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Lampiran 2. Linearitas Kurva Standar Pengukuran AMB berbagai
Media Pengukuran
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Lampiran 3. Analisis Phase Solubility pada berbagai konesntrasi
larutan B-Siklodekstrin

Tabel 6. Analisis phase solubility (mean + SD, n = 3)

Konsentrasi  Absorbansi FP Kons (mg/mL) Rata-rata (mg) SD Mol miliMol  Rata -rata (mg) SD

0.469 200 4.8595 5E-06 0.0053

omM 0.469 200 4.8595 4.8595 0 5E-06 0.0053 0.00526 2.125E-18
0.469 200 4.8595 5E-06 0.0053
0.578 200 5.9891 6E-06 0.0065

0,5mM 0.579 200 5.9994 5.9994 0.010363 6E-06 0.0065 0.00649 1.121E-05
0.58 200 6.0098 7E-06 0.0065
0.668 200 6.9217 7E-06 0.0075

1mMm 0.669 200 6.9321 6.9252 0.005983 8E-06 0.0075 0.00749 6.475E-06
0.668 200 6.9217 7E-06 0.0075
0.786 200 8.1445 9E-06 0.0088

1,5mM 0.787 200 8.1549 8.1480 0.005983 9E-06 0.0088 0.00882 6.475E-06
0.786 200 8.1445 9E-06 0.0088
0.892 200 9.2430 1E-05 0.0100

2mM 0.892 200 9.2430 9.2395 0.005983 1E-05 0.0100 0.01000 6.475E-06
0.891 200 9.2326 1E-05 0.0100
1.042 200 10.7974 1E-05 0.0117

4 mM 1.041 200 10.7870 10.8112 0.033311 1E-05 0.0117 0.01170 3.605E-05
1.047 200 10.8492 1E-05 0.0117
1.135 200 11.7611 1E-05 0.0127

6 mM 1.135 200 11.7611 11.7507 0.017949 1E-05 0.0127 0.01272 1.942E-05
1.132 200 11.7300 1E-05 0.0127
1.212 200 12.5590 1E-05 0.0136

8 mM 1.211 200 12.5487 12.5452 0.015829 1E-05 0.0136 0.01358 1.713E-05
1.209 200 12.5279 1.36E-05 0.0136
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Lampiran 4. Analisis Saturation solubility dengan berbagai
konsentrasi B-Siklodekstrin
Tabel 7.Analisis saturation solubility (mean £ SD, n = 3)
Formula Replikasi Abs FP Kons (mg/ml) rata-rata (mg) SD
1 0.521 100 9.3776
AMB Murni 2 0.522 100 9.3963 9.38 0.01869
3 0.52 100 9.3589
1 0.543 180 17.6198
F1 2 0.542 180 17.5862 17.62 0.03364
3 0.544 180 17.6535
1 0.684 180 22.3637
F2 2 0.682 180 22.2964 22.35 0.05139
3 0.685 180 22.3974
1 0.702 180 22.9693
F3 2 0.701 180 22.9357 22.98 0.05139
3 0.704 180 23.0366
1 0.724 180 23.7095
F4 2 0.725 180 23.7432 23.75 0.05139
3 0.727 180 23.8105
1 0.632 200 22.9047
F5 2 0.633 200 22.9421 22.93 0.02158
3 0.633 200 22.9421
1 0.508 250 22.8364
F6 2 0.508 250 22.8364 22.85 0.02698
3 0.509 250 22.8832
1 0.506 250 22.7430
F7 2 0.505 250 22.6963 22.70 0.04673
3 0.504 250 22.6495
1 0.504 250 22.6495
F8 2 0.506 250 22.7430 22.71 0.05396
3 0.506 250 22.7430
1 0.516 250 23.2103
F9 2 0.517 250 23.2570 23.21 0.04673
3 0.515 250 23.1636
1 0.493 250 22.1355
F10 2 0.493 250 22.1355 22.10 0.05396
3 0.491 250 22.0421
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Lampiran 5. Uji Kekuatan Mekanik Formula DMN setelah Aplikasi pada

Lapisan Parafilm

Tabel 8. Uji Kekuatan Mekanik Formula DMN (mean + SD, n = 3)

