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TABLE 1. The STROBE statement—Checklist of Items That Should be Addressed in Reports of Observational Studies

Item
Number Recommendation
TITLE and 1 (a) Indicate the study’s design with a commonly used term in the title or the abstract
ABSTRACT (b} Provide in the abstract an informative and balanced summary of what was done and what was found
INTRODUCTION
Background/ 2 Explain the scientific background and rationale for the investigation being reported
rationale
Objectives 3 State specific objectives, including any prespecified hypotheses
METHODS
Study design 4 Present key elements of study design early in the paper
Setting 5 Describe the setting, locations, and relevant dates, including periods of recruitment, exposure, follow-up, and data collection
Participants 4] (a) Cohort study—Give the eligibility criteria, and the sources and methods of selection of participants. Describe methods of
follow-up
Case-control studv—Give the eligibility criteria, and the sources and methods of case ascertainment and control selection. Give
the rationale for the choice of cases and controls
Cross-sectional study—Give the eligibility criteria, and the sources and methods of selection of participants
(b) Cohort studyv—For matched studies, give matching criteria and number of exposed and unexposed
Case-control study—For malched studies, give matching enlenia and the number of controls per case
Variables 7 Clearly define all outcomes, exposures, predictors. potential confounders, and effect modifiers. Give diagnostic criteria, if applicable
Data sources/ 8*  For each variable of interest, give sources of data and details of methods of assessment (measurement). Describe comparability of
measurement assessment methods if there is more than one group
Bias 9 Describe any efforts to address potential sources of bias
Study size 10 Explain how the study size was arrived at
Quantitative 1 Explain how quantitative variables were handled in the analyses. If applicable, describe which groupings were chosen, and why
variables
Statistical 12 (a) Describe all statistical methods, including those used to control for confounding
methods (b) Describe any methods used to examine subgroups and interactions
(c) Explain how sing data were addressed
(d) Cohort study—If applicable, explain how loss to follow-up was addressed
Case-control studv—If applicable, explain how matching of cases and controls was addressed
Cross-sectional study—I1f applicable, describe analytical methods taking account of sampling strategy
(e) Deseribe any sensitivity analyses
RESULTS
Participants 13*  (a) Report the numbers of individuals at each stage of the study—eg, numbers potentially eligible, examined for eligibility,

confirmed eligible, included in the study, completing follow-up, and analyzed
(b) Give reasons for non-participation at each stage
(c) Consider use of a flow diagram
Deseriptive data 14* (a) Give characteristics of study participants (eg, demographic, ¢
confounders
(b} Indicate the number of participants with missing data for each variable of interest
(¢} Colort studv—Summarize follow-up time (eg, average and total amount)
Outcome data 15*  Cohort study—Report numbers of outcome events or summary measures over time
Case-control study—Report numbers in each exposure category, or summary measures of exposure
Cross-sectional studv—Report numbers of outcome events or summary measures
Main results 16 (a) Give unadjusted estimates and, if applicable, confounder-adjusted estimates and their precision (eg 95% confidence intervals).
Make clear which confounders were adjusted for and why they were included
(b) Report category boundaries when continuous variables were categorised
(c) If relevant, consider translating estimates of relative risk into absolute risk for a meaningful time period

cal, social) and information on exposures and potent

Other analyses 17 Report other analyses done—eg, analyses of subgroups and interactions, and sensitivity analyses

Key results 18 Summarise key results with reference to study objectives

Limitations 19 Discuss limitations of the study, taking into account sources of potential bias or imprecision. Discuss both direction and magnitude
of any potential bias

Interpretation 20 Give a cautious overall interpretation of results considering objectives, limitations, multiplicity of analyses, results from similar
studies, and other relevant evidence

Generalizability 21 Discuss the generalizability (external validity) of the study results

OTHER
INFORMATION
Funding 22 Give the source of funding and the role of the funders for the present study and, if applicable, for the original study on which the

present article is based

*Give such information separately for cases and controls in case-control studies, and, if applicable, for exposed and unexposed groups in cohort and cross-sectional studies.
Separate versions of the checklist for cohort, case-control and cross-sectional studies are available on the STROBE website at www.strobe-statement.org.
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HUVNTBER S O TH DML TIX, £ DOWREE L HEBICHOWTHRFFICHEL TS LT

b, BESRBICHIT L TIFHET D ZEEME L TIWES 9,

B4 KL - $#8% (TITLE AND ABSTRACT)

1@)F 1 FLERIIREOFTHET A v E—BICTAVSNTWARETHRT 5,
FEHl
RIS TR T A B E BT A2 AR ORIE - 7— R » a2y ha—LifgE s

R

%%7&3‘574 KL 8kE R C. BHIZZDOHIET A oW Thhb L HicT i
Thbd, BHEHAVWONIEMTHEICEE T Z ko T, EFT —FX—A LORILDOA
VT w7 A% ELLERT D 2 ST b 0,

1) TIXAETITONI=CELHLNIZEINIZZ LIZTDVTHAHBIEREEH. HhD/N

FUADFIWNEMNERHET Do

LB

5 HIV G RE O AT (expected survival) (22OWCik, A%fEA EXE 726
LAbIE TS,

HEY: —MfER & el U, HIV YA OAAFRFH & F I L DT RIZOWTHEE T 2,

THA L HIEERAE %G E L7z 24— ST (population-based cohort study) ,

BT 4 71995 DN 2005 FEE TIZT v — 2 TIREZ % T 22T o HIV EYERHE,

B 7 o~—Z[EWNHIV 24— MF%E (The Nationwide Danish HIV Cohort Study) 12 % #%
SNTBE 1AL, AL AFEH B, BEO, BEHICL > T, 99 40— xfER
e~y F W,

WE : FH O, 250 b DEFRRZHEE T D722, Flsa F A b« Ar—E& Lz
Kaplan-Meier 512 & 0 315 L7243 (Kaplan-Meier life tables) Z{ERE L 7=, HIV &
Y L TSRS LT —IREERD S O RE %, HIV BEDRBE S B bRl
L. ECH, BEIR, HDUMEL 200545 H 1 HETIEBFLT,

fEA © ZOBFFETIE HIV YR 3,990 4 & —fRIERN S D 3798712 4 x5 L L TR,
ZAEI 22,744 N (FPRAE 5.8 4F/N) & 2,689,287 AR (HHafil 8.4 45/ N) #lE2X
Nice BINE O 3%0NEH R ATRE T o 7o, 25 s~ b OAAFHIM O fliX, HIV
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JRYL R T 19.9 £ (95%(E #E X M[confidential interval: CI]: 18.5-21.3) T V., —i%({E
T 51.1 4 (95%CI: 50.9-51.5) Td > 7=, HIV JEGLEE IZBVTIE,L 2000 47525 2005
FEOMTAEMEHIA 32.5 4 (95%CL: 29.4-34.7) 2% THEODT-, BEFI0 C BFFRABE
Bl (16%) &R LI=% 7 77—, k& IRkko I 5 o A 7R o F I E1E 38.9
- (95%CI: 35.4-40.1) Th o7z, —MAERITK LT HIV YL EFT OFHXIFE LT (relative
mortality rate) [ZEE DI ES TR L, HESE T (excess mortality rate) (34
B LS LT,

WRFEDMRF « AEIFFLNTIETRIL, ZONIFE TREBSEHF TH D 10 FRIZEZ THY
TIEEDZ LZAHEE LTS,

fliam 0 RARPIL b U A L ZIRREMT O L BRITIBW TR, HIV &Y 2 S o
EHOHEEAEFHIM O P RAEL 35 FEMEZ X T D, Lo, —ERE KT D &
TNODBEDOEERE SOIETT5 LI AREHDF EHEMETHD 7,

fiER

Pk, BEE DR ONEZHIE L, S DICEDM L EGAED DX E S M E
TLEBERERERMET D, 1@@5‘]@1‘%}5&%?@& LT, U¥—F + 7= XAF 3> (research
question) DHR, FiER L UWE RO, £ LT, fmaikicizasns 2 #
PRITAFFED FEH DA ER L, EOMmLICHE I N TV LHEROA LR LTS D TR
T2 B0, bivbivd, B&icid, HREOSIMERC, BEEEIC SOV TOHEEM & £

AUTFED X DD EOARHEENE (F - A XL ZDEEKXHE) Lvolo, HETREHE
PR RZTLHT D2 L 2R T 5, HDORENT U M LR L TREFERIICAEIZE
WD, HOIWVEBEELRNI L 2L TEAHSTH D EbhvbuIBZTn5

WD ZRT A o, EE, BLO, TICET 2 —HEORHLEZ2T5Z LIk -
T, BT CICER LR AEREAETH LN TED P, 2L OMEETIE, 20X o7k
& biP8k (structured abstract) DJE TRl T 5 Z &Il >TH Y, HElkSh T
BACHANTEERELS, X0 REITERAMBIETE 5 K 01T/ >Tnd %,

#= (INTRODUCTION)

HEOEZ v a T BMET BB OV T R Z O REZIT > T O, B LU,
ED LD RIS OW TRV MA O ETZ#H T 5 & Th D, ThICk > THHE
RO a7 7 2~ (Y a[context]) ZHAFET HZ LN TE, ZOMZEEOBAEDFRIZIN
25 Z L WNABERIBIE R B BRIC O W TRl Z LW TE D,

2.3 % (background) i##L (rationale) : HAE DT FHAL WMLEEREAT S,

L
/NIRH & FAEH OGO FIE (prevalence) 73 EH-LTWDH Z EAREI D Z LITHEW,
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ANRER O EE & B NIZ BT 2 0IMAE RO U A7 B LUOFETHREE OBEIZ DWW TORIL
FoTWD, /NEMIOIERIL, /NEHH 5 WITHFFEINT e 0 OttE s LUV B2
ZHTOTN, ENRHRANTR S THhDE ED L) IR, #ESRER. BI O, LE

BB G Z POV TIRIEEALHONTW Y, RIEDYAT<T (v 2 - LE=
— (systematic review) (ZXAUT, FHERAR@ERICEET 27 ¥ N A2 2 WF5ELSMT
NRBIOEGRGIZ L 27T 7 b MZEE D HHEEFZE (longitudinal studies) 1X72 S TH BT,
leofe 2 DOREFTHIZEICIS N T, FEMDIER 5 2 2 2 BER R EEI OV TER S
NTNDDHRToH 5, Gortmaker HIE, 1981 FIZHFHFEHI%M (late adolescence) (2B T
STeT AV IANEMENR, £ 5 TRV ELHART TERORITHRIIE L T RN ENE L
Flo. WABDRNW—FT, BIEORMESZE D TROVANEEASTIDFEEL TN
ZHEH LTz, Sargent HiX, 1974 FDORFRT 16 i ThH oA XU AANLMETIEL, ER TR
o TR & s, 23 RF TOULAD T4%E (3, BHETIEZO L 572 Z Li37in-o70)
ZEER L, (Pl bihvbiud 1970 FOEE A 27— & (British Birth Cohort) 725
MEWri 727 — & 2 VT, N ORG A 5 2 2 A OFSRRER . HER, thEm),
BLOU DEIT T M ACOW TR LT %,

%ﬁ

ORI PR RIL, HICEOWROREE 2T 7 A Mgt d 5, £7o, 2l
%@ﬁn#kowok&%m%w MCEREZENTWDO0ZHAMEIZT 5, SIHIZ
DOREY I THMOZ EE, ZOMBICE > TRED ETHZ EFBEMOIMEE ED XD
BRERND L ONOMBE S 25, BT, RLOBEET 8L LOZER 622N T
DYVATT AT + LE2—[lOWTELTHRIEXTHD,

3.8B#5 (objectives) : BRIDRGEZEL K THRDEARMNGBEMZHET 5.
LR

OO0 FE R BHIIE, )4 DOHIKD 7 Z A~ Y « 77 (primary care) THA
W OERICER L, Hax RASRERER2AT 08B 2R L L, £ZTRLN
D EMEEOFENZIIOBL (prevalence) ZHMET 5 Z &, BXO 2)EFEERFEZZ T
TWBHIBH LERZZIT TV RWEE & OO N A#EHFH) (demographic) 35 X OV IRAY
RAERIZOVTHLNITHZETHD Y,

fiER

HEJX, ZOWEOFEMZIH (aims) Th D, L FEEo BT, *5:, WREE
TR A ZLT, Ml L7 T A—=Z—0fEIc ST\ 5, Ao B, B
ARG, BDHWE, ZOMRICE>THLNIENLIRE VY —F « JZAF 3L LT
I RINDTEA D, WL DO RM, B, IR R OBERETIX, #2720 B iix
B TRWEGE DD, TOXIRGATYH, MMEEOERZMIIR LB THRE S
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NHEZRETHD, Bz, b LY 77— T RITr-CiB N BT DA ED HRTldZe < .
F = AR OBRTAECTZ O THIUE, TS UEdiAR R SN2 & THH (FEHA 4.
17. 20 #&M),

A% (METHODS)

FEO® Y7 v a A%, BB ROBEERMIE (aspect) ZERfEL ., £ O HIENMEH
PEE UMD B DRI A G 2O A L, £ LT, jix OFEN DO FTINIE
BRHOPEHWT D702, ED XD ITHEIZFIE AL T, 4 FEH L7220z >n T+
SICEEMICFE T D2 X&E TH D,

AMETHA > (study design) : IERTHA VOEBELEZRZHXDERVNEKE TR,
FEEH

DivbiIr—2A « 7 g A4 —/N—#f9 (case-crossover design) Z V7223, T —
A« 3y bu—/Uiff%E (case-control design) D 3V =—3 3 (Zbf[variation]) TH Y .
R OREE (BEE OBENEROMEN) W7 v M s GREFER) OU X7 Z2—Ik
I ER/ S ELHEICHEAATRER GIETH D, 2 2 TIEFEBEDHEN S 5 Refi] O BE 85
OEF & A CERERHE OB O G) 22 KA O EBRE O 2 i 35, HisE B 2 =
YR THDLTCH, FHO Y AT ITRET 5 EEE ORI (FRFHTED LW
D) HIEATRERT A v o TS, av ba— LM EFHEZEZ LEEOY 270
FEILTWD ZENHETH L7720, bivbivudint— NI (FiER) OEREOfEH
BEE L ZORTEAD 2 e — VHIE (N — RIS 5, SIMENEEL TWDH0
HIL AL Z S22 Mo WMD) OBEEEOM ISR & s L7 %,

fiER
FEDE 7 g v ORWER (H2WIEHE DOR%E) THRT VA O FERIERIZHO
WTCIkR 5 Z Exbhbiud#n s, ZHU Ko THEFIIMEDOEH (basics) ZH15H Z &
DK D, BlZIX, 2R — MIECER SN THIUL, FHILB S OMEIL =R —
MIEETHY , RN —EHMBSND Z L2 RTRETHDLL, ah— 2K T 5
DIZED LS RERMNE NS Z L L EORBERNEZRTXETH D, FAKIZ, bLIF—2
22— U TER SNIME THIE, r—ALar br—LBlUEh bR
(Y —2) 4 (source population) [ZDOWTCFLHET H & Th D, b LEEWAIZE CHE S
NTWFZE THIVEL, T OER E MR EIT S TCRERICOWTRT RETH D, MR FES 3
ODOMWRT VA DN =—2a U ThLHIGE, MMRT A U EZHEICT 572018 51T
AT INZ D2 MER S D, FlziX, ERROGEFITIiX, 7r—RX « 2 b — o
RIEF Tl D —A « 70 A4 —N—BFFRIC OV COMER R RE R S iz %,
DIVOIVTAIZE 2 HAllZ TR\ X (prospective) | &7 [# AM1 X (retrospective) | & FE5
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ZEEBDR, BERL, INLOMEOERNHMETIERNNSTHD P, H 1 0ffib
NF T, R E &V HEEIT A — MIEZEWRL, BAME &) HEEIXr — A&
v R — AR A ERT S N, W2 b rid, B E ak— MR L % AmE 3R — b
MEOXBTHY , HEOT AT TR & T —FINEDO X A I 712XV KBIL T
WA I obh L, BiME s —A 3y ha—UifEL B AME D —A c 2y b
02— /UFEDOXBITH Y | 7 —APNBIR S NTZRER CTHELOH BRI OV TOT —Z N
FHETDNEI MLV EFIL TS 2, ZhboMGEOH bR FITH L TP, ak— M
Jea Rtk T B BRI TRIKEAY (concurrent) | & TJESEAY (historical) | TRAHL LS &9
eﬁ%%é“owmmEfiFmﬁ%J&éwiF&%ﬁ%Jkwoﬁ IEbP, &5
. EORMTH L TR X TSR] &) HEEDB AV TWRYy, bitbitid, &
%>_h%@% Ea BTN OThH, INHOHEEZ ED L) REWRTHW O E
ERLTHWD Z L &2H#ET5, bbb RS2 - L bEEARZ LT, FEENVO
EDX T —HNEET T2 ODEPARRIZTHET D00 2 & Th D,
FEOE® T v a v OROEHITE, ZOW|ER, H2 1 DOFEE b LIZHERR SN
W OMDFHILD I HED 1 DNEIMENI ZEIZONTHAINL TR W AN XKW, #L
WIREDRIFROYB O A E —B L TWAEAIL, BEUFIHRS w3 as L, #F
n@f%@ﬁ@%ﬁm_rbfk< Lol —iRiC ﬁ%@ﬁ%@%ﬁkiﬂ%@ﬁéo
THIIRFE LT, Joxl iEILTb\f£ﬁ>of:EE’~JT“T~5 EHWDLZ DD, il
ZIKEE??BZL@EE’JTLI%%&%K)\D@%‘Ler MEZEIZITH-72E F‘EJIEETZ%;éWPF ﬁ’%
WCIZER T2 FED RN T-HE, HDH5W0IE, BIOHMTED bR-IMEY 7 &
T b, HlZIX. The Physicians’ Health Study |, 7AE Y & aF Al o0 THOT X
LMEEBR E LT T e, OBIZE V KRB 7O RZEARZE R (point mutation) 230
FEIECINHEZE CIER S FIRIMARIED U A 7 % ERH I TVWH Z & Z2rd ity o iz
B, BEET— 4 O 2 WA BEMEOARER RS TH Y . BP L RO ES
PAEHEETHLOTIEHRY, LaL, RICYYIOWIED B AR~ 2% Z & T, Hik O
DaALT I A RNROT—H OELE R BRSO W COIBENEE L THA I,

