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KUESIONER 

FAKTOR-FAKTOR YANG MEMPENGARUHI RENDAHNYA 

CAKUPAN KUNJUNGAN NIFAS (KF3) DI PUSKESMAS SAWIT 

SEBERANG KECAMATAN SAWIT SEBERANG KABUPATEN 

LANGKAT TAHUN 2023  
 

IDENTITASRESPONDEN 

1. Nama Responden: 

2. Alamat : 

3. Pendidikan terakhir ibu : 1. Tidak sekolah/tidak tamat SD 

2. Tamat SD 

3. Tamat SLTP 

4. Tamat SLTA 

5. Perguruan Tinggi /Akademi 

4. Pekerjaan ibu : . Tidak sekolah/tidak tamat SD 

1. Bertani 

2. Wiraswasta 

3. Pegawai negeri/swasta 

4. Karyawan/buruh 

5. Tidak Bekerja/IRT 

5. Jumlah Anak:  
6. Jarak Fasilitas Kesehatan : 

1. Terjangkau 
2. Tidak terjangkau 

 

7. Apakah ibu melakukan kunjungan masa nifas ? 

a. Ya  

b. Tidak  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

Hasil SPSS 
 

 

Frequencies 

 
Statistics 

  
Pendidikan Pengetahuan Pekerjaan 

Jarak_Fasilitas_

Kesehatan Jumlah_Anak Kunjungan_Nifas 

N Valid 45 45 45 45 45 45 

Missing 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Mean 
.62 .47 

.6

0 
.47 .51 .47 

Std. Deviation .490 .505 .495 .505 .506 .505 

 

Frequency Table 
Pendidikan 

  Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid Rendah 17 37.8 37.8 37.8 

Tinggi 28 62.2 62.2 100.0 

Total 45 100.0 100.0  

 
Pengetahuan 

  Frequency Percen Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid Tidak Baik 24 53.3 53.3 53.3 

Baik 21 46.7 46.7 100.0 

Total 45 100.0 100.0  

Pekerjaan 

  Frequ

ency 

Perc

ent 

Valid 

Percent 

Cumulativ

e Percent 

Valid Tidak bekerja 18 40.0 40.0 40.0 

Bekerja 27 60.0 60.0 100.0 

Total 45 100.0 100.0  

 
Jarak_Fasilitas_Kesehatan 

  Frequ

ency 

Perc

ent 

Valid 

Percent 

Cumulativ

e Percent 

Valid Tidak Terjangkau 24 53.3 53.3 53.3 

Terjangkau 21 46.7 46.7 100.0 

Total 45 100.0 100.0  



 

 

 

 

 
Jumlah_Anak 

  Frequ

ency 

Perc

ent 

Valid 

Percent 

Cumulativ

e Percent 

Valid >2 22 48.9 48.9 48.9 

1-2 23 51.1 51.1 100.0 

Total 45 100.0 100.0  

 
Kunjungan_Nifas 

  Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid Tidak 24 53.3 53.3 53.3 

Ya 21 46.7 46.7 100.0 

Total 45 100.0 100.0  

 

 

Crosstabs 

 
Case Processing Summary 

 Cases 

 Valid Missing Total 

 
N 

Perc

ent N 

Perc

ent N 

Perc

ent 

Pendidikan * Kunjungan_Nifas 45 100.0% 0 .0% 45 100.0% 

Pengetahuan * Kunjungan_Nifas 45 100.0% 0 .0% 45 100.0% 

Pekerjaan * Kunjungan_Nifas 45 100.0% 0 .0% 45 100.0% 

Jarak_Fasilitas_Kesehatan * 

Kunjungan_Nifas 
45 100.0% 0 .0% 45 100.0% 

Jumlah_Anak * Kunjungan_Nifas 45 100.0% 0 .0% 45 100.0% 

Jumlah_Anak * Kunjungan_Nifas 
Crosstab 

Count     

  Kunjungan_Nifas 

Tota

l 
  Tida

k Ya 

Jumlah_Anak >2 17 5 22 

1-2 7 16 23 

Total 24 21 45 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 
Value df 

Asymp. Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. (1-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 9.91

1a 
1 .002   

Continuity 

Correctionb 

8.11

9 
1 .004   

Likelihood Ratio 10.3

34 
1 .001   

Fisher's Exact Test    .003 .002 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 

9.69

1 
1 .002   

N of Valid Casesb 45     

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 10,27. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table     

 
Risk Estimate 

 

Val

ue 

95% Confidence 

Interval 

 Lower Upper 

Odds Ratio for Jumlah_Anak (>2 / 

1-2) 

7.77

1 
2.044 29.541 

For cohort Kunjungan_Nifas = 

Tidak 

2.53

9 
1.315 4.903 

For cohort Kunjungan_Nifas = Ya .327 .144 .739 

N of Valid Cases 45   

 

Jarak_Fasilitas_Kesehatan * Kunjungan_Nifas 
Crosstab 

Count     

  Kunjungan_Nifas 

Total   Tidak Ya 

Jarak_Fasilitas_Kesehatan Tidak Terjangkau 18 6 24 

Terjangkau 6 15 21 

Total 24 21 45 

Chi-Square Tests 

 



 

 

 

 

 

Value df 

Asymp. Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact 

Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. 