Sebelum Sesudah Rata-Rata (%
Formula ; SD
Repl Rep2 Rep3 Repl Rep2 Rep3 reduction)
F1 704,12 701,22 698,56 630,41 635,66 631,18 9,8211 0,5798
F2 694,23 694,34 696,12 623,11 629,76 629,72 9,6946 0,4907
F3 699,76 703,34 698,37 642,8 640,12 642,55 8,3738 0,5374
F4 711,28 713,88 708,77 643,45 644,12 640,14 9,6638 0,1190
F5 704,24 700,12 704,82 635,12 632,33 638,52 9,6347 0,2083

Contoh perhitungan persentase penurunan tinggi needle

Y . Tinggi sebelum kompresi—tinggi setelah kompresi
%reduksi tinggi needle = 99 p g9 p

Tinggi sebelum kompresi
_ 704,12-630,41
630,41

=9,82%

x 100%

Tabel 9. Uji Kekuatan Penetrasi di lapisan Parafilm (mean + SD, n = 3)

x 100%

Jumlah Lubang yang
Lapisan terbentuk

% Penetrasi

F1L F2 F3 F4 F5 F1 F2 F3 F4 F5
1 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
2 79 82 100 98 98 79 82 100 98 98
3 39 57 92 82 73 39 57 92 82 73
4 12 22 58 51 45 12 22 58 51 45
5 0 0 23 20 16 0 0 23 20 16

6dst 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Contoh perhitungan persentasi penetrasi lapisan ke-n

Diketahui :
Jumlah lubang F3 pada lapisan ke-4 : 58
Jumlah lubang total : 100

Persamaan yang diunakan

.. . lah lubang pada lapisan ke—n
%reduksi tinggi needle = 242 1009
oreduksi t 99 cedle Jumlah lubang total x 100%

=28 100
100

=58



Lampiran 6. Uji Drug Cintent Recovery

a. Hasil Penentuan Densitas

Tabel 10. Hasil Penentuan Densitas (mean + SD, n = 3)

48

Ukuran Balok DMN (mm) Volume  Berat Densitas (mg/mm)
Formula Panjang  Lebar Tinggi  (Mm) (mg) Densitas  Rata-rata  SD
F1 10 10 54 540 509 1.06 1.07 0.01
10 10 5.46 546 510 1.07
10 10 5.44 544 509 1.07
F2 10 10 5.54 554 521 1.06 1.05 0.01
10 10 5.6 560 537 1.04
10 10 5.55 555 526 1.06
F3 10 10 5.35 535 503 1.06 1.07 0.00
10 10 5.38 538 502 1.07
10 10 5.43 543 508 1.07
F4 10 10 5.19 519 498 1.04 1.04 0.01
10 10 5.2 520 504 1.03
10 10 5.19 519 496 1.05
F5 10 10 4.88 488 466 1.05 1.06 0.02
10 10 4.78 478 457 1.05
10 10 4.87 487 451 1.08
Contoh perhitungan volume
Diketahui
Panjang F3 =10
Lebar F3 =10
Tinggi F3 =5,35
Persamaan yang digunakan :
Volume = Panjang x lebar x tinggi
Sehingga
Volume =10 mm X 10 mm x 5,35 mm
=535 mm?
Contoh perhitungan densitas
Diketahui :
Volume F3 =535 mm?3
Bobot F3 =503 mg
Rumus yang digunakan :
_ bobot
P - volume
Sehingga
P =2

535
=1,06
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b. Hasil Penentuan LOD dan Persentase Jumlah Kompleks Inklusi
dalam Massa Kering

Tabel 11. Hasil Penentuan LOD dan Jumlah AMB pada Mssa Kering (mean + SD, n = 3)

LOD (%) Jumlah

AMB

Formula B.Basah (mg) B. Kering dalam

(mg) LOD (%) Rata-rata  SD massa

kering

(%)
509 295 42.04

1 509 295 42.04 41.85 0.34 34.39
509 298 41.45
504 308 38.89

2 505 309 38.81 38.90 0.10 32.74
505 308 39.01
514 361 29.77

3 515 361 29.90 29.79 0.10 28.49
515 362 29.71
511 380 25.64

4 511 379 25.83 25.86 0.24 26.98
513 379 26.12
510 383 24.90

5 510 384 24.71 24.17 1.11 26.37
511 394 22.90

Contoh perhitungan LOD

Diketahui:

