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27

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Laki-laki 20 33.9 33.9 33.9
Perempuan 39 66.1 66.1 100.0
Total 59 100.0 100.0
Hipertensi
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Ya 38 64.4 64.4 64.4
Tidak 21 35.6 35.6 100.0
Total 59 100.0 100.0
Diabetes Melitus
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Ya 3 5.1 5.1 5.1
Tidak 56 94.9 94.9 100.0
Total 59 100.0 100.0
Status Merokok
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Ya 9 15.3 15.3 15.3
Tidak 50 84.7 84.7 100.0
Total 59 100.0 100.0
Dislipidemia
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Ya 15 254 254 254
Tidak 44 74.6 74.6 100.0
Total 59 100.0 100.0

ACS
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Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Ya 17 28.8 28.8 28.8
Tidak 42 71.2 71.2 100.0
Total 59 100.0 100.0
Gagal Jantung
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Ya 12 20.3 20.3 20.3
Tidak 47 79.7 79.7 100.0
Total 59 100.0 100.0
Diagnosis
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid TAVB 34 57.6 57.6 57.6
SND 25 424 424 100.0
Total 59 100.0 100.0
Statistics
usia
N Valid 59
Missing 0
Mean 65.8814
Median 68.0000
Mode 66.00
Std. Deviation 11.67680
Variance 136.348
Range 71.00
Minimum 19.00
Maximum 90.00
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance  Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi- .0952 1 .758
Square
Continuity .001 1 .981
Correction®
Likelihood Ratio .095 1 .758
Fisher's Exact .783 487

Test



N of Valid Cases 59
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a. 0 cells (0.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is

7.46.
b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

Risk Estimate

95% Confidence Interval

Value Lower Upper
Odds Ratio for Jenis Kelamin .840 277 2.545
(Laki-laki / Perempuan)
For cohort Jenis Intervensi = .936 .610 1.436
HBP
For cohort Jenis Intervensi = 1.114 .564 2.202
RVP
N of Valid Cases 59
Hipertensi * Jenis Intervensi
Crosstab
Jenis Intervensi
HBP RVP Total
Hipertensi Ya Count 16 22 38
Expected Count 23.8 14.2 38.0
% within Hipertensi 42.1% 57.9% 100.0%
% within Jenis Intervensi 43.2% 100.0% 64.4%
% of Total 27.1% 37.3% 64.4%
Tidak Count 21 0 21
Expected Count 13.2 7.8 21.0
% within Hipertensi 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
% within Jenis Intervensi 56.8% 0.0% 35.6%
% of Total 35.6% 0.0% 35.6%
Total Count 37 22 59
Expected Count 37.0 22.0 59.0
% within Hipertensi 62.7% 37.3% 100.0%
% within Jenis Intervensi 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
% of Total 62.7% 37.3% 100.0%




Chi-Square Tests
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Asymptotic
Significance = Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi- 19.387° 1 <.001
Square
Continuity 16.990 1 <.001
Correction®
Likelihood Ratio 26.208 1 <.001
Fisher's Exact <.001 <.001
Test
N of Valid Cases 59

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

7.83.

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

Risk Estimate

Value

95% Confidence Interval

Lower

Upper

For cohort Jenis Intervensi =

HBP

N of Valid Cases

421

.290

.611

Diabetes Melitus * Jenis Intervensi

Crosstab
Jenis Intervensi
HBP RVP Total
Diabetes Ya Count 1 2 3
Melitus Expected Count 1.9 1.1 3.0
% within Diabetes 33.3% 66.7% 100.0%
Melitus
% within Jenis 2.7% 9.1% 51%
Intervensi
% of Total 1.7% 3.4% 5.1%
Tidak Count 36 20 56
Expected Count 35.1 20.9 56.0
% within Diabetes 64.3% 35.7% 100.0%
Melitus
% within Jenis 97.3% 90.9% 94.9%
Intervensi
% of Total 61.0% 33.9% 94.9%
Total Count 37 22 59
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Expected Count 37.0 22.0 59.0
% within Diabetes 62.7% 37.3% 100.0%
Melitus
% within Jenis 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Intervensi
% of Total 62.7% 37.3% 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance  Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi- 1.167°2 1 .280
Square
Continuity .218 1 .640
Correction®
Likelihood Ratio 1.120 1 .290
Fisher's Exact .549 .310
Test
N of Valid Cases 59