(1-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 9.70

0a 
1 .002   

Continuity Correctionb 7.92

5 
1 .005   

Likelihood Ratio 10.0

64 
1 .002   

Fisher's Exact Test    .

003 

.

002 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 

9.48

5 
1 .002   

N of Valid Casesb 45     

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 9,80. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table     

Risk Estimate 

 

Val

ue 

95% Confidence 

Interval 

 Lower Upper 

Odds Ratio for 

Jarak_Fasilitas_Kesehatan (Tidak 

Terjangkau / Terjangkau) 

7.50

0 
1.998 

28.15

6 

For cohort 

Kunjungan_Nifas = Tidak 

2.62

5 
1.285 5.364 

For cohort 

Kunjungan_Nifas = Ya 
.350 .166 .736 

N of Valid Cases 45   

 

 

Pekerjaan * Kunjungan_Nifas 

 
Crosstab 

Count     

  Kunjungan_Nifas 

Tota

l 
  Tida

k Ya 

Pekerj

aan 

Tidak 

bekerja 
14 4 18 

Bekerja 10 17 27 

Total 24 21 45 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 
Chi-Square Tests 

 
Value df 

Asymp. Sig. (2-

sided) Exact Sig. (2-sided) 

Exact Sig. 

(1-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 7.202a 1 .007   

Continuity Correctionb 5.658 1 .017   

Likelihood Ratio 7.519 1 .006   

Fisher's Exact Test    .014 .008 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 
7.042 1 .008   

N of Valid Casesb 45     

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 8,40. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table     

 

 
Risk Estimate 

 

Val

ue 

95% Confidence 

Interval 

 Lower Upper 

Odds Ratio for Pekerjaan 

(Tidak bekerja / Bekerja) 

5.95

0 
1.530 23.142 

For cohort 

Kunjungan_Nifas = Tidak 

2.10

0 
1.211 3.641 

For cohort 

Kunjungan_Nifas = Ya 
.353 .142 .878 

N of Valid Cases 45   

 

 

Pengetahuan * Kunjungan_Nifas 

 
Crosstab 

Count     

  Kunjungan_Nifas 

Tota

l 
  Tida

k Ya 

Pengetahu

an 

Tidak 

Baik 
17 7 24 

Baik 7 14 21 

Total 24 21 45 

 

 



 

 

 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 
Value df 

Asymp. Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. (2-

sided) 

Exact Sig. (1-

sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 6.32

8a 
1 .012   

Continuity Correctionb 4.91

1 
1 .027   

Likelihood Ratio 6.47

5 
1 .011   

Fisher's Exact Test    .017 .013 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 

6.18

8 
1 .013   

N of Valid Casesb 45     

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 9,80. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table     

 

 
Risk Estimate 

 

Val

ue 

95% Confidence 

Interval 

 Lower Upper 

Odds Ratio for 

Pengetahuan (Tidak Baik / Baik) 

4.85

7 
1.372 

17.19

4 

For cohort 

Kunjungan_Nifas = Tidak 

2.12

5 
1.102 4.099 

For cohort 

Kunjungan_Nifas = Ya 
.438 .219 .875 

N of Valid Cases 45   

Pendidikan * Kunjungan_Nifas 
Crosstab 

Count     

  Kunjungan_Nifas 
Tota

l   Tidak Ya 

Pendidikan Rendah 13 4 17 

Tinggi 11 17 28 

Total 24 21 45 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

Chi-Square Tests 

 Val

ue df 

Asymp. 

Sig. (2-sided) 

Exact Sig. 

(2-sided) 

Exact Sig. 

(1-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 5.87

7a 
1 .015   

Continuity Correctionb 4.47

7 
1 .034   

Likelihood Ratio 6.11

2 
1 .013   

Fisher's Exact Test    .030 .016 

Linear-by-Linear 

Association 

5.74

6 
1 .017   

N of Valid Casesb 45     

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 7,93. 

b. Computed only for a 2x2 table     

Risk Estimate 

 

Value 

95% Confidence 

Interval 

 Lower Upper 

Odds Ratio for 

Pendidikan (Rendah / Tinggi) 

5.02

3 
1.298 

19.43

6 

For cohort 

Kunjungan_Nifas = Tidak 

1.94

7 
1.145 3.309 

For cohort 

Kunjungan_Nifas = Ya 
.388 .156 .960 

N of Valid Cases 45   

 

 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 