Bobot Basah F3
Bobot Kering F3

Persamaan yang digunakan:
— bobot basah—bobot kering x 100%

bobot basah

% LOD
Sehingga

Contoh perhitungan persentase jumlah Kompleks Inklusi-AMB dalam

massa kering
Diketahui:

=514
=361

_ 514-361

514

x100%

=29,79 %

Bobot KI-AMB awal

LOD

=20%

=29,79%

Persamaan yang digunakan:

%KIAMB
Sehingga
%KIAMB

_ bobot AMB

7 100-29,79%

x100%

100—-LOD

20

x100%

= 28,49%
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c. Hasil Penentuan Volume, Bobot Jarum (needle), dan Bobot KI AMB

Tabel 12. Hasil Penentuan Volume dan Bobot jarum (needle) (mean £+ SD, n = 3)

Formula Bobot needle kering (mg) Raﬁig?ta
F1 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00
F2 0.99 0.97 0.98 0.98
F3 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00
F4 0.97 0.96 0.98 0.97
F5 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98

Tabel 13.Hasil Penentuan Bobot Kompleks Inklusi-AMB (mean = SD, n = 3)

Formula Jumlah Kl Rata SD

(mg)
0.34

F1 0.34 0.34 0.00165
0.34
0.32

F2 0.32 0.32 0.00315
0.32
0.28

F3 0.28 0.28 0.00109
0.28
0.26

F4 0.26 0.26 0.00190
0.26
0.26

F5 0.26 0.26 0.00018
0.26

Contoh perhitungan penentuan volume, bobot jarum (needle), dan bobot
amfoterisin B

Diketahui:
Vol satu needle =0,00934 mm?
Vol 100 needle =0,00934 x 100 = 0,943 mm?
Bobot 100 needle = Vol 100 needle x densitas F3
=0,943 mm®x 1,06
=0,9995 mg

Jumlah KI AMB dalam massa kering formula 3 (F3)
=% Kl AMB bobot 100 needle
=28,49 % x 0,99
=0,28 mg



d. Hasil Penentuan Kandungan Obat
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Tabel 14.Hasil Penentuan Jumlah Kompleks INklusi-AMB dalam Jarum (needle) (mean

+SD,n=23)
_ Bobot Jumlah Rata-
Formula Kl dalam massa kering Negdle KI AMB Rata SD
kering (mg)
34.51 0.99 0.34
F1 34.51 1.00 0.34 0.34 0.002
34.16 1.00 0.34
32.73 0.99 0.32
F2 32.69 0.97 0.32 0.32 0.003
32.79 0.98 0.32
28.48 0.99 0.28
F3 28.53 1.00 0.28 0.28 0.001
28.45 1.00 0.28
26.89 0.97 0.26
F4 26.97 0.96 0.26 0.26 0.002
27.07 0.98 0.26
26.63 0.98 0.26
F5 26.56 0.98 0.26 0.26 0.000
25.94 0.98 0.26
Tabel 15. Hasil Perhitungan AMB teoritis (mean = SD, n = 3)
Formula Jumlah AMB (mg) Rata-rata Jumlah AMB (ug) Rata-rata
0.106 106.40
1 0.107 0.11 107.37 106.63
0.106 106.11
0.101 101.14
F2 0.099 0.10 99.06 100.25
0.101 100.56
0.088 88.03
F3 0.089 0.09 88.87 88.43
0.088 88.39
0.081 81.46
F4 0.081 0.08 80.86 81.55
0.082 82.33
0.081 81.05
F5 0.081 0.08 80.84 80.25
0.079 78.85




Tabel 16. Hasil Perhitungan AMB dalam 100 jarum (needle) (mean = SD, n = 3)

Absorbansi Konsentrasi
2 3 1 2 3
F1 0.419 0.419 0413 21.155 21.155 20.845
F2 0.384 0.385 0.385  19.342 19.394 19.394
F3 0.349 0.349 0.348 17.528 17.528 17.477
F4 0.321 0.321 0.324 16.078 16.078 16.233
F5 0.312 0.315 0.314 15.611 15.767 15.715

Formula

Contoh perhitungan jumlah Kompleks inklusi MAB dalam needle

Diketahui :
KIAMB dalam massa kering F3 =28,48
Bobot needle kering F3 =0,99
Jumlah needle DMN =100

Rumus yang digunakan :

