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BAB V 

PENUTUP 

5.1 Kesimpulan 

Berdasarkan Hasil analisis data dan hasil pembahasan penelitian yang telah 

dilakukan maka dapat disimpulkan bahwa: 

a. Pinang kering iris yang dikonsumsi di Kecamatan Kota Kefamenanu 

umumnya berasal dari Sumatra dan Flores. Jenis pinang yang dikonsumsi 

adalah pinang betara dan pinang irian. 

b. Kebiasaan dan tekstur pinang kering iris merupakan faktor yang menjadi 

preferensi konsumen dalam mengkonsumsi pinang kering iris. Kedua variabel 

tersebut berpengaruh secara parsial terhadap preferensi konsumsi pinang 

kering (Y). Dengan variabel tekstur (X5) sebagai variabel dominan. Hal ini 

dapat ditunjukan sebagai berikut: 

Dari hasil penelitian ini dapat diketahui bahwa variabel Tekstur (X5) 

mempunyai t hitung sebesar 7.0648 dan signifikan sebesar 0.000. 

5.2 Saran  

1. Bagi masyarakat dan pedagang pinang di Kecamatan Kota Kefamenanu untuk 

selalu memperhatikan kualitas pinang kering yang baik agar meningkatkan 

konsumsi pinang kering dan menjadi pendapatan bagi masyarakat di 

Kecamatan Kota Kefamenanu. 

2. Penelitian lanjutan agar bisa menjadi tolak ukur penelitian lanjutan bagi 

penelitian berkaitan. 
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Tabel 2. Output Regresi Logistik menggunakan EViews  

Dependent Variable: Y   

Method: ML - Binary Logit  (Newton-Raphson / Marquardt steps) 

Date: 10/05/21   Time: 15:30   

Sample: 1 150    

Included observations: 150   

Convergence achieved after 6 iterations  

Coefficient covariance computed using observed Hessian 

     

     
Variable Coefficient Std. Error z-Statistic Prob.   

     

     
C -3.195695 3.892968 -0.820889 0.4117 

USIA -0.681960 0.791906 -0.861162 0.3891 

JK -0.563617 0.449314 -1.254393 0.2097 

KEBIASAAN -3.374907 1.211575 -2.785554 0.0053 

RASA -0.110408 1.300638 -0.084888 0.9324 

TEKSTUR 7.046894 1.492083 4.722856 0.0000 

     

     
McFadden R-squared 0.321684     Mean dependent var 0.540000 

S.D. dependent var 0.500067     S.E. of regression 0.390654 

Akaike info criterion 1.016000     Sum squared resid 21.97587 

Schwarz criterion 1.136425     Log likelihood -
70.19997 

Hannan-Quinn criter. 1.064925     Deviance 140.3999 

Restr. deviance 206.9831     Restr. log likelihood -
103.4916 

LR statistic 66.58320     Avg. log likelihood -
0.468000 

Prob(LR statistic) 0.000000    

     

     
Obs with Dep=0 69      Total obs 150 

Obs with Dep=1 81    

     

     
 

● Hosmer and Lemeshow test (Goodness of Fit) 
Goodness-of-Fit Evaluation for Binary Specification    

Andrews and Hosmer-Lemeshow 
Tests 

     

Equation: EQ01       

Date: 02/14/22   Time: 13:11      

Grouping based upon predicted risk (randomize ties)    

         

         
     Quantile of Risk Dep=0 Dep=1 Total H-L 

 Low High Actual Expect Actual Expect Obs Value 

         

         
1 0.0001 0.0489 14 14.7553 1 0.24469 15 2.37020 

2 0.0540 0.1621 15 13.2602 0 1.73975 15 1.96801 

3 0.1656 0.3405 12 11.5913 3 3.40873 15 0.06342 

4 0.3559 0.5537 9 8.30725 6 6.69275 15 0.12947 

5 0.5698 0.6365 5 5.86621 10 9.13379 15 0.21005 

6 0.6456 0.6981 4 4.81578 11 10.1842 15 0.20354 

7 0.7099 0.7579 4 3.96517 11 11.0348 15 0.00042 
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8 0.7611 0.8196 3 3.22712 12 11.7729 15 0.02037 