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

is 1.12.
b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

Risk Estimate

95% Confidence Interval

Value Lower Upper
Odds Ratio for Diabetes Melitus .278 .024 3.258
(Ya/ Tidak)
For cohort Jenis Intervensi = .519 .103 2.600
HBP
For cohort Jenis Intervensi = 1.867 779 4473
RVP
N of Valid Cases 59
Status Merokok * Jenis Intervensi
Crosstab

Jenis Intervensi

HBP RVP Total
Status Ya Count 3 6 9
Merokok Expected Count 5.6 3.4 9.0
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% within Status 33.3% 66.7%  100.0%
Merokok
% within Jenis 8.1% 27.3% 15.3%
Intervensi
% of Total 5.1% 10.2% 15.3%
Tidak Count 34 16 50
Expected Count 31.4 18.6 50.0
% within Status 68.0% 32.0% 100.0%
Merokok
% within Jenis 91.9% 72.7% 84.7%
Intervensi
% of Total 57.6% 27.1% 84.7%
Total Count 37 22 59
Expected Count 37.0 22.0 59.0
% within Status 62.7% 37.3% 100.0%
Merokok
% within Jenis 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Intervensi
% of Total 62.7% 37.3% 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance  Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi- 3.920° 1 .048
Square
Continuity 2.577 1 .108
Correction®
Likelihood Ratio 3.791 1 .052
Fisher's Exact .066 .056
Test
N of Valid Cases 59

a. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count

is 3.36.
b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

Risk Estimate

95% Confidence Interval

Value Lower Upper
Odds Ratio for Status Merokok .235 .052 1.063
(Ya/ Tidak)
For cohort Jenis Intervensi = 490 191 1.259
HBP
For cohort Jenis Intervensi = 2.083 1.128 3.849
RVP

N of Valid Cases 59




Dislipidemia * Jenis Intervensi
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Crosstab
Jenis Intervensi
HBP RVP Total
Dislipidemia Ya Count 11 4 15
Expected Count 9.4 5.6 15.0
% within Dislipidemia 73.3% 26.7% 100.0%
% within Jenis 29.7% 18.2% 25.4%
Intervensi
% of Total 18.6% 6.8% 25.4%
Tidak Count 26 18 44
Expected Count 27.6 16.4 44.0
% within Dislipidemia 59.1% 40.9% 100.0%
% within Jenis 70.3% 81.8% 74.6%
Intervensi
% of Total 44 1% 30.5% 74.6%
Total Count 37 22 59
Expected Count 37.0 22.0 59.0
% within Dislipidemia 62.7% 37.3% 100.0%
% within Jenis 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Intervensi
% of Total 62.7% 37.3% 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance  Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi- 9708 1 .325
Square
Continuity 457 1 499
Correction®
Likelihood Ratio 1.004 1 .316
Fisher's Exact 372 .253
Test
N of Valid Cases 59

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

5.59.
b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

Risk Estimate
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95% Confidence Interval

Value Lower Upper
Odds Ratio for Dislipidemia (Ya 1.904 .523 6.934
/ Tidak)
For cohort Jenis Intervensi = 1.241 .839 1.836
HBP
For cohort Jenis Intervensi = .652 .262 1.621
RVP
N of Valid Cases 59
ACS * Jenis Intervensi
Crosstab
Jenis Intervensi
HBP RVP Total
ACS Ya Count 11 6 17
Expected Count 10.7 6.3 17.0
% within ACS 64.7% 35.3% 100.0%
% within Jenis Intervensi 29.7% 27.3% 28.8%
% of Total 18.6% 10.2% 28.8%
Tidak Count 26 16 42
Expected Count 26.3 15.7 42.0
% within ACS 61.9% 38.1% 100.0%
% within Jenis Intervensi 70.3% 72.7% 71.2%
% of Total 44 1% 27 1% 71.2%
Total Count 37 22 59
Expected Count 37.0 22.0 59.0
% within ACS 62.7% 37.3% 100.0%
% within Jenis Intervensi 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
% of Total 62.7% 37.3% 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance  Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi- .0412 1 .840
Square
Continuity .000 1 1.000
Correction®
Likelihood Ratio .041 1 .840
Fisher's Exact 1.000 .542
Test
N of Valid Cases 59
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a. 0 cells (0.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is
6.34.
b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

