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Lampiran 1

LEMBAR OBSERVASI

A. ldentitas Umum
Nama
Umur
Paritas : Hamil (G)..... Melahirkan (P).... Keguguran (A).....
No.Hp
Alamat
B. Lembar Observasi

No Hasil
Item Hari ke-1 Hari ke-3 Hari ke -5
Penyembuhan
1 Kemerahan
(Redness)
2 Pembengkakan
(Edema)

3 Bercak Perdarahan
(Ecchymosis)

4 Pengeluaran
(Discharge)
5 Penyatuan Luka
(Approximation)
Jumlah

Skoring skala REEDA

0 = Penyembuhan Luka Baik (Good Wound Healing)

1-5 = Penyembuhan Luka Kurang Baik (Insufficient Wound Healing)
>5 = Penyembukan Luka Buruk (Poor Wound Healing




Lampiran 2

Pedoman Penilaian Skala REEDA

Nila | Redness Edema Ecchymosis | Discharge Approximatio
[ n
(Kemerahan | (Pembengkakan | (Bercak (Pengeluar-
) ) Perdarahan | an) (Penyatuan
) luka)
0 Tidak ada Tidak ada Tidak ada Tidak ada Tertutup
1 Kurang dari | Pada perineum, | Kurang dari | Serum Jarak kulit 3
0,25 <1 cm dari|0,25 cm mm atau
pada kedua | laserasi pada kedua kurang
sisi laserasi sisi atau
0,25 pada
satu sisi
2 Kurang dari | Pada perineum | 0,25-1 cm | Serosanguinu | Terdapat
0,5 cm pada | dan atau vulva, | pada kedua | s jarak antara
kedua antara 1-2 cm | sisi atau kulit dan
laserasi dari laserasi 0,52 cm lemak
pada satu subcutan
sisi
3 Lebih Pada perineum|> 1 cm | Berdarah, Terdapat
0,5 cm pada | dan atau vulva, | pada kedua | purulent jarak antara
kedua > 2 cm dari|sisi atau 2 kulit, lemak
laserasi laserasi cm pada subcutan dan
satu sisi fascia
0 = Penyembuhan Luka Baik (Good Wound Healing)
1-5 = Penyembuhan Luka Kurang Baik (Insufficient Wound Healing)

>5 = Penyembukan Luka Buruk (Poor Wound Healing)




Lampiran

Personal Hygien

No

Pernyataan

Melakukan

Tidak
dilakukan

Sebelum merawat luka jahitan di
kemaluan, ibu melakukan cuci
tangandahulu.

2. | Caraibu melepas pembalut dari
depan(kemaluan) kekebelakang
(anus).

3. | ibu melakukan cebok dari
depan(kemaluan) ke
belakang(anus).

4. | Ibu menghindari cebok dengan
airhangat/ berendam air.

5. |lbu cebok dengan air rebusan daun

sirih.

6. |Ibu cebok menggunakan air dan sabun.

7. |lbu memakai kasa yang ditetesi betadin

kemudian diletakkan pada luka jahitan
di kemaluan.

8. [Ilbu mengganti celana 2 kali atau lebih

dalam satu hari.

9. [Selesai cebok, kemaluan ibu selalu
dikeringkan.

10.

Selesai cebok atau merawat luka
jahitan, ibu cuci tangan

* Dewi Kasuma (2018)
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1. Karakteristik Responden

HASIL SPSS

Umur
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
Resiko R 15 75.0 75.0 75.0
Valid Resiko T 5 25.0 25.0 100.0
Total 20 100.0 100.0

Hasil Uji chi-square Berdasarkan umur dan Penyembuhan luka Gel 100%

Crosstab
Penyembuhan_LukaGel100 Total
Baik Kurang
Expected Count 5 1.5 2.0
Resdah

% within Gel_100 50.0% 50.0% 100.0%
Gel_100

Expected Count 5 1.5 2.0

Resti

% within Gel_100 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Expected Count 1.0 3.0 4.0
Total

% within Gel_100 25.0% 75.0% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests
Value df Asymp. Sig. (2- | Exact Sig. (2- Exact Sig. (1-
sided) sided) sided)

Pearson Chi-Square 1.3332 1 .248
Continuity Correction® .000 1 1.000
Likelihood Ratio 1.726 1 .189
Fisher's Exact Test 1.000 .500
Linear-by-Linear Association 1.000 1 317
N of Valid Cases 4

a. 4 cells (100.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .50.

