <none> 

Split File <none> 

N of Rows in Working Data File 69 

Missing Value Handling Definition of Missing User-defined missing values for 

dependent variables are treated 

as missing. 
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Cases Used Statistics are based on cases with 

no missing values for any 

dependent variable or factor 

used. 

Syntax EXAMINE VARIABLES=Usia 

Intensitas Proporsi H_Score TIS 

  /PLOT BOXPLOT STEMLEAF 

NPPLOT 

  /COMPARE GROUPS 

  /STATISTICS DESCRIPTIVES 

  /CINTERVAL 95 

  /MISSING LISTWISE 

  /NOTOTAL. 

Resources Processor Time 00:00:07.09 

Elapsed Time 00:00:14.42 

 

Case Processing Summary 

 

Cases 

Valid Missing Total 

N Percent N Percent N Percent 

Usia 69 100.0% 0 0.0% 69 100.0% 

Intensitas 69 100.0% 0 0.0% 69 100.0% 

Proporsi 69 100.0% 0 0.0% 69 100.0% 

H_Score 69 100.0% 0 0.0% 69 100.0% 

TIS 69 100.0% 0 0.0% 69 100.0% 

 

 

Descriptives 

 Statistic Std. Error 

Usia Mean 45.6957 1.33056 

95% Confidence Interval for 

Mean 

Lower Bound 43.0406  

Upper Bound 48.3507  

5% Trimmed Mean 45.7085  

Median 46.0000  

Variance 122.156  

Std. Deviation 11.05242  

Minimum 18.00  

Maximum 77.00  

Range 59.00  

Interquartile Range 13.00  

Skewness -.044 .289 
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Kurtosis 1.193 .570 

Intensitas Mean 2.0000 .09684 

95% Confidence Interval for 

Mean 

Lower Bound 1.8068  

Upper Bound 2.1932  

5% Trimmed Mean 2.0000  

Median 2.0000  

Variance .647  

Std. Deviation .80440  

Minimum 1.00  

Maximum 3.00  

Range 2.00  

Interquartile Range 2.00  

Skewness .000 .289 

Kurtosis -1.449 .570 

Proporsi Mean 42.1304 3.25644 

95% Confidence Interval for 

Mean 

Lower Bound 35.6323  

Upper Bound 48.6286  

5% Trimmed Mean 41.6546  

Median 40.0000  

Variance 731.703  

Std. Deviation 27.05002  

Minimum 2.00  

Maximum 95.00  

Range 93.00  

Interquartile Range 55.00  

Skewness .093 .289 

Kurtosis -1.281 .570 

H_Score Mean 4.5072 .36795 

95% Confidence Interval for 

Mean 

Lower Bound 3.7730  

Upper Bound 5.2415  

5% Trimmed Mean 4.4525  

Median 4.0000  

Variance 9.342  

Std. Deviation 3.05645  

Minimum 1.00  

Maximum 9.00  

Range 8.00  

Interquartile Range 6.00  

Skewness .373 .289 

Kurtosis -1.318 .570 

TIS Mean 4.8406 .39478 
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95% Confidence Interval for 

Mean 

Lower Bound 4.0528  

Upper Bound 5.6283  

5% Trimmed Mean 4.6779  

Median 4.0000  

Variance 10.754  

Std. Deviation 3.27927  

Minimum 1.00  

Maximum 12.00  

Range 11.00  

Interquartile Range 7.00  

Skewness .491 .289 

Kurtosis -.886 .570 

 

Tests of Normality 

 

Kolmogorov-Smirnova Shapiro-Wilk 

Statistic df Sig. Statistic df Sig. 

Usia .114 69 .027 .967 69 .064 

Intensitas .212 69 .000 .800 69 .000 

Proporsi .143 69 .001 .927 69 .001 

H_Score .176 69 .000 .847 69 .000 

TIS .181 69 .000 .888 69 .000 

a. Lilliefors Significance Correction 

 
 
Usia 
 
 

Usia Stem-and-Leaf Plot 

 

 Frequency    Stem &  Leaf 

 

     3.00 Extremes    (=<20) 

     1.00        2 .  4 

      .00        2 . 

     7.00        3 .  1223344 

     6.00        3 .  778888 

    10.00        4 .  0123333344 

    19.00        4 .  5555666666777789999 

    12.00        5 .  001112223333 

     7.00        5 .  5667889 

      .00        6 . 