Risk Estimate
95% Confidence Interval

Value Lower Upper
Odds Ratio for ACS (Ya / Tidak) 1.128 .349 3.648
For cohort Jenis Intervensi = 1.045 .684 1.597
HBP
For cohort Jenis Intervensi = .926 438 1.962
RVP
N of Valid Cases 59
Gagal Jantung * Jenis Intervensi
Crosstab
Jenis Intervensi
HBP RVP Total
Gagal Ya Count 8 4 12
Jantung Expected Count 7.5 4.5 12.0
% within Gagal Jantung 66.7% 33.3%  100.0%
% within Jenis 21.6% 18.2% 20.3%
Intervensi
% of Total 13.6% 6.8% 20.3%
Tidak Count 29 18 47
Expected Count 29.5 17.5 47.0
% within Gagal Jantung 61.7% 38.3%  100.0%
% within Jenis 78.4% 81.8% 79.7%
Intervensi
% of Total 49.2% 30.5% 79.7%
Total Count 37 22 59
Expected Count 37.0 22.0 59.0
% within Gagal Jantung 62.7% 37.3%  100.0%
% within Jenis 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%
Intervensi

% of Total 62.7% 37.3%  100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymptotic
Significance  Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi- .101@ 1 751
Square
Continuity .000 1 1.000
Correction®
Likelihood Ratio .102 1 .749
Fisher's Exact 1.000 514
Test
N of Valid Cases 59

a. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count

is 4.47.
b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

Risk Estimate

95% Confidence Interval

Value Lower Upper
Odds Ratio for Gagal Jantung 1.241 .326 4.725
(Ya/ Tidak)
For cohort Jenis Intervensi = 1.080 .683 1.710
HBP
For cohort Jenis Intervensi = .870 .362 2.095
RVP
N of Valid Cases 59
Diagnosis * Jenis Intervensi
Crosstab
Jenis Intervensi
HBP RVP Total
Diagnosis TAVB Count 16 18 34
Expected Count 21.3 12.7 34.0
% within Diagnosis 47.1% 52.9% 100.0%
% within Jenis Intervensi 43.2% 81.8% 57.6%
% of Total 27 1% 30.5% 57.6%
SND Count 21 4 25
Expected Count 15.7 9.3 25.0
% within Diagnosis 84.0% 16.0% 100.0%
% within Jenis Intervensi 56.8% 18.2% 42.4%
% of Total 35.6% 6.8% 42.4%
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Total Count 37 22 59
Expected Count 37.0 22.0 59.0
% within Diagnosis 62.7% 37.3% 100.0%
% within Jenis Intervensi 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
% of Total 62.7% 37.3% 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymptotic
Significance  Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi- 8.4082 1 .004
Square
Continuity 6.902 1 .009
Correction®
Likelihood Ratio 8.936 1 .003
Fisher's Exact .006 .004
Test
N of Valid Cases 59

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

9.32.
b. Computed only for a 2x2 table

Risk Estimate

95% Confidence Interval

Value Lower Upper
Odds Ratio for Diagnosis (TAVB .169 .048 .599
/ SND)
For cohort Jenis Intervensi = .560 377 .832
HBP
For cohort Jenis Intervensi = 3.309 1.277 8.577
RVP
N of Valid Cases 59
Descriptives
Jenis Intervensi Statistic ~ Std. Error

usia HBP  Mean 64.5946  1.97752

95% Confidence Interval Lower Bound 60.5840

for Mean Upper Bound 68.6052

5% Trimmed Mean 65.8378

Median 68.0000

Variance 144.692

Std. Deviation 12.02881

Minimum 19.00

Maximum 80.00

Range 61.00
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Interquartile Range 7.50
Skewness -2.221 .388
Kurtosis 5.713 .759
RVP  Mean 68.0455 2.34242
95% Confidence Interval Lower Bound 63.1741
for Mean Upper Bound 72.9168
5% Trimmed Mean 68.3081
Median 68.5000
Variance 120.712
Std. Deviation 10.98691
Minimum 41.00
Maximum 90.00
Range 49.00
Interquartile Range 14.25
Skewness -.350 491
Kurtosis .619 .953
Tests of Normality
Jenis Kolmogorov-Smirnov?® Shapiro-Wilk
Intervensi Statistic df Sig. Statistic df Sig.
usia HBP .285 37 <.001 .746 37 <.001
RVP .066 22 .200° .987 22 .990
*. This is a lower bound of the true significance.
a. Lilliefors Significance Correction
Test Statistics®
usia
Mann-Whitney U 363.500
Wilcoxon W 1066.500
Z -.683
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) 494
a. Grouping Variable: Jenis Intervensi
Perbandingan HBP dengan RVP
Descriptives
Std.
Jenis Intervensi Statistic Error
Amplitudo (1 HBP Mean 4.5324 33114
bulan) 95% Confidence Lower 3.8608
Interval for Mean Bound
Upper 5.2040
Bound
5% Trimmed Mean 4.4842

