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B. Surat Izin Penelitian 
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C. Dokumentasi 

 
1. Persiapan sampel 
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2. Prosedur restorasi 
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3. Uji Tarik (Tensile Bond Srenght) 
 
 

     
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  

 54 

D. Undangan Seminar Hasil 
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E. Kartu Kontrol Bimbingan Skripsi 
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F. Data Penelitian  

1. Uji Tensile Bond Strenght 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

2. TEE 

Name 
Parameters 

unit 

Max_Force 
calc. at Entire 

area 
N 

Max_Disp 
Calc. At 

Entire Area 
mm 

Break_Force 
Sensitifity 10 

N 

Break_Disp 
Sensitivity 10 

mm 

TEE _ 1 43.5168 0.23093 42.3216 0.16547 
TEE _ 2 45.2096 0.27453 -.- -.- 
TEE _ 3 50.2768 0.35020 -.- -.- 
TEE _ 4 53.8510 0.40127 52.5781 0.23215 
TEE _ 5 49.2411 0.29270 -.- -.- 
TEE _ 6 50.2343 0.41077 -.- -.- 

 

3. EE 

Name 
Parameters 

unit 

Max_Force 
calc. at Entire 

area 
N 

Max_Disp 
Calc. At 

Entire Area 
mm 

Break_Force 
Sensitifity 10 

N 

Break_Disp 
Sensitivity 10 

mm 

EE _ 1 75.4930 0.25877 -.- -.- 
EE _ 2 73.6901 0.03720 73.1761 0,33220 
EE _ 3 78.4888 0.04457 78.3421 0,35679 
EE _ 4 84.3871 0.20047 84.3632 0.40563 
EE _ 5 85.3297 0.17680 -.- -.- 
EE _ 6 80.8765            0.26789 -.- -.- 

 

 

 

 

 

SAMPEL 
KEL 1 
(TEE) 

KEL 2 
(EE) 

KEL 3 
(TED) 

KEL 4 
(ED) 

1 43,51 75,49 31,6 47,23 
2 45,2 73,69 35,69 40,98 
3 50,27 79,7 32,53 45,49 
4 53,85 71,38 30,3 50,98 
5 48,71 75,32 28,46 50,26 
6 40,23 77,87 30,61 42,45 
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4. TED 

Name 
Parameters 

unit 

Max_Force 
calc. at Entire 

area 
N 

Max_Disp 
Calc. At 

Entire Area 
mm 

Break_Force 
Sensitifity 10 

N 

Break_Disp 
Sensitivity 10 

mm 

TED _ 1 35.6054 0.16237 35.5522 0.16247 
TED _ 2 34.6740 0.33753 34.3760       0.33827 
TED _ 3 32.5330 0.09953 -.- -.- 
TED _ 4 39.3089 0.10910 38.8090       0.11137 
TED _ 5 38.4617 0.09797 38.2264 0.09830 
TED _ 6 33.6123 0.15953 -.- -.- 

 

5. ED 

Name 
Parameters 

unit 

Max_Force 
calc. at Entire 

area 
N 

Max_Disp 
Calc. At 

Entire Area 
mm 

Break_Force 
Sensitifity 10 

N 

Break_Disp 
Sensitivity 10 

mm 

ED _ 1 47.2312 0.21098 -.- -.- 
ED _ 2 35.5678 0.21763 -.- -.- 
ED _ 3 45.4966 0.16607 45.2519 0.16647 
ED _ 4 56.9844 0.09080 56.8001 0.10247 
ED _ 5 42.4531 0.28356 43.6781 0.22678 
ED _ 6 40.9865 0.29258 -.- -.- 
ED _ 7 50.2648 0.42379 50.2547 0.12004 
ED _ 8 52.4273 0.36547 51.3256 0.23367 
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G. Hasil Olah Data 

1. Uji Normalitas 
 

Kelompok Jumlah 
Sampel 

Mean + std deviasi p-value 

TEE 6 48,7167 + 3,76309 0,611 
EE 6 79,7050 + 4,69443 0,670 

TED 6 35,6950 + 2,68572 0,593 
ED 6 46,2317 + 4,05467 0,634 

 
2. Uji Homogenitas 

 
Lavene statistic p-value keterangan 

0,860 0,478 Homogen 
 
3. Hasil Uji One Way Anova 

 
 Sum of 

square 
df Mean 

square 
F Sig. 

Between groups 6456,572 3 2152,191 143,834 0,000 
Within groups 299,260 20 14,963   

Total 6755.832 23    
 
4. Perbedaan Kelompok TEE Dengan EE 

 
Kelompok Rata-rata 95% lower bound p-value 

Kelompok tee 48,7167 44,7675  
Kelompok ee 79,7050 74,7785  

Difference 30,9883 30,0109 0,001 
 

5. Perbedaan Kelompok EE Dengan TED 
 

Kelompok Rata-rata 95% lower bound p-value 
Kelompok ee 79,7050 74,7785  
Kelompok ted 35,6950 32,8765  

Difference 44,01 41,9019 0,001 
 

6. Perbedaan Kelompok TED Dengan ED 
 

Kelompok Rata-rata 95% lower bound p-value 
Kelompok ted 35,6950 32,8765  
Kelompok ed 46,2317 41,9765  

Difference 10,5366 9,100 0,001 
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7. Perbedaan Kelompok ED Dengan EE 
 

Kelompok Rata-rata 95% lower bound p-value 
Kelompok ed 46,2317 41,9765  
Kelompok ee 79,7050 74,7785  

Difference 33,4733 32,8019 0,001 
 

8. Perbedaan Kelompok ED Dengan TEE 
Kelompok Rata-rata 95% lower bound p-value 

Kelompok ed 46,2317 41,9765  
Kelompok tee 48,7167 44,7675  

Difference 2,4850 2,7909 0,686 
 
 
 
 

 