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table




Hasil Uji chi-square Berdasarkan umur dan Penyembuhan luka Gel 70%

Crosstab
Penyembuhan_LukaGel100 Total
Baik Kurang
Expected Count 5 1.5 2.0
Resdah

% within Gel_70 50.0% 50.0% 100.0%
Gel_70

Expected Count 5 1.5 2.0

Resti

% within Gel_70 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Expected Count 1.0 3.0 4.0
Total

% within Gel_70 25.0% 75.0% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests
Value df Asymp. Sig. (2- | Exact Sig. (2- Exact Sig. (1-
sided) sided) sided)

Pearson Chi-Square 1.3332 1 .248
Continuity Correction® .000 1 1.000
Likelihood Ratio 1.726 1 .189
Fisher's Exact Test 1.000 .500
Linear-by-Linear Association 1.000 1 317
N of Valid Cases 4

a. 4 cells (100.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .50.

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

Hasil Uji chi-square Berdasarkan umur dan Penyembuhan luka Gel 30%

Crosstab
Penyembuhan_LukaGel100 Total
Baik Kurang
Expected Count 5 1.5 2.0
Resdah
% within Gel_30 50.0% 50.0% 100.0%
Gel_30
Expected Count 5 1.5 2.0
Resti
% within Gel_30 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Expected Count 1.0 3.0 4.0
Total
% within Gel_30 25.0% 75.0% 100.0%




Chi-Square Tests

Value df Asymp. Sig. (2- | Exact Sig. (2- Exact Sig. (1-
sided) sided) sided)

Pearson Chi-Square 1.3332 1 .248

Continuity Correction® .000 1 1.000

Likelihood Ratio 1.726 1 .189

Fisher's Exact Test 1.000 .500
Linear-by-Linear Association 1.000 1 317

N of Valid Cases 4

a. 4 cells (100.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .50.

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

Paritas
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
Multi 9 45.0 45.0 45.0
Valid Primi 11 55.0 55.0 100.0
Total 20 100.0 100.0

Hasil Uji chi-square Berdasarkan Paritas dan Penyembuhan luka Gel 100%

Crosstab
Penyembuhan_LukaGel100 Total
Baik Kurang
Expected Count .5 1.5 2.0
Primi
% within Gel_100 50.0% 50.0% 100.0%
Gel_100
Expected Count .5 1.5 2.0
Multi
% within Gel_100 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Expected Count 1.0 3.0 4.0
Total
% within Gel_100 25.0% 75.0% 100.0%




Chi-Square Tests

Value df Asymp. Sig. (2- | Exact Sig. (2- Exact Sig. (1-
sided) sided) sided)

Pearson Chi-Square 1.3332 1 .248

Continuity Correction® .000 1 1.000

Likelihood Ratio 1.726 1 .189

Fisher's Exact Test 1.000 .500
Linear-by-Linear Association 1.000 1 317

N of Valid Cases 4

a. 4 cells (100.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .50.

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

Hasil Uji chi-square Berdasarkan Paritas dan Penyembuhan luka Gel 70%

Crosstab
Penyembuhan_LukaGel100 Total
Baik Kurang
Expected Count .8 2.3 3.0
Primi

% within Gel_70 33.3% 66.7% 100.0%
Gel_70

Expected Count .3 .8 1.0

Multi

% within Gel_70 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Expected Count 1.0 3.0 4.0
Total

% within Gel 70 25.0% 75.0% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests
Value df Asymp. Sig. (2- | Exact Sig. (2- Exact Sig. (1-
sided) sided) sided)

Pearson Chi-Square 4442 1 .505
Continuity Correction® .000 1 1.000
Likelihood Ratio .680 1 410
Fisher's Exact Test 1.000 .750
Linear-by-Linear Association .333 1 .564
N of Valid Cases 4

a. 4 cells (100.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .25.