5tv%4>7(mm@-tv%4>7 ERIGFTDIEL,., BELLZDHBAMICDLTIE,
B8k, BE. BIf. XU, TANKEOHEEEHTHET b,
FLEB

Pasitos Cohort Study Ti%, 1998 4 4 H7>5 2000 4F 10 A £ T7 F ¥ X - El Paso @ Socorro
& San Elizario D& MEFLIHNL 7 UV = 7 & A% T 3 - Ciudad Juarez D A ¥ 3 2t R
SORMENRER Y V= 7 Ciltl@a 536 LTz, X—A 7 A4 L LT, akR— MIBHES
NDHAEROFANINL > T, FEREICOWTRBICA v Ea—%B kot BE
FEhih o Z o ak— ML, % 6 »r HBBIAL T 6 » AloOBHELZ BfEL T\
%%,
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FEEH,

B IMFERE RO 2 T 7 2 SR L FTREME  (generalizability) Z#Hlid 272012, &
VT A TRGFNCOVWTORERESLE L LTWD, BREENTCHREO L D egBidn L
BT D, MREFEBRIC LI ICHET D AEERDH D, WO ThiL, EDH)
MBIMENEESN GBI SN0 EMD Z LX), ZTOMZEDEL 2L E ST A ]
REE 72D | MERAMIRT DERCHRIGHE 725,

YT 4 U TICONTORERIL, BEEITHTHITRZ D Y — A (source) (] : F2EA
AfE, Nk V= BARER 3RERESY—) 25T, TOHRTIE, AENTL
N7 . Bkt 50T, BESEFTICOWTERTAZL08b 5, HICHHOES
BIRARD7ZTTIE e, BZBRR5Z 28O TN D, R, REIAE, Bk, BHoO
Bt &L T . BEO, T—FIUEIZOW TR B OMAGDLERHVHELITHA D,
L2aL, BURE LR, DA OEFPHEGE CAEFIT 21T o7 132 ORED 5 B £ 80%
THREREICOWVWTORBAE LK THIZOWTHRRTWAICHEDL LT, HFh 24%TL
BB T BICOWTHE LTV AN TmE WS F—203b 5 7,

6.2M%& (participants) :
6(a)a7k— MEFZE - WHREEE (eligibility criteria) . B LU, WEEDY—RERFE
FEETT, BHOAEIZDOVNTELERT B,
FoEH
Iowa Women's Health Study DS INE 1L, 1985 FDT A A VIEBHLGFFE U X hD 55 D
69 MDELMEMNS T U ENHIH LY 7L ThD, ZDU A MIZOERH I L—T D
TAFVLMDBE LE 94% %4 RF L TWD, () EEKEE (vital status) & A{EFTAE %
R 5720, BEVE R 1987 45 10 A & 1989 4F 8 HICEE SNz, (FIE) FEx T/
—~VDEEB A ERS DARBNT A AU MRS CTHRIE Sz, (%) Towa Women's
Health Study = 7"— ~ClE, 4., B, B, BEFRS, #AEH, BRI, (E2REESOM
BEDEIZE Y F—2oREBENTE S,

6(@)7—R - A FA—LHR  BEEE, HREOY—RX,. YT—ADEEHE.
BELUY, AV brA—ILOBRAZEEZRT, 7—RETAD FA—ILOERIZEITS
WERT
FLEH
1999 =725 2000 - FE TIZBW ENTLEA T ) —~ DEEN, TA UM ARG THER
SNz, (FHE) v be— b REERICT A AU RAREL D | FREICREIBER S A L2
WrEn=EBENLE, BBEESAN Y b — W RIEINTZDX, 2k H DN
ATHY | BT HNPE L. b R~OUREE & FEIGE D AR EOBENHEEZR S O Tk
W=D TH D Y,
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6()IEMTEAT : WREE, LU, HFREOV—RXEBRAEERT .

FLEH

DIVOIVTIRFERFZWIC BT 2 20— R b EZZ2Wr2 ICD9  (International Classification of
Diseases, 9" Revision, Clinical Modification) DU (22— K 410) O H D E RO, BERIC
FlEfid M=y Y — RICHET 5 SHIHMN 2 02— K& Lz, (FBE) 1994 452 A 55
1995426 HETDRAT 4 77 » Aad— b &KNDDLFIEEEE DY 7Y 7 2iTo T,

(%) ERSIEUEIT, D &b 30 Ll Eo 12 FEREILL T OMm O & & THREEL . Al
DLERT2 SOHRT 5 ) — R T2 &b Imm O ST ERBSH-BHE LY,

fiER

WFROBIMEIZOWTEFE LS LT 2 2 &1, SEDEROZ YO W THEFES 5 2
LTSI D, 1EE . WFFEE IR A2 —EORKR, ANAHEHFER, HDHW0E, 20
L OFFHETIRE T D, MBUF 2GR L (T F s, MR ZWE L CARIHEICEDP 2 DT
b5, TNHOEEMHEIZHELL T, EEAENEUICHE S NN ER LB D, K
EHROBEBENFEOMEICL D L, 49 DHED I H 178 (35%) TLEEEELZFFE L T
WD T2,

WA FEVEIL, MHAANIEAE (inclusion criteria) & FRAMEUE (exclusion criteria) & FREL S 4
LZE0HLN, ZOXFNILT L EMETRLS, FLAHTHRY, LaL, bivbil
FEFHEOIZ, R TCOEKEELRETL22L, BLXO, FO XS REHNLRIRENTZY
=TT Dh (B HCHT O—fRERD) LS k. ZOFEOTE (B TS
HWVNTREEZ B U TCOR OIS IZOWTERT 252 & 280 5,

FEEIZE L (nonresponse) CIBEFINEEE Wi/ NMEIZ/2 D L 9 R TFESETOSNE Y —
RFBEZFHCINE D0 EOFMRBIN HIEZ D 2 LI1E, MR OZ L EOH Wz &
D, BlzIX, BMEYLE BT 570012 IgM Hiika W98 T, 5t O 13 1gM Hiil o
MEREDOMBZHAMENH Y, T K > TIMEREDORIFENET X5 Z & T 6
DIEPNRIES N TORODE BT 5 2 L 23T 5 Y BREERE & JERTEREO M TR 51k
DEZ2 DRIOMFETIL, Fid OILIEEIZEE H D VLB AR IZB W T, 41X MEAE
MR D RIS 72 > TWIZ 0 | FERTTIEISEWRH D 2 & THe Y O/3A T A (bias) 73
ELTVDZLIZEMLS THA I P LRS- T, bRbIUIiized (o, BN A 7= ik
WZOWTEENLNSMELRTTRE T2, BLO, BENZERICHE I NT=0 (|
H 14 &ZR) 25L#ld 2 L 02D T,

—A e 3y br— U TR, SR & Ay b r— b OBERDKE R ORI AR THE
EThHV, 20 OBRGIEITIMNRO LI R EREEL KT, —&KIZ, 2 hr—
I = AR ELIZER 2 KRS 2 & TH D, 2 hr—LOY 7Y o 7Zidfkx
RIFERHY , TNEN—R—FE1RH D« F— AR —RERICH KT 25681L, 48D
HDOH 7Y 7 (population roster sampling) . 7 > ¥ A% 5 X A 7Lk (random digit
dialing), ¥t =2 b v —/ L (neighborhood control) . & AWML, KAz hr—/L (friend

VA
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control) NHWSLN D, THEH DL WIIKANDa Y ba—LE2HAWSD Z LT, WET HIRE
BT %5~ v F 7 (matching) 2479 Z L1025 Y, hoEREE>a L ha—Ld,
IR — 2D — Rk 5T, EHAR—2AD L br— L L0 bFEEEOZ LB D,
RS, MOEBEFFOWPEN—AD 3 b — LI CHEB I B/ E B <k
L. BWHLFIZOWTr =R L l->TEY, &5, ZELRGTHLT-OTHD,
UL, BELOHLEBENR Y hua—L sl BEOREBOE[CABDRILO U A 712
WL 52 DS 95 TH A PN CoMEERETLRDIC. bol b
BEOARWEBRBEZRVEECay hr—A LTHOWLREZ NS 55 Y,

6(D)AFR— MAR : XY FUITETOIARTEAIYFUOIDEELBZHLEER
BHOMETRT,
FEEH
DIOIUILLTO 7 v h2—/L (protocol) (ZHEVY, BHINCAZ F L DG 2% T2 EE
FNENUZHOWT, A a7 IZES W~ v F 7 (propensity-based matching) (2 & 0 A
FF G EZT TORWIEREH] 1 LA EFE L, 8112, AZTF L OMMH 5 WL
fAED Y A7 LD Y 2 5 ERDIKPLR Y A MZESNTaR— Mo TO/RE
{2 DWW A 27 (propensity scores) 2t iz, 212, HEAX T U EHBIN A X T
VIHBRGHIOT = ERE SN EME M [pool]) Lk, Fln (IR 1A% . BB LT, Bk
B (fitk 3 »H) Ik ~yFEniz, $ 312, AL T UEEHICR BTV E A2 T
(02 FEHERALAN) ZFfoay hr— A& AZFUoEGHNTH LTI 1 L72ad k5T
KL, FEoTmar bua— LW eno7z %,

6(0)7—R AV FA—ILHAR : IVYFUITETOMETIEIYFUOITDEEL
T—ZXBHYDar bO—ILOBETT,
FLEH
bivbiuxr—2 1 b= 5 A\oay ba— Vet EHNLRT5 2 L& H
e Uiz, ZOMFFREMIL, — 2B LT ETHBIED D VIR EREE L2k S
NTHELT, F—ADNRAMERERSE L2 SN BICAEGF L2RECED Y BEkIhTn
LBEOEMTH D, = br—WEEAESE (i 1%, M BIO, —KZFRHIC K
DENZENDr—AZ~ T Eiz, 7—A 300 BIZONTIL, TXTHO~ v F o 7 iLHE
7T S AOary b — L EHEMNETH T, 0 D 994 FllZONTiX, 1 ALLED=
DN N N T I i

R

vy FUTE A s ary b= R TEIS HWLILD A, WFEE IR BB hh R
OB Z L AT RE R EEM & T A DI adh— MIE T~y F o 72052 Enb 5,
aR— MFETO~ yF U Fr—A « a2 ha— U2 E CEMETIEAR W, B2 3%
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VAT OHEEC~ v F o 72 BETHZ L ELTLLRETRN Y, ak— MIET~ v F
YT EATO LRGTFRIREEN LA L O 20T, MREIIMT Ty y T 2nWD 2L
RV EERKMZED LI 3528 H 5,

r—Z e ay ba—/UETCIE, r—AREL 3y e — AV BECEB T DB DA, RIS
2% (confounding) @ WIREMED & 2 EH D /3 Ah ZHii 2 THFFED N3 (efficiency) Z & %
Ewic~y Frritrbng ¥, v v F i3 —2 1 flbh 1AL HDHNEERLL
Foary b= E2 NS 2 EbEORABRFETIT) ZENARBTHLZD, v v TFL
T EBGRINO G EME & W2 FIEOFEIC DWW CRHETR&ETh b, L<HWLNDE~ Y
F 7 D FIETHE~ ~ F 7 (frequency matching) (7 /b—7"+ <+ F 7 [group matching]
ELMEEIND) LB~ >~ F 7 (individual matching) TH D, HE~ v F 7 Tlid~ >
FLIEERODND T —AREOZ N LR —5H 5 WITHET 5 L 5 icay b — AR
T2, i~y F o7 TEHET—RZONT, 1| ADSBEADay be—LE2~vyTFT 5,
=R arybe—RETO~ y F o 7E BEMICIIEONTHRE LTATH
L0, ZLOREEWZTEY, WICHEHT EITFE LT, T TLBEICWVINLLINER D D
(Box 2 &),

HEMNCH R~y F 7 HETT L, AmIC Ll shTnanZ e b b5, i
ZIE FEE ISREANT) H250IE SIROFERRIET) 7Fr—XZary br—lz~vyFs
VbR LT 5, TNTIET—AD 54 K IZ oG E G T 52 e —uiX 50 %
D 5S4 ETO S KOFMEZIFETON, Thi b 49N D 59 RE TRDN, VDol
ELOLN 54500 SEUNTH L DNARHTH D, b LIKWEFEE (B : 10 5%) 28 L
TeHEThiuX, FlziE, a2 ha—LE YT r—2A L0 ES D noTz k)7
R KX D% 72E5SHE  (residual confounding) 23 U fERIMENRH D (Box 4 H M),

Box2— #—R -ay rO—ILBRRIZEITZIYFUY

W B —A « ay b —/UEICEB TS, F—RIIXTHar he—Lro~vvyF
YT ERMNLDINE DI, bLEIRDL, EOHERNEY Yy FIHELON, vy F U 7IZH
WD IEMEZRFIEIZE 9, £ LT, MM O BT A, &) Z LI DWW TIELWN
BIRPMETH D, ELEREZ~ T IERVMELH DD, TOHEITIE, W 21D
R R R T (RO O, r—ALar bn—rTal&iRd L
WO ZEBR Y DD, TIUTHENT THREERTRETH D03, Mt FHI%h=R (statistical efficiency)
RESER I RN H D,

r—A e ay ha—) UGBS~ v F U 7O & ORRICITEE LOBER S Y |
Bz, ~vF 720000 Y A7 BRIZOWTITY, ZNH N EICELOH DRE &
B LTV B T B % & F ISR & 225 0% BIZIE, RIIB AR AT — & =2
RO FEZE L R ORISR D — & « a2 ha—iFgE GRETE: X AT 4 v R« r—
A« 2y b v —/Uiff%[nested case-control studies]) (ZHWTIX, = hr— & LTHWS
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T EWAREAR M TN S OLMEDOFERNH 0 | WFIEE SITODHEEDO K — ATk LTl
OV VDY RV EREF >ary ha—LE~vyFI/ELTHAH, TOHKD—D
TR O BEHESRAL I 2 9 BN AL, L (HESIT X D A& [confounding by
indication]) Z T 5 Z LiZHbH, LL, fERELTEDOLI Rz br— BT LT
PR (V—R) EHTROBERZ DTV HEMERET DEMATIIRL D, Hlx
. DTSR TRIE LT W), a3 e — AR n0ER LY bEi s 2D,
ZHZIFWLS ONDOERBEENTND, vy FSNTERMNRELFEEL TWD & X
L. 7 — % OHENT (G EEIR CHRTE L TV MM [crude analysis]) O R IXi@H 4~ XLt
W1 IAZESL KD A T ANME L, ZOMRIRFTIET~ v F o 7 2BE LI, H2D0
X, BRMENT (stratified analysis) #1795 2 & THDH (HHE 12d 25H), 512, v v F &
nicary be—A B3R (V—2) FHEZRKR LZEHATIEIRLS 22720, a2 br—
NFEDOH T OIREED 5340 % BITREH O FHEHIGOHERNZ WD Z LI1XTE 220 (Box 7 &
ZIR) 7, EBIC, vy FENLBEROPEIT HITPHERTDZ LT TERNEN D Z &,
Yy F OO0y b= B ET L ERETH DL L WO ER DL, v
Fr T EThnwary b= IfRoned <, £, ar hr— OB E K& T
EHEVIRERD LD, v v F T ETbRNary ha—EfWeT A U E
N5,

BIOREE LTEA— 33—« v v F 2 (overmatching) NFTF LD, Zid~ vy T
TERNE =« ary e =R OHEEER D ETZRIORITIFIANA 7 A EZHL
LOThD, vy F INTERPIREFE L BEHEICBEE L TV DA ICITERIT R, %
OBRIHNNIET T2, Z0LERU~YyF Ity NNOMEA N, Fl—&H 5 W IZFER
L7ZBEBE LNV EROMA L2, LEDRS> TERODHDIFERE R LRV, v v T Iz
TRNZHE T, BELRBOREOFHRFTHLIHE, v v F 7RV IELD
ODINIRNNA T AZENTLE S, Bl NLEEIL, ZEEOH & RAEE AR
PG 2 7= DI JHPEMISE L LB L C 0D P, HER E HAEREZ~ v F 952 T 0
E SN T ABRBE . AN CRRIRT 2 2 LIXTE R0,

