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Lampiran 1. Fugl Mayer Assesment 
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Lampian 3. Analisis Data 

 

Karakteristik Responden 

 

 

Frequencies 

 

Statistics 

 JK Usia Onset Lesi 

N 
Valid 25 25 25 25 

Missing 0 0 0 0 

 

Frequency Table 

 

JK 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

L 18 72.0 72.0 72.0 

P 7 28.0 28.0 100.0 

Total 25 100.0 100.0  

 

 

Usia 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

39 - 44 tahun 5 20.0 20.0 20.0 

45 - 49 tahun 4 16.0 16.0 36.0 

50 - 54 tahun 5 20.0 20.0 56.0 

55 - 59 tahun 5 20.0 20.0 76.0 

60 - 64 tahun 5 20.0 20.0 96.0 

65 tahun ke atas 1 4.0 4.0 100.0 

Total 25 100.0 100.0  

 

 

Onset 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

< = 3 hari 15 60.0 60.0 60.0 

> 3 hari 10 40.0 40.0 100.0 

Total 25 100.0 100.0  
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Lesi 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

hemisphere cerebri dextra 1 4.0 4.0 4.0 

Hemisphere cerebri dextra 15 60.0 60.0 60.0 

Hemisphere cerebri 

sinistra 
10 40.0 40.0 100.0 

Total 25 100.0 100.0  

 

 

Statistik Deskriptif 

 

 

Descriptives 

 

Descriptive Statistics 

 N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation 

Cz_Pre 25 .33 7.11 2.4140 1.81183 

Cz_Post 25 .27 2.71 1.4704 .77934 

C3_Pre 25 .53 10.03 2.6344 2.24859 

C3_Post 25 .24 3.15 1.4784 .79883 

C4_Pre 25 .30 6.17 2.1748 1.72788 

C4_Post 25 .19 2.82 1.3144 .79653 

Pz_Pre 25 .37 7.81 2.4120 1.73348 

Pz_Post 25 .34 2.61 1.3488 .68198 

P3_Post 25 .26 10.24 2.3532 2.10537 

P3_Pre 25 .24 2.75 1.4156 .79347 

P4_Pre 25 .12 5.95 2.2472 1.82527 

P4_Post 25 .06 3.56 1.2576 .91834 

Valid N 

(listwise) 
25 

    

 

Descriptives 

 

Descriptive Statistics 

 N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation 

FMA_pre 25 8.00 63.00 37.2800 17.85478 

FMA_post 25 24.00 88.00 60.0800 17.25041 

FMA_UE.pre 25 4.00 48.00 27.2400 14.04837 

FMA_UE.post 25 14.00 62.00 41.8400 13.71945 

FMA_LE.pre 25 4.00 17.00 10.0400 4.07717 

FMA_LE.post 25 10.00 26.00 18.2400 4.60326 

Valid N 

(listwise) 
25 
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Descriptives 

 

Descriptive Statistics 

 N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation 

delta_Cz 25 -.32 5.54 .9436 1.38854 

delta_C3 25 -.43 8.37 1.1560 1.85943 

delta_C4 25 -.15 5.02 .8604 1.28899 

delta_Pz 25 -.10 6.09 1.0632 1.38149 

delta_P3 25 -.59 8.18 .9376 1.72715 

delta_P4 25 .00 4.50 .9896 1.31830 

delta_FMA 25 -44.00 -2.00 -22.8000 8.82232 

Valid N 

(listwise) 
25 
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Hasil Uji Normalitas 

 

 

Explore 

 

Case Processing Summary 

 Cases 

Valid Missing Total 

N Percent N Percent N Percent 

Cz_Pre 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

Cz_Post 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

C3_Pre 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

C3_Post 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

C4_Pre 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

C4_Post 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

Pz_Pre 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

Pz_Post 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

P3_Post 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

P3_Pre 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

P4_Pre 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

P4_Post 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

FMA_pre 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

FMA_post 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

delta_Cz 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

delta_C3 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

delta_C4 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

delta_Pz 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

delta_P3 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

delta_P4 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

delta_FMA 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

FMA_UE.pre 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

FMA_UE.pos

t 
25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

FMA_LE.pre 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

FMA_LE.post 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

Delta_Upper 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 

Delta_Lower 25 100.0% 0 0.0% 25 100.0% 
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Tests of Normality 

 Kolmogorov-Smirnova Shapiro-Wilk 

Statistic df Sig. Statistic df Sig. 