Median

4.7000



Impedance (1
bulan)

RVP

HBP

RVP

Variance

Std. Deviation
Minimum
Maximum
Range
Interquartile Range
Skewness
Kurtosis

Mean

95% Confidence
Interval for Mean

5% Trimmed Mean
Median

Variance

Std. Deviation
Minimum
Maximum

Range
Interquartile Range
Skewness
Kurtosis

Mean

95% Confidence
Interval for Mean

5% Trimmed Mean
Median

Variance

Std. Deviation
Minimum
Maximum

Range
Interquartile Range
Skewness
Kurtosis

Mean

95% Confidence
Interval for Mean

5% Trimmed Mean
Median
Variance

Lower
Bound
Upper
Bound

Lower
Bound
Upper
Bound

Lower
Bound
Upper
Bound

4.057
2.01426
.80

9.50
8.70
2.90
.263
-.388
2.2591
1.9291

2.5891

2.2429
2.1500
.554
.74429
.80
4.00
3.20
1.00
482
499
1.1108
1.0159

1.2057

1.0701
1.0000
.081
.28459
.90
2.10
1.20
.00
2.468
5.540
9773
.9501

1.0044
.9859

1.0000
.004

39

.388
.759

.15868

491
.953

.04679

.388
.759

.01305



Treshold (1
bulan)

Amplitudo (3

bulan)

HBP

RVP

HBP

Std. Deviation
Minimum
Maximum

Range
Interquartile Range
Skewness

Kurtosis

Mean

95% Confidence
Interval for Mean

5% Trimmed Mean
Median

Variance

Std. Deviation
Minimum
Maximum

Range
Interquartile Range
Skewness
Kurtosis

Mean

95% Confidence
Interval for Mean

5% Trimmed Mean
Median

Variance

Std. Deviation
Minimum
Maximum

Range
Interquartile Range
Skewness
Kurtosis

Mean

95% Confidence
Interval for Mean

5% Trimmed Mean
Median

Variance

Std. Deviation

Lower
Bound
Upper
Bound

Lower
Bound
Upper
Bound

Lower
Bound
Upper
Bound

.06119
.80

1.00

.20

.00
-2.601
5.634
884.2703
800.6697

967.8708

858.5916
853.0000
62870.036
250.73898
534.00
2000.00
1466.00
271.50
2.469
10.267
685.2273
636.4221

734.0325

684.3737
663.0000
12116.851
110.07657
504.00
881.00
377.00
155.50
.298

-779
4.5557
3.8355

5.2758

4.4913
4.0000
4.665
2.15994

40

491
.953
41.22123

.388
.759
23.46840

491
.953
.35509



Impedance (3
bulan)

RVP

HBP

RVP

Minimum
Maximum

Range
Interquartile Range
Skewness

Kurtosis

Mean

95% Confidence
Interval for Mean

5% Trimmed Mean
Median

Variance

Std. Deviation
Minimum
Maximum

Range
Interquartile Range
Skewness
Kurtosis

Mean

95% Confidence
Interval for Mean

5% Trimmed Mean
Median

Variance

Std. Deviation
Minimum
Maximum

Range
Interquartile Range
Skewness
Kurtosis

Mean

95% Confidence
Interval for Mean

5% Trimmed Mean
Median

Variance

Std. Deviation
Minimum

Lower
Bound
Upper
Bound

Lower
Bound
Upper
Bound

Lower
Bound
Upper
Bound

.80
9.70
8.90
3.30
.352

-.536
2.3409
1.9542

2.7276

2.3232
2.2500
.761
.87214
.70
4.30
3.60
1.02
.537
.368
1.1230
1.0257

1.2202

1.0836
1.0000
.085
.29169
.90
2.10
1.20
.05
2.255
4.443
1.0182
.9365

1.0999

.9909
1.0000
.034
.18423
.80

41

.388
.759

.18594

491
.953

.04795

.388
.759

.03928



Treshold (3
bulan)

Amplitudo (6

bulan)

