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LAMPIRAN

Lampiran 1. Analisis Ragam Suhu Closed House (°C) Hari 7-14

Descriptives

95% Confidence
Interval for Mean
Std. Lower Upper
N Mean Deviation | Std. Error Bound Bound | Minimum | Maximum
SUHU.KANDANG Z1 8] 30.8500 .19457, .06879 30.6873] 31.0127 30.65 31.20
Z2 8] 31.3675 .34833 .12315 31.0763] 31.6587 30.95 31.85
Z3 8] 31.7562 40146 .14194 31.4206] 32.0919 31.00 32.32
Z4 8] 32.2037 .24319 .08598 32.0004] 32.4071 31.82 32.55
Total 32| 31.5444 58479 .10338 31.3335| 31.7552 30.65 32.55
ANOVA
Sum of Squares | df | Mean Square F Sig.
SUHU.KANDANG Between Groups 7.945 3 2.648] 27.913] .000
Within Groups 26571 28 .095
Total 10.601] 31
Homogeneous Subsets
Subset for alpha = 0.05
PERLAKUAN N 1 2 3 4
Duncan? Z1 8l 30.8500
Z2 8 31.3675
Z3 8 31.7562
Z4 8 32.2037
Sig. 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
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Lampiran 2. Analisis Ragam Suhu Closed House (°C) Hari 15-21

Descriptives

95% Confidence Interval
for Mean
Lower Upper
N Mean Std. Deviation | Std. Error Bound Bound Minimum | Maximum
SUHU.KANDANG Z1 7] 30.4671 .32618 12328 30.1655 30.7688 29.97 31.0
Z2 71 31.0971 .36868 .13935 30.7562 31.4381 30.57 31.75
Z3 7] 31.6643 .35156 .13288 31.3391 31.9894 3117 32.10
Z4 7| 31.9857 .32572 12311 31.6845 32.2870 31.42 32.45
Total 28] 31.3036 .67208 12701 31.0430 31.5642 29.97 32.45
ANOVA
Sum of Squares | Df | Mean Square F Sig.
SUHU.KANDANG Between Groups 9.364 3 3.121] 26.451] .000
Within Groups 28321 24 118
Total 12.196] 27

Homogeneous Subsets

Subset for alpha = 0.05
PERLAKUAN | N 1 2 3
Duncan® Z1 71 30.4671
Z2 7 31.0971
Z3 7 31.6643
Z4 7 31.9857
Sig. 1.000 1.000 .093
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Lampiran 3. Analisis Ragam Kelembaban Closed House (%) Hari 7-14

Descriptives

95% Confidence Interval
for Mean
Lower Upper
N Mean Std. Deviation | Std. Error Bound Bound Minimum |Maximum
KELEMBABAN. 71 8| 65.6988 2.52001| .89414|  63.5844]  67.8131 62.97 71.50
KANDANG 22 8| 64.1200 186563 .65060| 625603  65.6797 6110  67.50
Z3 8| 62.3662 1.45293|  .51369]  61.1516]  63.5809 59.65 63.97
Z4 8| 60.8625 1.47090|  .52004]  59.6328]  62.0922 58.87 62.42
Total | 32| 63.2619 257110  .45451|  62.3349]  64.1889 58.87 71.50)
ANOVA
Sum of Squares | Df | Mean Square F Sig.
KELEMBABAN. Between Groups 105.871 3 35.290] 9.975] .000
KANDANG Within Groups 99.057| 28 3.538
Total 204.928| 31
Homogeneous Subsets
Subset for alpha = 0.05
PERLAKUAN | N 1 2 3
buncan® 4 8| 60.8625
Z3 8| 62.3662] 62.3662
z2 8 64.1200] 64.1200
z1 8 65.6988
Sig. 121 .073 104