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table




Hasil Uji chi-square Berdasarkan Paritas dan Penyembuhan luka Gel 30%

Crosstab
Penyembuhan_LukaGel100 Total
Baik Kurang
Expected Count .3 .8 1.0
Primi

% within Gel_30 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Gel_30

Expected Count .8 2.3 3.0

Multi

% within Gel_30 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Expected Count 1.0 3.0 4.0
Total

% within Gel_30 25.0% 75.0% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests
Value df Asymp. Sig. (2- | Exact Sig. (2- Exact Sig. (1-
sided) sided) sided)

Pearson Chi-Square 4.0002 1 .046
Continuity Correction® 444 1 .505
Likelihood Ratio 4.499 1 .034
Fisher's Exact Test .250 .250
Linear-by-Linear Association 3.000 1 .083
N of Valid Cases 4

a. 4 cells (100.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .25.

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

Personal_Hygien

Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
Melakuka 19 95.0 95.0 95.0
Valid  Tidak 1 5.0 5.0 100.0
Total 20 100.0 100.0




Hasil Uji chi-square Berdasarkan Personal Hygien dan Penyembuhan luka Gel

100%
Crosstab
Penyembuhan_LukaGel100 Total
Baik Kurang

Expected Count 1.0 3.0 4.0
Gel_100 Melakukan

% within Gel_100 25.0% 75.0% 100.0%

Expected Count 1.0 3.0 4.0
Total

% within Gel 100 25.0% 75.0% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests

Value

Pearson Chi-Square
N of Valid Cases

a. No statistics are computed

because Gel_100 is a constant.

Hasil Uji chi-square Berdasarkan Personal Hygien dan Penyembuhan luka Gel

70%
Crosstab
Penyembuhan_LukaGel100 Total
Baik Kurang
Expected Count .8 2.3 3.0
Melakukan

% within Gel_70 33.3% 66.7% 100.0%
Gel_70

Expected Count .3 .8 1.0

Tidak Melakukan

% within Gel_70 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Expected Count 1.0 3.0 4.0
Total

% within Gel_70 25.0% 75.0% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests
Value df Asymp. Sig. (2- | Exact Sig. (2- Exact Sig. (1-
sided) sided) sided)

Pearson Chi-Square 4442 .505
Continuity Correction® .000 1.000
Likelihood Ratio .680 410




Fisher's Exact Test 1.000 .750
Linear-by-Linear Association .333 1 .564
N of Valid Cases 4

a. 4 cells (100.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .25.

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

Hasil Uji chi-square Berdasarkan Personal Hygien dan Penyembuhan luka Gel

30%
Crosstab
Penyembuhan_LukaGel100 Total
Baik Kurang

Expected Count 1.0 3.0 4.0
Gel_30 Melakukan

% within Gel_30 25.0% 75.0% 100.0%

Expected Count 1.0 3.0 4.0
Total

% within Gel_30 25.0% 75.0% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests
Value

Pearson Chi-Square 2
N of Valid Cases 4

a. No statistics are computed

because Gel_30 is a constant.

2. UJI NORMALITAS

Tests of Normality

Kolmogorov-Smirnov? Shapiro-Wilk
Statistic df Sig. Statistic df Sig.
Pre Tampa Madu .329 4 .895 4 .406
Post Tampa Madu .301 4 .897 4 414
Pre Gel 100% 192 4 971 4 .850
Post Gel 100% .283 4 .863 4 272
Pre Gel 70% .283 4 .863 4 272
Post Gel 70% .303 4 791 4 .086
Pre Gel 30% .364 4 .840 4 .195
Pre Gel 30% 162 4 .989 4 .952
Pre Bioplasenta .250 4 .945 4 .683
Post Bioplasenta 214 4 .963 4 .798
Hari k-3 GTM 151 4 .993 4 972




