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LAMPIRAN 

Lampiran 1 Alat dan Bahan. 
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Lampiran 2 Analisis Data. 

Uji Penjejakan  

Tebal  

Fantom  

(mm)  

Tegangan  

(kV)  

Arus 

(mAs)  

Dosis 

(mGy)  

F 

(N)  

Densitas 

Fantom  

Densitas  

Plat  

Aluminium  

20  26  38  0,81  100  
1,39 1,40  

1,40 1,40  

1,41 1,41  

1,45 1,43  

40  29  75  1,46  73  
1,08 1,09  

1,09 1,12  

1,13 1,18  

1,16 1,19  

60  30  111  2,1  69  
0,92 0,92  

0,93 0,95  

0,93 0,90  

0,96 0,97  

  

Rata-rata Densitas Phantom   

Rata-rata Densitas Pelat   

  

100%  

Analisis ΔOD Phantom  

ΔOD ( 16 mm ) = 22 %  

ΔOD ( 37 mm ) = 3,51 %  

ΔOD ( 55 mm )  %  

Analisis ΔOD Pelat  

ΔOD ( 16 mm )  %  

ΔOD ( 37 mm )  %  

ΔOD ( 55 mm )  %  
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Lampiran 3 Standar BAPETEN. 
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Lampiran 4 Dokumentasi Penelitian. 
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Lampiran 5. Surat Penugasan Dosen Pembimbing dan Penguji. 
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