     2.00        6 .  67 

     2.00 Extremes    (>=73) 

 

 Stem width:     10.00 

 Each leaf:        1 case(s) 

 

 

 



77 
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Intensitas 
 
 

Intensitas Stem-and-Leaf Plot 

 

 Frequency    Stem &  Leaf 

 

    22.00        1 .  0000000000000000000000 

      .00        1 . 

    25.00        2 .  0000000000000000000000000 

      .00        2 . 

    22.00        3 .  0000000000000000000000 

 

 Stem width:      1.00 

 Each leaf:        1 case(s) 
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Proporsi 
 

 
 

Proporsi Stem-and-Leaf Plot 

 

 Frequency    Stem &  Leaf 

 

     7.00        0 .  2555555 

    11.00        1 .  00000000000 

     3.00        2 .  000 

    10.00        3 .  0000000000 

     6.00        4 .  000000 

     5.00        5 .  00000 

    10.00        6 .  0000000000 

     8.00        7 .  00000005 

     7.00        8 .  0000005 

     2.00        9 .  05 
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 Stem width:     10.00 

 Each leaf:        1 case(s) 
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H_Score 
 
 

H_Score Stem-and-Leaf Plot 

 

 Frequency    Stem &  Leaf 

 

    17.00        1 .  00000000000000000 

     8.00        2 .  00000000 

     3.00        3 .  000 

    14.00        4 .  00000000000000 

      .00        5 . 

    10.00        6 .  0000000000 

      .00        7 . 

      .00        8 . 

    17.00        9 .  00000000000000000 

 

 Stem width:      1.00 

 Each leaf:        1 case(s) 
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TIS 
 
 

TIS Stem-and-Leaf Plot 

 

 Frequency    Stem &  Leaf 

 

    15.00        0 .  111111111111111 

    10.00        0 .  2222222233 

    15.00        0 .  444444444444444 

    11.00        0 .  66666666666 

    15.00        0 .  999999999999999 

      .00        1 . 

     3.00        1 .  222 

 

 Stem width:     10.00 

 Each leaf:        1 case(s) 
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NPar Tests 
 

Notes 

Output Created 13-NOV-2023 15:05:17 

Comments  

Input Data D:\Office\Statistics\Data dr Innah.sav 

Active Dataset DataSet3 

Filter <none> 

Weight <none> 

Split File <none> 

N of Rows in Working Data File 69 

Missing Value Handling Definition of Missing User-defined missing values are treated as 

missing. 

Cases Used Statistics for each test are based on all 

cases with valid data for the variable(s) 

used in that test. 

Syntax NPAR TESTS 

  /K-W=Intensitas Proporsi H_Score TIS BY 

Grade(1 3) 

  /MISSING ANALYSIS. 

Resources Processor Time 00:00:00.00 

Elapsed Time 00:00:00.00 

Number of Cases Alloweda 314572 

a. Based on availability of workspace memory. 

 
 
Kruskal-Wallis Test 
 

Ranks 
 Grade N Mean Rank 

Intensitas 1.00 29 21.22 

2.00 26 37.71 

3.00 14 58.50 

Total 69  

Proporsi 1.00 29 24.26 

2.00 26 36.25 

3.00 14 54.93 

Total 69  

H_Score 1.00 29 20.55 

2.00 26 38.42 

3.00 14 58.57 

Total 69  

TIS 1.00 29 21.69 
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2.00 26 36.38 

3.00 14 60.00 

Total 69  

 

 

Test Statisticsa,b 

 Intensitas Proporsi H_Score TIS 

Kruskal-Wallis H 37.573 22.530 36.692 35.933 

df 2 2 2 2 

Asymp. Sig. .000 .000 .000 .000 

a. Kruskal Wallis Test 

b. Grouping Variable: Grade 

 
Oneway 

 

Notes 

Output Created 13-NOV-2023 15:05:24 

Comments  

Input Data D:\Office\Statistics\Data dr 

Innah.sav 

Active Dataset DataSet3 

Filter <none> 

Weight <none> 

Split File <none> 

N of Rows in Working Data File 69 

Missing Value Handling Definition of Missing User-defined missing values are 

treated as missing. 

Cases Used Statistics for each analysis are 

based on cases with no missing 

data for any variable in the 

analysis. 

Syntax ONEWAY Usia BY Grade 

  /MISSING ANALYSIS 

  /CRITERIA=CILEVEL(0.95). 

Resources Processor Time 00:00:00.02 

Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 

 

 

ANOVA 

Usia   

 Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 
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Between Groups 310.513 2 155.257 1.281 .284 

Within Groups 7996.096 66 121.153   

Total 8306.609 68    

 
 

 


