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Lampiran 3. Pemeriksaan Sampel
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Lampiran 4. Hasil Pemeriksaan Sampel Balai Besar Veteriner (BBVet) Maros
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Hasil Pemeriksaan Laboratorium didapatkan endoparasit yang ditemukan antara lain :

Kode Infeksi Endoparasit
Sampel Uji Natif Uji Sedimentasi Uji Apung
1 Fasciola sp. Fasciola sp. -
2 Paramphistomum sp. - -
3 Eimeria sp. - -
4 i i -
5 - Paramphistomum sp. -
6 j j -
7 j i -
8 i i -
9 i i -
10 - - -
11 - - -
12 - - -
13 Oesphagostomum sp. - -
14 Paramphistomum sp. - Oesphagostomum sp.
15 Eimeria sp. - -
16 - - -
17 - Paramphistomum sp. -
18 - - Trichostrongylus sp.
19 Oesphagostomum sp - -
20 - - Cooperia sp.
21 - - -
22 Oesphagostomum sp. - -
23 - - -
24 - Paramphistomum sp.  Oesphagostomum sp.
25 Eimeria sp. Paramphistomum sp.  Oesphagostomum sp.
) Bunostomum sp.
) Paramphistomum sp. Trichostrongylus sp.
meria sp. - -
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Trichostrongylus sp.

31

Paramphistomum sp.

32

33

Paramphistomum sp.

34

Paramphistomum sp.

35

36

37

Paramphistomum sp.

38

Paramphistomum sp.

39

40

Oesphagostomum sp

41

42

43

44

45

46

Paramphistomum sp.

47

48

Paramphistomum sp.

49

50

Jumlah

12
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Lampiram 5. Kuesioner Penelitian

KUESIONER PENELITIAN
1.

Jenis Kelamin

a. Jantan

b. Betina

Sistem Pemeliharaan
a. Intensif

b. Ekstensif

c. Semi intensif
Umur

a. Pedet (> 1 tahun)

b. Muda (1 - 1,5 tahun)

c. Dewasa (> 2 tahun)
Pakan

a. Hijauan

b. Konsentrat

c. Hijauan dan Konsentrat
Jenis Kandang

a. Lantai dari tanah

b. Lantai dari beton

c. Lantai dari papan/kayu
Kondisi kandang

a. Bersih

b. Kotor

Dipelihara dengan ternak lain
a. Ya

b. Tidak

Pemberian obat cacing

a. Pernah

b. Tidak pernah
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Lampiran 6. Hasil uji analisis chi-square

1. Sistem Pemeliharaan

S_Pel * Kasus Crosstabulation

Kasus
Positif Negatif Total

S_Pel Intensif Count 9 16 25
Expected Count 13.0 12.0 25.0

% within S_Pel 36.0% 64.0% 100.0%

Ekstensif ~ Count 17 8 25

Expected Count 13.0 12.0 25.0

% within S_Pel 68.0% 32.0% 100.0%

Total Count 26 24 50
Expected Count 26.0 24.0 50.0

% within S_Pel 52.0% 48.0% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic

33

Significance = Exact Sig. Exact Sig.

Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 5.128° 1 .024
Continuity Correction® 3.926 1 .048
Likelihood Ratio 5.220 1 .022
Fisher's Exact Test .046 .023
Linear-by-Linear Association 5.026 1 .025
N of Valid Cases 50

a. 0 cells (0.0%) have expected count less than 5.

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table
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Mantel-Haenszel Common Odds Ratio Estimate

Estimate
In(Estimate)
Standard Error of In(Estimate)

Asymptotic Significance (2-sided)

Asymptotic 95% Confidence Common Odds Ratio

Interval

In(Common Odds Ratio)

Lower Bound

Upper Bound

Lower Bound

Upper Bound

.265
-1.329
.598
.026
.082
.854
-2.501
- 157

The Mantel-Haenszel common odds ratio estimate is asymptotically normally distributed

under the common odds ratio of 1.000 assumption. So is the natural log of the estimate.