47



Lampiran 4. Analisis Ragam Kelembaban Closed House (%) Hari 15-21

Descriptives

95% Confidence Interval
for Mean
Lower Upper
N Mean Std. Deviation | Std. Error Bound Bound Minimum | Maximum
KELEMBABAN. Z1 7] 68.8443 3.43242] 1.29733 65.6698 72.0187 64.05 73.30,
KANDANG 22 7| 65.5829 266732] 1.00815|  63.1160|  68.0497 6152  68.67
Z3 7| 64.2786 2.23324 .84409 62.2132 66.3440 60.65 66.70]
Z4 7| 62.7543 1.79986 .68028 61.0897, 64.4189 59.67 64.67
Total 28] 65.3650 3.35427 .63390 64.0643 66.6657 59.67 73.30]
ANOVA
Sum of Squares | Df | Mean Square F Sig.
KELEMBABAN. Between Groups 141.043 3 47.014] 6.934] .002
KANDANG i
Within Groups 162.738| 24 6.781
Total 303.781] 27
Homogeneous Subsets
Subset for alpha =
0.05
PERLAKUAN N 1 2
Duncan? ZONA4 71 62.7543
ZONA3 7| 64.2786
ZONA?2 7| 65.5829
ZONA1 7 68.8443
Sig. .065 1.000
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Lampiran 5. Analisis Ragam Suhu Litter (°C) Hari 15-21

Descriptives

95% Confidence Interval
for Mean
Lower Upper
N Mean Std. Deviation | Std. Error Bound Bound Minimum | Maximum
SUHU. Z1 2| 30.2400 .08485 .06000 29.4776 31.0024 30.18 30.3
LITTER 22 2| 303750 24749 17500|  28.1514f  32.5086 3020 3055
Z3 2] 30.6000 .25456 .18000 28.3129 32.8871 30.42 30.78
Z4 2| 30.7250 24749 .17500 28.5014 32.9486 30.55 30.90
Total 8] 30.4850 .26197 .09262 30.2660 30.7040 30.18 30.90
ANOVA
Sum of Squares | Df | Mean Square F Sig.
SUHU. Between Groups .286) 3 .095] 1.960] .262
LITTER Within Groups 194 4 049
Total 480 7
Homogeneous Subsets
Subset for alpha = 0.05
PERLAKUAN N 1
Duncan? Z1 2 30.2400
z2 2 30.3750
Z3 2 30.6000
Z4 2 30.7250
Sig. .098
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Lampiran 6. Analisis Ragam Kadar Air Litter (%) Hari 15-21

Descriptives

95% Confidence Interval
for Mean
Lower Upper
N Mean Std. Deviation | Std. Error Bound Bound Minimum | Maximum
KADAR.AIR. Z1 2| 30.8150 10.92480] 7.72500 -67.3404] 128.9704 23.09 38.5
LITTER 2 2| 237600 1320361 9.40000] 956783 143.1983 1436]  33.16
Z3 2] 27.4900 5.43058] 3.84000 -21.3018 76.2818 23.65 31.33
Z4 2| 15.7400 1.11723 .79000 5.7021 25.7779 14.95 16.53
Total 8| 24.4512 9.09474] 3.21548 16.8479 32.0546 14.36 38.54]
ANOVA
Sum of Squares | Df | Mean Square F Sig.
KADAR.AIR. Between Groups 252.190 3 84.063] 1.029] .469
LITTER Within Groups 326811 4 81.703
Total 579.001] 7

Homogeneous Subsets

PERLAKUAN N

Subset for alpha = 0.05

1

Z4
Z2
Z3
Z1

Duncan?

Sig.

NN NN

15.7400
23.7600
27.4900
30.8150

176
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Lampiran 7. Kondisi Fisik Ayam Ras Pedaging yang pada Zona Berbeda dalam

Skor Kondisi Telapak Kaki

Closed House

Skor Zonal Zona 2 Zona 3 Zona 4
N % N % n % n %
1 74 74% 89 89% 92 92% 95 95%
2 26 26% 11 11% 8 8% 5 5%
3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 = tidak terdapat lesi, 2 = terdapat lesi ringan, 3 = terdapat lesi parah

Skor Kondisi Sendi Lutut

Skala Zonal Zona 2 Zona 3 Zona 4
n % N % N % n %
1 96 96% 97 97% 99 99% 95 95%
2 4 4% 3 3% 1 1% 5 5%
3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 = tidak terdapat lesi, 2 = terdapat lesi ringan, 3 = terdapat lesi parah