~ v F U TIREBNHE 7 S O TH D BNENE -, HiEwmOHMFEIL s
— A Ay b= VR TL—F i~y F o7 E2HND Z EEBD TR, #5138
bVIZEKELZDAREEOH L~ v F U TINFICOVWTHEBESERICEEL, ~vF 77
HOTIHRL, FAERTFELTHELHWD Z L2 TS, ZHICRHEL T, #HE
N~y F U ZRFOEITHAD LTETEBY, HEY Yy F 72 HNL 2 EBHLTET
W5, ZHUIHE~ v F U N ERR TR L D WL O ORES Z T 5005 Th
D, EBICELTLK vy F U7 EITORN I —A « a2 ha— LR X TE TV D ¥,
A& DA (B Flin) B, v v T L TWARWEERREER TRImIZ® 2 506 LivZen & X
vy FUTRREBND DY, FEMBETHLH DL Y,
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7.Z% (variables) : IXTD7 ™V chL, BE. FRIEF (predictor) . BEMLIEEF
(potential confounder) . EEMLENRIBIZDEEEF (potential effect modifier) % BAHE
IEERT D, BT EHEEE. BHAEETT,

FLEH
HERTFON, RAFEOHLPDBITICE ENT-, DNEFEITIT —1 v e KA
(EUROCAT) DERSMU A M L7z o TR STz, — AD/IWNRD 2 DLl EO KA & A

LTCWGmAIE, BEEIC | 2OT7 U hha e LTbils (FI%) . EEHREITICEBs VT

EHRER A DRREMEN B D & & 2 BAVTZR 1%, HERO R OFE LM EO HERK TH

ST, BREMOREEND D EBEZ LR TFIZ, FITANARLG OEEERE
(reimbursement) |ZFCH D & 5 REHR DM & HEEFREO R OER TH - 72 >,

fiER

EFII. TU AL RE, THIRF. BERRASERF. BRO, BERRRIEE
DIERIKR T2 30, TICB W TEE LBEASNEETOLEBIZOWTERSITE2ITH N
EThHDH, BEOT U M LB L TE, BoICFEMRBZ MR 2R T 2 LN H D,
U — R -« ary br— /U RIS 57 — A DO IEAES. 2R — MIFSEO BRI
2B DIRBA N FOEYES HBIEICE N TRELOH DEFOERIZOVTHE X
HZEThD, FIERER., HDHVIE, ZOERICHES CTRIEZHTe = L1, BFRIZBN
THROHD WD P LEEORNAHET 5 L THRICHEETH 5,

WL OMDIFFRIZE W TIL, REEBOMFELEL LT NEERKRF (determinant) | <> [T
K- (predictor) | L WO HFEPE L TWOHERHLTEAH L, £72T7 7 M LF T2
RARA > b (endpoints) | EMEHINDLGELHDHTEA D, ZEEET /L (multivariate model)
T, FFIZ LI UIET U M A TERZ% (dependent variable) | &9 HFEZ . IRERE
OAHEGEIRNT TISTZ % (independent variable) | <° [FAHZ %L (explanatory variable) | & U
IMFEZ WD, 7ol L, BB IIASHE & WREE 2 X L 22\ 72 O IEME 72 FINE TIX 7220,

WM OPREEERE  (discovery phase) (23517 2 PRI MEHT CTL < OELMHIE S ilebi
TWAEAIE, TRENOEBOFEMICOWTEIINTZY A M &, 8k (appendix). BN
DR, HHWIE, MNOBITYMTIRRTHZILEZETHRETHDH, &5 £ TIT, The
International Journal of Epidemiology (3fxit. [=2A— k + 717 7 AL (cohort profile) | &
WOBHILWE Y v a &L BT, £ 2R, HAREDHRICONTO, flix Dt
RIZB W TENRERRIE SN OFE LOFRa B S h T g Y Rkic, bhbh
X, FEITRERET VICRASNIERIZ T 28 A THRET 2O TIER < BT
WCBWTEESNTZETO MEME R0 IZHOWTEAT LI L a2 (HA
16a H &) 7,

8.7—#4 Y —R (datasource) /BIEA% (measurement) : BET H2ERFIZHL T, T
—aYy—2, i - BIEHEDHMETT, 2 DLULDOEENHHIBEL. BIFEHEDLLET
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BetE (comparability) ZBAEES 5,
R 1

BT A v ORBEEIIYIOICKEZEEE (Department of Agriculture) D 5hEk 573 (food
composition sources) & WV CRHRE L7-, ZOFE T, 2 —t —1 2T I 7 = A 5 137mg.
AR 1ML 4Tmg, =—F 1| BV EIE 1 I 46mg, Faalb—hrXx 74 1 O
F (serving) IZI1% Tmg B FEND EMEINTZ, ZOH 7 =4 P EREOWEEIL, NHS 1
ar— k&, BHEOREEEEMIEE (health professionals) #xf%RICL7ZF LU L 9D 7Zeak—
THRAMEDP RIS N (TR, @ilED B C2EOEIEETCKE NHS T 24— I T
MR &z,

FLA 2
~vFINTr—ALary ha—OW U TITFEIZE TNy F (batch) N THHT S,
J2B%#  (laboratory personnel) 7347 —Z & =y hu— L& X T&ARNE 92 Lz,

PR,

BREE., ZHEA T BLOL T U MU LOWETIETWIEDEIANE (reliability) <% 4%
(validity) (C#2%2 52 %, BEST 7 M LAOREME (measurement error) <PRd4y 3
(misclassification) (28 > TRRBERAZ R T 5 Z & BKEIZ R D ATREMERH Y . T2, K
SHZBOBRMBED IHENTLE S AREM L H D, KO ATREMED & 2 EIK ORI ERZEIC
Ko THRAESMENAEL B ATREMER B < 722 P0, XoT. SO L E D T, FEN
i U7 A SO EE DR M 2 WX 2 S RIS BT 2 2ERE R A E T 5 2 L I3FEH
ThH D, a1 O X DITZYMMIE (validation study) ZHAICSIHTH LD &, HEES
NI L EHEEORIEZ R 2 L abilbiudEin s, 5 ThiE, 2o ozl
TE AR 72 D FHEEJEE S3 BT (sensitivity analysis) (2 WD Z E3HKS (TAE 12e, 17 &),
Mz T, F=ZREDOFERKEET 5K 7L —FR TR > TOARWNE I NhEmb Z
ENBEBETH D, TIUTFCHES] 2 D XD REBRIFEEORDICB N TEHEETHA 5, i
I, BIAE 2T =RETRTCOr—ACEMLThbED®%IZay hr—L K
ML7ZESGSE. &50EEORTH, FEHIRICL O T AEZEL S D, ZOMEITZA
VA a—DIEEE T X NIRD DHEDOHFIETHITE D, Fl N1 7 A (information
bias) (X, HELT 2% 7 N — T BE CZBIRELZ T CORNo 286, &2 WIEE Uk
TH—HEIBREREEZ Z T CWEAETHAELD (EHE I 230,

9./NA4 TR (bias) : NAFTANELHWESIZEDNE=ARELNBNIETRTERT,
FLE 1

BRI 27 —Aar ba—UifEDIig Lt A CICBWTHELETFEL TS AR B
12— /LREIC 7R 5 TVD D, DIVDIUIERUADRK TR LI AEZ 2 br—L e L
72 (FlK), LT AND b ay ha—AREOLE, TOV A7 757 7 X2 —07MbZH
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WAL, BRI BRE O A RBR LA OIRE SN S, Lo THEFEL
TWHAEaY hr—L & LESRA LY S EREICET S HHRIE L Ol TR %,

FLA 2

2 BUREIRIE (T2DM) DM 5 TRV & N TIRBIIRE 2 L &I T Tn
Hedn L 2 AHER LB AENE (POAG) & OBhEIZHE RLEEE A 7 A (detection
bias) WL H 2 TLE 9, DIOIVUIKERIFEO LM L BERF Tl nWktEoznZzhno
T DIRBRMRAE OB A i Lo, 7o, K0 HERIRBAMmA & B3 5 AL
® (ANESHEAMEOFE, IRBZ220EHE, BLO, FURZLEOEEIZHOVWTOHRE
HOWmEHR) OIbRMELITo72 BT, BAKMRAEAROFT Y 2 7 OFEHHE 1T

77 8,

PR,

NA T A VTR, B L IIREMICR - 72/ R E2E < (Box 3 &), KD
W TN T RAZHOTDICEDOLIRTRNPE N TVDINEFENND Z LITEHE
Th b, HERCIE, FFRF I GRS 2 BR80T T 2D ATREMEIZ DWW T
B BET D, MEOBRBETERN, BBEERDIAATAREDL L LWINE I NEFIC
FEliT 5 Z A bbb 5, BERMICE 2 E, A T AOF M EZDORE ZIZD
W T L. ATRECHINEZOREZ AL & TH D, BlxiE, r—A - arin—
JAFFETIIIERANA T A2 AT 5 205, 5Ll 1 O X DI b e — L REZ IR
WIEZ DAL T AW HTZ LR TE D Y HIRSINE OREARIDNE > Tz 2 & AT
B2 ICB T DR TH -7 P, Z0iw, FHIL, ZOMBICKHILT 2 722D 280
DT —=HZIZONWT I HIZFEMICTR Lz, MEEBFEIC I W CERRIED 124k) 7 % nlaetk
ST 5. DV, Z < OBIEENEEWNE Z1T 55 E OIS DX ZR/NMNRIZAEWIE
ObHEVWST, THINEFEOWEER T 0 7T A EMRENHRE LTEREZIL, 202
LIZOWTHETHRETH D,

PRI Z LT, FEDPRRZRET DEIC, BRRAAL T AUZONWTRIALTN RN
ENELS B D, 1990 005 1994 FEE TITHIR S N, BNADBERER & 5 BH 2T 28T
TN ATIEY A7 BB LTZ 43 8D r— R o b — Ua5ee ai— MFZREIZEB VT,
EZA N1 7 A (medical surveillance bias) ICDOWTE K I NT-DIL 5 I\ 2o 7=
%, 1998 FEITHERBIEI D 3 DD Y v —F MBI SNz AV Z b -~V AT BHFSET
[T A 7 A (response bias) (ZOWTE MK SHT-DIE 392 M 13%ISBE e o727,
1999 5 2003 FIHBHE SN MATIZET 2 49 Mo ak— MIEOREDN 14 #
(28%) TEMFEDY 7 )b— MTBWTEIRNA T A (selection bias) D AJEEPEIZ DU Tl
RTEY, 35 W (71%) THALDONAL T AL > THRERICEEEZ T TV D AN S
K ENTWES,
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Box3—- N T X

INA T AL IIIFERER OB OEN D DR DZ & Th D, AT AT Y
AT, BDHOIE, FREMMOBRICAEL 2 ORMIATHY | T —FIERITITEIES
HZEIEFITERN, AT RERZRGIIFFETETIT RV, SA T A LIHRY OB D EH0kt
ZORINFECLS>THEL, BRolcHELZEESHT O TH D, & IL, BEELT U b
71 5L ORICEBRICBEEAED bz & LT, HEINTH WO ZER A < D23
FELZENDPREEL T D N LAOWMFICEHET L7201, FEBFKEE L TR TE v
EEWVY (Box 5 EEM), £z, A T AT U H LiRFE (random error) & b XA S u7e
FERe bR, T AEELITNE SN T =X DT U H NRIEB DX (statistical
fluctuations) (TN DHMTH) ICLH>THELEZEOENSDOR LD EE2IFT, AT
A& AU D BERIZOW TSRS < R STk~ 2 GBSV BTV H A Y bivbhix
20D TN T T AY — (FFEAA T A LEIRNA T ) \TKT DT 03000070
EEZD,

TEHANA T AT, T—HNERICH D VVITIEMICHNE S TISRENARREN A T, 1§
BT U N LT DSBS ORBLGAEITAE L D, BRI, FERIE O B 1T
PRI\ CIE AW R 0 BN R IRBHIR A A T TV b &, Zhic kv s
ICRENBEZ AT 5 Z Ll dTHA D (HH 9 EZBM), FEFFRNZEORPIERE &7
L HEANEZMA L CTWDBEILZZD TRVWEZF LIV L EZLBEIATORELZIT, 2L %
ZOHAMBBEDIFRKR TR otz LT, TNICLVZ DIEBERRONDLTHA 9,
ZDEATOERNAT AL [FERAEEASA T A Loy [EFRAENSAT A EFEENT
WD, HRAAL T AOEBLEFMT 520 KiEE LT, BRI N—T TOESE
R4 (medical surveillance) D5RFE (intensity) ZHIE L. ZNEFHENTIZ L > THEST S
ZEeThDH, =R ar b —RICEBIT DIERAA T RL, T AN ORBEE
fehnay hr— L ERTWMEDORE LY L0 IEfkEIC, 20, Keho, X0 REfICE
WHTBEAICAEL S L, LV BEBAICBEDRBEOZ L EZWMEL LY 450, RKAIC,
FOHEMBIIZHEL LD ETH5AICHEL D BV LYo 7 Alrecall bias] & & FE[ZALT
WB), £ Z 2T —314 7 A (interviewer bias) (X1 > % ¥ o 7 — W GRICR DX .
ERIICH D WVITEEROMNIC, BRI ERINEZ 1T I AE LS 7 Zhd x, BFgE
BINELCHIZEE (6T 5 BRI (= A2 7 {k[blinding]) NAENRZ ENEL H D,

BIRASA T AT —A « 2y br— BRI WT, BEICEEIRT B#ELT) 7
—ALarha—ARxgl LTHEESN TOWEEAICAET S, Bl 2E, FREREIRIOASE
DFEEEY 70— LTWSHERMIT, TEIEREZ A LR AZ IR L T2 2otk 2 3
ARMARIE & W9 57259, LovL, [AEEO FRAERN &> T HBALIE A RA L Tuhzn
LHIEZE I SN0 h LLZey, 2O K 9723, 7 A L—EDZ2Wr 515 (diagnostic
service) ICD LADbENTZr—A L ay ha—AzHVEHESNE THA D 7', [k
2, REBERD RIS T RAZ L LT HRERS D, T772bb, & OHEAOBRE L KR
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DR D> TWDLGE, TORD LWERIZEH L TWLIAD T2 L% r—RIZ
ik B AL T D 2, R NA T A (response bias) R0 X A F ORI AL T T,
Mg L HESMNE & OB TOREOE DR REEESSARENS, HDHWIE, 510
WOLPEEMEIC L 5 2 DG BITEL D, — KNS, BIRSA T ZIFFE DB 24 M
(internal validity) (Z52% 52 5, ZAUIWFESINE AR Z BIRT DRI 2 2 — 72
MR (ZDOGAEIINIZEAEL D b LAY MHEICEEL 52 52 L2k D) &I
Hien (HHA 21 228,

109> T4 X (study size) : B TILH A ARED &S ISR NI=MFEHREAT D,
R 1
MEHIBIN O OHIRIZ I 1T 57— ADE N BH 7Y A X (sample size) ZHRE LT

73

o

FLE 2

o DA TIX, TOHIICIIT HPE% 5> DOFIRFIGI 198% ThH D Z LAREnTz, =
NESZBICEFHAERERORBICEIT 59 20%E% 20%L LT, £/, XERBOT
A FFORBLD O DDA X% 3 5, M1 80%, AEZE%Z 5%& LT, 2MDr—2A -
ayvhe—noty b (F—=ZX 1B LTar br—a 1 N) 2868EELE

PR,

UYH—F « 72 Z2F 3 VR L TEKRDH L BIZ 28 72 OIS oI ME X ] & Ff
OHEEM A T2 1E, MRITFTD /B E & > THTOIL D RE ThH D, /S22 BH
HOGEEHEORWGE EXBT A0 IV ERELSTHMERDH S, /I
BIFTEIC L 0 D & B M E RIS N2 BAB L DD, Lo L, [EEKHOES R
WFZEfE Sk, (EHE X M O WE A BB 23S D P AFJEAE AT HE R T BE DB RISk
DHBOEGWHADIRNZ 2R LTS, £o, THBREV) B, H2D50iE, e
WCAER] B 2R LT D/NBEIZEIX, AEZEZ R L TRV NENIFEIC T
ZHRENTND, D ORI, Bz 2B RORIKE R LI b D0 Lt
WS, HEICEE OB LNLBEEELDHRETH D,

BIENRICBNTYH PV A XD Z L OBREEE DRI L > TED S, TTI2
oD BT S ie 7 — 2 2 AW T OS5, & ONT IS TE 53 7R HE s 70K BE % F¢
> TZDFw X (literature) [IAREM LB Z 72T NE I DR ELLHETH-> T, v
TN A ZEBESDNE I DICOVTRFBR EOLOTIEARL . BP L HBETIARY
(will be informal) , T3 EDFRTOY > TH A AOFRIZ, B LOBISEZ FHIT 55812
HFHTHASH P, ZOBEDOY > FAY A ZOHEIL, —fRARFETRO LN 1 D0
BAENE T HEWRLL IS ARFEEMEICBEE L W5, flziX, o7 v XostREICE W
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T, ERELOH DA N2 FOFRAROHERLMOHETEIL, B DHTT 21F 5 TiEALW
LOD, WHEAEHTH D 7, REHRET TE LN BEIIFIMTRES RN L2
VN, IR DS RRT TR E N AND Z & B HEALKOREREORE . b5
W, — O REEZRNT D EICL T TORBERRB T 55 E508H2500ThH D,
FEWFIETIE Y o T A ROFHFIECOWTHA « S 2 LT E A EEN
Y WEE R b LIS BRI 22 v T AN A ZOFE T EEZ O TH DO ThiuE, #
NERETDH L EHIET D, 295 TRWEEIX, EE X I A4 X2 e LTz A
BT AR TRETHL (BIAITFH G 1 TR LZE D7, EB A7
YA ZPRDENTLEIHED K D10), BIEMENHEHIAEZEICEL TROIITHY)
DIVERECIE, 2O L 2HEIMLADLNZTHD, PN X% MAFITTIESLL
20, BAMEIINT—HEEIT o720 LT ZRALSETIWT 20 7, i O
B AUES S E O E X E XM L > OREN D, BERMIEHE 2 RS
PWERTIETTH- T, MMEICHFEL D DH DL AHEIEMEZRT O TIE RN & 28
i ~xThd (FHH 20 22,