2. Jenis Kelamin

JK * Kasus Crosstabulation

Kasus
Positif Negatif Total

JK Jantan  Count 15 14 29
Expected Count 15.1 13.9 29.0

% within JK 51.7% 48.3% 100.0%

Betina Count 11 10 21
Expected Count 10.9 10.1 21.0

% within JK 52.4% 47.6% 100.0%

Total Count 26 24 50
Expected Count 26.0 24.0 50.0

% within JK 52.0% 48.0% 100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic
Significance (2- Exact Sig. Exact Sig.

Value df sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square .0022 1 .963
Continuity Correction® .000 1 1.000
Likelihood Ratio .002 1 .963
Fisher's Exact Test 1.000 .595
Linear-by-Linear Association .002 1 .964
N of Valid Cases 50

a. 0 cells (0.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 10.08.

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

Mantel-Haenszel Common Odds Ratio Estimate

Estimate 974
In(Estimate) -.026
Standard Error of In(Estimate) 574
Asymptotic Significance (2-sided) .963
Asymptotic 95% Confidence Common Odds Ratio Lower Bound .316
Interval Upper Bound 2.998
In(Common Odds Ratio) Lower Bound -1.151

Upper Bound 1.098

The Mantel-Haenszel common odds ratio estimate is asymptotically normally distributed

under the common odds ratio of 1.000 assumption. So is the natural log of the estimate.

3. Umur
Umur * Kasus Crosstabulation
Kasus
Positif Negatif Total

Umur  Pedet Count 4 2 6
| sl zxpected Count 3.1 29 6.0
% within Umur 66.7% 33.3% 100.0%

Sount 6 9 15

=xpected Count 7.8 7.2 15.0

Optimized using b within Umur 40.0% 60.0% 100.0%
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Dewasa Count 16
Expected Count 15.1

% within Umur 55.2%

Total Count 26
Expected Count 26.0

% within Umur 52.0%

13 29
13.9 29.0
44.8% 100.0%
24 50
24.0 50.0

48.0% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic
Significance (2-
Value df sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 1.499° 2 473
Likelihood Ratio 1.515 2 469
Linear-by-Linear Association .000 1 .987
N of Valid Cases 50

a. 2 cells (33.3%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum

expected count is 2.88.

Mantel-Haenszel Common Odds Ratio Estimate

Estimate

In(Estimate)

Standard Error of In(Estimate)

Asymptotic Significance (2-sided)

Asymptotic 95% Confidence Common Odds Ratio
Interval

In(Common Odds Ratio)

Lower Bound
Upper Bound
Lower Bound

Upper Bound

3.000
1.099
1.014
.279
411
21.881
-.888
3.086

The Mantel-Haenszel common odds ratio estimate is asymptotically normally distributed

under the common odds ratio of 1.000 assumption. So is the natural log of the estimate.
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4. Pakan
Pakan * Kasus Crosstabulation
Kasus
Positif Negatif Total
Pakan Hijauan Count 20 9 29
Expected Count 15.1 13.9 29.0
% within Pakan 69.0% 31.0% 100.0%
Hijauan dan Konsentrat Count 6 15 21
Expected Count 10.9 10.1 21.0
% within Pakan 28.6% 71.4% 100.0%
Total Count 26 24 50
Expected Count 26.0 24.0 50.0
% within Pakan 52.0% 48.0% 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance  Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 7.962° 1 .005
Continuity Correction® 6.426 1 .011
Likelihood Ratio 8.184 1 .004
Fisher's Exact Test .009 .005
Linear-by-Linear Association 7.803 1 .005
N of Valid Cases 50

a. 0 cells (0.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 10.08.