Jumlah KI AMB = Kljifri?amh :;S;;I;el;:g xBobot needle kering
Sehingga
Jumlah KI AMB = 2220,99
=0,28 mg
Contoh perhitungan amfoterisn b teoritis
Diketahui :
DL AMB dalam Kompleks inklusi =31,15%
Bobot KI AMB di jarum F3 rep 1 =0,28

Jumlah AMB dalam formula = bobot KI di needle x DL AMB
=0,28 x 31,15%
= 0,088 mg
Contoh perhitungan kandungan AMB dalam 100 needle
Diketahui :
Persamaan kurva baku di CVB =y=0,0107x + 0,0193
Abs F3 Rep 1 =0,349
Kons AMB teoritis = 0,088 mg

Persamaan yang digunakan



53

_ abs—0,0107
0,0193

Kons AMB

_ 0,349-0,0193
0,0107

17,528 pg/mL

Kons AMB

e. Hasil Recovery

Tabel 17. Hasil Penentuan Drug Content Recovery (mean + SD, n = 3)

Kandungan Kandungan % Recovery Rata-
Formula — SD
AMB (ug) dalam 5 ml Rep 1 Rep 2 Rep 3 rata
F1 106.625 21.32 99.20 99.20 97.75 98.72 0.84
F2 100.253 20.05 96.47 96.73 96.73 96.64 0.15
F3 88.394 17.68 99.20 99.20 98.91 99.10 0.17
F4 81.5468 16.31 98.64 98.64 99.59 98.95 0.55
F5 80.2375 16.05 97.33 98.30 97.97 97.87 0.49
Contoh perhitungan persen recovery
Diketahui :
Konsentrasi AMB F3 rep 1 =17,52
Kandungan AMB dalam 5 ml F3 =17,68
Persamaan yang digunakan
% Recovery =_KonsAMB__ \ 100%
Kandungan AMB
Sehingga
% Recovery =222, 100%

17,68

=99,20 %



Lampiran 7. Hasil Uji Hemolisis

Tabel 18. Hasil Uji Persen Hemolisis (mean + SD, n = 3)
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500

Formula 5ppm 50 ppm ppm Formula Hemolisis (%)
F1 0.051 0.041 0.103 F1 0.998 1.009 0.941
F2 0.046 0.059 0.063 F2 1.003 0.989 0.985
F3 0.048 0.051 0.059 F3 1.001 0.998 0.989
F4 0.051 0.044 0.041 F4 0.998 1.006 1.009
F5 0.058 0.068 0.066 F5 0.990 0.980 0.982
IC 0.068 0.078 0.086 IC 0.980 0.969 0.960
- 0.049
+ 0.970
Contoh perhitungan % Hemolisis
Diketahui :
Abs Kontrol Negatif =0,049
Abs Kontrol Positif =0,970
Abs 5 ppm F3 =0,048
Persamaan yang digunakan :
% hemolisis abs sampel—abs kontrol negatif X 100%
0

" abs kontrol positif—abs kontrol negatif

_ 0,048-0,049
0,970—0,049

=0,998 %

X 100%
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Lampiran 9. Data Statistik

a. Kelarutan Saturasi

Tests of Normality

Kolmogorov-Smirnoy? Shapiro-Wilk
Formula  Stafistic df Sig. Statistic df Sig.
Concentration  AMB ATE 3 1.000 3 1.000
F1 78 3 1.000 3 1.000
F2 214 3 887 3 780
F3 2649 3 8449 3 BET
F4 264 3 844 3 6T
F& k1 3 750 3 .0on
F& 385 3 750 3 .0on
F7 186 3 906 3 878
F8 385 3 750 3 .0on
Fg 78 3 1.000 3 1.000
F10 385 3 750 3 .0on
a. Lilliefors Significance Correction
Test of Homogeneity of Variances
Levene
Statistic dft ilf2 Sig.
Concentration  Based on Mean .8a0 10 22 A56
Based on Median 217 10 22 492
Based on Median and 217 10 12.857 8490
with adjusted df
Based on trimmed mean 820 10 22 B14
ANOVA
Concentration
Sum of
Sguares df Mean Square F Sia.
Between Groups 535867 10 53,887  28430.262 .0on
Within Groups 041 22 o2

