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LAMPIRAN

Lampiran 1. Rata-rata intensitas serangan Bactrocera spp pada perangkap

kuning dan perangkap metil eugenol.

Perlakuan
Umur Tanaman Metil Eugenol Perangkap Kuning
(MST)
11 10,3 11,24
12 13,91 14,35
13 15,10 14,42
14 19,16 16,99
15 15,48 18,05
16 13,85 13,22
17 15,01 12,39
18 12,83 11,07
Rata rata 14,46 13,97

Lampiran 2. Kerusakan buah yang terserang Bactrocera spp.
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Lampiran 3. Pembuatan perangkap kuning dan perangkap metil eugenol

——
E™% o

Lampiran 4. Uji Data Populasi Pada Pertanaman Tomat Dengan Menggunakan

Perangkap Kuning dan Metil eugenol Pada Minggu 1

Perangkap Metil
kuning eugenol

Mean 115 32,25
Variance 790,666667 238,25
Observations 4 4
Pearson Correlation -0,67661479
Hypothesized Mean
Difference 0
Df 3
t Stat 4,11664796
P(T<=t) one-tail 0,01298584
t Critical one-tail 2,35336343
P(T<=t) two-tail 0,02597168
t Critical two-tail 3,18244631
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Perangkap Kuning dan Metil eugenol Pada Minggu 2

Metil
Perangkap kuning Eugenol

Mean 122 48,25
Variance 715,3333333 296,9166667
Observations 4 4
Pearson Correlation 0,232173291

Hypothesized Mean

Difference 0

Df 3

t Stat 5,220625697

P(T<=t) one-tail 0,006834222

t Critical one-tail 2,353363435

P(T<=t) two-tail 0,013668443

t Critical two-tail

3,182446305

Perangkap Kuning dan Metil eugenol Pada Minggu 3

Perangkap
kuning Metil eugenol

Mean 157,25 99
Variance 3585,583333 384,6666667
Observations 4 4
Pearson Correlation 0,932377816

Hypothesized Mean

Difference 0

Df 3

t Stat 2,761120931

P(T<=t) one-tail 0,035043287

t Critical one-tail 2,353363435

P(T<=t) two-tail 0,070086573

t Critical two-tail

3,182446305

Lampiran 5. Uji Data Populasi Pada Pertanaman Tomat Dengan Menggunakan

Lampiran 6. Uji Data Populasi Pada Pertanaman Tomat Dengan Menggunakan
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Perangkap Kuning dan Metil eugenol Pada Minggu 4

Perangkap Metil
kuning Eugenol

Mean 141,5 154,75
Variance 2689,666667 1266,91667
Observations 4 4
Pearson Correlation 0,911808983

Hypothesized Mean

Difference 0

Df 3

t Stat 1,090756667

P(T<=t) one-tail 0,177575095

t Critical one-tail 2,353363435

P(T<=t) two-tail 0,355150191

t Critical two-tail

3,182446305

Perangkap Kuning dan Metil eugenol Pada Minggu 5

Perangkap Metil
kuning eugenol

Mean 170,25 147,5
Variance 1003,583333 3112,33333
Observations 4 4
Pearson Correlation -0,55403455

Hypothesized Mean

Difference 0

Df 3

t Stat 0,58380131

P(T<=t) one-tail 0,300174362

t Critical one-tail 2,353363435

P(T<=t) two-tail 0,600348723

t Critical two-tail

3,182446305

Lampiran 7. Uji Data Populasi Pada Pertanaman Tomat Dengan Menggunakan

Lampiran 8. Uji Data Populasi Pada Pertanaman Tomat Dengan Menggunakan
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Perangkap Kuning dan Metil eugenol Pada Minggu 6

Perangkap Metil

kuning Eugenol
Mean 156,75 125,5
Variance 2270,25 1367
Observations 4 4
Pearson Correlation 0,255725299
Hypothesized Mean
Difference 0
Df 3
t Stat 0,927760353
P(T<=t) one-tail 0,210982124
t Critical one-tail 2,353363435
P(T<=t) two-tail 0,421964248

t Critical two-tail

3,182446305

Perangkap Kuning dan Metil eugenol Pada Minggu 7

Perangkap Metil
kuning Eugenol

Mean 135,5 144,25
Variance 1875 924,9166667
Observations 4 4
Pearson Correlation 0,398031516

Hypothesized Mean

Difference 0

Df 3

t Stat 0,282102159

P(T<=t) one-tail 0,39810361

t Critical one-tail 2,353363435

P(T<=t) two-tail 0,79620722

t Critical two-tail

3,182446305

Lampiran 9. Uji Data Populasi Pada Pertanaman Tomat Dengan Menggunakan

Lampiran 10. Uji Data Populasi Pada Pertanaman Tomat Dengan Menggunakan
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Perangkap Kuning dan Metil eugenol Pada Minggu 8

Perangkap Metil
kuning Eugenol

Mean 141,5 117,25
Variance 927 862,9166667
Observations 4 4
Pearson Correlation 0,817135449