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

Mantel-Haenszel Common Odds Ratio Estimate

5.556

1.715

itimate) .628

e (2-sided) .006
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Interval Upper Bound 19.025
In(Common Odds Ratio) Lower Bound 484
Upper Bound 2.946

The Mantel-Haenszel common odds ratio estimate is asymptotically normally distributed

under the common odds ratio of 1.000 assumption. So is the natural log of the estimate.

5. Jenis Kandang (Intensif)

J_Kan * Kasus Crosstabulation

Kasus
Positif Negatif Total
J_Kan Lantai dari beton Count 9 16 25
Expected Count 9.0 16.0 25.0
% within J_Kan 36.0% 64.0% 100.0%
Total Count 9 16 25
Expected Count 9.0 16.0 25.0
% within J_Kan 36.0% 64.0% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests

Value

Pearson Chi-Square
N of Valid Cases 25

a. No statistics are computed

because J Kan is a constant.

Risk Estimate

Value

Odds Ratio for J_Kan (Lantai 2
dari beton /.)

a. No statistics are computed because

miliki jenis kandang yang terbuat dari lantai beton.
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6. Kondisi Kandang (Intensif)

K_Kan * Kasus Crosstabulation

Kasus
Positif Negatif Total

K_Kan Bersih Count 6 15 21
Expected Count 7.6 13.4 21.0

% within K_Kan 28.6% 71.4% 100.0%

Kotor Count 3 1 4

Expected Count 1.4 2.6 4.0

% within K_Kan 75.0% 25.0% 100.0%

Total Count 9 16 25
Expected Count 9.0 16.0 25.0

% within K_Kan 36.0% 64.0% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic
Significance (2- Exact Sig. Exact Sig.

Value df sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 3.144° 1 .076
Continuity Correction® 1.451 1 228
Likelihood Ratio 3.045 1 .081
Fisher's Exact Test 116 116
Linear-by-Linear Association 3.018 1 .082
N of Valid Cases 25

a. 2 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 1.44.

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

Mantel-Haenszel Common Odds Ratio Estimate

133

-2.015

itimate) 1.252

e (2-sided) 107

lence Common Odds Ratio Lower Bound .011
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In(Common Odds Ratio) Lower Bound -4.468
Upper Bound 438

The Mantel-Haenszel common odds ratio estimate is asymptotically normally distributed

under the common odds ratio of 1.000 assumption. So is the natural log of the estimate.

7. Dipelihara dengan Ternak Lain

Di_Ternak * Kasus Crosstabulation

Kasus
Positif Negatif Total
Di_Ternak Tidak Count 26 24 50
Expected Count 26.0 24.0 50.0
% within Di_Ternak 52.0% 48.0% 100.0%
Total Count 26 24 50
Expected Count 26.0 24.0 50.0
% within Di_Ternak 52.0% 48.0% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests

Value

Pearson Chi-Square
N of Valid Cases 50

a. No statistics are computed

because Di_Ternak is a constant.

Risk Estimate
Value
Odds Ratio for Di_Ternak 2
(Tidak / .)

a. No statistics are computed because

Di_Ternak is a constant.

Note: Konstan karena semua kasus tidak dipelihara dengan ternak lain (tidak ada

Ibat Cacing

at Cacing * Kasus Crosstabulation

Kasus Total
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Positif Negatif
Di_Ternak Pernah Count 26 24 50
Expected Count 26.0 24.0 50.0
% within Di_Ternak 52.0% 48.0% 100.0%
Total Count 26 24 50
Expected Count 26.0 24.0 50.0
% within Di_Ternak 52.0% 48.0% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests

Value

Pearson Chi-Square @

N of Valid Cases 50

a. No statistics are computed

because obat cacing is a constant.

Risk Estimate

Value

Odds Ratio for obat cacing
(pernah/ .)

a. No statistics are computed because

obat cacing is a constant.

Note: Konstan karena semua kasus pernah diberi obat cacing (tidak ada

pembanding)
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