Total 535909 32




b. Studi Pelepasan In Vitro

Tests of Normality

Kolmogaorov-Smirnov? Shapiro-Wilk
Formula Statistic df Sig. Statistic df Sig.
0.25 AME 314 3 893 3 363
P 282 3 823 3 463
ICAME 75 3 1.000 3 1.000
1 AMBE A75 3 1.000 3 1.000
P 253 3 964 3 637
ICAME 385 3 750 3 .00o
2 AME A75 3 1.000 3 1.000
P 218 3 887 3 T80
ICAME 314 3 893 3 363
3 AME 385 3 750 3 .0oo
P 385 3 750 3 .0oo
ICAME 218 3 887 3 780
4 AME 385 3 750 3 .00o
P 385 3 750 3 .0oo
ICAME 204 3 893 3 843
4 AME 385 3 750 3 .0oo
P 253 3 G964 3 637
ICAMB 218 3 887 3 780
i AME 385 3 750 3 .00o
P 253 3 964 3 637
ICAME 328 3 871 3 288
7 AME 385 3 750 3 .0oo
P 75 3 1.000 3 1.000
ICAME 328 3 871 3 288
8 AME A75 3 1.000 3 1.000
P A75 3 1.000 3 1.000
ICAME 343 3 842 3 220
18 AME 385 3 750 3 .0oo
P 385 3 750 3 .00o
ICAME 282 3 823 3 463
24 AME 385 3 750 3 .0oo
P 282 3 823 3 463
ICAME A75 3 1.000 3 1.000

a. Lilliefors Significance Correction



Test of Homogeneity of Variances
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Levene
Statistic df1 dfz2 Sig.
0.25 BEased on Mean 2.036 2 5] 211
Based on Median L3333 2 5] 729
Based on Median and L2333 2 4.028 T35
with adjusted df
Based on trimmed mean 1.824 2 5] 241
1 Based on Mean a0z 2 51 454
Eased on Median orT 2 5 927
Eased on Median and OF7 2 3.714 827
with adjusted df
Based ontrimmed mean .TE9 2 51 496
2 Eased on Mean 1.570 2 5 283
Based on Median 429 2 5 BTO0
Based on Median and 429 2 4.027 678
with adjusted df
Based on trimmed mean 1.461 2 5 304
3 Based on Mean 2.333 2 5 ]
Based an Median 1.083 2 5] 397
Based on Median and 1.083 2 4.364 415
with adjusted df
Based on trimmed mean 2.241 2 5] 188
4 Based aon Mean 3.484 2 5] .099
BEased on Median 2.400 2 5] N
Based on Median and 2.400 2 2632 L2585
with adjusted df
Based aon trimmed mean 3.421 2 5] 102
5 BEased on Mean 1.895 2 5] L2330
Based on Median 1.081 2 5] .394
Based on Median and 1.091 2 4102 417
with adjusted df
Based on trimmed mean 1.840 2 5] 238
(5] Based on Mean 3.185 2 5] 14
Eased on Median AG4 2 & 649
Eased on Median and A5G4 2 3.365 BE64
with adjusted df
Based on trimmed mean 2782 2 5] 140
¥ Eased on Mean 4. 560 2 & 062
Based on Median B15 2 5 AT
Based on Median and G158 2 2.952 .5498
with adjusted df
Eased on trimmed mean 3.975 2 & 080
8 Based on Mean T.111 2 5 026
Based an Median .B00 2 5] 492
Based on Median and 800 2 2188 549
with adjusted df
Based on trimmed mean 6.125 2 5 036
18 Based aon Mean 2.897 2 5] 132
Based on Median 412 2 5] 680
Based on Median and 412 2 4.412 BBE
with adjusted df
Based aon trimmed mean 2.509 2 5] 161
24 BEased on Mean 2.8897 2 5] 132
Based on Median Fra 2 5] 501
Based on Median and Tre 2 3176 Rach|
with adjusted df
Based on trimmed mean 2.681 2 5] 147




ANOVA

sum of
Squares if WMean Square F Sig.