Hari k-5 GTM .288 4 .887 4 .369
Hari k-3 Gel 100% .250 4 .945 4 .683
Hari k-5 Gel 100% .283 4 .863 4 272
Hari k-3 Gel 70% 192 4 971 4 .850
Hari k-5 Gel 70% .283 4 .863 4 272
Hari k-3 Gel 30% .250 4 .945 4 .683
Hari k-5 Gel 30% 192 4 971 4 .850
Hari k-3 Bioplasenta .329 4 .895 4 .406
Hari k-5 Bioplasenta 181 4 991 4 .962
a. Lilliefors Significance Correction
3. UJI Paired Samples T-test
Hari 1-7 Tanpa Pemberian Gel madu
Paired Samples Statistics
Mean N Std. Deviation | Std. Error Mean

Pre Tampa Madu 13.25 4 1.258 .629
Pair 1

Post Tampa Madu 13.50 4 3.873 1.936

Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences t df Sig. (2-
Mean Std. Std. Error 95% Confidence Interval of tailed)
Deviation Mean the Difference
Lower Upper
Pair Pre Tampa Madu -
1 Post Tampa Madu -.250 2.872 1.436 -4.820 4320 -.174 3 .873

Hari 3-5 Tanpa Pemberian Gel madu

Paired Samples Statistics

Mean N Std. Deviation | Std. Error Mean
Pre Tampa Madu 13.25 4 1.258 .629

Pair 1
Hari k-5 GTM 13.25 4 2.630 1.315

Paired Samples Test

Paired Differences

df

Sig. (2-




Mean Std. Std. 95% Confidence tailed)
Deviatio Error Interval of the
n Mean Difference
Lower | Upper
Pre Tampa
Pair 1 Madu - Hari .000 1.414 .707| -2.250 2.250 .000 3 1.000
k-5 GTM
Hari 1-7 Gel 100%
Paired Samples Statistics
Mean N Std. Deviation | Std. Error Mean
Pre Gel 100% 15.25 4 1.708 .854
Pair 1
Post Gel 100% 75 4 .957 479
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences t df Sig.
Mean Std. Std. Error Mean | 95% Confidence (2-
Deviation Interval of the tailed)
Difference
Lower Upper
Pair 1 Pre Gel 100% - 14.500 1.732 .866 11.744( 17.256| 16.743 3 .000
Post Gel 100%
Hari 3-5 Gel 100%
Paired Samples Statistics
Mean N Std. Deviation | Std. Error Mean
) Pre Gel 100% 15.25 4 1.708 .854
Pair 1
Hari k-5 Gel 100% 1.25 4 .957 479
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences t df Sig. (2-
Mean Std. Std. Error | 95% Confidence Interval tailed)
Deviation Mean of the Difference
Lower Upper




Pre Gel

) 100% - Hari
Pair 1 14.000 1.155 577 12.163 15.837 24.249 3 .000
k-5 Gel
100%
Hari 1-7 Gel 70%
Paired Samples Statistics
Mean N Std. Deviation | Std. Error Mean
Pre Gel 70% 16.25 4 .957 479
Pair 1
Post Gel 70% 3.75 4 1.893 .946
Paired Samples Test |
Paired Differences t df Sig.
Mean Std. Std. Error Mean | 95% Confidence Interval of the
Deviation Difference
Lower Upper
Pre Gel
) 70% -
Pair 1 12.500 2.082 1.041 9.188 15.812 12.010 3
Post Gel
70%
Hari 3-5 Gel 70%
Paired Samples Statistics
Mean N Std. Deviation | Std. Error Mean
Pre Gel 70% 16.25 4 .957 479
Pair 1
Hari k-5 Gel 70% 7.50 4 1.915 .957
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences t df Sig. (2-tailed)
Mean Std. Std. Error 95% Confidence Interval
Deviation Mean of the Difference
Lower Upper