HBP

RVP

HBP

Maximum

Range
Interquartile Range
Skewness

Kurtosis

Mean

95% Confidence
Interval for Mean

5% Trimmed Mean
Median

Variance

Std. Deviation
Minimum
Maximum

Range
Interquartile Range
Skewness
Kurtosis

Mean

95% Confidence
Interval for Mean

5% Trimmed Mean
Median

Variance

Std. Deviation
Minimum
Maximum

Range
Interquartile Range
Skewness
Kurtosis

Mean

95% Confidence
Interval for Mean

5% Trimmed Mean
Median

Variance

Std. Deviation
Minimum
Maximum

Lower
Bound
Upper
Bound

Lower
Bound
Upper
Bound

Lower
Bound
Upper
Bound

1.80

1.00

.00

3.828
17.335
928.2973
790.4562

1066.1384

874.3138
823.0000
170916.048
413.41994
421.00
3000.00
2579.00
315.50
3.686
17.810
737.4545
690.7550

784.1541

734.3838
710.5000
11093.879
105.32748
554.00
973.00
419.00
122.75
.806

402
4.5892
3.8408

5.3376

4.5593
4.0000
5.038
2.24460
.00

9.90

42

491
.953
67.96582

.388
.759
22.45589

491
.953
.36901



Impedance (6
bulan)

RVP

HBP

RVP

Range
Interquartile Range
Skewness

Kurtosis

Mean

95% Confidence
Interval for Mean

5% Trimmed Mean
Median

Variance

Std. Deviation
Minimum
Maximum

Range
Interquartile Range
Skewness
Kurtosis

Mean

95% Confidence
Interval for Mean

5% Trimmed Mean
Median

Variance

Std. Deviation
Minimum
Maximum

Range
Interquartile Range
Skewness
Kurtosis

Mean

95% Confidence
Interval for Mean

5% Trimmed Mean
Median

Variance

Std. Deviation
Minimum
Maximum

Range

Lower
Bound
Upper
Bound

Lower
Bound
Upper
Bound

Lower
Bound
Upper
Bound

9.90
3.60
.218
-418
2.5455
2.1146

2.9764

2.5061
2.3000
.945
.97186
1.00
4.80
3.80
1.27
.824
.158
1.1378
1.0236

1.2521

1.0805
1.0000
A17
.34266
.90
2.50
1.60
10
3.136
9.300
1.0591
.9607

1.1574

1.0242
1.0000
.049
.22181
.80
2.00
1.20

43

.388
.759

.20720

491
.953

.05633

.388
.759

.04729
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Interquartile Range .02
Skewness 3.913 491
Kurtosis 17.184 .953
Treshold (6 HBP Mean 942.5946 37.23373
bulan) 95% Confidence Lower 867.0811
Interval for Mean Bound
Upper 1018.1081
Bound
5% Trimmed Mean 931.6141
Median 944.0000
Variance 51294.970
Std. Deviation 226.48393
Minimum 531.00
Maximum 1618.00
Range 1087.00
Interquartile Range 266.50
Skewness .824 .388
Kurtosis 1.160 .759
RVP Mean 787.6818 34.55019
95% Confidence Lower 715.8308
Interval for Mean Bound
Upper 859.5329
Bound
5% Trimmed Mean 778.8182
Median 761.0000
Variance 26261.751
Std. Deviation 162.05478
Minimum 563.00
Maximum 1173.00
Range 610.00
Interquartile Range 167.50
Skewness .994 491
Kurtosis .899 .953
Tests of Normality
Jenis Kolmogorov-Smirnov? Shapiro-Wilk
Intervensi  Statistic df Sig.  Statistic df Sig.
Amplitudo (1 HBP .138 37 .074 .978 37 .651
bulan) RVP 123 22 .200 .975 22 .830
Impedance (1 HBP 435 37 <.001 .558 37 <.001
bulan) RVP .508 22 <.001 417 22 <.001
Treshold (1 HBP .194 37 .001 .794 37 <.001
bulan) RVP 125 22 .200 .952 22 .339
Amplitudo (3 HBP .130 37 .116 971 37 443
bulan) RVP 110 22 .200 .964 22 .569
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Impedance (3 HBP 420 37 <.001 .592 37 <.001
bulan) RVP 494 22 <.001 .384 22 <.001
Treshold (3 HBP 211 37 <.001 .647 37 <.001
bulan) RVP .139 22 .200° .929 22 118
Amplitudo (6 HBP 124 37 .163 .982 37 .793
bulan) RVP .155 22 .183 .938 22 .181
Impedance (6 HBP .355 37 <.001 A79 37 <.001
bulan) RVP .378 22 <.001 447 22 <.001
Treshold (6 HBP .153 37 .028 .956 37 .156
bulan) RVP .150 22  .200° 913 22 .055
*. This is a lower bound of the true significance.
a. Lilliefors Significance Correction
Test Statistics®
Treshold Treshold Treshold
(1 Impedance Impedance (3 Impedance (6
bulan) (1 bulan) (3 bulan) bulan) (6 bulan)  bulan)
Mann- 165.500 305.500 329.500 221.500 338.000 232.000
Whitney U
Wilcoxon W 418.500 558.500 582.500 474.500 591.000 485.000
Z -3.786 -2.134 -1.588  -2.908 -1.268  -2.743
Asymp. Sig. <.001 .033 112 .004 .205 .006
(2-tailed)
a. Grouping Variable: Jenis Intervensi
Test Statistics?
Amplitudo (1 Amplitudo (3  Amplitudo (6
bulan) bulan) bulan)
Most Extreme Absolute .666 .593 511
Differences Positive .000 .000 .027
Negative -.666 -.593 -.511
Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z 2.473 2.204 1.898
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed) <.001 <.001 .001
a. Grouping Variable: Jenis Intervensi
Jenis Intervensi
HBP RVP
Standard Standard
Mean Deviation Mean Deviation
EF  HFrEF Impedance (6 1.34 .63 1.00
bulan)
Treshold (3 719.88 160.27 554.00
bulan)
Impedance (3 1.00 .00 1.00

