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LAMPIRAN 

Lampiran 1. Hasil JBI Appraisal Checklist Jurnal 1 

JBI CRITICAL APPRAISAL CHECKLIST FOR QUASI-EXPERIMENTAL STUDIES 

Reviewer: Muhammad Galih Candra P  Date: 26 Juli 2022 

Author: Dasuki, Buhari Bashok   Year: 2018 

Record Number: 01 

 Yes No Unclear NA 

1. Is it clear in the study what is the ‘cause’ and 

what is the ‘effect’ (i.e. there is no confusion 

about which variable comes first)? 
□ □ □ □ 

2. Were the participants included in any 

comparisons similar?  □ □ □ □ 
3. Were the participants included in any 

comparisons receiving similar treatment/care, 

other than the exposure or intervention of 

interest? 
□ □ □ □ 

4. Was there a control group? □ □ □ □ 
5. Were there multiple measurements of the 

outcome both pre and post the 

intervention/exposure? 
□ □ □ □ 

6. Was follow up complete and if not, were 

differences between groups in terms of their 

follow up adequately described and 

analyzed? 
□ □ □ □ 

7. Were the outcomes of participants included in 

any comparisons measured in the same way?  □ □ □ □ 
8. Were outcomes measured in a reliable way? □ □ □ □ 
9. Was appropriate statistical analysis used? □ □ □ □ 

Overall appraisal:  Include   □ Exclude   □ Seek further info  □ 

Comments (Including reason for exclusion)  

9 : 9 x 100% = 100%  



48 

 

Lampiran 2. Hasil JBI Appraisal Checklist Jurnal 2 

JBI CRITICAL APPRAISAL CHECKLIST FOR QUASI-EXPERIMENTAL STUDIES 

Reviewer: Muhammad Galih Candra P  Date: 26 Juli 2022 

Author: Asmira Dewi, Sofiana Nurcahyati, Jumaini   Year: 2018  

Record Number: 02 

 Yes No Unclear NA 

1. Is it clear in the study what is the ‘cause’ 

and what is the ‘effect’ (i.e. there is no 

confusion about which variable comes 

first)? 

□ □ □ □ 

2. Were the participants included in any 

comparisons similar?  □ □ □ □ 
3. Were the participants included in any 

comparisons receiving similar 

treatment/care, other than the exposure or 

intervention of interest? 

□ □ □ □ 

4. Was there a control group? □ □ □ □ 
5. Were there multiple measurements of the 

outcome both pre and post the 

intervention/exposure? 
□ □ □ □ 

6. Was follow up complete and if not, were 

differences between groups in terms of 

their follow up adequately described and 

analyzed? 

 □ □ □ 

7. Were the outcomes of participants 

included in any comparisons measured in 

the same way?  
□ □ □ □ 

8. Were outcomes measured in a reliable 

way? □ □ □ □ 
9. Was appropriate statistical analysis used? □ □ □ □ 

Overall appraisal:  Include   □ Exclude   □ Seek further info  □ 

Comments (Including reason for exclusion): 

9 : 9 x 100% = 100%  
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Lampiran 3. Hasil JBI Appraisal Checklist Jurnal 3 

JBI CRITICAL APPRAISAL CHECKLIST FOR QUASI-EXPERIMENTAL STUDIES 

Reviewer: Muhammad Galih Candra P  Date: 26 Juli 2022 

Author: Yunie Armiyati, Khoiriyah, Ahmad Mustofa   Year: 2019 

Record Number: 03 

 Yes No Unclear NA 

1. Is it clear in the study what is the ‘cause’ 

and what is the ‘effect’ (i.e. there is no 

confusion about which variable comes 

first)? 

□ □ □ □ 

2. Were the participants included in any 

comparisons similar?  
 □ □ □ 

3. Were the participants included in any 

comparisons receiving similar 

treatment/care, other than the exposure or 

intervention of interest? 

 □ □ □ 

4. Was there a control group? □ □ □ □ 
5. Were there multiple measurements of the 

outcome both pre and post the 

intervention/exposure? 
□ □ □ □ 

6. Was follow up complete and if not, were 

differences between groups in terms of 

their follow up adequately described and 

analyzed? 