11.2MZEH (quantitative variable) : EMZEBOD ST AZEHRBET 5, F-EMEHEIT L
— 2R FE=BEIE. EDQLSIZHTEIEZFDERE LEBICRET S,
FLEH

77 AT—FMERE (GCS) M 8 KMDBHITELZDOIMGEEZZITTNDLHLEEZEZBND, 9
P ETHIUEMIMEIZZN L 0 IFEETIZ RN 2R LTS, bivbiud GCS I8
HZD2ODHT Y — (categories) & AMET 12 REEILAN DB & DRI & 7~ 7= %,

fiER

WRFEE X, RER . DRBIEOEMK S, BLO, KR I 5 ERIEER O TG
THERRAT FIEIZEA L TR Z1T 9, Bl2T, BRERICET A%z 7 v —7 b LT
7e72 717 Y —2545 (categorical variable) Z{EL5A036 5 (Box 4 &), Z DA,
EDE T N—T LT, BOMATICEERPBE 525 Ths ) M, I, ZL
T, EQLITEBHNT —F & 7N —T LRI ONWT, AT Y =0T v b+ RA
> b (cut-points) %, #7 F U —HNTOFEELHRAE R L L & BITHPIT D Z & 2 HELE
T5, TR ERTRIGEFIFICT—2ANE. 2 he— v N U A7 HERDO N,
VAT NFHEZMZHRETHD, RIRINTWVDEDON, ROHEEESLET LD
HEMEDRRIZT Th - TT e 7w,

WFEE X RERE RFFT DT OICRE L EGHEE L CET VT 25608305, 0%
EEBIRT 550, BBELT U NI LALOBREBET2LENH D, WA OREZ HIZ
#IZHY (linearity) 72B8fR L IRKET 2 DIFFR D b LIRWD T, IERTENED FTRENE 2 5l ~
HMEND D, FEHXIIMITICHB T Gz #i[log transformation]<° ¥ M [quadratic terms]
RATZ A B spline function] 72 & D) FIEHELSNDET LT ONTHRET LI Z & iTD
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WCEMTHIRETHD, BBELET U NI LABRIEREEBRTHT2HA. L7 4 v B
T ET VBT D PN, £, = L%mm%égﬁ%ﬁ@%%_owfi\@ﬁ@
&ﬁw—fmwﬁﬁ?%fﬁéki@@%&%ﬁﬁﬁEné#%bh&m

DFRETIE \ZHBH ST IERIIIE DN 3 D 2 NERIEBEEKEZ AV Tn
710 50 $&® jC':P 42 %E (84%) 1TV 20 DNEFF717 Y — (ordered categories) (27 /L
—AeEN TR, L IFZDO I N—TLORIZE R L TR o Tz, 15 WOk 3T
ﬁﬁ@%ﬁzﬁ%%?w%%wfwkﬁ %@5%%%@@% e LTCWEDlE 2 o7
Tholz, LEESBHICKT HMOFHE T, 2 2O 7 N—T120 0 TR ILN R E T

i1m$®mi¢bﬁ#n<m%)$kff&ot%

Box 4— ¥ IL—TF{k
WA OT —2 &7 v—Tfb (B 73V —EHl) +56Z&IZITN<O0OHEBERD

58, F—H RET D L &IT, FIBICES T BEITH I D IREORN & H A R LTk
BICHAELE> ET25L0 b, ﬁfﬁﬁ%%wTWEbtioﬂﬁw#%Lhﬁm T
TY—ZF VLB T =y a VORI HRICED, Bl ZIZETOEKEZF L L 5 RT3k
FLeWEx, HDOWTIHERGEIFR (dose-response relationship) /R L7z & X7 B2 E
WTThD,

Flo. Z—7iE, BlAIE, WIBHEORELZEIT 2 Z LN TELV T 5L, iz
b5 2 &R TED, L, ZA—IEmakd 2 LIiZoRn0, £72, K22
@mbk%é&ﬁwﬂmﬁﬁi%ﬁﬁmﬁ%ﬁb5ém b L. ERAB OGN T & 7L
— ALl eT DL, BB LDEENPNS EORMED E K DIRAEZENEZD 5D
<&ms%§%>“%,ﬂr:)—ﬁ%§<ﬁé_&i@&ﬁ@ﬁ?%%<:&%ﬁ%&%
ZROTZENTEHDT, KEBEFFRICEB W TRFRZ#EY CTh 5, INEEAFIEIZ I T
IR REBNRESIND 2O, VEOIT V=TI UEHT 52 ENTERNTHA I,
WREF T2 W L OV P OBLE. BIROBLE, H 25V, FMEHFRY 728 TRt 22
HOBNAEIZESWET Y b« RA LV MZEWTIZ V=712 ToTH R, o, %
S NTHE 7 A—FRI IR D L5 R 7 —F bz RIRLTH BV, —J5, 4501
DOIMUD T N—T L0 HRHIZAMA O 7 v —T %5k T, FRIO V-T2 K& T5H2 L
T, 77 ML EOHBIZENT, KV ELOMAEZEONIGEANRDE Y, r—2 a3
= AR RICB N TIE, BEMERMIL TWAMERH LT, a2 ha— AR EO5A0
EH LI T D ERHERIND, Ty bR A RN ODRDBERMOF 6
FRICERINTZEDOTHLDORE, GiEICEOERE G2 HXXTHDH, LT, PIE
D H/NELRDBEIITH Y b - BFA 2 BRI TV A 70 b BIE D58 S (30 KIS FEAN
ENTLEITHAD Y,

TN—TMC SN B EMITICH O ABRIZIE, Zhonb &b & LTV Huken et
BHEaRik T 02 ENBEETH DL, HlxX, EFZ7AV—TMICB T 50 27 OEmMHER E O
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Bt T b, AR TEE LR B AT TV —I2 70— S A 5k a i 225K
LLTETMET 2L THD, b LI0FEBEOFHZ N—TR EDOT I N—Th %
MR TR SN TOWIE, 71— 7 OMEIZE T 2 HIBHEIXEREOMEO ARS8 Dt &
IEFCIZARDTHA I, Lo L, ZA— BN ERMBTROWGAIE, ZORD Tk,
Iyasova & 2 1%, HEEAERE BT TV =88 E O % AT HEE & BE RS L T30
THEOMREL TS, RERL, ZALDOFRIZ, AZ - TFHI VRIZHEBKT 57217 T
<. HERIGBERICED O AEN CEEREREZRZILET I105THL, ZDEE, Zh
ENDOEL A AW B EWIZIER AR L, 72, 20 2 DOMITIL, WTivb Al
SMOIREEBNTWD, FEFHIEL, 7TV —OIEFZEHE L, SHEE L i U= K8E
BOTHEICHEEE (BEXOP HE) 2HRETLTCLEIZENELS DD, ZOLH L%
LT D Z EHEITEVOMNYE LRV, Z—TRITO U A7 O E iR é%@
TbdH o, RIEMMELIHERIND LD ThiuX, ToMEOEEKMICEY ., B
T PEDIR S Mt 2 Z E R FRETH 5.

12 #f&t - 24 AE (statistical methods) :
12()RBAFORBICAWAEZZED. TXTOMFFENAEETRT .
FLEH
2 FERNC BT 24D 2 WITHEIZ K D2 R DFMEZBE L, BEFE MY 271X
Mantel-Haenszel 1% FCEER Sz, JHEE 20T Y 2 7 0 95%(5 #H X [#1 3 Greenland 35
L O Robins & D HIEICESW =S 8E W TEE L %,

fiER

—MRIS, BERHIEATTIEICIE 1 DDIELWHENR S 5O Tida <, & LA URMEZ R
L9 DERBRDPEIZES S W DDDOHERD DL, EOLDRGETYH, EEIT <
& HHHZERIEIEIC R T 2 G ONFZE R AICE L TN FIEZ RO TR NE TH D, T
ELTWEIT ooz, HH5WIE, TEL TWEMITIZIZ, S 6R 5N nEs
RLZENELSBHD, ENOIEFNE LT —F 2Rt T 2P CREENELLDTHA D,
WA R T BT, FFILT —F OBEHT K o TR 23 e S Tein & 9 gt
FHIRTRETH D, 72& ZFANTTE L TWIBHT & 2 O % OERRH IR RHT & OEWH
Wi b DO TR &b, FEHIIFRIREN 21T > T2 B 2RI R T RETH D,

b LB SN DR L2, W< 2200 RE L TOREIZB W TR > TWHHEITIE,

JERIfENT (stratification) & L < IZZ A EEF04T (multivariable regression) (2 & » TR AEME
Do DM OFEEIT > RETHD Box S EBM) M ZLOHA. AT YA 12k Y
ED LD H A T DOREYRET ANEBREND DIPBIRE SN D, BIZIE, Cox Hpl Y —F
[Bl)7 (Cox proportional hazard regression) (L= 4— MIZEIZE W TE S HWBN L DITH L
® o m YT ¢ v 7 A (logistic regression) |37 — % » =12 k1 — LRFSRIZ I T & < 58iR
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ENDHFETHD P, BITA1T 5 B3, BEET VO REZ TR TIai <. BE%RIR
ORfEERT L AR TRT HRETHL P, b L, EFLVOKBICE > T, HKKET
IVTERASNTERERFERVIAATE DO ThOIIE, TORBEZTLETILERNH D, T —
H DFRFTIZEBNT, 12720 L 2 DOILE BN LR E 2N & LCTER LTz
DOTHIUE, ZTDOZ LIZONWTHERDZ LEFHEEICE > THEHATH S, thofat Tk, F
ZIXRBEDOH7ED F1E (imputation procedures) . 7 — Z 2D Fik, & 5-GR (attributable
risk) OFBEOF LR ELFRTHIMNER DD, B TIEROFIEE I FEEH
WA ISR OB 24T\, £, A LERE Y 7 FE#@ET & TH D, AR
M7 igt e LT, THEROBH DFE D ILT —XIZT 7B AT HZ ENTELE, O
ERARIET 52 LML 725 £ 5 IS HEMINC ) SRt Tk k3 5 2 L E
LneEz5 ',

FRERZRBFZEIZ I T, 169 FODFHILD 5 B 93 (55%) Loy, MEHETA~ED LD
\CERAEC N T A =BT L, SHEER OFHEE 21T 72 > 7o O BBRIZR < Ty
otz O EEBIOMIETIL, T ORI IR WO TRBER O 21T - 72 Lk~
TW5 67 MOFLDIEE A LB TRARER OEIRO FIENTRARE TH - 72 %,

Box 5— X#&

ARE 1L, LT EB R ENEEL (confusion) L TWAHIREERA X3, #FFEIZBWTiE, B
BEREHEBI A7 EOMICBEERH D LTI, RVEIICARXZVTHTHA
I, Lo, BERH DL OICRZTZD, BRI IR ATV 356 Z &%, FEERITIE, %
BOFRAEZ THT 2MOKFT, 220, BEBEICHEHEL TWHIRFICEEINELTND
Babdbd, ZOL)BRMORTFELZAER LD, Tz, SHEITBREER ERERY
A7 L DEOKEEREZE S i~ BT LE Y, Bl SiEOFRELMEIRRED
BT HE A NAR L T D 2 e BNDRWMEIANC S 5 &3 hiE, ROBHERZM#H L T2
Tk & LT 2R W HAR A & OFR]CO 8 R FR 0D RS AR B oD HE 2 Pl 1 9% 1 BT
HWREBETIT D E VIR TEAIREEZCLEITHA I,

PRI, WAENZRZHKER B L CHEANCHRE T 2 X& Th 5, FaNiEMeERms
HEDODLVEDH DN FEREFETDHZEICEY, TV A L OBOBE L2 E#RE
bbb, o, WURT —FIENFREELE 2D, JBREORES~Y v F o 77 EOFEE
EHOTH IV, EROBITIE, @IfEE WD SHER 128 L TV WISk 5 %
RELTCHLIOb LR, BT LLLEELWVWHLOTHD LIRS0, MmEICED
<~y F UL DR FRETH D (Box 2 2 MR), T ORIV T, MFEE IR
K D2 S T T2 DIJ@RIIRNT, 7213, ZEEMT 2N TH BV, ERIARAT 328
KA ko TTF—2&gIchld (WETEIET 272E), ZhEnoE CREEDOHEE 217
W, TRTOBIZBWTEHTEL 21T > TRA SNT-BEEOHEEZITI) D TH 5,
LA EEATIX, FRROFERAZHZT D ZENARETH Y, Lih, SHOKEL % [FRFICE
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BT HZENTED, SERMITIL, HEFICEFHIECEOTETH D, BE LKROM
HEIZB W TR REDR S 5 Mgkﬁé

03 ISRy ANV I N = G -F = CEOTRARRIETHDIN, HHIIRME
ﬁ%%%%bkmmm@ﬂbfwé%@@FI%Q%J@ﬁﬁ%%%ﬁ_ufmékzz
HNE TR, fERITIEEE (R TR HEHEIC L > TR A5 ' T4 4 -
o TV T OEE, BDHVIE, BIRAL T ARERAL T AL > TEALEEETH D
2H LivZewy (Box 3 25/,

12(b)% T 5 IL—TF L ZEEA (inter action) DIRFEICAWN =T RTOAEEZTT,

L

3 OOAETEFEICHES 2 U A7 R SR O80T Rothman ORI &S & /&
W2 R EAER DT A M X o THRET Lo, T72bb, #Hicic, Hile 2 [HOELDOH
50 A7 KFOHFEDMAEDEIZLD 45D T T Y *”ﬁiﬁ%f’ﬁﬁk L7z (ab.ab’ a'b,
BEOL adb a BI OO IIRBEERNRNT & 2RT), MHxt) A7 I3HFERIZ L D 21T
STth, FAT IV —IZBWTEM L, ZHEAEHORZEITTOMXIEE (absolute effects)
MHDOMES S E L TER L, ZAMERIZE VUMY X2 (relative excess risk from
interaction: RERI) [ZLA FD X 5 IZFHR LT-,

RERI=RR(a'b") - RR(ab") - RR(a'b) - 1

RR(a bV 5 OERIZMETR S L7z AOFERHY A7 %48 L RR(@b)IFZB AT 2 U — (RR
=1.0) L THWHINTWD, 95%EHEX 1% Hosmer & Lemeshow D F{EIC L » TEHE L
72 RERI=0 CTHIUITZHEMMIC LD EBI2NZ L2 EmkT 5 10,

PR,

BIRD 17 HIZB W CHEMZR M 21T T DY | S BEMD 5> H4 7 71—
FRIE L CTIT o T2 AT O R E I DV T < DF %ﬁﬁéhfwé””%h LD D
THT TN —TIL L ATOR TV S Y, FHIIATL > TED L 5 Y7 7 — T A
%Eénfmkﬁ\ik?—&@%ﬁ@@’E@%fﬁ»—f%ﬁ%ﬁ%bk#%ﬁé%
R n, o, REIMICEBT 2 ECEEN R R > TWDHE I DEFRD 72O AN
k%&%ﬁ%?é:kﬁ%gf%é<ﬁﬁiﬁan%§%h

REAERE, HOERFBBORFONRAEZEETLE D L RGAICBWTEb-
TLHbDThHD (Fhdz FhEIEHDOER (effect modification) | & H W bivsd), 2O
DR FDOEER BT 2 80 OFIETREMST oD, 1 DHIE, INEE, $2bb ) X
772D E, 2 28I, %&ﬁ TROOLMEANY A7 DR THD (Box8 #5M), < OFEH
HLHWVIZ L OFE L. REFHOSGWIFEICE L TOREOIA R3S 5, LovL, BEE
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ROEAWIIR BN, M TOREL PORER 2> TODONIC OO TIEHEL b Bk E
BFoThrH, arvier AL LTL, MEE, SE #2272 05 2 & BARME
A L OBRIEBT A ATICIE, KV THL L SNTVD ' Lo X5 RSN D OS5
FTHICLThH, EROTHEGIO X 5 ICHEICHRICIE TR T2 ETbhs ', zhEho
IRBEEKOHMTORBIINZ . EANREEL | BRENRD o85G L O LR TRIFEC
WARTRTZEN b L bAEHTH D, RAERICET AHIICOWTIIBERD 171HZ,
eI S TR BIT D RHEIEICOWTIZ Box 8 8RO Z &,

12(c)R¥ET—74 (missingdata) ZED &L S 1T’k =M ZEHRAT 5,
FLEB
KRIET —F OHTHIEICIE, 70X L7 RETHD LWV O E (missing at random: MAR)
Z U 7o, STATA CiigH AU L 2 2 HE Al 5 1% (multivariate imputation by chained equations:
MICE) Z{T-7z, THRENEYNC KBTS 10 MOT =X 2 LHB VAT 4 v 7 [
AT 2 I THRIT L7, 10 220 T — 2 7» s b V7o #EE i 2 1V T, Rubin D75
RICHSE | DOBERHEEM & = OEHEEEZ R 12 1,

fiER

KRBT — 2 IBEMIEICB VW CHEREIC LIS HLMETH D, MESIMEIZ L > THRH S
NTEMZEEILT UL ERICREH SN TWD LIRS RN L, Z2IFEITETO 7 +r—T
Y T DIZODBEICSNT 2017 TERWL, £o, AFROT =4 Y —=ARMEKRT — 4~
—Ab LI LIEAREER O TH D, ZORMBIFHFEFICHY ST TP OEERLDT
DL BT, KET —XOBEIC OV MRl 2 L TV DimRiEE A E7%
WS BRI KA T — & ORI AR B0V OO FRIEE NS Z BB H T
BH5HH, Box 6 IZSEIERFIEORALRALZFL LT, EHITENENORG LT 5K

