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LAMPIRAN

Lampiran 1. Skema kerja penelitian
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Lampiran 2. analisis survival oneway anova

15

. . . Mean 95.00% CI of Summar Adjusted P
Tukey's multiple comparisons test Diff. diff. y value
Untreated Control vs. Heat-killed E. coli 82.29 65.01 to 99.56 i <0.0001
Untreated Control \r;sMChloroqume 0.001 50.95 30.60 to 71.31 . <0.0001
Untreated Control vs. Chloroguine 0.01 mM | 24.29 0.6341 to 47.94 * 0.0426
Untreated Control vs. Chloroquine 0.1 mM | 66.29 49.01 to 83.56 e <0.0001
Heat-killed E. coli \r/sMChloroqume 0.001 31.33 -52.88 10 -9.790 o 0.003
Heat-killed E. coli vs. Chloroguine 0.01 mM -58 -82.68 to0 -33.32 orkk <0.0001
Heat-killed E. coli vs. Chloroquine 0.1 mM -16 -34.66 to0 2.657 ns 0.1129
Chloroquine 0.001 mM vs. Chloroquine 0.01 -53.60 to
mM -26.67 0.2619 ns 0.053
Chloroquine 0.001 rpnl\lc/lvs. Chloroquine 0.1 15.33 -6.210 to 36.88 ns 0.2391
Chloroquine 0.01 mnI:/IMvs. Chloroquine 0.1 42 17.32 t0 66.68 - 0.0006
Lampiran 3. Tabel analisis ekspresi gen dpt oneway anova
Tukey's multiple comparisons test Mean 95.00% CI of Summary Adjusted P
Diff. diff. Value
Untreated Control vs. Heat-killed E. coli -1.051 | -3.209 to 1.107 ns 0.3978
Untreated Control vs. Chloroquine 0.001
mM -0.875 | -3.033 to 1.283 ns 0.5407
-3.349 to
Untreated Control vs. Chloroguine 0.01 mM -1.191 | 0.9671 ns 0.3062
Untreated Control vs. Chloroquine 0.1 mM -6.076 | -8.234 t0 -3.918 i 0.0005
Heat-killed E.coli vs. Chloroquine 0.001 mM 0.176 | -1.982t0 2.334 ns 0.9967
Heat-killed E.coli vs. Chloroquine 0.01 mM -0.14 | -2.298 t0 2.018 ns 0.9986
Heat-killed E.coli vs. Chloroquine 0.1 mM -5.025 | -7.183 to -2.867 ** 0.0013
Chloroquine 0.001 mM vs. Chloroquine
0.01 mM -0.316 | -2.474 10 1.842 ns 0.9713
Chloroquine 0.001 mM vs. Chloroquine 0.1
mM -5.201 | -7.359 to -3.043 ** 0.0011
Chloroquine 0.01 mM vs. Chloroquine 0.1
mM -4.885 | -7.043 to -2.727 ** 0.0015
Lampiran 4. analisis ekspresi gen cecAl oneway anova
Tukev's multiole comparisons test Mean 95.00% ClI of Summa Adjusted P
y b b Diff. diff. ry Value
Untreated Control vs. Heat-killed E. coli -1.263 -5.162 to 2.637 ns 0.7042
Untreated Control vs. Chloroquine 0.001 mM -14.62 | -18.52t0-10.72 ok 0.0001
Untreated Control vs. Chloroquine 0.01 mM -10.67 | -14.57 t0 -6.768 ok 0.0006
Untreated Control vs. Chloroquine 0.1 mM -9.033 | -12.93t0-5.133 i 0.0013
Heat-killed E. coli vs. Chloroquine 0.001 mM -13.36 | -17.25t0-9.455 ok 0.0002
Heat-killed E. coli vs. Chloroquine 0.01 mM -9.405 | -13.30to -5.505 i 0.0011
Heat-killed E. coli vs. Chloroquine 0.1 -11.67to - x
mMm -7.77 3870 0.0027
Chloroquine 0.001 mM vs. Chloroquine 0.05041 to .
0.01 mM 3.95 7.850 0.0476




Chloroquine 0.001 mM vs. Chloroquine 0.1

mM 5.585 1.685 to 9.485 * 0.0117
Chloroquine 0.01 mnI:/IMvs. Chloroquine 0.1 1.635 -2.965 10 5.535 ns 0.5146
Lampiran 5. analisis ekspresi gen totA oneway anova
Tukev's multiole comparisons test Mean 95.00% CI of Summar Adjusted P
Y P b Diff. diff. y Value
Untreated Control vs. Heat-killed E.coli -2.162 -3.003 to -1.321 Fokk 0.0008
Untreated Control vs. Chloroquine 0.001
mM -0.327 -1.168 to 0.5140 ns 0.573
Untreated Control vs. Chloroquine 0.01
mM -1.177 | -2.018 to -0.3360 * 0.0129
Untreated Control vs. Chloroquine 0.1 mM -0.562 -1.403 to 0.2790 ns 0.1886
Heat-killed E.coli vs. Chloroquine 0.001
mM 1.835 0.9940 to 2.676 ** 0.0017
Heat-killed E.coli vs. Chloroguine 0.01 mM 0.985 0.1440 to 1.826 * 0.027
Heat-killed E.coli vs. Chlorogquine 0.1 mM 1.6 0.7590 to 2.441 ** 0.0033
Chloroquine 0.001 mM vs. Chloroquine -1.691 to -
0.01 mM -0.85 0.009033 * 0.048
Chloroquine 0.001 mM vs. Chloroquine 0.1
mM -0.235 -1.076 to 0.6060 ns 0.7914
Chloroquine 0.01 mM vs. Chloroquine 0.1
mM 0.615 -0.2260 to 1.456 ns 0.145
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