9 0.8249 0.8933 2 2.23816 13 12.7618 15 0.02979 

10 0.9012 0.9914 1 0.97348 14 14.0265 15 0.00077 

         

         
  Total 69 69.0000 81 81.0000 150 4.99603 

         

         
H-L Statistic 4.9960  Prob. Chi-Sq(8) 0.7580  

Andrews Statistic 17.3698  Prob. Chi-Sq(10) 0.0666  

         

         

 

Tabel 3. Output Regresi Logistik Menggunakan SPSS 

Warning # 849 in column 23.  Text: in_ID 

The LOCALE subcommand of the SET command has an invalid parameter.  It could 

not be mapped to a valid backend locale. 

LOGISTIC REGRESSION VARIABLES Y 

  /METHOD=ENTER X1 X2 X3 X4 X5 

  /SAVE=PRED PGROUP RESID 

  /CLASSPLOT 

  /CASEWISE OUTLIER(2) 

  /PRINT=GOODFIT CORR ITER(1) CI(95) 

  /CRITERIA=PIN(0.05) POUT(0.10) ITERATE(20) CUT(0.5). 

Logistic Regression 

Notes 

Output Created 29-SEP-2021 20:33:49 

Comments  

Input 

Active Dataset DataSet0 

Filter <none> 

Weight <none> 

Split File <none> 

N of Rows in Working Data 

File 
150 

Missing Value Handling Definition of Missing 

User-defined missing 

values are treated as 

missing 
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Syntax 

LOGISTIC REGRESSION 

VARIABLES Y 

  /METHOD=ENTER X1 X2 

X3 X4 X5 

  /SAVE=PRED PGROUP 

RESID 

  /CLASSPLOT 

  /CASEWISE OUTLIER(2) 

  /PRINT=GOODFIT CORR 

ITER(1) CI(95) 

  /CRITERIA=PIN(0.05) 

POUT(0.10) ITERATE(20) 

CUT(0.5). 

Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00,05 

Elapsed Time 00:00:00,06 

Variables Created or 

Modified 

PRE_1 Predicted probability 

PGR_1 Predicted group 

RES_1 

Difference between 

observed and predicted 

probabilities 

 

[DataSet0]  

Case Processing Summary 

Unweighted Casesa N Percent 

Selected Cases 

Included in Analysis 150 100,0 

Missing Cases 0 ,0 

Total 150 100,0 

Unselected Cases 0 ,0 

Total 150 100,0 

 

a. If weight is in effect, see classification table for the total number 

of cases. 

Dependent Variable Encoding 

Original Value Internal Value 

pinang muda 0 

pinang batu 1 
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Block 0: Beginning Block 

Iteration Historya,b,c 

Iteration -2 Log 

likelihood 

Coefficients 

Constant 

Step 0 

1 206,983 ,160 

2 206,983 ,160 

 

a. Constant is included in the model. 

b. Initial -2 Log Likelihood: 206,983 

c. Estimation terminated at iteration number 2 

because parameter estimates changed by less 

than ,001. 

Classification Tablea,b 

 Observed Predicted 

Y Percentage 

Correct 
pinang muda pinang batu 

Step 0 

Y 
pinang muda 0 69 ,0 

pinang batu 0 81 100,0 

Overall Percentage   54,0 

 

a. Constant is included in the model. 

b. The cut value is ,500 

Variables in the Equation 

 B S.E. Wald df Sig. Exp(B) 

Step 0 Constant ,160 ,164 ,958 1 ,328 1,174 

 

Variables not in the Equation 

 Score df Sig. 

