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LAMPIRAN 

Lampiran 1. Hasil analisis ragam Total Hemosit Count setelah pemberian 

perlakuan 

ANOVA 

THC 

 Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Between Groups 71.772 2 35.886 12.025 .008 

Within Groups 17.906 6 2.984   

Total 89.678 8    

 

Lampiran 2. Hasil analisis ragam Total Hemosit Count setelah uji tantang Vibrio 

parahaemolyticus 

ANOVA 

THC 

 Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Between Groups 
84.216 2 42.108 24.035 .001 

Within Groups 10.512 6 1.752   

Total 94.727 8    

 

Lampiran 3. Hasil uji lanjut Tuckey Total Hemosit Count setelah pemberian 

perlakuan 

Multiple Comparisons 

thc 

Tukey HSD 

     

(I) 

perlaku

an 

(J) 

perlaku

an 

Mean Difference 

(I-J) Std. Error Sig. 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Bound Upper Bound 

1 2 2.11000 1.41050 .357 -2.2178 6.4378 

3 -4.65000* 1.41050 .038 -8.9778 -.3222 

2 1 -2.11000 1.41050 .357 -6.4378 2.2178 

3 -6.76000* 1.41050 .007 -11.0878 -2.4322 

3 1 4.65000* 1.41050 .038 .3222 8.9778 

2 6.76000* 1.41050 .007 2.4322 11.0878 

*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.  
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Lampiran 4. Hasil uji lanjut Tuckey Total Hemosit Count setelah uji tantang Vibrio 

parahaemolyticus 

Multiple Comparisons 

thc 

Tukey HSD 

     

(I) 

perlaku

an 

(J) 

perlaku

an 

Mean Difference 

(I-J) Std. Error Sig. 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Bound Upper Bound 

1 2 2.90000 1.08072 .081 -.4160 6.2160 

3 -4.53333* 1.08072 .014 -7.8493 -1.2174 

2 1 -2.90000 1.08072 .081 -6.2160 .4160 

3 -7.43333* 1.08072 .001 -10.7493 -4.1174 

3 1 4.53333* 1.08072 .014 1.2174 7.8493 

2 7.43333* 1.08072 .001 4.1174 10.7493 

*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.  

 

Lampiran 5. Hasil analisis ragam Differensial Hemosit Count masing-masing sel 

hemosit setelah pemberian perlakuan 

 

ANOVA 

  Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

granular Between Groups 6.660 2 3.330 .802 .491 

Within Groups 24.900 6 4.150   

Total 31.560 8    

semigranular Between Groups 10.896 2 5.448 .379 .700 

Within Groups 86.233 6 14.372   

Total 97.129 8    

hialin Between Groups 23.483 2 11.742 2.276 .198 

Within Groups 25.792 5 5.158   

Total 49.275 7    
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Lampiran 6. Hasil analisis ragam Differensial Hemosit Count masing-masing sel 

hemosit setelah uji tantang Vibrio parahaemolyticus 

 

ANOVA 

  Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

granular Between Groups 10.007 2 5.003 1.783 .247 

Within Groups 16.833 6 2.806   

Total 26.840 8    

semigranular Between Groups 2.747 2 1.373 .150 .864 

Within Groups 54.913 6 9.152   

Total 57.660 8    

hialin Between Groups 6.047 2 3.023 .552 .603 

Within Groups 32.873 6 5.479   

Total 38.920 8    

 

 

 

 

Lampiran 7. Hasil analisis ragam Aktifitas Fagositosis setelah pemberian 

perlakuan 

ANOVA 

aktivitasfagositosis     

 Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Between Groups 150.222 2 75.111 35.579 .000 

Within Groups 12.667 6 2.111   

Total 162.889 8    
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Lampiran 8. Hasil uji lanjut Tuckey Aktifitas Fagositosis setelah pemberian 

perlakuan 

 

 

Multiple Comparisons 

aktivitasfagositosis 

Tukey HSD 

    

(I) 

perlaku

an 

(J) 

perlaku

an 

Mean Difference 

(I-J) Std. Error Sig. 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Bound Upper Bound 

1 2 -4.66667* 1.18634 .018 -8.3067 -1.0266 

3 -10.00000* 1.18634 .000 -13.6400 -6.3600 

2 1 4.66667* 1.18634 .018 1.0266 8.3067 

3 -5.33333* 1.18634 .010 -8.9734 -1.6933 

3 1 10.00000* 1.18634 .000 6.3600 13.6400 

2 5.33333* 1.18634 .010 1.6933 8.9734 

*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.  