□ □ □ □ 

7. Were the outcomes of participants 

included in any comparisons measured in 

the same way?  
□ □ □ □ 

8. Were outcomes measured in a reliable 

way? □ □ □ □ 
9. Was appropriate statistical analysis used? □ □ □ □ 

Overall appraisal:  Include   □ Exclude   □ Seek further info  □ 

Comments (Including reason for exclusion): 

9 : 9 x 100% = 100%  
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Lampiran 4. Hasil JBI Appraisal Checklist Jurnal 4 

JBI CRITICAL APPRAISAL CHECKLIST FOR QUASI-EXPERIMENTAL STUDIES 

Reviewer: Muhammad Galih Candra P  Date: 26 Juli 2022 

Author: Isrofah, Moh. Projo A, Alpin Amar Ma’ruf     Year: 2019 

Record Number: 04 

 Yes No Unclear NA 

1. Is it clear in the study what is the ‘cause’ 

and what is the ‘effect’ (i.e. there is no 

confusion about which variable comes 

first)? 

□ □ □ □ 

2. Were the participants included in any 

comparisons similar?  □ □ □ □ 
3. Were the participants included in any 

comparisons receiving similar 

treatment/care, other than the exposure or 

intervention of interest? 

□ □ □ □ 

4. Was there a control group? □ □ □ □ 
5. Were there multiple measurements of the 

outcome both pre and post the 

intervention/exposure? 
□ □ □ □ 

6. Was follow up complete and if not, were 

differences between groups in terms of 

their follow up adequately described and 

analyzed? 

□ □ □ □ 

7. Were the outcomes of participants 

included in any comparisons measured in 

the same way?  
□ □ □ □ 

8. Were outcomes measured in a reliable 

way? □ □ □ □ 
9. Was appropriate statistical analysis used? □ □ □ □ 

Overall appraisal:  Include   □ Exclude   □ Seek further info  □ 

Comments (Including reason for exclusion): 

8 : 9 x 100% = 88,8%  
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Lampiran 5. Hasil JBI Appraisal Checklist Jurnal 5 

JBI CRITICAL APPRAISAL CHECKLIST FOR QUASI-EXPERIMENTAL STUDIES 

Reviewer: Muhammad Galih Candra P  Date: 26 Juli 2022 

Author: Liza Fitri Lina, Haifa Wahyu  Year: 2019 

Record Number: 05 

 Yes No Unclear NA 

1. Is it clear in the study what is the ‘cause’ 

and what is the ‘effect’ (i.e. there is no 

confusion about which variable comes 

first)? 

□ □ □ □ 

2. Were the participants included in any 

comparisons similar?  □ □ □ □ 
3. Were the participants included in any 

comparisons receiving similar 

treatment/care, other than the exposure or 

intervention of interest? 

□ □ □ □ 

4. Was there a control group? □ □ □ □ 
5. Were there multiple measurements of the 

outcome both pre and post the 

intervention/exposure? 
□ □ □ □ 

6. Was follow up complete and if not, were 

differences between groups in terms of 

their follow up adequately described and 

analyzed? 

□ □ □ □ 

7. Were the outcomes of participants 

included in any comparisons measured in 

the same way?  
□ □ □ □ 

8. Were outcomes measured in a reliable 

way? □ □ □ □ 
9. Was appropriate statistical analysis used? □ □ □ □ 

Overall appraisal:  Include   □ Exclude   □ Seek further info  □ 

Comments (Including reason for exclusion): 

8 : 9 x 100% = 88,8%  
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Lampiran 6. Hasil JBI Appraisal Checklist Jurnal 6 

JBI CRITICAL APPRAISAL CHECKLIST FOR QUASI-EXPERIMENTAL STUDIES 

Reviewer: Muhammad Galih Candra P  Date: 26 Juli 2022 

Author: Meta Rosaulina, Zuliawati, Cici Indrayani    Year: 2021 

Record Number: 06 

 Yes No Unclear NA 

1. Is it clear in the study what is the ‘cause’ 

and what is the ‘effect’ (i.e. there is no 

confusion about which variable comes 

first)? 