Pre Gel

Pair 1 70% - Hari 8.750 1.258 .629 6.748 10.752 | 13.908 3 .001
k-5 Gel 70%
Hari 1-7 Gel 30%
Paired Samples Statistics
Mean N Std. Deviation | Std. Error Mean
Pre Gel 30% 14.50 4 1.732 .866
Pair 1
Pre Gel 30% 10.75 4 2.986 1.493
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences t df Sig. (2-
Mean | Std. Deviation| Std. Error | 95% Confidence Interval tailed)
Mean of the Difference
Lower Upper
Pre Gel
Pair 1 30% - Pre 3.750 2.217 1.109 .222 7.278 3.382 3 .043
Gel 30%
Hari 3-5 Gel 30%
Paired Samples Statistics
Mean N Std. Deviation | Std. Error Mean
Pre Gel 30% 14.50 4 1.732 .866
Pair 1
Hari k-5 Gel 30% 11.75 4 1.708 .854
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences t df Sig. (2-
Mean Std. Deviation | Std. Error Mean | 95% Confidence Interval tailed)
of the Difference
Lower Upper
Pre Gel
Pair 1 30% - Hari 2.750 2.363 1.181 -1.010 6.510 2.328 3 .102
k-5 Gel
30%




Hari 1-7 Pemberian Bioplasenta

Paired Samples Statistics

Mean N Std. Deviation | Std. Error Mean
Pre Bioplasenta 15.00 4 .816 .408
Pair 1
Post Bioplasenta 8.75 4 2.217 1.109
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences t df
Mean Std. Std. Error Mean | 95% Confidence Interval
Deviation of the Difference
Lower Upper
Pre
_ Bioplasenta
Pair 1 6.250 1.708 .854 3.532 8.968 7.319
- Post
Bioplasenta
Hari 3-5 Pemberian Bioplasenta
Paired Samples Statistics
Mean N Std. Deviation | Std. Error Mean
Pre Bioplasenta 15.00 4 .816 .408
Pair 1
Hari k-5 Bioplasenta 11.50 4 2.887 1.443
Paired Samples Test
Paired Differences t df Sig. (2-
Mean Std. Std. Error 95% Confidence tailed)
Deviation Mean Interval of the
Difference
Lower Upper
Pre
) Bioplasenta -
Pair 1 . 3.500 2.887 1.443 -1.093 8.093 2.425 3 .094
Hari k-5
Bioplasenta




4. UJI Repeated Measure Anova

Repeated Measure Anova Tanpa Pemberian

Within-Subjects Factors

Measure:MEASURE_1

Dependent
hari Variable
1 hari_1
2 hari_3
3 hari_5
4 hari_7

Measure:MEASURE 1

Mauchly's Test of Sphericity®

Epsilon?
Within Subjects Mauchly's Approx. Chi- Greenhouse- Huynh-
Effect W Square df Sig. Geisser Feldt Lower-bound
hari .000 5 .549 1.000 .333

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is

proportional to an identity matrix.

a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed in
the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b. Design: Intercept

Within Subjects Design: hari

Measure:MEASURE 1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type lll Sum of
Source Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
hari Sphericity Assumed 2.250 3 .750 .325 .807
Greenhouse-Geisser 2.250 1.646 1.367 .325 .699
Huynh-Feldt 2.250 3.000 .750 .325 .807
Lower-bound 2.250 1.000 2.250 .325 .608
Error(hari) Sphericity Assumed 20.750 9 2.306
Greenhouse-Geisser 20.750 4.938 4.202
Huynh-Feldt 20.750 9.000 2.306
Lower-bound 20.750 3.000 6.917




Measure:MEASURE 1

Estimates

95% Confidence Interval
hari Mean Std. Error Lower Bound Upper Bound
1 13.250 .629 11.248 15.252
2 12.500 .645 10.446 14.554
3 13.250 1.315 9.065 17.435
4 13.500 1.936 7.337 19.663

Measure:MEASURE_1

Pairwise Comparisons

Mean Difference (I- 95% Confidence Interval for Difference?

(1) hari (J) hari J) Std. Error Sig.2 Lower Bound Upper Bound
1 2 .750 479 1.000 -2.233 3.733
3 .000 707 1.000 -4.406 4.406
4 -.250 1.436 1.000 -9.199 8.699
2 1 -.750 479 1.000 -3.733 2.233
3 -.750 1.031 1.000 -7.173 5.673
4 -1.000 1.354 1.000 -9.438 7.438
3 1 .000 707 1.000 -4.406 4.406
2 750 1.031 1.000 -5.673 7.173
4 -.250 1.109 1.000 -7.159 6.659
4 1 .250 1.436 1.000 -8.699 9.199
2 1.000 1.354 1.000 -7.438 9.438
3 .250 1.109 1.000 -6.659 7.159

Based on estimated marginal means

a. Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Bonferroni.