Cz_Pre .182 25 .033 .880 25 .007 

Cz_Post .118 25 .200* .936 25 .121 

C3_Pre .219 25 .003 .808 25 .000 

C3_Post .129 25 .200* .958 25 .374 

C4_Pre .203 25 .009 .839 25 .001 

C4_Post .117 25 .200* .931 25 .091 

Pz_Pre .155 25 .126 .864 25 .003 

Pz_Post .131 25 .200* .931 25 .091 

P3_Post .171 25 .057 .780 25 .000 

P3_Pre .152 25 .141 .940 25 .149 

P4_Pre .247 25 .000 .851 25 .002 

P4_Post .157 25 .113 .937 25 .123 

FMA_pre .184 25 .028 .881 25 .007 

FMA_post .117 25 .200* .961 25 .434 

delta_Cz .281 25 .000 .732 25 .000 

delta_C3 .285 25 .000 .673 25 .000 

delta_C4 .254 25 .000 .709 25 .000 

delta_Pz .264 25 .000 .725 25 .000 

delta_P3 .196 25 .015 .642 25 .000 

delta_P4 .305 25 .000 .739 25 .000 

delta_FMA .133 25 .200* .970 25 .641 

FMA_UE.pre .174 25 .050 .888 25 .010 

FMA_UE.pos

t 
.174 25 .050 .923 25 .060 

FMA_LE.pre .205 25 .008 .916 25 .042 

FMA_LE.post .086 25 .200* .968 25 .606 

Delta_Upper .075 25 .200* .987 25 .978 

Delta_Lower .092 25 .200* .979 25 .858 

*. This is a lower bound of the true significance. 

a. Lilliefors Significance Correction 
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Hasil Uji Wilcoxon DTABR 

 

NPar Tests 

Wilcoxon Signed Ranks Test 

 

Ranks 

 N Mean Rank Sum of Ranks 

Cz_Post - Cz_Pre 

Negative Ranks 23a 13.48 310.00 

Positive Ranks 2b 7.50 15.00 

Ties 0c   

Total 25   

C3_Post - C3_Pre 

Negative Ranks 20d 13.93 278.50 

Positive Ranks 4e 5.38 21.50 

Ties 1f   

Total 25   

C4_Post - C4_Pre 

Negative Ranks 21g 14.48 304.00 

Positive Ranks 4h 5.25 21.00 

Ties 0i   

Total 25   

Pz_Post - Pz_Pre 

Negative Ranks 24j 13.33 320.00 

Positive Ranks 1k 5.00 5.00 

Ties 0l   

Total 25   

P3_Pre  - P3_Post 

Negative Ranks 20m 14.25 285.00 

Positive Ranks 5n 8.00 40.00 

Ties 0o   

Total 25   

P4_Post - P4_Pre 

Negative Ranks 23p 12.00 276.00 

Positive Ranks 0q .00 .00 

Ties 2r   

Total 25   

a. Cz_Post < Cz_Pre 

b. Cz_Post > Cz_Pre 

c. Cz_Post = Cz_Pre 

d. C3_Post < C3_Pre 

e. C3_Post > C3_Pre 

f. C3_Post = C3_Pre 

g. C4_Post < C4_Pre 

h. C4_Post > C4_Pre 

i. C4_Post = C4_Pre 

j. Pz_Post < Pz_Pre 

k. Pz_Post > Pz_Pre 

l. Pz_Post = Pz_Pre 

m. P3_Pre  < P3_Post 

n. P3_Pre  > P3_Post 

o. P3_Pre  = P3_Post 

p. P4_Post < P4_Pre 

q. P4_Post > P4_Pre 

r. P4_Post = P4_Pre 
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Test Statisticsa 

 Cz_Post - 

Cz_Pre 

C3_Post - 

C3_Pre 

C4_Post - 

C4_Pre 

Pz_Post - 

Pz_Pre 

P3_Pre  - 

P3_Post 

P4_Post - 

P4_Pre 

Z -3.969b -3.672b -3.808b -4.238b -3.297b -4.198b 

Asymp. Sig. (2-

tailed) 
.000 .000 .000 .000 .001 .000 

a. Wilcoxon Signed Ranks Test 

b. Based on positive ranks. 