Step 0 Variables 

X1 13,149 1 ,000 

X2 ,724 1 ,395 

X3 1,602 1 ,206 

X4 10,517 1 ,001 
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X5 41,556 1 ,000 

Overall Statistics 49,163 5 ,000 

 

Block 1: Method = Enter 

Iteration Historya,b,c,d 

Iteration -2 Log 

likelihood 

Coefficients 

Constant X1 X2 X3 X4 X5 

Step 1 

1 150,758 -1,964 -,218 -,340 -1,953 ,421 3,447 

2 141,534 -2,957 -,481 -,500 -2,851 ,140 5,735 

3 140,422 -3,178 -,651 -,553 -3,294 -,078 6,860 

4 140,400 -3,195 -,681 -,563 -3,373 -,110 7,043 

5 140,400 -3,196 -,682 -,564 -3,375 -,110 7,047 

6 140,400 -3,196 -,682 -,564 -3,375 -,110 7,047 

 

a. Method: Enter 

b. Constant is included in the model. 

c. Initial -2 Log Likelihood: 206,983 

d. Estimation terminated at iteration number 6 because parameter estimates changed by less than ,001. 

Omnibus Tests of Model Coefficients 

 Chi-square Df Sig. 

Step 1 

Step 66,583 5 ,000 

Block 66,583 5 ,000 

Model 66,583 5 ,000 

Model Summary 

Step -2 Log 

likelihood 

Cox & Snell R 

Square 

Nagelkerke R Square 

1 140,400a ,358 ,479 

 

a. Estimation terminated at iteration number 6 because 

parameter estimates changed by less than ,001. 

Hosmer and Lemeshow Test 

Step Chi-square Df Sig. 

1 4,996 8 ,758 
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Contingency Table for Hosmer and Lemeshow Test 

 Y = pinang muda Y = pinang batu Total 

Observed Expected Observed Expected 

Step 1 

1 14 14,755 1 ,245 15 

2 15 13,260 0 1,740 15 

3 12 11,591 3 3,409 15 

4 9 8,307 6 6,693 15 

5 5 5,866 10 9,134 15 

6 4 4,816 11 10,184 15 

7 4 3,965 11 11,035 15 

8 3 3,227 12 11,773 15 

9 2 2,238 13 12,762 15 

10 1 ,973 14 14,027 15 

 

Classification Tablea 

 Observed Predicted 

Y Percentage 

Correct 
pinang muda pinang batu 

Step 1 

Y 

pinang muda 46 23 66,7 

pinang batu 10 71 87,7 

Overall Percentage   78,0 

 

a. The cut value is ,500 

Variables in the Equation 

 B S.E. Wald df Sig. Exp(B) 95% 

C.I.for 

EXP(B) 

Lower 

Step 1a 

X1 -,682 ,792 ,742 1 ,389 ,506 ,107 

X2 -,564 ,449 1,574 1 ,210 ,569 ,236 

X3 -3,375 1,212 7,759 1 ,005 ,034 ,003 
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X4 -,110 1,301 ,007 1 ,932 ,895 ,070 

X5 7,047 1,492 22,305 1 ,000 1149,284 61,711 

Constant -3,196 3,893 ,674 1 ,412 ,041  

 

Variables in the Equation 

 95% C.I.for EXP(B) 

Upper 

Step 1a 

X1 2,387 

X2 1,373 

X3 ,368 

X4 11,459 

X5 21403,810 

Constant  

 

a. Variable(s) entered on step 1: X1, X2, X3, X4, X5. 

orrelation Matrix 

 Constant X1 X2 X3 X4 X5 

Step 1 

Constant 1,000 -,737 -,208 -,201 ,017 -,359 

X1 -,737 1,000 ,073 -,161 ,086 ,063 

X2 -,208 ,073 1,000 ,191 -,023 -,063 

X3 -,201 -,161 ,191 1,000 -,438 -,199 

X4 ,017 ,086 -,023 -,438 1,000 -,512 

X5 -,359 ,063 -,063 -,199 -,512 1,000 
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             Step number: 1 

             Observed Groups and Predicted Probabilities 

 

       8 +                                                                                                    + 