Repeated Measure Anova Gel 100%

Within-Subjects Factors
Measure:MEASURE 1

Dependent
hari Variable
1 hari_1_pre

2 Hari_3
3 Hari_5
4 Hari 7




Measure:MEASURE_1

Mauchly's Test of Sphericity®

Epsilon?
Within Subjects Approx. Chi- Greenhouse- Lower-
Effect Mauchly's W Square df Sig. Geisser Huynh-Feldt bound
hari .040 5.545 5 420 .488 .836 .333

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is

proportional to an identity matrix.

a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are

displayed in the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b. Design: Intercept

Within Subjects Design: hari

Measure:MEASURE_1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type 1l Sum of
Source Squares df Mean Square F Sig. |
Hari Sphericity Assumed 556.250 3 185.417 91.438 .00C
Greenhouse-Geisser 556.250 1.464 380.054 91.438 .00cC
Huynh-Feldt 556.250 2.509 221.723 91.438 .00C
Lower-bound 556.250 1.000 556.250 91.438 .002
Error(hari) Sphericity Assumed 18.250 9 2.028
Greenhouse-Geisser 18.250 4.391 4.156
Huynh-Feldt 18.250 7.526 2.425
Lower-bound 18.250 3.000 6.083
Tests of Within-Subjects Effects
Measure:MEASURE 1
Type lll Sum of
Source Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
hari Sphericity Assumed 556.250 3 185.417 91.438 .000
Greenhouse-Geisser 556.250 1.464 380.054 91.438 .000
Huynh-Feldt 556.250 2.509 221.723 91.438 .000
Lower-bound 556.250 1.000 556.250 91.438 .002
Error(hari) Sphericity Assumed 18.250 9 2.028
Greenhouse-Geisser 18.250 4.391 4.156




Huynh-Feldt

Lower-bound

18.250
18.250

7.526
3.000

2.425
6.083

Estimates
Measure:MEASURE_1
95% Confidence Interval

hari Mean Std. Error Lower Bound Upper Bound

1 15.250 .854 12.532 17.968
2 3.000 .816 402 5.598
3 1.250 479 -.273 2.773
4 1.000 .408 -.299 2.299

Measure:MEASURE_1

Pairwise Comparisons

Mean Difference (I- 95% Confidence Interval for Difference®

(1) hari (J) hari J) Std. Error Sig.2 Lower Bound Upper Bound
1 2 12.250" 1.436 .020 3.301 21.199
3 14.000" 577 .001 10.402 17.598
4 14.250" .750 .002 9.576 18.924
2 1 -12.250" 1.436 .020 -21.199 -3.301
3 1.750 1.250 1.000 -6.039 9.539
4 2.000 1.225 1.000 -5.632 9.632
3 1 -14.000" 577 .001 -17.598 -10.402
2 -1.750 1.250 1.000 -9.539 6.039
4 .250 .250 1.000 -1.308 1.808
4 1 -14.250" .750 .002 -18.924 -9.576
2 -2.000 1.225 1.000 -9.632 5.632
3 -.250 .250 1.000 -1.808 1.308

Based on estimated marginal means

*. The mean difference is significant at the ,05 level.

a. Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Bonferroni.




Repeated Measure Anova Gel 70%

Within-Subjects Factors
Measure:MEASURE_1

Dependent
hari Variable
1 hari_1
2 hari_3
3 hari_5
4 hari_7

Measure:MEASURE_1

Mauchly's Test of Sphericity®

Within Epsilon?

Subjects Approx. Greenhouse- Lower-
Effect Mauchly's W | Chi-Square df Sig. Geisser Huynh-Feldt bound
hari .603 .871 5 977 .785 1.000 .333

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is

proportional to an identity matrix.

a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed

in the Tests of Within-Subjects E
b. Design: Intercept

Within Subjects Design: hari

Measure:MEASURE 1

ffects table.