(RTEEE, 70 ML, RAEER) 2B L2 REOEE, MITOFBEREIZBIT DK
BOEAERETHZENLEE LV, FFHIL. TRETOHNIIRBOHB L RTXETHY,
WHRIC BT D358 Oty (flow) Z a3 BRICIE, KRBT —FIT L o T ADOXGEE 3R D>
NIZDONERTRETHL (HE 13 b2R), RET7T—F 2 B[E LI cld, F8H13%
DOfFENT 5 (L EA5EE[multiple imputation] 72 &) Otk Ad LN ORIHE L 72 HKE (7
V& K73 K $8[missing at random: MAR]72 &£ @ Box 6 #& ) ICHOWTRTRETh D,

Box 6 — R#ET—4 : TOME & ARG ARIRE
RIE\T—Z %W HBEOFEEL LTI, FFEDMITICLERERNTERICESA>TND
BEANDOHIZIBET D E NS FERSH D, ZDO XD RKEOI Tcomplete case] Z x5 L L
ToEATIEZ < DRBUTIB N TIFIAAL T RAE LT SERVN, N, T A& LU S H 5 HEE
b0, Flo, WICHENE (nefficient) ', BIROKGH L KBT —F 2 HT 545
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FLEORFENERR S TODBERITIFIANA T ANEL D, £, YTV A XRRLT 5
Z LT RV NEDOTENENT L T2 D,

MR LHES D XD 2R T ClREICBESNIZEEZEMNT 554 (LOCF i), b L
BN 2V 2 5 RBEERICBIET 5 & huE, Bz 0w 5 50 L5 ',
—H DK RF KRB B D AR FITHONT, EORKEHR -2 RIBOFEEZ T T3
— BB E AR LR TR S, AR oMEE ST 5 ', KEBHEOMHE,
Tbb, TNENOXRBEZREEZIIHESNTMETEERZI LD TH L, Y
T WBEZ GEH E 721 L7720 3508 LitZewnw L, LRI R A3 s v Hik % H
UNR T AU RER SRR GE DS i N Rl S U D FTREMED B D

Rubin (37— N RIETDMELZET /MET DLW I BLENS, KT —F OREZ ER
L7z "0 4 U KBS Z DHERMM OV HBIE S BRI LR WA,
ZORET —ZIIFZERIZT X L7 RIET —4  (missing completely at random: MCAR) & &
b, bL, KENEZ DMENKREBT —F DOEREOE LML THLGEITIL, 705 A
KT —% (MAR) Land, BlZE, AHRIFMEEOT =2 8L 0 £ RIFT S
MIZd D05, £ DRBOMERIL, Filna BRIV, BRI TRV IEEERE O &
FRAE L2V, ZD & ERB LR TV D NiEREREOEIL, FizBEICANTZET v
IZBWTIE, MAR & &b, L, FIHARERMOT =2 ZBE L% TH, RELLE
BN Z D RBORNMEGETAHAICE, 70X A TEHBRWRIET —4# (missing not at
random: MNAR) & &5, 7—# 23 MNAR ThdH L X, RERET—FNELTZOMNZ
DOWTHLNRHHANKLETH S,

MAR OF —% % 5 Tk, UTFD 3 SOFECRIIESNS ", Fiabb | BHEICHK
S =T (likelihood-based approaches) ', B3I IZHSW =Tk (weighted estimation)
PR LT, 2EMEETHL MY IR 3 00FED Y B, SEMEEN b oL b
AN S TR Y, & U DITEBOLEBDP RIBE A AT 255 I8V CRIREICE T
B, INBDOFEONDRD bOEMALIZHBATYH, ZORRE, FEDOMEITICLERE
BNRERIZEA S TWDEANDIHITIRE LT MEHTHRE R & i L, EERBEWICOW TR
EITHORETh D, RET =X OMITE4T 9 ETRIHRE R D IRENZEYL D E D DD T
(TN IIMEER ATRE CTH D, T, TDORET —F 7 MNAR £V £ L5 MAR Th
D2 EHEFEAT D Z EIIARAEETH D, LIeRNo T, T OFNTIIEE ST OE 2 TL
S5XHRETHDL (HH 12¢, 17 25M),

12(d)ya/R— MRS : BZBT HIEEE. Bi%Hl (loss to follow-up) ZED K S Tk
>T=-hEEHAT 5,
FLEH
BRI 7 A e —7 v 7 EE i LIiRE T2 77 DB W TIE, B LIERBS LD 1
BB FTHE T > THIEFID~N— 2 F 1 TO CD4 M DT e o7 (hdefi 115 {8
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ML B X OV 123 /L), —F, FERIIC 7 1 —7 » 7 &I L2 ro TG 7 v 77 KT
BT, B L EBNTBRAEETH - ER & el L C CD4 28 L Diapodz (f
JAE 64 fH/uL 38 KOV 123 fH/uL) . (FWE) FEMBRIIC 7 4+ 1 —T7 v 7 & FhE L7 o T i5E
17T AOXGEIL, RO BRI LT 1,

fiER

2R — MFZEDIRMTIC AL (life table methods) . %42 &~ D FRIB DI AL E TOIs
Fﬁ’%LI@TT%fLEﬁF%O)éﬁ )\Hif (person-time) 2D\ D HFIEEZH WD, &% O#1%S
MO TR W TERBOFRAENGTRD LIRS T2/ RFITB VT, E%ﬂf%f_ﬂ}qfﬁ
TU NI APRETDHRLITEHELRNEVIREZBNTWD, HIZIE, B 55
MO T %, FrEDFWIZ R ST R0, MEISNTZARE LEELERHIT ond, Mk
(IXRE DT O BRFOLENCHIIENSBiES 2 Z Lich > TR I 5, b LBESRERED
RIRFIZBNT, HDLWVITEEREDY 27 PREWHEHEIZBNT ((FROHLFTHEID
[informative censoring]| & L C) @RI Z 5 & 31T, FEOZYHEICRE S BET S
ThsboH, LROEHEMNCENTE, BBHNRT v —7 v T 2{TbahoslifR 7 v 7/
7 LIZHRIT D WEBNL, BB RTREFIC LT CD4 ~ =T flifld DA D 72 hr > 72D T
;@%w%t)xa%ﬁufwé&wzé“i

WFFERE T £ CTIBBFATRE CTH o 7ot R E LV LIcIREZXRT 25 Z LITEETH D,
PR O, FEHY 7 MI@E b 2 DORUOKFNEZITHOR, T72bb, EHH0
RIUZIBNT S, F 2 OBIEHIR O TERIZ, BEIMCBRENIIIC THTH81Y  (censoring) |
ELTREIEN D, TR, FRFIIWE LR RE L ED LD ITH D »Ea, BB
IR R OB TR TE ZENMETH D, Mk LIZEEOHE B DN E X
MBI ARFERIRBE LN CE R o T RBE RN T 20, HDHVIE, ﬁnffZTﬁj—F% L
IFME LT HEFOW TN OREEICE W TRBEZREBTHE L7 L LTHR-TH L,
DILOILL, FEVBBE LR EOH, B, AN HU0 0L R Z L&
WS 2,

12(d)7—R - 32 bO—LARK : ZBT SHHEE. 7—REar bO—LDT Y
FoTHEDESITT>T=EHRAT S,
FEEH
bivbid, BAEDEE L, LERDO Y X7 K+, WMEEZEO A, HEIRELOA
o FIRD S EIR~D T % > b (venous to arterial circulation shunt) D EFEEIZ L > T~ v F
THEATolzay hua—/L & & T 572912 McNemar E, *ISDOH 5 tHRE. BLON
R ER Y AT 4 v 7 EEHTE AV,

R
5~ F o 7 EiTolor—A « a2 b —MEICBW L, ~ v T 72 BE L=
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LA~ Xt (crude analysis of the odds ratio) 1%, B BN R W A~NDNA T A %G T2
HEME D Z ENEZ Y (Box 2 2#2H), Tz, ~ v F 7 aBE LICITIZNET
D, vy T U7 EBRE UTITIRERANCX, BT LTHEMBEL S 55D ThH D,
Thbb, TNENOr—RIxtETsay ba—Eic—o0E LHfHbhsd, =
DOFENTIE, ~ v T o7k r—2EEULTzay ba— VEMEER LTI D
Tr—2Anar b= I bRELZ LV EZZITTHDNE I N, LWV T EIZHONT
BREtT 222 EEL LTS, MIREEIT I~y Frr7ani] 2x2 RIZBWT
Mantel-Haenszel 1E% HWTZERIT 21T 9 2 LN TE D, bo & bHEMAREE, v X
CBEORED =B Lol _XT Dl ERD, L, v~y F U RERERD L O 72
WRRMEEZFFOLEH TR INLDOThIUL, EDOGAEDOHITIIEMA>SEY N AD~

“/7‘/7 BT HMEITR, MROFRO T T — 2 AWM TH o Th D
N, UL, TRESER, migBatR, KABRAR Shofks ~ v F o 71TV ESHAITIE,
TNEFho~vyFrrantr—2tary bo—LoMIZEREVMBEOEE L TEET
LHRETHD,

R~ > F o 7 OFET, oL bIa<MHEHIN TV DT FIEIIRMESE e 2T ¢
v 7 [El7453#H7 (conditional logistic regression) TH Y, ZDOHETIIK T —ALZDa b

n—LNFE LD THROND, FEFEa AT 4 v 7 BRI OEE TORIE %2 FE4

LDWmEITINA, MET 23y b — L OENENEND T —ADMTHRD & EITHEL
85, ¥ T T DT A UBENTICE W CHEENICE B SN TV D0 EFE R 5 2
EMTED LT, FFEIIT — X OMATICEB WD THWEHEHEIT FEOFMZ TR 35 2
ENRLEELW, L, vy TF U7 aBE L TCHHEEHEICOTNREE LN 2RV I,
vy F U T EBE LRI R 2 L 2R L TH Ky,

12(d)HEBRAR : LT BGEIE. Yo T T AEEEE L -SHEIZDOLNTEE
UL BT
FLEH
FEHERRFE (SE) 1%, #MER Y 7Y T OTHA NS HERD Y VAL HE
ET D27 —7 —EB (Taylor expansion method) % FWCHEH L7z, (F8E) fE5EM M E
BT 27 A VU 2h & (design effect) (ZBEMET 1.9, WHETI8 TH Y, F-UHEHIMEIC
B9 57 VA VI RIE BT 19, LHET20 THo '

PR,

TZWTOORIIIEIL S & b & OREMNORGEZRSTZDICHLNEORE LY
IV T HEERCTWS, LnL, 2OV 7Y 7 FEE, BT oA L Y
TV T L0 BEMRGER B D, BlIE, W ODDBEESHRED T T AKX — (Bilx
THUE A 72 &) WY 7Y 7 HETH D, EBEIOY A XIZHBI L 7 HeSE gl
Yo TN THRITIE, FOYTIN—TDHHHMIZIE LS REWUEZFFS LW EE5
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Vo TDOEDIFEEESRWVENY T UL, BEOHROH DY T S —T %
R TV 7 LT nEZILTARTHDLZ b b D,

BHEZRY TN BE LN TEEEOREFEOHEE L, AR T o F 7Y 7
SEONTELDOLVEENREN STV EN-T-0 35, EHERESC, FEKE R EORE
DRI T A VI FE—ZE T o L - TV TR ICEMERYy 7Y 7D
FEZHEHALIEGEICBIT D, BEOELZRTHRIETHLI N —. ZHVTREIND &
Thd Y, FOTOOBRAICBWTEMERY 7Y v 7 HIEEZRVD LREIETL, 7
FA NPT LV REWVEERD,

EFIL, BRIV T T HERGONTHEEOREEICED X IR EEHT- 2
DO Em B N CE D LT, EMERY T 7 HEERET SO Wk
ZURRIZIR D Z ENREE LW, FlziX, 77 AX— - H 7Y 7 (cluster sampling) T
X, THA CENTEEH S TOIUE, T HINEORLS I EBEDIKRT L OMICH DR
Nz hb— R« A7 OGNSR O L5, ERROFEELNICIBWT, BECHE TS 1.9
EWVWITYA URIE, BT AL T ) T RO AIC R, RS ORSE
TOWENELNDITIE, EBRIC19FEOY TN A Xl 4+5 2 L2 BT 5,

12(e) & b ZEEDHT (sensitivity analysis) DAEETT

FEEH

EFELTWDEE (15437, 3.4%) (T, JEL L7 (38/148, 25.7%) OT —H# K
HOEIGRNR Y @mholeied, (TlE) RIS T ABREL T DL WREMEN S H, £ D
=0, bRbIVUIRE D ﬁ%%mutoﬂw IRV TRR MRS A L 72 et oI 1%
BIRICYTIHED EREL GEEED 19.1%, EFLTHWDLEBED 11.4%) . 2 DO 7R
WAEBE L, T7hbb, KALhoBEIN-EELENE RO LEZHHA LT
W ET AR, ERRFORENE RO EFEA LTV LT AR THD Y,

PR,

@E%ﬁm@m%ﬁﬁ&%ﬁm [ZEEDSWTH FERERICED Y R0 E ) DA~
DIZAIWETHD P, BEPT 2 &S HEL LTE, T SEl, BERLIOT 7 b b A

@*ém RIS 5 A EIN . KIBT — & O PO IRE . KR, 2 OO

RIERERIE S L IE—F LAWIIEICHRT 2510 7 AP, 7 A BIEKOH

WR EITBIT DREOIT FEDBIRR ENEEND (HE 11 28H), AT ALRED

WEEZFRRICET ) V745712010, WS FEOR AN L T P,

1959 4212 Cornfield & 1%, ASHEZERI AN IEMAE L (2 < D NBYEFITRAR 9 fFLETH D L
SEMD ., BYEDOHIN/ANIKIT 5 9 fFE W HRF U 227 03, oW he HHEE RTEE/RAS
BERICE > TH72 6 SN ATREMIZIRY 22 <RV & W o B4 ARG REZ R L Y, Zofif
HrZZED X 5 BRERD B D &) AR Z RN LoD Tide <, ME L SN D BEROEFIE
ERELTEOTHD, mlrTH, AR EME & B IBROITRIIEET S 2 & L OBE A
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B L 9 %24 20 A K BN & e+ 5 72 01, AR O FES WV Sz 1, X0 R,
TRESHTIE, BEEZEDTLUE D L9 25, BIRAS T2, £720%, HHAA 7T 20/R
EAERTHEOICHNLNS 5, BEL HEVRBSN TRV L THDR, FKRE
SHTE. BELT U R I AL ORIZBHEVBEE LAvESAARWE &, b LIFBEENRS R
ROBAICHAT 22 L b EETH S, BIEAZRNET D HAICE X 5 2% SRR
DA T APFET AR S 5720 ThH 5,

2R (RESULTS)

ROV v a Tk, FESINE OFEESCSINERORIZHEE Y . EERER LRI
R BRI RE SR ICE D F T, M NIRRT W) FELFTRT S, b ok
BT, Z2HEOHAERE L2 M U= RO 2 R R 5 X TR0,

13.8M%& (participants) :
13@MAERDREMIZHE FH5ANHETRT (fl: BEMLERE (potentially eligible)
EH. ERRENFAESINLE, BREERINLH. HRICEANL OGNS, T
AA—TFyvTERETLEH. 8LV, 2 Shi=H0,
LR
105 OMNLEFEDONN—LBEEDO OB, 13 JEHAFEEL, 9 IEFHIILA NI U AICH D,
83 MEEHANVE AT Te, 22 JEE T, oA —F—ic 6 ML EEFFTHOa 7 b
BRI DEIRICH 2D > 70, 36 [EEOA—TF =B nE 16 Lz, (Bl #f%ics
L7225 ODAR—=LJEBERTIE, 1244 DN—FT U X —%RERALTEY, 95 674D/ N—T
YHE=RPe EH 1 ENIZAFOYT FTEBE L TWe, BFROY T hON—=FT U F—D
25 544 (81%) MWR—RATA VDA L Z ¥ a— L IERMNEEIT T2, TDHIH 534
(98%) W7+ —7 v F&5T L',

PR,

WFFESINE DX AIEIZBD 2 FMR G RIT, W< OO RNLEETH 5, HFFRITIL,
T OREF AT DR (target population) EITE7eS>T2BMEN LI EENTND,
ZOZ LI AIREACREOHEEDENEN & KM T E I WATREMER B 5, B 21T,
PERATENZ DV COEEFHE~OSIMCFE Lz AL, HEE LA & R L THE~TL
ZEND L, MEICBET DB XTSI TR S L RO OSSR < | BT R
BEENENE VIR D72 0 2R BOEWNC LY | BEHE TIEIMENR Z R 5IC
B9 5V RT U XAIEB 2B KGEM T 2 flReER S 5, 2D XD RIEE AT A (Box 3
SR X, RO EEICEET 2 AL, EERICHRICE En D NIV TIREE &R
BOBENERDGEIT, REZEDTLEI DD D, ol LTiX, &< LTH
952 & Lo AR IIE & ORENEHE DO —A -2 b — I TH LT
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L% PR I E RO BMER r—AfE L 2 b — LR E TR D Z LTk D,
fERE Rt A b D E LT, BETRWAHEEZ OB ELMEL Y AFFEICSIN L 7220 V|
Wi o7z P, ARVIFESINERIL, L3 L bR RS AR 5 O TIEZRnAs, BN
FHOFREBIMEESG LA ORRIINETH D, £o. RSB, 2INOAKHE, BX
G, 7avu—=7 vy 7EHEDOERICEHL T, WEMICAEE SN LIV, BiaIEE
HEBRENLOEEE LD XS THI LInmbd LER DD %,