         I                                                                                                    I  

         I1                                                                                                   I 

F        I1                                                                                                   I  

R      6 +0                                                                                                   +  

E        I0                                                                                                   I  

Q        I0                                                             1     1     1   1                     I  

U        I0                                                             1     1     1   1                     I 

E      4 +00            0    0                                          1     11  1 1 1 1    1                +  

N        I00            0    0                                          1     11  1 1 1 1    1                I 

C        I00            0    0                                          11    11  1 1 1 11   11     1    1    I  

Y        I00            0    0                                          11    11  1 1 1 11   11     1    1    I 

       2 +00 00     0 000 10 00 1              1            0    0 1  1 01  1101  11111 01  111 1 1 1111 1    

+ 

         I00 00     0 000 10 00 1              1            0    0 1  1 01  1101  11111 01  111 1 1 1111 1    

I 

         I00 000000 0 000 00 00 0  0      1001 01 001 0110  0    011100 

0010110000010101011110101 110111111  1I 

         I00 000000 0 000 00 00 0  0      1001 01 001 0110  0    011100 

0010110000010101011110101 110111111  1I 

Predicted ---------+---------+---------+---------+---------+---------+---------+---------+---------+--------

-- 

  Prob:   0       ,1        ,2        ,3        ,4        ,5        ,6        ,7        ,8        ,9         1 

  Group:  

00000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000111111111111111111111

11111111111111111111111111111 

 

          Predicted Probability is of Membership for pinang batu 

          The Cut Value is ,50 
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          Symbols: 0 - pinang muda 

                   1 - pinang batu 

          Each Symbol Represents ,5 Cases. 

Casewise Listb 

Case Selected 

Statusa 

Observed Predicted Predicted 

Group 

Temporary Variable 

Y Resid ZResid 

28 S 1** ,003 0 ,997 19,316 

36 S 0** ,901 1 -,901 -3,019 

 

a. S = Selected, U = Unselected cases, and ** = Misclassified cases. 

b. Cases with studentized residuals greater than 2,000 are listed. 
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Tabel 4. Identitas Responden 

No Usia JK Pendidikan Pekerjaan 
Tanggungan 

Klrg 

1 41 P 6 IRT 3 

2 75 P 6 Petani 1 

3 43 P 6 IRT 4 

4 52 P 6 IRT 4 

5 61 L 6 Tukang Kayu 5 

6 55 L 12 Swasta 3 

7 78 L 6 Petani 1 

8 55 P 6 IRT 5 

9 70 P 6 IRT 1 

10 37 P 12 IRT 3 

11 55 P 6 IRT 2 

12 25 P 12 IRT 2 

13 34 P 9 IRT 4 

14 43 L 12 Wirausaha 5 

15 42 P 12 IRT 6 

16 39 L 9 Petani 5 

17 30 P 6 IRT 4 

18 40 P 6 IRT 6 

19 42 P 6 IRT 5 

20 45 L 12 Petani 7 

21 21 L 12 Pensiun Pegawai 4 

22 48 P 12 IRT 3 

23 33 L 17 Guru 3 

24 30 L 17 Satpam 0 

25 37 P 12 IRT 3 

26 47 L 17 Guru 3 

27 48 P 12 IRT 3 

28 63 P 6 Petani 1 

29 70 L 12 Pensiun 1 

30 60 P 9 IRT 1 

31 28 P 9 IRT 6 

32 46 L 17 PNS 8 

33 48 P 17 PNS 6 

34 53 P 12 IRT 8 

35 43 P 9 Wirausaha 4 

36 28 P 6 IRT 2 

37 50 L 12 Pegawai Swasta 3 
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38 43 P 12 IRT 4 

