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LAMPIRAN 

Lampiran 1. Skema Kerja Penelitian 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Analisis data secara statistik 
menggunakan GraphPad 

Prism® 9 

Analisis ekspresi gen 
sod1 dan sod2 

Penyiapan sampel RNA 

Keluarkan larva 
dari vial 

4.375 
ppm 

3.125 
ppm 

1.875 
ppm 

Kontrol 
Pelarut 

Kontrol 
Negatif 

Larva Drosophila melanogaster 
Oregon R (10 ekor) 

Kloramfenikol 

Paparan 2 hari 
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Lampiran 2. Perhitungan 

Pembuatan larutan kloramfenikol 50.000 ppm 

50.000 ppm = 5 mg/mL 

Dibuat dalam 10 mL 

50.000 ppm = 50 mg/mL×10 mL 

Kloramfenikol = 500 mg 

 

Pembuatan pakan Drosophila yang mengandung kloramfenikol  

Konsentrasi 1.875 ppm 

N1×V1  = N2×V2 

50.000×V1 = 1.875×5 mL 

V1  = 187,5 µL (dari larutan kloramfenikol 50.000 ppm, ad 5 ml pakan) 

Konsentrasi 3.125 ppm 

N1×V1  = N2×V2 

50.000×V1 = 3.125×5 mL 

V1  = 312,5 µL (dari larutan kloramfenikol 50.000 ppm, ad 5 ml pakan) 

Konsentrasi 4.375 ppm 

N1×V1  = N2×V2 

50.000×V1 = 4.375×5 mL 

V1  = 437,5 µL (dari larutan kloramfenikol 50.000 ppm, ad 5 ml pakan) 
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Lampiran 3. Data Statistik 

Tabel 2. Hasil One-Way ANOVA ekspresi gen sod1 

ANOVA summary Value 

F 46,58 
P value 0,0004 
P value summery *** 
Significant diff. among means (P < 0.05)? Yes 
R square 0,9739 

 
Tabel 3. Hasil uji lanjutan Dunnett ekspresi gen sod1 

Dunnett's Multiple 
Comparisons Test 

Mean Diff. Summary Adjusted P Value 

KP vs. KS -0,09500 ns 0,9963 
KP vs. 1875 4,285 *** 0,0003 
KP vs. 3125 2,040 ** 0,0084 
KP vs. 4375 2,180 ** 0,0063 

 
Tabel 4. Hasil uji lanjutan Tukey ekspresi gen sod1 

Tukey's multiple 
comparisons test 

Mean Diff. Summary Adjusted P Value 

KS vs. KP 0,09500 ns 0,9988 
KS vs. 1875 4,380 *** 0,0004 
KS vs. 3125 2,135 * 0,0122 
KS vs. 4375 2,275 ** 0,0093 
KP vs. 1875 4,285 *** 0,0005 
KP vs. 3125 2,040 * 0,0148 
KP vs. 4375 2,180 * 0,0112 
1875 vs. 3125 -2,245 ** 0,0098 
1875 vs. 4375 -2,105 * 0,0130 
3125 vs. 4375 0,1400 ns 0,9945 

 
Tabel 5. Hasil One-Way ANOVA ekspresi gen sod2 

ANOVA summary Value 

F 87,11 
P value <0,0001 
P value summery **** 
Significant diff. among means (P < 0.05)? Yes 
R square 0,9859 

 
Tabel 6. Hasil uji lanjutan Dunnett ekspresi gen sod2 

Dunnett's Multiple 
Comparisons Test 

Mean Diff. Summary Adjusted P Value 

KP vs. KS 0,2800 ns 0,4469 
KP vs. 1875 2,720 *** 0,0001 
KP vs. 3125 2,335 *** 0,0002 
KP vs. 4375 1,810 *** 0,0006 
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Tabel 7. Hasil uji lanjutan Tukey ekspresi gen sod2 

Tukey's multiple 
comparisons test 

Mean Diff. Summary Adjusted P Value 

KS vs. KP -0,2800 ns 0,5979 
KS vs. 1875 2,440 *** 0,0002 
KS vs. 3125 2,055 *** 0,0006 
KS vs. 4375 1,530 ** 0,0023 
KP vs. 1875 2,720 *** 0,0001 
KP vs. 3125 2,335 *** 0,0003 
KP vs. 4375 1,810 ** 0,0010 
1875 vs. 3125 -0,3850 ns 0,3524 
1875 vs. 4375 -0,9100 * 0,0227 
3125 vs. 4375 -0,5250 ns 0,1614 
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Lampiran 4. Dokumentasi Penelitian 

 
Gambar 5. Pembuatan pakan 

 

 
Gambar 6. Pembuatan stok 

kloramfenikol 

 
Gambar 7. Pembuatan pakan perlakuan 

 

 
Gambar 8. Paparan kloramfenikol 

 

 
Gambar 9. Collecting larva 

 

 
Gambar 10. Peparasi isolasi RNA 

 

 
Gambar 11. Isolasi RNA 

 
Gambar 12. Running Real Time PCR 

 