PARAYIZIL, FEE L O R OREAEMEZRET D L ZADNOHITICED 5T — 4 &
WETDHLEZAETD, FEMETOMRED N AR T RETHD, HROXA T2 L
STHERRDN, IBERNZ2EEE S (potentially eligible) . A TENFHA S 41722 (the number
assessed for eligibility) . ##% & R S 417-%% (the number found to be eligible) . HFTIZHLAIL
& #1744 (the number included in the study) . 7 + 2 —7 » 7% 52 T L 7= % (the number followed
up). BEO W &472%% (the number included in the analysis) 238 £ 5, FIESINE O
T TP RROFEEBIO K 5122 DL EOBERETY 7Y 2 (multistage sampling)
SNTHEITIE. ENENOEBICBIT DIERPLETH D, r—A-ar bua—)LfET
X, AL 22 ha— AREOBMAKO 7 0 — 2R 2 BT B 2 L AR S P, =
v hm— VBRI, BRR, ABREE L HIBERR E HED Y — X (source) 722 HEITND
ZENEL BB, ZTOXIBRBEHRITIT, v ha—ABOIA T T EICANEERHET D Z
EEHMERET D, Olson b, 7V ¥ LEGZHLA T MERLMOFIEZ LV 7Y w7 s
S BB E PO XD IRET ANV TOERRIA T4 U2 RELTNS

. DREEFRLOEFICET D 10 ME52lA L& 24, IESINCET 515 H
DFEENH > Tofm3iE, =R 22 b —/LHFFE T 107 #F 47 # (44%) . [RIERIC =27k
— MFFECIE 154 i 49 e (32%) . BRBTIFZE Tl 86 i 51 # (59%) L7z-o Tz Y,
BEEMIFEIC BV T, HESINE OFFRA AT 3THLH Z ERRIML TS Z LIZOW T,
A 2 DO CHRFHAE O L THRE STV D, BRI, 2 2 10 FETERAFRICSNT 5 A
DD LTS LV ) T EF U ZARRESHTEY PP BIMEO @RS O LB
HEhTns ¥

LBO)AERDFERETOWMRFSMOEHZTRT 5.
FLE
WO RBMOFe b K& 7B T, EFRRIESE N7z 2 L A V¥ B a—DRIICIEL
LCLEo2L (F—REE 30%. 2> ha—LEBE <1%). HFZEBI~DIREN2 - 7
& (U= ARE 2%, 2 b E—IURE 21%), BEON toOBE (3P r s s BRRERIC
L DA, BEENEEE RV, REIEE) (U — 28 7%, 2 br—LEf 5%) Thots

140

o

fiEat
SHRHISTRINC BT 5 = & MR < 72 o 72 FREI SO FHARHT 70 B B 41 & L 7 B %
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42 2 i, BHESINE DRI OERERZNREZL T D, BEO, ST ARAEL
TWD AR 2NN E WD Z L B E DN 2 & &, Bl ZIR, BRI 72 f e
FEDGE, EEREBLEEE L TN EB X LN EARSIMOEM  (F] : (EFTH3HE
ofﬁw\ﬁ%§MWﬁ@%W#EW@ﬂok)ﬁ\%m@%ru%%?é#%bﬂﬁw

VFNIZ R TR T ANRAELD EITE 22K W, AT, < O INENRRC L
ﬁ&@%% B4 PRI R DL L7256, H 2 EBFIOFREIG R A
FIE AW AHEE F 238/ MEE L TLE D /lREER & 5,

13(c)70—F v — Mz & BREHEZEET 5,
sl
FIGURE 1 &% 41,

Pre-school children
attending 124 recruitment
sessions”
n=BA3
.| NOT ASSESSED FOR ELIGIBILITY:
+  Migsad imitation lo participate 0 = 20
k. »  Declined i be inviled n=1
Assassed for eligibility
n=Hd3
EXCLUDED (Total = 586)
1. INELIGIBLE {n = 553)
»  Nocough n= 453
»  Known Asthma n= 44
* Cough > 18days n= 30
> +  Previously invitedipariicipated n= 18
+ Congenital Heart Desease n= §
« Tracheo-cesophageal fislula n= 1
+  Developmenial delay n= 1
#  Cyslic Fibrosis n= 1
Y
2 ELIGIBLE BUT NOT RECRUITED:
Total recruited «  Refused o participate a= 19
n=257 #» LUnable oread'wilsEnglish n= 8
s Cough not main peoblem n= 3
* N reason given n= 2
« ey ill baby n= 1
LOST TO FOLLOW UP; |
|
—— « Mo cough duration data n=28
+ Mo reconsultation data frorm medical record n= &
+ Al data lost n= 1
*  Reconsulted bul no diagnosis given n= 1
k4
DATA AVAILABLE FOR ANALYSIS:
»  Socio-demographic and clnical n =256
«  Cough duration n=228
+  Reconsullations n=223
+  Complications n=222

*Denominator data missing from one session at which at least 3 aflended with cough, 2 recrulted
FIGURE 1. Child recruitment and follow-up flow diagram. From Hay et al.’4
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PR,

FROFEHEFAOL > I K7 —F ¥y — b2 HNDHZ LICLY, XETIEEWVE
BERS>TLUEIERERFCARIAZZ D 2 ENTED M 7o —F v — MIFEET
U N LADOREAEE VST ERERFERE T O L L. EMERBISRIIE TR, <Y
n—F v — MILDREEHET 8, LorL, HEORFEF-TZ70—F ¥ — D7 54—
~ v NEHELET 5 O TR,

1457 —4 (descriptive data) :
14(a) SMEBOHE (Bl . AQMREFER. BRKRM. HEFHEH) GoVICEES
FUBEMNLGRBEFOEREZ TS,
FEEH
TABLE 2 2R ',

TABLE 2. Characteristics of the 5tudy Base at Enrollment.
Castellana G (ltaly), 1985-1986

HCV-negative HCV-positive Unknown

n = 1458 n = 511 n = 513

Sex (%)

Male 036 (64%) 206 (58%) 197 (39%)

Female 522 (36%:) 215 (42%) 306 (61%)
Mean age at enrolment (S0} 457 (10.5) 520097y  52.5(9.8)
Daily alcohol intake (%)

MNone 250 (1T%) 129 (25%) 119 24%)

Moderae* B33 (59%:) 272 (53%) 293 (58%)

Excessive! 355 (24%) LI0{22%) 91 (18%)

HCV, Hepatitis C virus.

*Males <60 g ethanol'day, females <230 g ethanoliday.
*Males =60 g ethanol’day, females =30 g ethanoliday.
Table adapted from Osella et al. ™

fERR,

FEH O — RV ATREME 2 FEE ANHIMT B 72012 1E. BFE O ST G R & RS ORI
7%, WTERI R 2SERFIC BT DM — SR -2 E L2 E 50, ZOHEESED
T—1E, HFFEOZYHEOHMIEEST S, Liad-> T, EHEKOENICO VTR, £h
ZHORERNT, ZOVEIE L EHERELZ WD 2 & 2B L, EBNR S Mz b oT —
H (R — A TELSADND) THIITHRIESCS—F 2 A U (25%. 75%72 L)
ERHWD Z EEHRET L, OV RWIEF AT TV — (EREE 1205 IV O X 912) R,
HHGEE O X DI O R&ETIF L, 87 3 ) —HOHMEANBRE G 2l 425 2 &2
ZPFELWY Box 4 b)), LELOEEBIO L S IZ, T HEENRH HGEITIE, T LI
WFFExE G DR O TRLN A TR T 2 XETh D,

FEAERR OB X & W o T HEE BT 2 515 (inferential measures) (XS INHE OFFE D
IR TN D RE TR, £, RBRMRT —XORTIE, MEMELZTH T L
T2 RETH D, Flo, DI DPRELPHALNRWRKRERFThHoTHT 7 M AL
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RERPELE G2 HEBRK LR DA REMENH 5 DT, ZHEKRF & LTS LK% P
EIC & 0 IRIRT 2 = L3t Tl M4,

aR— MR T, BER L O XD IMORHIHEER 2 G K F L B L TWh 2 5%
T A LIIAEHATH D, FEFILIINODERE ., BINE ORME R T RO CHRED
FIY— QoL TEICMAERIT CORTIENTE D, ZHUCEY ZRbDT T —
M CORMEK DDA DE N5 Z N TE D,

=R b — USRI T DITER 72 AR X, r—AfEL ar br— B0l
B CIREETCEx 2, a3y ha—ABEOSIMENEERE (V—R) EAEZRFLTNTH,
2L DETr—ABOBINE LIZRZ-TVD EEZDND, BIZIE, OB L D
RIEICBE T 20 ClE, MEEEA RO T br— AR L LT, ma L AT
o— Ve, BUE. B LN FHREREOU RV HTETDNTNEL FoTng M L
L. 20OX9R U AZHFOr—AEL oy b —LBETOSHDOENT. U 27 KFIC
Ko TROBHEIROM G N EASIND Z 130D (U A7 RTFIEA X2 FO%IZHIE
SNELOTH D), ROBHEE L OBEOFARIZIZFE LR (Box 5 25MR), r—2 -
v =W TR (28— MR THRREN) . 7 —AOBR (Y —2) EH 2R
AT B LTk o T, BB L IERBEELCR O TIIER R AR T D3R S RS2 E D A
BRATEXA, Loy ho—ABOABER+HST, FERE (V—2) £HE2/ELTVDS
HIX, = b — LEEN OBREERE & FEMRFERE COWTERN R SR 7O i & ik 35 2 &
(25D ZH D OB L 725 12,

1A4O)ZENZTNADERICDONT, T—ANREBELI-SMERZRLHET 5.
FEH
TABLE 3 &R 4!,

TABLE 3. Symptom End Points Used in Survival Analysis

Cough Short of Breath  Sleeplessness
Symptom resolved 201 (79%) 138 (54%) 171 (67%)
Censored 27 (10%) 21 (8%) 24 (9%)
MNever symptomatic 0 46 (18%) 11 (4%)
Diata missing 28 (11%) 51 (20%) 50 (20%)
Total 256 (100%) 256 (100%:) 256 (100%)

Table adapted from Hay et al.'¥’'

fiEEa
RET—=Z21I " AT AZELCSHZY | RO A FTREMEIZ B % b 2 5 AlHEMED
boHID, FEFIL RE, KRS, BLO, SMEOBRERFE I L OREBT — 2%
FLTRETHD (HHE 12¢ & Box 6 %), aadh— MIETIE, RERRT7 40 —T v
(incorporate follow-up) (FHERINAA T A A BT LT AEEME S H D720, FHITEH TE 7
Mol NEB L OZOMmZ Ry & Thd (HA 124, 13 22M0) ' KETFT—F 2R

39



THAITIE, RO ZFMT 2 2 & 2R 5,

14(c)aR— FARGBHIB Z R E L VEHTENT 5,
FLEH
4366 NEOBERHIR (P8 5.4 4, K 8.3 4E) H, 265 FINGEAE LS, 9 b
202 FIDT Y A =i EE ATV Y,

PR,

FEENE, TV NI LT —F 2G5O L BIEIE & 20 EMmD LERH 5,
FHITEHEE PRIEOWNTND, HDH WL, WEEHAOC GBI Z 7R3 2 N TE 5,
BEFAR OEMED G | G X TE S8 OBERAM (N 4F[person-years]) ZHHTX 2 (B
IR O L lb}?%iﬁﬂﬂ%éﬁ(%%lﬂé)o S HIZEFL, BEHIH OE A HE 1R 729
B OR/IME, RRKEFII = XA VEERTZENTE D, £ B THEE
[ AR 2 EERO BB N EOEIS 2R 2 e nTE D ¥, b\of:'faa*ﬂl?c

ETRENT TV — QoOULE) TLITRTRETHD, DACET HIEFLHERED 132§

(IFE AL aR— M) OIRIFFHETIE, BRI OENR —URI A TW ol
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15.7 kA L-T—% (outcome data) :
a/R— AR BEMAE T D M LABROFBEHCELNEE (summary measures)
THET B,
FLEB
TABLE 4 28 ',

TABLE 4. Rates of HIV-1 Seroconversion by Selected
Socio-Demographic Variables: 1990-1993

Rate/1000
Nao. Person-years
Varlable Person-vears Seroconverted (95% CI)
Calendar year
1990 2197.5 18 8.2(4.4-12.0)
1991 3210.7 22 6.9 (4.0-9.7)
1992 3162.6 18 5.7(3.1-83)
1993 29129 26 8.9(5.5-12.4)
1994 1104.5 5 4.5 (0.6-8.5)
Tribe
Bagandan 8433.1 48 5.7 (4.1-7.3)
Other Ugandan 5784 9 15.6(54-25.7)
Rwandese 23186 16 6.9 (3.5-10.3)
Other tribe 866.0 12 139 (6.0-21.7)
Religion
Muslim 33135 9 2.7 (0.9-4.5)
Other 8882.7 76 8.6 (6.6-10.5)

Cl, confidence interval.
Table adapted from Kengeya-Kayondo et al.'™

40



F—Z-aAY rO—I)LE : KEZEHTITY —HNOWNEEME-IIEHNEEEL T,
sl
TABLE 5 &R 15!,

TABLE 5. Exposure Among Liver Cirrhosis Cases and

Controls
Cases Controls
(n = 40) (n = 139)
Vinyl chloride monomer {cumulative
EXPOSUTE. PRI X YEears)
<160 T(18%) I8 (27%)
160-500 T(18%) 40 (29%)
500-2500 9 (23%) 37 (27%)
=2500 17 (43%) 24 (17%)
Alcohol consumption (g/day)
<30 1 (3%) 82 (39%)
30-60 T(18%) 46 (33%)
=60 32 (80%) 11 (8%)
HBsAG/HCV
Negative 33 (83%) 136 (98%)
Positive T(18%) 3 (2%)

HBsAG, hepatitis B surface antigen: HCV, hepatitis C virus Table adapted from
Mastrangelo et al.'™"

R 7O M LBROFREHFITELNEBIELZTT .
sl
TABLE 6 &R %2,

TABLE 6. Prevalence of Current Asthma and Diagnosed
Hay Fever by Average Alternaria Alternata Antigen Level in
the Household

Current Asthma Diagnosed Hay Fever
Categorized Prevalence! Prevalence
Alternaria level* N (95% CI) N (95% CI)
1st tertile 40 4.8 (3.3-6.9) 93 6.4 (13.0-20.5)
2nd tertile 6l 7.5 (5.2-10.6) 122 17.1 (12.8-22.5)
3rd tertile 73 B.7(6.7-11.3) 93 15.2(12.1-18.9)

Ist tertile <3.90 pe/g: 2nd tertile 3.90-6.27 pe'e; 3nd tertile =6.28 pp/p.

"Parcentage (95% CI) weighted for the multistage sampling design of the Mational
Survey of Lead and Allergens in Housing.

