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LAMPIRAN 
 

 

Tabel Lampiran 1 Hasil Pengukuran Daya Hambat Bakteri Infeksi Luka di Kulit 

Jenis Bakteri Konsentrasi madu 

Diameter Zona Hambat (mm) 

1 2 3 Rata -

rata 

S. aureus Kontrol + 21,9 19,7 24,8 23,35 

100% 15,5 11,8 13,6 14,55 

90% 15,0 10,3 12,6 13,8 

80% 14,2 9,2 12,6 13,4 

S. epidermidis Kontrol + 13,7 11,1 12,0 12,27 

100% 14,1 12,9 12,8 13,27 

90% 13,1 12,0 12,3 12,47 

80% 12,2 11,9 11,4 11,83 

P. aeruginosa Kontrol + 12,6 12,7 13,8 13,03 

100% 13,0 12,2 12,0 12,40 

90% 12,8 12,2 12,0 12,33 

80% 12,0 11,6 10,4 11,33 

 

 
Tabel Lampiran 2 Descriptive Bakteri Infeksi Luka di Kulit 

Konentrasi madu akasia S. aureus S. epidermidis P. aeruginosa 

80% Mean 12.0000 11.8333 11.3333 

95% Confidence 

Interval for Mean 

Lower Bound 5.6569 10.8294 9.2649 

Upper Bound 18.3431 12.8373 13.4018 

Std. Deviation 2.55343 .40415 .83267 

Minimum 9.20 11.40 10.40 

Maximum 14.20 12.20 12.00 

Std. Error 1.47422 .23333 .48074 

90% Mean 12.6333 12.4667 12.3333 

95% Confidence 

Interval for Mean 

Lower Bound 6.7952 11.0541 11.2991 

Upper Bound 18.4715 13.8792 13.3676 

Std. Deviation 2.35018 .56862 .41633 

Minimum 10.30 12.00 12.00 

Maximum 15.00 13.10 12.80 
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Std. Error 1.35688 .32830 .48074 

100% Mean 13.6333 13.2667 12.4000 

95% Confidence 

Interval for Mean 

Lower Bound 9.0371 11.4696 11.0855 

Upper Bound 18.2295 15.0637 13.7145 

Std. Deviation 1.85023 .72342 .52915 

Minimum 11.80 12.80 12.00 

Maximum 15.50 14.10 13.00 

Std. Error 1.06823 41767 .30551 

Kontrol + Mean 22.1333 12.2667 13.0333 

95% Confidence 

Interval for Mean 

Lower Bound 15.7789 8.9867 11.3793 

Upper Bound 28.4877 15.5466 14.6874 

Std. Deviation 2.55799 1.32035 .66583 

Minimum 19.70 11.10 12.60 

Maximum 24.80 13.70 13.80 

Std. Error 1.47686 .76231 .38442 

 

 
Tabel Lampiran 3 Uji Normalitas Bakteri Infeksi Luka di Kulit 

Tests of Normality 
 

Perlakuan 

Kolmogorov-Smirnova Shapiro-Wilk 
 

Statistic df Sig. Statistic df Sig. 

S. aureus 80% .260 3 . .959 3 .609 

90% .176 3 . 1.000 3 .977 

100% .177 3 . 1.000 3 .970 

Kontrol + .203 3 . .994 3 .849 

S. epidermidis 80% .232 3 . .980 3 .726 

90% .282 3 . .936 3 .510 

100% .361 3 . .807 3 .132 

Kontrol + .247 3 . .969 3 .664 

P. aeruginosa 
80% .292 3 . .923 3 .463 

90% .292 3 . .923 3 .463 

100% .314 3 . .893 3 .363 

Kontrol + .358 3 . .812 3 .144 
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Tabel Lampiran 4 Hasil Subsets Uji Tukey pada S. aureus 

Konsentrasi N 
Subset for alpha = 0,05 

1 2 

80% 3 12,0000  

90% 3 12,6333  

100% 3 13,6333  

Kontrol + 3  22,1333 

Sig.  0,828 1,000 

 

Tabel Lampiran 5 Hasil Subsets Uji Tukey pada S. epidermidis 

Perlakuan N 
Subset for alpha = 0.05 

1 

80% 3 11,8333 

90% 3 12,4667 

100% 3 13,2667 

Kontrol + 3 12,2667 

Sig.  0,227 

 

Tabel Lampiran 6 Hasil Subsets Uji Tukey pada P. aeruginosa 

Perlakuan N 
Subset for alpha = 0,05 

1 

80% 3 11,8333 

Kontrol + 3 12,2667 

90% 3 12,4667 

100% 3 13,2667 

Sig.  0,227 
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Tabel Lampiran 7 Hasil Subsets Uji Tukey pada Bakteri Infeksi Luka di Kulit 

 N Subset for alpha = 0,05 

 1 

Pseudomonas aeruginosa 9 12,0222 

Staphylococcus epidermidis 9 12,5222 

Staphylococcus aureus 9 12,7556 

Sig.  0,499 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Gambar Lampiran 1 

Identifikasi Bakteri pada 

Alat VITEX 

 

Gambar Lampiran 2 

Pembuatan Suspensi 

Bakteri 

 

Gambar Lampiran 3 

Pembuatan Media 

Mueller Hinton Agar 
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Gambar Lampiran 4 Daya Hambat pada S. aureus 
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Gambar Lampiran 5  Daya Hambat pada S. epidermidis 
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Gambar Lampiran 6 Daya Hambat pada P.aeruginosa 
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