0.25  Between Groups 123.005 2 61.503 1712.797 000
Within Groups 215 B 036
Total 123.221 8

1 Between Groups 170.183 2 B5.091 4614 684 .00
Within Groups A1 i 013
Total 170.293 8

2 Between Groups 433629 2 216.815 A195.435 oo
Within Groups 250 B 042
Total 433.880 ]

3 Eetween Groups 592,426 2 206.213  12717.542 000
Within Groups 140 i 023
Total 592,566 8

4 Between Groups §98.803 2 3459.402 8231.462 000
Within Groups 227 B 038
Total §99.030 8

5 Between Groups B20.778 2 410389 15661.815 .00
Within Groups A&7 i 026
Total 820.935 8

fi Between Groups 883.747 2 491.898  12068.024 oo
Within Groups 245 B NIEY
Total 884.041 ]

7 Eetween Groups 1253.584 2 §26.792  16986.132 000
Within Groups 21 i 037
Total 1253.806 8

B Between Groups 1346.004 2 673.002  11007.429 000
Within Groups 36T B 061
Total 1346.371 8

18 Between Groups 3785.520 2 1892760 84796477 .0oo
Within Groups 134 i 022
Total 3785.654 8

24 Between Groups 4288.621 2 2144311 129971.709 oo
Within Groups 084 B 016
Total 4288.720 8




c. Kemampuan Mekanik DMN

Tests of Normality

Kolmogorov-Smirmoy® Shapiro-Wilk
Formula  Statistic df 3ig. Statistic df Sig.
% High Reduction  F1 285 3 832 3 485
F2 291 3 624 3 468
F3 335 3 .Bag 3 262
Fd 231 3 e 3 T3
F& 258 3 960 3 B16
a. Lilliefors Significance Correction
Test of Homogeneity of Variances
Levene
Statistic dft df2 Sig.
% High Reduction  Based on Mean 2614 4 10 049
Based on Median 481 4 10 749
Based on Median and 481 4 6.343 750
with adjusted df
Based an frimmed mean 2342 4 10 125
ANOVA
% High Reduction
Sum of
Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 4,303 4 1.076 5827 011
Within Groups 1.846 10 185

Total 6.149 14




d. Drug Recovery Content

Tests of Normality
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Kolmogoroy-Smirmoy® Shapiro-Wilk

Formulg  Statistic df Sig. Statistic df Sig.
Drug Recovery  F1 385 3 750 3 000

F1 385 3 750 3 000

F1 385 3 750 3 000

F3 385 3 750 3 .0oo

F2 253 3 064 3 B37

a. Lilliefors Significance Correction
Test of Homogeneity of Variances
Levene
Statistic df1 df2 Sig.

Drug Recovery  Based on Mean 4383 4 10 026

Based on Median 370 4 10 825

Based on Median and 370 4 4,483 A2

with adjusted df

Based on trimmed mean 3626 4 10 045

ANOVA
Drug Recovery
Sum of
Squares df Mean Square F Sig.

Between Groups 1265249 4 3132 11.990 001
Within Groups 2612 10 2671

Total 15141 14




e. Surface pH

Tests of Normality
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Kolmogorov-Smirnoyv® Shapiro-Willk
Formulg ~ Statistic df Sig. Statistic df Sig.
Surface pH  F1 208 3 .64a2 3 826
F1 .83 3 824 3 A74
F1 217 3 .6as 3 7482
F2 187 3 6498 3 G815
F2 338 3 852 3 248
a. Lilliefors Significance Correction
Test of Homogeneity of Variances
Levene
Statistic dft df2 Sig.
Surface pH  Based on Mean 1.366 4 10 313
Based on Median 423 4 10 789
Based on Median and 423 4 5.484 788
with adjusted df
Based on trimmed mean 1.274 4 10 A
ANOVA
Surface pH
Sum of
Squares df Mean Sguare F Sig.
Between Groups 1498 4 048 2432 16
Within Groups 203 10 020
Total A0 14




f. Water Vapor Transmission Rate

Tests of Normality
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Kalmogarov-Smimoy? Shapira-Wilk

Formula  Statistic df 5ig. Statistic df Sig.
Water Vapour F1 361 3 807 3 132
Transmission Rate Fi 257 3 465 3 540

F1 288 3 15 3 435

F2 21 3 986 3 T72

F2 264 3 954 3 5By

a. Lilliefors Significance Correction
Test of Homogeneity of Variances
Levene
Statistic ift if2 Sig.

Water Vapour Based on Mean 372 4 10 824
Transmissian Rate Based on Median 128 4 10 969

Based on Median and 128 4 8.074 068

with adjusted df

Based on timmed mean 347 4 10 840

ANOVA

WaterVapour Transmission Rate

Sum of

Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 02z 4 006 255845 104
Within Groups 022 10 .00z
Total 044 14