Table adapted from Salo et al.'**

FERL

REE (VAZHF) &7 0 MU LOBEMEIZOWTE LT DEIIC, FEFITZIITEERS
HRLIRI T — 2 s L hid e 6720, b7 — & LA LR O TR O E 2R
FTLLHRENPOAMTHS (HH 14a 22M), BEOA X FE2T T ML LELTHD
ak— MFROGA., TNENDT U M LB T 54Xy MralET 5, BEEIRIC
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BIFDANEHTZD DA XY FEARORELRETT D, & LAY MEAY X7 03BHH
M2 LT 5 L O Thivx, B OR CEEIARHIM I L DA X MRAERLHRET
% 7>, Kaplan-Meier 7525V ﬁfﬁ Li=AEmEE-I1T7 2 v FX (Kaplan-Meier life table or
plot) Z1ERT 5, FRZA X2 ROFRAESR (FIE) 2358 30%& D HIEWGLAITIE, 0% 5 2
HREZTT 0y hOFN, 100%05 FRHEZATDOEDLD bEFELWS, Zhnbo
fFHIL, BEALOHLBEN T TV —Z LI T, adk— MR CREURFRT U7 NI A
(MED & 5 R BAEFR~—7—) ZF#HEL T EEAICIE, - MIS#E U 2 BRI (4
EEIE, RS AR

FEWIFZECH, 77 M A - 4 R R OEIGLEFREICE L CRAEOE#R %z itk 3 5
ZEEEIDD, r—RA s ar b —UiETIE, FLERDDIT T — AL Fa—L
BERIOIRE OB £ 7- ZEREORETH S Y RTOHET VA LB\ T, #H
DT T N LEBORBELEE, b7 —ERCER L CRICETDHZEIE, 20
X9 RBTHNT 20 ENCELLTHEATH D,

16. H3HLLHER (main results) :
16(a)A%ERT (unadjust) DHEEME. KL T HHEEIXKEFTORABEOHEE.
BELUE. ThoDFE (Bl : 5%EERME) ZiEdT 5. EOXRBRAFINEER
BIN-HAZHEIZT S,

R 1

Mantel-Heanszel 5% FHWNZ@RIFEITIC L o T, DIV OIUTRINTIEIER 72 4G K 1 & L
TUTOEREE Z T2« (PE), PRONWBREIICE VAT 4 v 7 ERET MTE DT
T, L FTdho7= (PIE), Mantel-Heanszel FHHE% 12, 4 v ZHIE 10%2(L L7= 1,

FLEH 2
TABLE 7 &R 15,

TABLE 7. Relative Rates of Rehospitalisation by Treatment in Patients in Community Care After First Hospitalisation Due to
Schizophrenia and Schizoaffective Disorder

No. of Person- Crude Relative Adjusted Relative Fully Adjusted Relative

Treatment Relapses years Rate (95% CI) Rate (95% CI) Rate (95% CI)
Perphenazine 53 187 0.41 (0.29 to 0.59) 0.45 (0.32 to 0.65) 0.32 (0.22 to 0.49)
Olanzapine 329 822 0.59 (0.45 to 0.75) 0.55(0.43 10 0.72) 0.54 (0.41 10 0.71)
Clozapine 336 804 0.61 (0.47 to 0.79) 0.53 (0.41 to 0.69) 0.64 (0.48 to 0.85)
Chlorprothixene 79 146 0.79 (0.58 to 1.09) 0.83 (0.61 to 1.15) 0.64 (0.45 to 0.91)
Thioridazine 115 201 0.84 (0.63 to 1.12) 0.82 (0.61 to 1.10) 0.70 (0.51 to 0.96)
Perphenazine 155 327 0.69 (0.58 to 0.82) 0.78 (0.59 to 1.03) 0.85 (0,63 to 1.13)
Risperidone 343 651 0.77 (0.60 to 0.99) 0.80 (0.62 to 1.03) 0.89 (0.69 to 1.16)
Haloperidol 73 107 1.00 1.00 1.00
Chlorpromazine 82 127 0.94 (0.69 to 1.29) 0.97 (0.71 to 1.33) 1.06 (0.76 to 1.47)
Levomepromazine 52 63 1.21 (0.84 to 1.73) 0.82 (0.58 to 1.18) 1.09 (0.76 to 1.57)
No antipsychotic drugs 2248 3362 0.98 (0.77 to 1.23) 1.01 (0.80 to 1.27) 1.16 (0.91 to 1.47)

Adjusted for sex, calendar year, age at onset of follow-up, number of previous relapses, duration of first hospitalisation, and length of follow-up (adjusted column) and additionally

for a score of the propensity to start a treatment other than haloperidol (fully adjusted column).

Table adapted from Tiihonen et al.'>®

fERL

42



% ORPUZIBNT, FHIT, FERIO, HDWIE, FARROFEF ORISR, B X
O, &REZHRE LM REiRrT 5, bivbiuk, flxiX, r—AfEt = ba—n
BEICIT DR L IEMBBEDO N D X 5 e B eTr — & & & HICHHERTOfNT b atdi 35 2
LEWRET D, TROERERTHIEICRY, SHFEEOHEDERIIH DT —F % HE
fRd 5 EmTEnH (HHA 15 %5’%5@)0 ?Pﬂgﬁk TR DT T, AT W A A s
HRETHD, BRERLZORITHELEEDORANEIZL > TE LRI LARVWNLTHD

(FEH 12¢ M), HEEE ifa%ﬁl:ﬁﬁk EBICRMENDHIRETH D,

e IXFHHE AT OO B DO FEEE L IETER 222G IR 7 CRBE S ORE R Z i LT, Eo < by,
ZLTCEDHPUHAERNEA LI W5 2 LN TE 5, Sidid Iz iR
M, BET L COABEEOK RGO A EEZ R LT Z SIZELNWEB X D0 LIRS,
TSN RICE, v Fh YT T e 2T — BIRASALT A, ERASA T A
BHDNE BEELZHENEEN TRV E LT LWV R (Box 5 #5H), 20 X)L,
FEROZFYMET, BERZKE T, WEOEMS, B, MitET L omEgn23Ek e
HRIRAET 20T, EINTRREAMRT 2RITEEI kO LN (HHE 2025
ﬁ,\g\) 157,158O

EH DX 22 MR 7 TRt L7 b O T R T EMEHE T L ~DER DRSNS 2 M i
BATLEELHIT L& TH D, BEROBRND D5 WITEADOREIT, KIRERICED

L ROM, HDHWE, MERAMHECEVEPNDLINETH D, NEGIRRET AT
A< LIL7auy, fﬁﬂi&:f\ WRiE & R DKIRBEARO PRI S 2 BB T L2 %E
Z OB HFHEBIZ L > THRRIZEDLS HWVWORENH 5 DONEFHET 5 B TIEZRWN
RO, mAT2REHL &b, b LERAETT MTRAT 2 IERHEEMEOE I A
SNTNDE2BIE, EI0aZBRSbNIE+HDICEOEBOBRAEE4{LT 52 ENT
XL EBRLEDONERETSH iﬁgf“i@é b LEERADE (E7 VIZBEICA- T

5B % 9% L J[backward deletion] Z 3R KIIIZAT 9) A, BEIEINE G LWEEEZTY
Aﬂ’bé[forward inclusion] & Z K HIITAT72 H) 75%&#\‘%.?’5_’3_/3‘;?3%& LTHWLNTZDTH
AU, EOWRERR, B TIERN L W ) IR EBG 2 AT 2 A B KEZHTNT & TH

5., bolb, bbb, REKETE2REDICHKIFHEBEOREDRIESNTITH
TLET RARAALRALTWADIF TRV L%k mfk<””m“
i T DPE FHIMFFE DG DB IOV T OMFZETIE, K7 B W TEEX 2 H

%éhf%é:kﬁb#okﬂwaqx%l%ﬁﬁﬁ@@ﬁ@m_owfﬁﬁbfwé
B A A E R VR AV AR

16(b)BEEMAN T T —LEhTNBEZFHT T —DERIE (category
boundaries) ##HET 5.
FREH
TABLE 8 i '*!,
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TABLE 8. Table - Polychlorinated Biphenyls in Cord Serum

Quartile Range (ng/g) Number
1 0.07 -0.24 180
2 0.24 -0.38 181
3 0.38 - 0.60 181
4 0.61-18.14 180

Table adapted from Sagiv et al.'®"

PR,

AR OT — 2% 173V —(bT25Z L1, SISV OPOERELRFEEL L L
(Box 4 ZZ M), HROBROLTIZHRET H, RICBWTIEL, 77U M AiZEnEh
OGO T Y —IZX L THALNLIRETH D, WMUNTHIT ONIERE (F— AL
ay =B R E) BT, BlZIE, A XY RS AET D ATRENE (atrisk) 3®HDHAD
W, HHNE, EBA N MR AET D AR H D AFE (person-time) 72 E &R TRE T
bbH, AT AV —ZHFEMITIRAND Z LT, RO A S « TV 2AOITIZR DT
HA 59, b LT —ZPMMEHMRT > k- R4 b, #lZ1X Body Mass Index (BMI) L
B2 LTI/ NA—FH5FSRTORIIUE ' 73 ) —OFR&EE L RIMEZ RO TiE, 27—
TOERR (EOFM) XBSH B ZENnTED, b LN LD T I — %
T5701E, B7 3V —OEFIIT =T EnTE RN, Dl bbb, FH
IHT IV —ORREERETIRETHDH, I, T—XOFM, 1T TV —HNDF
BiE i3 Rz s+ L LnThAb o,

16(C)ERD&H S (relevant) ZJE(E, X RS (relative risk) ZEEH D EARD
#xt1) X4 (absoluterisk) ITHMEST B L EZEET 5,
FEEH
ARV EHE]E (hormone replacement therapy: HRT) @ 110 4:fi]) OffifiX, = A b e
7 BRI T3 1000 ADOERE HT=0 5 N (95%IF X 3-7) ORI ADFEA A HEN
S, A ISy Fu s 2T u CHEERETIE 1000 NOEHFESHTZD 19 N (95%(E15
[X[H: 18-20) DA DFAEZRIMSH 5 19,

fiER

WREE LR B O A RE LR R, BmE. VR B HDHWE, Ty XDt
KO THRB 2 & LCTHE SIS (Box 8 &), MHXIAIZREEEIX, BEE L ERE DR
HOMIZE D25, b LAY AZD 1 X0 0T TOIIEL, ZDOBEAAHKEIZ L
HHDTH D EITEZIT W MO AR5 3 (relative effect) R2AH B (relative association)
(X, MERROZRREAM R EE LV b E 2 OBFZERRERICE D 5T, MRS —E T H2HEMICH
DM, FFE ORI B W TUIHR B REEEZ WD Z LA RET RS 6 b 5, Bl 21X,
TANTG R, TR T AV, RAVITELBEICEBW T, mEfkO%E B 2 F0E
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THYV A7 IZINEOELICEBWTEKRRENDH D 1 Hif e nmE R Y 27 K+

DEBEFRY 27 L UCHHliT 2 L EMTIZIERCTH D, MBI, DifEREET
DECDY A7 KL LTOEMEDEEZR TR T —Z b1k, BEEROZE (rate
difference) N—ETH D EWVHIIREDH D, HERDL (rateratio) N —TETHD E VIR
ELV LHIDTHD EVIEEMELA TS 'Y,

EL DN TV ARKHETATH D, BV RAT 4 v 7 EFE ' Sl — K (Cox) [
#70E, HoBEIC RSV TV, TALDEF AT, HOMMEOEIE (ratio effect
measures) 73— E CRWIGHICIIES IR BEERHZBRIAETH D, ZHITH b LT,
ZHAER NS OfRREIE Y A2 (RERI) (IHH 12¢ & Box 8 &) LW\ » 7=, 5F Y
HFROEE L L CEOIEEE AW GE OR EAER %23 i 2 11, oIz iE-5<
ETNEHNTHHERATRETH 5,

§<®ﬁ%’£mf\%ﬁm%@#é%ﬁUXﬁiﬁﬁUX7iw%§®%%khé
Bz, RO BHIR D 2 EANORIER 25 Z L ThiuX, 2B (B, H, 4)
O L > TEMT 27— A& T2 E B 7249, Fe#fs ik 10 @F'W)T/I/%/
BRI 21T 2 72 1000 AD LMD 72 0 DR A DRIER Z D Z ENTE S 'Y, FHiER

(attributable risk) <° A\ 1% 5-E14 (population attributable fraction) L 9 Z2f5fEix, & L%
DB EZRET NI EDLS LWVWDOREEZ T TE 02T DI THAH, £
N HIETEIIIHEGTR R R FEME L R T (2 OFRLESI O X 5 I2h] 2 1 ZEHEXKE) & &
BIIREINDHEIRETHDH, FHIL, T THiFEE SNTWD U RV K & EBORKRFEER
oy, FRUVATTEZE fkbf%<~%f3@é (Box 7 M) ', BHMMHEOERSERN
BEGIE LD IO BNEMICHERE > TWDE I EnD, FEELRTHEMRELZHET D

W TR FECHE T 5 & Th 5, BNV AR E R TETHD '

TR PGS IS S 222 MOGRLOPEIZ OV T ORI O TIET v & ALk
BROERD 62% T, KT N—TTOA X MRBAEFEGHNREINT D 2T, LLOFEER
RENTWED, ad— MIFEOIWEETIZZ D X 9 Z2MEIL 21%I5B E 720> 72 ', Medline
TD 1966 475 1997 4% TOMKE (Free Text Search) Tik, # A MLnibekic, Z5fEkR
FEARZET DX 619 RIZST-DIZxf L, #xt U 2704y Xiea AW T-01% 18,955 #H Th
7= (%31 74

Box 7 - B, 2R, BI T, HEBOHEE
BLEMTRIL. ZOMGEMICE T 2 2EEMEORE I Lozt 32 BRDZH
ETIATOND ZENH D0 LIV, EDOI, FFEDKRIZH DEEEZFFOAD
W (BWREIE) . DX, HHHIBENICSH f,%%%ﬁﬁﬁ‘ék®i}i (REH) 2MErd 5
ThsoH, BEBEIL, ZORBELIIEL TN AxDEIE (5’2%@$) EoRSAAYESIE]D) YN
B2 OF (RER) TRINDHEEDORAERZ T HMHGEICIL, JE L = (mortality rate) |
HAER (birth rate) . FR  (attack rate) . & D WX Em =R (case fatality rate) 72 E03H 5,
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WA Z R TR HGEICE, R A EIS (point prevalence) <2, HIAREIS

(period prevalence) . ‘A E| S (annual prevalence) . ZAEJEREIS  (lifetime prevalence)
RENDHD N,

BRI BEREZ BT 250 bH 5, ZO%E. BRBENLD DX, £ O
THARTCNY 27 KA~ REL TWDORELIRE L TOWRWEEE OB TRLOBH DA N b
DOFEEIG, FBER, HOHWL, ARFIEOHKTHDL, ZbOMETIL Y 27

(relative risk) | ZH#ETHZEN L H DL, ZiT VU A7 (BEEEO [cumulative
incidence ratio]) ZfE9 Z & bdivE, L (BEROL) 22 ebbsd, r—A -2
Y hu—UBFE TR, 3 b e — AR T OREBRE L IREREONKOEI G RIND, i
R, r—=AfL ary bu—AEORES v AOLTREND, Oy g, U A7
R AHET 208, F—AfEarta—AH oo 7Y oV HEKFELTHD

(Box 1 Z&[R) ">V KT Z212 38 1) D AR EIA DI (8 5\ 3 A =R e [prevalence ratio])
RAFA Y AT, RBUCE > TUIHEATHS S 7,

fE S A FEXT R X ORI R B IE O G T3 Z I3 OGAAHTH 5, HlZiX
FYEREANERIONFZET 50 FLLRIBHR L 7oA Al DR T EHRIT, BEE T 10 7 A4
H720 249 NITH LT, FEBER 10 T AFEETZD 17 AT, BT 146 (=249/17) ThH
o2 B, HBIARDEBICOW T, F U< ZRENAET 2508 10 T AELS720 1001 A
&£ 619 ATHY , HEiF 1.61 (=1001/619) Tholo, BIEDOFETITHT 2 REIE, LR
BEDHNAICK LT o7z, LUt BIEORE A MXSE T L & 2 /-,
AT 2, B /L0 10 T ANFEHTZ 0 FEAERDZET 232 (=249-17) ThY . LEET
382 (=1001-619) THD, L7chi»> T, BHEF LEANCIHO TR, B3I A K0 LR
BTORCELLBIERITLEBEILGNDLIDTH D,

HOLMGEMIIB N TIRBELR VRS ZLICL o TP TEDLEEXONLEBILIED
KHWERSDZENTEDHEA D 02 B OW TR 2 EMEA ®E ST
B, HAHMIETIEETOMPBIAD 91%, LIEBED 40%, 2000 FEHEOETDIET D 33%
BEEZE D b0 L S Tnd 7P, ANNFGEEILH 5 HEORENFIKN & 78727 — 2
DEEG, E—RMICERSIND, LMW O0OEER’H Y (S L7 HEE
3720 MORT-Z WL D &) S HERE DRDEE b L T, CofEE
WETD2ERLIITTH A O 2 MR IRIREIL, HOBEEOMS Z2maH L, WKwIZEk
WCTIEbo b AHTH S, b LIREIZOWTOREBIRNSIE B4, BN 0E (effect)
ELTHREND DO THIVUX, XY 27 OREEMIT, @I 7248 Y 2 7 ORI H T
HRETH D, REROAREEBORIZHBVTHH ﬁ@é?)é%’iﬂ%?ﬁﬁéﬁ‘éf:lsf)él?ﬁ@ﬂU
R DOFBPENTHDHEEZLNDNOTHSD, (HA l6c 2B ™, Lol HF&HITZ
DIRBNZ BN TORRNEHRICIEE 240 ) MBS S 7', DE Y | & D REDRBICINT,
EDO XD e lE & FIENEYNE O DERET DZHERD D,
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17. D FEHT (other analyses) : ZDMIZITHONIZTRTORH (Bl : H T IL—TEXE
ERDOBITOREN) OBREHRET S,
FRE 1

TABLE 9 £ 218,

TABLE 9. Analysis of Oral Contraceptive Use, Presence of
Factor V Leiden Allele, and Risk for Venous
Thromboembolism

Factor V Oral No. of No. of

Leiden Contraceptives Patients Controls Odds Ratio
Yes Yes 25 2 34.7
Yes No 10 4 6.9

No Yes 84 63 3.7

No No 36 100 1 (Reference)

*Modified from Vandenbroucke et al.'®* by Botto et al.'**

FLERM 2
TABLE 10 218 184

TABLE 10. Sensitivity of the Rate Ratio for Cardiovascular
Outcome to an Unmeasured Confounder

Prevalence of Prevalence of

Unmeasured Unmeasured

Binary Binary Unmeasured High
Confounder in Confounder in Binary Exposure
the Exposed the Comparator Confounder Rate Ratio
Group, % Group, % Rate Ratio (95% CI)*
90 10 1.5 1.20 (1.01-1.42)
90 50 1.5 1.43 (1.22-1.67)
50 10 1.5 1.39 (1.18-1.63)
90 10 2 0.96 (0.81-1.13)
90 50 2 1.27 (1.11-1.45)
50 10 2 1.21 (1.03-1.42)
90 50 3 1.18 (1.01-1.38)
50 10 3 0.99 (0.85-1.16)
90 50 5 1.08 (0.85-1.26)

CI, confidence interval.