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type 1l Sum of

Source Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Hari Sphericity Assumed 336.688 3 112.229 57.512 .000

Greenhouse-Geisser 336.688 2.356 142.933 57.512 .000

Huynh-Feldt 336.688 3.000 112.229 57.512 .000

Lower-bound 336.688 1.000 336.688 57.512 .005
Error(hari) Sphericity Assumed 17.563 9 1.951

Greenhouse-Geisser 17.563 7.067 2.485

Huynh-Feldt 17.563 9.000 1.951

Lower-bound 17.563 3.000 5.854




Measure:MEASURE 1

Estimates

95% Confidence Interval
hari Mean Std. Error Lower Bound Upper Bound
1 16.250 479 14.727 17.773
2 10.750 .854 8.032 13.468
3 7.500 .957 4.453 10.547
4 3.750 .946 .738 6.762

Measure:MEASURE_1

Pairwise Comparisons

Mean Difference (I- 95% Confidence Interval for Difference?

(1) hari (J) hari J) Std. Error Sig.2 Lower Bound Upper Bound
1 2 5.500 .957 .063 -.466 11.466
3 8.750" .629 .005 4.829 12.671
4 12.500" 1.041 .007 6.014 18.986
2 1 -5.500 .957 .063 -11.466 .466
3 3.250 .854 191 -2.071 8.571
4 7.000 1.225 .064 -.632 14.632
3 1 -8.750" .629 .005 -12.671 -4.829
2 -3.250 .854 191 -8.571 2.071
4 3.750 1.109 .258 -3.159 10.659
4 1 -12.500" 1.041 .007 -18.986 -6.014
2 -7.000 1.225 .064 -14.632 .632
3 -3.750 1.109 .258 -10.659 3.159

Based on estimated marginal means

a. Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Bonferroni.

*. The mean difference is significant at the ,05 level.




Within-Subjects Factors
Measure:MEASURE_1

Repeated Measure Anova Gel 30%

Dependent
hari Variable
1 hari_1
2 hari_3
3 hari_5
4 hari_7

Measure:MEASURE_1

Mauchly's Test of Sphericity®

Within Epsilon?

Subjects Approx. Chi- Greenhouse

Effect Mauchly's W Square df Sig. -Geisser Huynh-Feldt Lower-bound
hari .005 8.962 5 .162 .662 1.000 .333

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed dependent variables is

proportional to an identity matrix.

a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected tests are displayed
in the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b. Design: Intercept

Within Subjects Design: hari

Measure:MEASURE 1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type 1l Sum of
Source Squares df Mean Square Sig.
hari Sphericity Assumed 30.500 3 10.167 5.382 .021
Greenhouse-Geisser 30.500 1.986 15.356 5.382 .046
Huynh-Feldt 30.500 3.000 10.167 5.382 .021
Lower-bound 30.500 1.000 30.500 5.382 .103
Error(hari) Sphericity Assumed 17.000 9 1.889
Greenhouse-Geisser 17.000 5.959 2.853
Huynh-Feldt 17.000 9.000 1.889
Lower-bound 17.000 3.000 5.667




Measure:MEASURE 1

Estimates

95% Confidence Interval
hari Mean Std. Error Lower Bound Upper Bound
1 14.500 .866 11.744 17.256
2 12.000 .408 10.701 13.299
3 11.750 .854 9.032 14.468
4 10.750 1.493 5.998 15.502

Measure:MEASURE_1

Pairwise Comparisons

Mean Difference (I- 95% Confidence Interval for Difference?

(1) hari (J) hari J) Std. Error Sig.2 Lower Bound Upper Bound
1 2 2.500 .645 .183 -1.522 6.522
3 2.750 1.181 .614 -4.612 10.112
4 3.750 1.109 .258 -3.159 10.659
2 1 -2.500 .645 .183 -6.522 1.522
3 .250 .629 1.000 -3.671 4.171
4 1.250 1.109 1.000 -5.659 8.159
3 1 -2.750 1.181 .614 -10.112 4.612
2 -.250 .629 1.000 -4.171 3.671
4 1.000 1.000 1.000 -5.232 7.232
4 1 -3.750 1.109 .258 -10.659 3.159
2 -1.250 1.109 1.000 -8.159 5.659
3 -1.000 1.000 1.000 -7.232 5.232

Based on estimated marginal means

a. Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Bonferroni.