 

 

Hasil Uji Wilcoxon FMA 

 

NPar Tests 

Wilcoxon Signed Ranks Test 

 

Ranks 

 N Mean Rank Sum of Ranks 

FMA_post - FMA_pre 

Negative Ranks 0a .00 .00 

Positive Ranks 25b 13.00 325.00 

Ties 0c   

Total 25   

FMA_UE.post - 

FMA_UE.pre 

Negative Ranks 0d .00 .00 

Positive Ranks 25e 13.00 325.00 

Ties 0f   

Total 25   

FMA_LE.post - 

FMA_LE.pre 

Negative Ranks 0g .00 .00 

Positive Ranks 25h 13.00 325.00 

Ties 0i   

Total 25   

a. FMA_post < FMA_pre 

b. FMA_post > FMA_pre 

c. FMA_post = FMA_pre 

d. FMA_UE.post < FMA_UE.pre 

e. FMA_UE.post > FMA_UE.pre 

f. FMA_UE.post = FMA_UE.pre 

g. FMA_LE.post < FMA_LE.pre 

h. FMA_LE.post > FMA_LE.pre 

i. FMA_LE.post = FMA_LE.pre 

 

Test Statisticsa 

 FMA_post - 

FMA_pre 

FMA_UE.post 

- FMA_UE.pre 

FMA_LE.post 

- FMA_LE.pre 

Z -4.375b -4.382b -4.387b 

Asymp. Sig. (2-

tailed) 
.000 .000 .000 

a. Wilcoxon Signed Ranks Test 

b. Based on negative ranks. 
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Hasil Uji Korelasi 

 

 

Nonparametric Correlations 

 

Correlations 

 delta_

Cz 

delta_

C3 

delta_

C4 

delta_

Pz 

delta_

P3 

delta_

P4 

delta_F

MA 

Spearma

n's rho 

delta_Cz 

Correlati

on 

Coeffici

ent 

1.000 .665** .806** .716** .530** .668** -.242 

Sig. (2-

tailed) 
. .000 .000 .000 .006 .000 .243 

N 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 

delta_C3 

Correlati

on 

Coeffici

ent 

.665** 1.000 .794** .856** .640** .528** -.423* 

Sig. (2-

tailed) 
.000 . .000 .000 .001 .007 .035 

N 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 

delta_C4 

Correlati

on 

Coeffici

ent 

.806** .794** 1.000 .719** .550** .669** -.412* 

Sig. (2-

tailed) 
.000 .000 . .000 .004 .000 .041 

N 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 

delta_Pz 

Correlati

on 

Coeffici

ent 

.716** .856** .719** 1.000 .411* .505** -.529** 

Sig. (2-

tailed) 
.000 .000 .000 . .041 .010 .007 

N 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 

delta_P3 

Correlati

on 

Coeffici

ent 

.530** .640** .550** .411* 1.000 .663** -.253 

Sig. (2-

tailed) 
.006 .001 .004 .041 . .000 .222 

N 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 
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delta_P4 

Correlati

on 

Coeffici

ent 

.668** .528** .669** .505** .663** 1.000 -.194 

Sig. (2-

tailed) 
.000 .007 .000 .010 .000 . .352 

N 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 

delta_F

MA 

Correlati

on 

Coeffici

ent 

-.242 -.423* -.412* -.529** -.253 -.194 1.000 

Sig. (2-

tailed) 
.243 .035 .041 .007 .222 .352 . 

N 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 

**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 

*. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed). 
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Hasil Uji Perubahan FMA 

 

 

T-Test 

 

Group Statistics 

 
Kelompok N Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error 

Mean 

FMA 
Upper 25 .4027 .19898 .03980 

Lower 25 .3451 .14385 .02877 

 

 

Independent Samples Test 

 Levene's 

Test for 

Equality of 

Variances 

t-test for Equality of Means 

F Sig. t df Sig. 

(2-

tailed

) 

Mean 

Differenc

e 

Std. Error 

Differenc

e 

95% 

Confidence 

Interval of the 

Difference 

Lower Upper 

FM

A 

Equal 

variance

s 

assumed 

1.81

7 

.18

4 

1.17

4 
48 .246 .05763 .04911 

-

.0411

0 

.1563

7 

Equal 

variance

s not 

assumed 

  

1.17

4 

43.70

3 
.247 .05763 .04911 

-

.0413

5 

.1566

2 

 

 

Correlations 

 Spearman's rho 

delta_FMA 

Correlation 

Coefficient 

Sig. (2-

tailed) 

N 

delta_Cz -.242 .243 25 

delta_C3 -.423 .035 25 

delta_C4 -.412 .041 25 

delta_Pz -.529 .007 25 

delta_P3 -.253 .222 25 

delta_P4 -.194 .352 25 

delta_FM

A 
1.000 . 25 
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