□ □ □ □ 

2. Were the participants included in any 

comparisons similar?  □ □ □ □ 
3. Were the participants included in any 

comparisons receiving similar 

treatment/care, other than the exposure or 

intervention of interest? 

□ □ □ □ 

4. Was there a control group? □ □ □ □ 
5. Were there multiple measurements of the 

outcome both pre and post the 

intervention/exposure? 
□ □ □ □ 

6. Was follow up complete and if not, were 

differences between groups in terms of 

their follow up adequately described and 

analyzed? 

□ □ □ □ 

7. Were the outcomes of participants 

included in any comparisons measured in 

the same way?  
□ □ □ □ 

8. Were outcomes measured in a reliable 

way? □ □ □ □ 
9. Was appropriate statistical analysis used? □ □ □ □ 

Overall appraisal:  Include   □ Exclude   □ Seek further info  □ 

Comments (Including reason for exclusion): 

8 : 9 x 100% = 88,8% 



53 

 

Lampiran 7. Hasil JBI Appraisal Checklist Jurnal 7 

JBI CRITICAL APPRAISAL CHECKLIST FOR QUASI-EXPERIMENTAL STUDIES 

Reviewer: Muhammad Galih Candra P  Date: 26 Juli 2022 

Author: Eva Latifah Nurhayati, et al   Year: 2022 

Record Number: 07 

 Yes No Unclear NA 

1. Is it clear in the study what is the ‘cause’ 

and what is the ‘effect’ (i.e. there is no 

confusion about which variable comes 

first)? 

□ □ □ □ 

2. Were the participants included in any 

comparisons similar?  □ □ □ □ 
3. Were the participants included in any 

comparisons receiving similar 

treatment/care, other than the exposure or 

intervention of interest? 

□ □ □ □ 

4. Was there a control group? □ □ □ □ 
5. Were there multiple measurements of the 

outcome both pre and post the 

intervention/exposure? 
□ □ □ □ 

6. Was follow up complete and if not, were 

differences between groups in terms of 

their follow up adequately described and 

analyzed? 

□ □ □ □ 

7. Were the outcomes of participants 

included in any comparisons measured in 

the same way?  
□ □ □ □ 

8. Were outcomes measured in a reliable 

way? □ □ □ □ 
9. Was appropriate statistical analysis used? □ □ □ □ 

Overall appraisal:  Include   □ Exclude   □ Seek further info  □ 

Comments (Including reason for exclusion): 

9 : 9 x 100% = 100% 
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Lampiran 8. Plan Of Action 

PLAN OF ACTION (POA) 

 

Nama : Muhammad Galih Candra Pratama 

NIM : P17211183043 

Judul : Pengaruh Terapi Ice cube Terhadap Penurunan Rasa Haus Pada Pasien Gagal Ginjal Kronis Yang Menjalani Hemodialisis 

No Kegiatan 

Penelitian  

2022 2023 

Juli Agustus September Oktober November Desember Januari Februari 

1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 

I Tahap 

Persiapan  

                                

 A. Perencanaan 

Judul  

                                

 B. Literasi 

Sumber 

Rujukan  

                                

 C. Penyusunan 

Proposal  

                                

 D. Uji Sidang 

Proposal  

                                

 E. Revisi 

Proposal  

                                

 F. ACC Revisi 

Proposal 

                                



55 

 

55 

 

II Tahap 

Pelaksanaan  

                                

 A. Pengolahan 

Data 

                                

 B. Analisis Data                                 

 C. Konsultasi 

Hasil 

                                

III Tahap Evaluasi                                  

 A. Perbaikan 

Hasil 

                                

 B. Pencatatan 

Data dan 

Pelaporan 

Hasil 

                                

 C. Ujian Sidang 

Skripsi  

                                

 D. Revisi 

skripsi 

                                

 E. ACC Skripsi                                 
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Lampiran 9. Lembar Konsultasi Pembimbing 1
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Lampiran 10. Lembar konsultasi pembimbing 2 
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