bulan)



HFmrEF

NormoEF

Treshold (1
bulan)
Impedance (1
bulan)
Amplitudo (1
bulan)
Amplitudo (3
bulan)
Amplitudo (6
bulan)
Treshold (6
bulan)
Impedance (6
bulan)
Treshold (3
bulan)
Impedance (3
bulan)
Treshold (1
bulan)
Impedance (1
bulan)
Amplitudo (1
bulan)
Amplitudo (3
bulan)
Amplitudo (6
bulan)
Treshold (6
bulan)
Impedance (6
bulan)
Treshold (3
bulan)
Impedance (3
bulan)
Treshold (1
bulan)
Impedance (1
bulan)
Amplitudo (1
bulan)
Amplitudo (3
bulan)
Amplitudo (6
bulan)
Treshold (6
bulan)

820.38

1.00

4.30

4.35

4.39

784.63

1.00

806.00

1.00

812.00

1.00

2.95

3.10

3.10

821.00

1.09

999.11

1.17

908.56

1.15

4.72

4.72

4.76

998.41

230.87

.00

91

.95

.92

143.48

.00

21.21

.00

26.87

.00

.92

.71

.85

84.85

.20

458.25

.33

265.33

.33

2.26

2.45

2.55

230.55

504.00

1.00

1.80

1.90

1.90

590.00

742.00

1.00

712.00

1.00

1.40

.90

1.60

642.00

1.06

746.63

1.02

691.95

.97

2.37

2.52

2.68

813.42

46

14

111.72

.00

125.87

.00

.85

.28

.85

111.72

.24

101.43

.20

106.32

.07

.71

.78

.96

157.22
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Jenis Intervensi

bulan)

HBP RVP
Standard Standard
Mean Deviation Mean Deviation
Diagnosis TAVB (riwayat Impedance 1.00 .00 1.08 .10
ACS dan atau (6 bulan)
HF) Treshold (3  762.75  264.63 694.25 110.49
bulan)
Impedance 1.00 .00 1.00 .00
(3 bulan)
Treshold (1  811.50 175.91 636.75 122.61
bulan)
Impedance 1.00 .00 1.00 .00
(1 bulan)
Amplitudo (1 5.65 1.55 2.08 .65
bulan)
Amplitudo (3 5.98 1.75 210 1.12
bulan)
Amplitudo (6 6.00 1.73 233 .96
bulan)
Treshold (6 843.00 264.36 738.25  114.27
bulan)
SND Impedance 1.15 41 1.25 .50
(6 bulan)
Treshold (3  838.00 223.98 667.75 9.50
bulan)
Impedance 1.06 .23 1.20 40
(3 bulan)
Treshold (1  833.05  185.95 607.75 50.04
bulan)
Impedance 1.05 .23 .98 .05
(1 bulan)
Amplitudo (1 4.14 1.73  1.88 .92
bulan)
Amplitudo (3 4.03 1.78 1.93 .99
bulan)
Amplitudo (6 3.99 1.90 205 .95
bulan)
Treshold (6 899.33  222.92 662.75 106.71