 

 

 

Lampiran 9. Hasil analisis ragam Aktifitas Fagositosis setelah uji tantang Vibrio 

parahaemolyticus 

 

 

ANOVA 

aktivitasfagositosis     

 Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Between Groups 372.667 2 186.333 20.205 .002 

Within Groups 55.333 6 9.222   

Total 428.000 8    
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Lampiran 10. Hasil uji lanjut Tuckey Aktifitas Fagositosis setelah uji tantang Vibrio 

parahaemolyticus 

Multiple Comparisons 

aktivitasfagositosis 

Tukey HSD 

    

(I) 

perlaku

an 

(J) 

perlaku

an 

Mean Difference 

(I-J) Std. Error Sig. 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Bound Upper Bound 

1 2 -9.33333* 2.47955 .022 -16.9413 -1.7254 

3 -15.66667* 2.47955 .002 -23.2746 -8.0587 

2 1 9.33333* 2.47955 .022 1.7254 16.9413 

3 -6.33333 2.47955 .095 -13.9413 1.2746 

3 1 15.66667* 2.47955 .002 8.0587 23.2746 

2 6.33333 2.47955 .095 -1.2746 13.9413 

*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.  

 

Lampiran 11. Hasil analisis ragam Aktifitas Lisozim setelah uji tantang Vibrio 

parahaemolyticus 

 

ANOVA 

aktivitaslisozim      

 Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Between Groups 540.444 2 270.222 1.012 .418 

Within Groups 1602.631 6 267.105   

Total 2143.075 8    

 

 

Lampiran 12. Hasil analisis ragam Sintasan udang vaname 

 

ANOVA 

sintasan      

 Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Between Groups 622.222 2 311.111 1.400 .317 

Within Groups 1333.333 6 222.222   

Total 1955.556 8    
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Lampiran 13. Hasil analisis ragam Total Mikroflora Usus setelah perlakuan 

ANOVA 

totalbakteri      

 Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Between Groups 234.167 2 117.083 33.774 .001 

Within Groups 17.333 5 3.467   

Total 251.500 7    

 

 

Lampiran 14. Hasil uji lanjut Tuckey Total Mikroflora Usus setelah perlakuan 

 

Multiple Comparisons 

totalbakteri 

Tukey HSD 

     

(I) 

perlaku

an 

(J) 

perlaku

an 

Mean Difference 

(I-J) Std. Error Sig. 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Bound Upper Bound 

1 2 -2.00000 1.52023 .447 -6.9467 2.9467 

3 -13.33333* 1.69967 .001 -18.8639 -7.8027 

2 1 2.00000 1.52023 .447 -2.9467 6.9467 

3 -11.33333* 1.69967 .003 -16.8639 -5.8027 

3 1 13.33333* 1.69967 .001 7.8027 18.8639 

2 11.33333* 1.69967 .003 5.8027 16.8639 

*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.  

 

 

Lampiran 15. Hasil analisis ragam Total Vibrio setelah uji tantang  

ANOVA 

totalbakterivibrio      

 Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Between Groups 224.667 2 112.333 17.136 .003 

Within Groups 39.333 6 6.556   

Total 264.000 8    
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Lampiran 16. Hasil uji lanjut Tuckey Total Vibrio setelah uji tantang  

Multiple Comparisons 

totalbakterivibrio 

Tukey HSD 

    

(I) 

perlaku

an 

(J) 

perlaku

an 

Mean Difference 

(I-J) Std. Error Sig. 

95% Confidence Interval 

Lower Bound Upper Bound 

1 2 -11.33333* 2.09054 .004 -17.7477 -4.9190 

3 -9.66667* 2.09054 .009 -16.0810 -3.2523 

2 1 11.33333* 2.09054 .004 4.9190 17.7477 

3 1.66667 2.09054 .718 -4.7477 8.0810 

3 1 9.66667* 2.09054 .009 3.2523 16.0810 

2 -1.66667 2.09054 .718 -8.0810 4.7477 

*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.  

 

Lampiran 17. Dokumentasi Penelitian 

 

                                
 

Gambar. Dokumentasi  Udang  Vaname  dan Penimbangan Udang Vaname yang akan 

Diisolasi 
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Gambar. Proses Pembedahan dan Isolasi Usus Udang Vaname 

 

  

   
 

Gambar. Pengamatan Uji Daya Hambat 

 

                       
 

Gambar. Pengamatan Uji Fermentasi Gula dan Uji Katalase 
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Gambar. Hasil Sentrifugasi Bakteri Asam Laktat 

 

 

         
 

Gambar. Pengeringan Pakan Setelah Pencampuran Bakteri Asam Laktat 

 

       
 

Gambar. Tata Letak Wadah Pemeliharaan Udang  Vaname 
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Gambar. Penyuntikan Bakteri Vibrio pada Udang Uji (Udang  Vaname) 

 

 

   
 

Gambar. Pengamatan Parameter Respon Imun pada Udang Vaname 

 

 

 