39 29 P 16 Pegawai BUMN 0 

40 65 L 6 Sopir 1 

41 27 P 9 IRT 3 

42 31 L 9 Petani 4 

43 42 P 9 IRT 1 

44 30 P 6 IRT 3 

45 33 P 12 IRT 2 

46 40 P 6 IRT 6 

47 28 P 9 IRT 4 

48 42 P 12 IRT 7 

49 52 L 6 Petani 4 

50 40 P 9 IRT 2 

51 40 L 6 Petani 4 

52 30 P 9 IRT 2 

53 43 P 12 IRT 7 

54 40 P 6 IRT 4 

55 80 P 6 IRT 0 

56 70 L 6 Tukang Kayu 1 

57 23 P 16 Guru 2 

58 33 P 12 IRT 5 

59 42 L 12 Pegawai Swasta 2 

60 30 P 9 IRT 5 

61 35 P 6 IRT 3 

62 28 P 9 IRT 6 

63 33 P 6 IRT 5 

64 30 L 12 Wirausaha 4 

65 23 P 12 IRT 2 

66 34 L 12 Petani 6 

67 32 P 6 IRT 4 

68 30 L 9 Petani 3 

69 29 P 6 IRT 3 

70 32 P 16 Guru 7 

71 38 L 9 Wirausaha 6 

72 28 L 12 Petani 3 

73 24 P 9 IRT 4 

74 30 P 6 IRT 2 

75 32 L 6 Petani 5 

76 25 P 6 IRT 3 

77 37 L 12 Petani 3 

78 29 P 9 IRT 2 
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79 43 P 12 IRT 3 

80 32 L 12 Petani 4 

81 79 P 6 IRT 1 

82 44 P 6 IRT 4 

83 57 P 6 Wirausaha 3 

84 58 L 12 Wirausaha 2 

85 32 P 6 IRT 2 

86 64 L 6 Petani 11 

87 36 P 6 IRT 4 

88 36 P 6 IRT 6 

89 39 L 6 Petani 2 

90 38 P 9 IRT 5 

91 68 p 9 IRT 0 

92 73 L 12 Pensiun PNS 0 

93 52 L 16 PNS 6 

94 45 P 9 IRT 6 

95 34 L 12 Petani 4 

96 54 P 6 IRT 8 

97 45 P 6 IRT 4 

98 56 L 6 Petani 5 

99 42 L 12 Pegawai Honor 5 

100 39 P 12 IRT 5 

101 67 P 9 IRT 1 

102 42 P 15 Guru Paud 4 

103 55 P 12 IRT 2 

104 70 L 6 Pensiun  PNS 1 

105 52 P 9 IRT 0 

106 30 L 16 Guru Honor 3 

107 45 P 12 Guru Honor 3 

108 60 P 6 IRT 2 

109 21 P 12 IRT 0 

110 38 P 12 Wirausaha 0 

111 28 P 16 Guru Honor 4 

112 32 L 12 Petani 2 

113 30 P 12 IRT 2 

114 40 L 12 Petani 2 

115 56 P 12 IRT 2 

116 49 P 12 IRT 5 

117 29 P 12 IRT 1 

118 40 L 16 PNS 0 

119 45 L 9 Tukang  4 
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120 43 P 12 IRT 4 

121 29 P 16 Perawat 2 

122 49 L 12 Petani 4 

123 53 P 6 IRT 4 

124 58 P 9 IRT 2 

125 65 L 6 Petani 3 

126 50 P 0 Petani 7 

127 43 P 12 IRT 4 

128 32 P 9 IRT 6 

129 45 P 12 IRT 4 

130 30 L 9 Petani 4 

131 46 P 6 Wirausaha 6 

132 86 P 0 IRT 4 

133 25 P 6 IRT 3 

134 45 P 6 IRT 3 

135 48 P 9 IRT 4 

136 49 P 12 IRT 3 

137 49 L 6 Petani 7 

138 40 P 9 IRT 7 

139 31 L 16 Guru 2 

140 30 P 6 Petani 1 

141 50 L 12 Petani 6 

142 38 P 6 IRT 6 

143 42 P 16 Guru 6 

144 31 P 6 IRT 4 

145 29 L 12 Swasta 3 

146 54 L 9 Swasta 6 

147 38 P 6 IRT 4 

148 42 L 16 Guru 6 

149 51 P 9 Wirausaha 4 

150 38 L 6 Petani 9 

total 6451   1440   545 

rerata 43.0067   9.6   3.633333333 
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