Within-Subjects Factors
Measure:MEASURE_1

Repeated Measure Anova Bioplasenta

Dependent
hari Variable
1 hari_1
2 hari_3
3 hari_5
4 hari_7

Measure:MEASURE_1

Mauchly's Test of Sphericity®

Approx. Epsilon?
Within Subjects | Mauchly's Chi- Greenhouse | Huynh- Lower-
Effect W Square df Sig. -Geisser Feldt bound
hari .016 7.149 5 274 .594 1.000 .333

Tests the null hypothesis that the error covariance matrix of the orthonormalized transformed

dependent variables is proportional to an identity matrix.

a. May be used to adjust the degrees of freedom for the averaged tests of significance. Corrected

tests are displayed in the Tests of Within-Subjects Effects table.

b. Design: Intercept

Within Subjects Design: hari

Measure:MEASURE 1

Tests of Within-Subjects Effects

Type lll Sum of
Source Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
hari Sphericity Assumed 90.500 3 30.167 14.289 .001
Greenhouse-Geisser 90.500 1.783 50.765 14.289 .008
Huynh-Feldt 90.500 3.000 30.167 14.289 .001
Lower-bound 90.500 1.000 90.500 14.289 .032
Error(hari) Sphericity Assumed 19.000 9 2.111
Greenhouse-Geisser 19.000 5.348 3.553
Huynh-Feldt 19.000 9.000 2.111
Lower-bound 19.000 3.000 6.333




Measure:MEASURE 1

Estimates

95% Confidence Interval
hari Mean Std. Error Lower Bound Upper Bound
1 15.000 .408 13.701 16.299
2 13.750 .629 11.748 15.752
3 11.500 1.443 6.907 16.093
4 8.750 1.109 5.222 12.278

Measure:MEASURE_1

Pairwise Comparisons

Mean Difference (I- 95% Confidence Interval for Difference?

(1) hari (J) hari J) Std. Error Sig.2 Lower Bound Upper Bound
1 2 1.250 .750 1.000 -3.424 5.924
3 3.500 1.443 .563 -5.494 12.494
4 6.250" .854 .032 .929 11.571
2 1 -1.250 .750 1.000 -5.924 3.424
3 2.250 .854 .468 -3.071 7.571
4 5.000 1.000 .092 -1.232 11.232
3 1 -3.500 1.443 .563 -12.494 5.494
2 -2.250 .854 .468 -7.571 3.071
4 2.750 1.109 .535 -4.159 9.659
4 1 -6.250" .854 .032 -11.571 -.929
2 -5.000 1.000 .092 -11.232 1.232
3 -2.750 1.109 .535 -9.659 4.159

Based on estimated marginal means

a. Adjustment for multiple comparisons: Bonferroni.

*. The mean difference is significant at the ,05 level.




5. UJI Repeated Oneway Anova

Descriptives

Gel
N Mean Std. Std. Error 95% Confidence Interval for Mean Minimum | Maximum
Deviation Lower Bound Upper Bound
Tampa Gel 4 13.50 3.873 1.936 7.34 19.66 10 19
Gel Madu 100% 4 .75 957 479 77 2.27 0 2
Gel Madu 70% 4 3.75 1.893 .946 74 6.76 1 5
Gel Madu 30% 4 10.75 2.986 1.493 6.00 15.50 7 14
Bioplasenta 4 8.75 2.217 1.109 5.22 12.28 6 11
Total 20 7.50 5.287 1.182 5.03 9.97 0 19
ANOVA
Gel
Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.

Between Groups 431.000 4 107.750 16.163 .000

Within Groups 100.000 15 6.667

Total 531.000 19

Gel
Tukey HSD
Pemberian N Subset for alpha = 0.05
1 2 3

Gel Madu 100% 4 .75

Gel Madu 70% 4 3.75 3.75

Bioplasenta 4 8.75 8.75

Gel Madu 30% 4 10.75

Tampa Gel 4 13.50

Sig. .495 .094 .120

Means for groups in homogeneous subsets are displayed.

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sample Size = 4.000.