Hypothesized Mean

Difference 0

Df 3

t Stat 0,850539121

P(T<=t) one-tail 0,22876141

t Critical one-tail 2,353363435

P(T<=t) two-tail 0,457522819

t Critical two-tail

3,182446305

Kuning dan Metil eugenol Pada Minggu 1

Perangkap Metil
kuning eugenol

Mean 11.52191376 9.883844226
Variance 122.1449244 76.57490944
Observations 19 19
Pearson Correlation 0.176559246
Hypothesized Mean
Difference 0
df 18
t Stat 0.556589654
P(T<=t) one-tail 0.292331035
t Critical one-tail 1.734063607
P(T<=t) two-tail 0.58466207
t Critical two-tail 2.10092204

Lampiran 11. Uji Data Populasi Pada Pertanaman Tomat Dengan Menggunakan

Lampiran 12. Uji Data Intensitas Serangan Bactrocera spp Pada Perangkap
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Lampiran 13. Uji Data Intensitas Serangan Bactrocera spp Pada Perangkap

Kuning dan Metil eugenol Pada Minggu 2

Perangkap Metil
kuning eugenol

Mean 14.81364396 14.29145115
Variance 88.76858529 81.37742866
Observations 19 19
Pearson Correlation 0.087710148
Hypothesized Mean
Difference 0
Df 18
t Stat 0.182688271
P(T<=t) one-tail 0.428542244
t Critical one-tail 1.734063607
P(T<=t) two-tail 0.857084488
t Critical two-tail 2.10092204

Lampiran 14. Uji Data Intensitas Serangan Bactrocera spp Pada Perangkap

Kuning dan Metil eugenol Pada Minggu 3

Perangkap Metil
kuning eugenol

Mean 14.92256356 15.60418172
Variance 55.81089128 44.50424274
Observations 19 19
Pearson Correlation 0.20621188
Hypothesized Mean
Difference 0
Df 18
t Stat -0.332677368
P(T<=t) one-tail 0.371610517
t Critical one-tail 1.734063607
P(T<=t) two-tail 0.743221034
t Critical two-tail 2.10092204
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Lampiran 15. Uji Data Intensitas Serangan Bactrocera spp Pada Perangkap

Kuning dan Metil eugenol Pada Minggu 4

Perangkap kuning Metil eugenol

Mean 17.30508203 19.11660158
Variance 62.12241584 61.48129943
Observations 19 19
Pearson Correlation -0.20643602

Hypothesized Mean

Difference 0

df 18

t Stat -0.646624886

P(T<=t) one-tail 0.263017432

t Critical one-tail 1.734063607

P(T<=t) two-tail 0.526034863

t Critical two-tail 2.10092204

Lampiran 16. Uji Data Intensitas Serangan Bactrocera spp Pada Perangkap

Kuning dan Metil eugenol Pada Minggu 5

Perangkap kuning  Metil eugenol

Mean 18.76829148  15.08864112
Variance 231.8916047  74.97151826
Observations 19 19
Pearson Correlation 0.099583894

Hypothesized Mean

Difference 0

df 18

t Stat 0.957497852

P(T<=t) one-tail 0.175500445

t Critical one-tail 1.734063607

P(T<=t) two-tail 0.351000891

t Critical two-tail 2.10092204
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Kuning dan Metil eugenol Pada Minggu 6

Perangkap kuning Metil eugenol

Mean 13.92069188 13.08033556
Variance 109.2558225 73.0230594
Observations 19 19
Pearson Correlation -0.409704721

Hypothesized Mean

Difference 0

df 18

t Stat 0.229177011

P(T<=t) one-tail 0.410657575

t Critical one-tail 1.734063607

P(T<=t) two-tail 0.82131515

t Critical two-tail 2.10092204

Kuning dan Metil eugenol Pada Minggu 7

Perangkap

kuning Metil Eugenol
Mean 13.04311647 14.97399528
Variance 54.68174954 38.30750736
Observations 19 19
Pearson Correlation 0.019659177
Hypothesized Mean
Difference 0
df 18
t Stat -0.881371196

P(T<=t) one-tail
t Critical one-tail
P(T<=t) two-tail
t Critical two-tail

0.194867276
1.734063607
0.389734553

2.10092204

Lampiran 17. Uji Data Intensitas Serangan Bactrocera spp Pada Perangkap

Lampiran 18. Uji Data Intensitas Serangan Bactrocera spp Pada Perangkap
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Lampiran 19. Uji Data Intensitas Serangan Bactrocera spp Pada Perangkap

Kuning dan Metil eugenol Pada Minggu 8

Perangkap kuning

Metil eugenol

Mean

Variance
Observations
Pearson Correlation
Hypothesized Mean Difference
Df

t Stat

P(T<=t) one-tail

t Critical one-tail
P(T<=t) two-tail

t Critical two-tail

10.60425385
32.73573493
19
-0.353876139
0

18
-1.137437305
0.135135305
1.734063607
0.27027061
2.10092204

12.80814473
20.33484704
19
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