Skor Kondisi Kulit Dada

Skala Zonal Zona 2 Zona 3 Zona 4
n % N % n % n %
1 100 100% 100 100% 100 100% 100 | 100%
2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 = tidak terdapat lesi, 2 = terdapat lesi ringan, 3 = terdapat lesi parah

Skor Kebersihan Bulu

Skala Zonal Zona 2 Zona 3 Zona 4
n % N % n % n %
1 100 100% 100 100% 100 100% 100 | 100%
2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 = bulu sangat bersih, 2 = bulu agak kotor, 3 = bulu sangat kotor
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Lampiran 8. Analisis Ragam Rasio Panjang Tulang Tibia

Rata-Rata Hasil Pengukuran Panjang Tulang Tibia Kiri dan Kanan

Rata-Rata

Zonal

Zona 2

Zona 3

Zona4

Kiri

Kanan

Kiri

Kanan

Kiri

Kanan

Kiri

Kanan

133.16

133.17

125.36

125.36

124.93

124.93

127.94

127.94

Rumus Perhitungan Rasio Panjang Tulang Tibia :

. K
Rasio =
K

I % 100 %
an

an
Perhitungan Rasio Panjang Tulang Tibia Zona 1

. K
Rasio =
K

I % 100 %
an

an

— 133.16 X 100 %
133.17

0,99 X 100 %
= 99
Perhitungan Rasio Panjang Tulang Tibia Zona 2

. Kiri
Rasio =
K

X 100 %

anan
125.36

= X 100 %
125.36

= 1 X 100 %
= 100

Perhitungan Rasio Panjang Tulang Tibia Zona 3

Rasio = —_ % 100 %
Kanan

_ 124.93 X 100 %
124.93

= 1 X 100 %
= 100

Perhitungan Rasio Panjang Tulang Tibia Zona 4

. Kiri
Rasio =
K

X 100 %

anan
127.94

= X 100 %
127.94

1 X 100 %
= 100
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Hasil Analisis Ragam Rasio Panjang Tulang Tibia

Descriptives

95% Confidence Interval
for Mean
Lower Upper
N Mean Std. Deviation | Std. Error Bound Bound Minimum | Maximum
RASIO.PANJANG. z1 | 100] 99.4000 49237 04924]  99.3023]  99.4977 99.00]  100.0
TULANG.TIBIA 75 | 100] 99.7200 45126  .04513|  99.6305]  99.8005 99.00 10000
z3 | 100] 99.6300 48524 04852|  99.5337]  99.7263 99.00]  100.00
z4 | 100] 99.5700 497571 04976|  99.4713|  99.6687 99.00]  100.00
Total | 400| 99.5800 49418]  .02471| 095314  99.6286 99.00]  100.00
ANOVA
Sum of Squares | Df | Mean Square F Sig.
RASIO.PANJANG. Between Groups 5460 3 1.820] 7.83] .000
TULANG. TIBIA  \vithin Groups 91.980| 396 232
Total 97.440| 399

Homogeneous Subsets

PERLAKUAN N

Subset for alpha = 0.05

1 2
Duncan® Z1 100}  99.4000
Z4 100 99.5700
Z3 100 99.6300] 99.6300
Z2 100 99.7200
Sig. 1.000 379 187
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Lampiran 9. Dokumentasi Penelitian

Fase Pre-Starter (umur 1-14 hari) Fase Starter (umur 14-28 hari)

Fase Finisher Tempat Pakan Baby Chick Feeder
(umur 28 hari-masa panen)

Tempat Pakan Fan Feeders Tempat Minum Nipple Drinker
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Inlet Exhaust Fan

Pengukuran Kelembaban
Kandang

3000

“ — - Q\‘

e

Pengukuran Suhu Litter Pengambilan Sampel Litter
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Pengamatan Kondisi Telapak Kaki Panjang Tulang Tibia (os tibia)
Kiri dan Kanan

Pengamatan Kondisi Kulit Dada Pengamatan Kebersihan Bulu
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