*Adjusted for age, sex, cardiovascular drug use, and unmeasured binary con-
founder.

Table adapted from Wei et al.'™*

fiER,

BIEMETIX, FERMATIZINZ T, 2oMo (BIRZR) R L <ATbivd, €0
DT TlL, FFEDOY 7 7 N—T M, U A7 RFH O BEEHOATREME, & 5-GRO
FHEL B2 WVIE BESHT L LT, BROBOERE AW e b D TH S 5,

—fRIZ, BT T N—T R ORI L | RTIZ R T D BREDZEMEIZ OV TR D H
HLEIAHTHD, PRLONORTE ZATIE, BEROFERPDTNRHR LIRS 2h o
&, HBONRESIRERS ool &, BT I N—TITBT 2 FRNREED
UWIIZDRAEIE DES  (effect-measure modification) ZEEZ 9 LT HHMNMS ENDH, —F
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T, FCHDOIMIENE Y T T N—T 0T =2 RGO b+ KB TH D &
XL, BEROM T CHA LN, YT N —TRT B LT (LVEZEE LV DI,
FRANCFE LY 7 7V —TO/IZE) AN %EmetT25Z LI3AHTHL, RIK
IR EATICRE D D58 2 Offm & LT, T — X BT OB FIcERNIITbnN s 7 7 —7
FEHTIZOWTCOFERN H D, TNHREZNRY T I —T 1%, EELRERLTHLND LI
ROV, RRIZE VAT D0ns LRy, BRTOY T 7L — 7T R FFNIRE LT
EHT ChH T E WO EREFHEICHGZH Z EIFAARENOAMETH DL EEETHADLN
%%, R, TTICHEATHIE T BT R-> TV D & WRIT 21T - 72 BT & O FLEE i
U aERTZ LI LRV LTH D, DIVOIULE OMAT A ERNIFHE I NS O
THY, EOMITNEFIZHEBE SN D720 ThINERETHZ L2 HELEST 2 (IH
H 4, 12b, 20 2Zf), ZOZ &EHEIC (BED) ZEMEORTREMEL Il 25 Z & 2]
HEIC L, FERDOMRGE (verification) F721XFaEL (refutation) F TDZ OWFFEOEHEH 72T
Yk EETDH L EAREICT D,

EHIT, BIRMLMATIZBED 55 3 Ofm e LT, U A7 KF-MOMEDRECRAIEM
BEDLIITHE L2 OWTOFEMRN H D - ZERSFME NER) 2o, HDH 0
A RA R BB O O, WA TG ET A~DOY T EV D L I DHk
HHNDLRE2D) (HHHE 12b & Box8 #2 M) ?2&kbIW\WT 7 r—Fid % A7 KFH
MTORE, VATRTFPMAED S S ZHEORRHE & ZFRKICRET 224 Th
Do —b LETRTZ ENTETHE EZLOLHES] 1 5 5\ Martinelli'™ 5 OHFZED K
INZ—o TOX D eKIT, MM E L IFMERTO R AR O TS 2 72D D443 72
WA G252 ENTED (BIRRREHHRGEIT Box 8 TR7), HMOBRE U R 7K+
DL GO E o T2 E ORI ROEEXM A R T2 LI, S8 8T — X O S & 5
LENFIC D THA S, Mx T, BiltExt U 227 (RERD) O K 9 22 HAEH OB
LRI, ZAEMEHORESHROE —EOREICEFR L TWnD, K<HHMED—
DN, BFEENET T I N—TZB TS5 P HOKKEHWSZ L THDH, Tk, hROE
iR L TR o7 ERAZEL Z L THh D, BIxiE, 27TV — Bl : BiE) 1IcB8WT
MEHFEICEEZRBEERS Y, o7 TV — (B ) 1ICBWTREER R WA,
TNEENDROEMOZET A% b b T DI Tldewn, [k, #hEhoh s
U —DOfFHERENERD & S ITIRAERAN RO EHEGRT 5 &0 ) Ko e eIl &
N5, KoY iaftimis, Y770 —7ICBWTEEDOR S NEAR D0 E ) D EHEHE
HZ IR VERIND,

SRS Sy T IR FHIRAT DBRIT 72 S D k2 7RI IR DB 15 DT f SRS KB AT BE
PED & 2 /34 7 AT L CEEED E O MERETT 272DICFHTh S (HHE 120 253H).,
TR OFERZ & 2 F THMET 20O HBNINETH D, %< OEELSHTTTHIL TN
5L EITE, TRHLARTIEOWNTHIDAWFERZ 5278 2 OIXBEN TIX 22V, BESH %
ToleZ bl ZOMENFERFERE BT L2 L2/ +9THGELH D,
JEE T CORMNRZ LT L EERBLFEHTH LA, HDH VT, EOHEE I HE
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MR DO THIUE, FEMICRERZRET & THD ",
Pocock 1%, BIEMIFEDOML 73 AD 5L 43 K3, 7 I/ —Tfthiz Gl TnHZ L
R LTc, TOREMG T N—THORERZRE LEE LN, FaNIFE L7 EEH
DOBREHRE R ARG LI-DIZ 8 AKDHRTHh-7= (FHHA 12b #BM) 4

Box 8 — ZEEA GhEDEM) : R (joint effects) DfEHT

bLRBEOHEDY A7 L OBIER, ZOMOBEDFIEIC L > TR D L& KHAE
ANFAET D, ZHEEMZFM LG5 & ZOMBEO—21F, HEBREOHEE S0
FETHET DL ENTELZLETHD, Thbb, XY A7 (ZZ TRV A7 HK[HD
WE U A7 HDEWRTOA Y X)) (HDHWIEERL) L LT, HD50E, VAZE (HH
THE) L LTThD, Y A7 OFERIFHEET M, U AT ZEOMIEAEM (nik)
EFUCHIET S B Shic, MRET AL DL VIFHMET AN LEE I END [HiE
MIZZHEAER) & fMETANLEEHIND [EWHENZAEER] L 2KT 25481
H5 ", LaL, HMETALHERET LS, HIFEOEWENA N =X LERTHO
TIEARW,

ET VORI LT, EREMNIX. D DEREE O FIRE RN B RE O HM O (it
FOBBWHFELRNWES) EEOL TR LN EHETHZ L TH D, The Human
Genomic Epidemiology Network (HuGENet) 13, 2742557 A4 7ORAEHGFHMECTX 5 L5
W2, HMORR L FRDROW T2 MRS T2 X0 EL TS, ZORELZHIT
D7, RABHEK & 5 V K Leiden ZRICOWTOMENO DT =2 2T 5, =
OENT 17 HTHEHWHITWD, #RABHEE L 5 V K Leiden £ RIXZ L E R LI
FED U A7 ZWINEED, b OHEMOZR L RIRIRIL 2x4 ORIZL > TEHEHETDHZ
ENTE (A 17 OFLHE 1 220, £ 2 TldAy X1 &35 VAT Leiden £ B3 /2
< RERABHEEDONAR & 72 NEMEDR—A T A 2 ERT 5,

REERICBWTEHELWAEIZ, ¥— R « 2 ha—afe BN OO 4
LR VAT 4 v 7 EIFET IR Cox FIFETET N7 EWV ONDOREHET VL TlE, %Y A
7 (DWIEEK) Z#HE L, KEMIZIIMHERET VICES Z2IZH D, ZLHLDEAT

X, FExE U A7 IR — BB 5 2 LR TX 5, TH 17 OFEHEE] 1 T, B4
yxmi37&e9fﬁw\H%iyxmiﬂjf%éo_h%®7~&%mﬁ%vwf%
Brd s &, [FEA > X% 257 L PRRESND (=3.7%x69), ZOBEINT 347 &5
ééhk@%m\m%X&~wT%ﬁbtﬁ;@14%k%uW=M7u5ﬂo_@E(MJ
ZMDOBMELZEEROL Y X THD, IR VAT 4 v 7 EUFET AN LHEE L
7258 HAE R O BUREREL O LA & 55 L, FIIE T VISR WO TIRIREA » X% 9.6 & 48
Ihd (=3.7+69-1), BlE SN [FRFZHRITFMMED 58 < BB LT\ D D 2T 25.1
Tho (=34.7-9.6), A4 XX 27 (HDHVIFERK) EMRIND L&, BHED
B Q5.1 IR AMERAICE Y A Uit ) 227 (RERD) TH5 '™, 2oz Lix, 2R
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i (A XL 1IZHE L) BR—R T A OFNRIARIE DAL Z RS & & ] 21X, 10,000
N (E) 720 1 ANETDE. ZNMRBRFEEMS D5 WVITEBOERIZFRIZE®RET 5
ZLIZEoTHINT AN ZERA AT LT E XLV RGICHBETEXBTEA D,

£ (DISCUSSION)

EBETIE, HEOZLELBEREL VI EERGAERRS P, HoWEICLL L, BET
X, RIEREINIAA T AOD > TR ROFHE, Rmie, BEO, FEHENRER LD
EDFBENE 2 B HND T LRSI TN D PP EH DRI 72 W HELRRRE R @ TR
IERZETHZ LI Ko THELZIRILSED Z &1X, BEEMENTHZLICEVEEST
EMTEXATHAH "5 #il21F. Annals of Internal Medicine 1% ', ZF LI TFD L 51z
BREMBINTDHZ EEAHRELTND, DFEELRBRLOME, 2)BIXONDIAN=ALDE
L LB, HEHED B L IATHEDORER & DIk, HFFEOIR, SWFZEHE RN 4%
DOWFFEIZRT L TH A DB A2 £ LD DO, FU LD 2HRAMLAG RSN TND
LIS A% DWFFE~ DRI L RO RFUL, HEICEBZICEES T 5TV ERE TH S,
WAL, B TSORDIMEPMNETH D] LFEREEIDOTITRLS . ROVFIEIHE S
DI E YET B2 DOF MR IRT 5 XE Th 5 M, biubiud#EEIcx L, &5
EE (b L, @UIREIRHLEHWS Z & E2HRET 5,

18. LT HHER (keyresults) : AREMICEAL TORELGLIBEREENT S,
FEEH

bivbhoGilt, ENOVEERTH D 2 L0 ME % A (cardiovascular disease: CVD)
DENY 27 RAEBEL TWDH 2N, £ ORISR FIREE (socio economic status: SES)
WL THBIZHHATESL, EWVWHZ L Tholz, bNVONOEAEMTHZ LIFXTE
o T, L SES TR L72RIZB WV TH,. B (white) ZMEEEA (black) BEW
AFx v ai7 AU BN (Mexican American) ZCPEDRIZIX BMI, I+, BERE, BLON &
RIEBNC S ICA R AN K572, S HIT, SESIZE - TCVD DU AV R FIZKRE RN H
Y. SES DIEWEALMETIERI T OENO DR LMEL R C L 52 CVD DU A7 3@

o7,

fiER

WD FERFEROMETERZHRO TVLIRWITH S, MBI, i8IS EERTEA
ZRWBZ &, FEDPBRDMIRERERD, MHERRICL > TR SN THDENE I 2
el 272 DICA M TH 5,

19. R& (limitations) : BEMG/NA 7 AEIREOHBEZEZEE L THRADRRZERT
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%, BEMLBNSATRAOARAKERESEERT D,
FoEH
B T OZBEGITIERmOEME & HIZEMLTWDHDO T, bivbhOHEEX
HOZZEAZRRICAE LT a b Lz, BilERELE, hvrkI 70
BOZZERZBRICAML > T DR S D, BilizFio TRV ANIXERE 2 -
TWDANEIEMTHAHRREIZED L RWIE TN, EHEEEFF> TORVATZHE LR
EWEIZH Y . TRV TR y&;z#)%u/\&ﬁaﬁbﬂ\f:o BRI BV TR E
22OV TOERIZ lﬁlﬁbfmxok}\kﬁ@% FeBMEAES LT A2 2 X DWER 72 34
TALEHETHD, IHIT ﬂﬁméﬁ HEDOHLNTWDED, Ak s
i“%%:ﬁi%%ﬁw\éﬁoto}:Téﬁ@utbﬁ‘a I -oTWDZ L ERHRICHEGR T Z &
TTE AN,

FEEH,

WRDRFRAZFEE LELRT 52 &id, BIPRRMSIOREN RS Th 5, MEFRITE
HH 29 DNATARLKEDIRKEP ST HZ LT TR MDA T 2D
REEMEZ ., WHRDIBE AL T ZADOFAMERKREZLEO Cikmd D2 ENEETH
% (Box3 LHHH 9 S,

%%‘i it ROKFEIZONT HELET H XX TH D, WITERROFEEIL, HFFEOHE (R
H10). IR - 236 - 70 A LORIE (HH 8) &, FRx RWFEOMIIICIHWNTAET
%, Eﬂ)ﬂ% ZIEMEICHIE TE RV & R BEEMED IR WIS A T X300 % W e
WRnd s, $70bb, VAZRERTFOUENRRIEMICRDHIZTEN, T RAIRELL DL, I
1. (7 #1L (attenuation) | 2°'2% F 7213 Tl FI%E?H—??H%/W 7 A (regression dilution
bias) | > &uﬁmé LA, BT 2850 ) A7 HTOREICE T 5 REMERZ 1
ENRIp o TWE, TR0 Y 27 RIZBET 5 % fﬁ(ﬁ@i‘ﬁﬁ)X& &, B
PRI ANZ A 7175>7§>7§>éi/2—é\%>3?>%>75\ BEELN & D N ASA T AP DEE D H
5 204-206

RORFEBEST L L&, FEFITHS OV L MOMIE & 2 2250, — AL ATREME,
BLOY %Ekh\ﬁ%ﬁﬁ#%kh%&?‘é&ib\o ZDXHCTHIELIZE-T, ENEND
WRFEITINE L 72 HEER P E IR Z T2 0 Tl <, FREBICEIRT 260 L LTEHR DT
ENERRIC D Y, B RE T LT, IRAY _OM\TODEE&%%‘% L BEE LTS AR
THBRICAMEEND Z LR D, JFEFHRCH Lancet (T SN EH Zxt4 & L&l
Loz Bk, FERLTITHE SN TR T HERFEORR N, ZORED
REEICBONTHBRESNEZZ L Tho 2 1%
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20. f&#R (interpretation) : B#I. RFE. ITOLEM (multiplicity) . RI#OMETEHE LN
#ER. BLU, TOMOBEETIIETUOREEEL. EETHRENLEROMBRERT
#HY 5
FLEH

OEZEIZ K HFE T &5 —HARORR DT SE O & OBIEIZ DWW TIZ E D KL H 7
THNHERATRITUZR DR\, WH OERERIRAEN TR A T = X L% TR BT D
FHR S TR BT, MOE P TH TN AR TRERITHR ST () #akt
U227 OEIMIFEFITNES L, BELLSBEFIZFITYTUTED, HFET 58T AN
KENLTEY, Fio, D RNBINFIZE SN0 LThbilTnienizd, 4
BILRDTET LV ADHENVLETHDH, TNETO/RTHELNIZZET VADRS
ICHESNT, AT LTHEC R 2R EL YT 5 2 LiFTE 20 2,

fiE

BEOHODITEREROMIRTH 5, WML, —BICAMICHY RHERZ LT
HbD, W LEBIRFEEZRES ELIZELTH, WL OO FITEBW TEGE DR
PTEWMECNWD I EZIESITHEW{T 22603557255, MREMINT 256, FE5IL
WFZE ST R AR DM VIR LICEB T 2R A TH D Z &0, A T ZA&4EL ) HI{EN
R (74 a—7 v TORECHTEDORSIN) \ZHOWTHZITEETHRETHD (HE 9,
12, 19 &), BEL T, & (HH 16a), WUIREESHTORER, B, LEMEOR
B 7 I —T 00 (HE 17) IZ2OWTIHERHEREXTh D, FHIX, WESNR)h-T
EH & D DIEAE D AR IEfERBIEIZ L DK EREEBET HXEThHDH, HlxiX, thaik
FIRRE (SES) 132 < OfEHET 7 M LCER L THRY, ST\ 7 V— 7 TR
HZENELSBHD, SES A, HEHDLWIETHZE) OREDT-OIZHW LIS EEIL, it
DEFE SN TWVRWHIE STV R WREAFDOREFKF (surrogates) TV | HDASHEEA
ZZORBER T DOERIC L > TFIERELZMET SN2V TH S H 2%, FHHIT, HEEHED
AHEFEMEDOEEEOHPICE L L, ZRMEEXHICKB I TV DR FRIAEIME LY
KEWELWH Z LA RTRETH D, BEOREFIARTREIEMEIZ, T A v 5D
Ehti, BELO, FIEHEIC L D RHEENEZ B BICANL TR0,

RFLBAFRICBE T 2 B0 OB 21T, 1965 41T Bradford Hill (2 & » THRE SN2
WENBEITR D ' BB L OB N DWW S D 5?2 ZHUTRIBOFRAEITIAT L
TW72A 9 0?2 2 ORI OO v 7 4 7B 5 E b —BLTn5D
7EA DM ZORREAE AR — N5 L 9 R FEFEMeiFsE (FERIRIFIECB IER A2 5 ie)
WXL BT REHLHTEA D 2FEEOHETE EORITEN LS BWRERTEA S 2, F
7o, MHAERIGCBRR S D725 5 0?2 T OBEEITAEM T LOZSERNH HTEH S22 L
L7l b, ZH D ORI THEMAICEH S 5 R & TIERw, BI2iE, 2 7213 L {Ewn
XU 22703, BHSNDRETHDHEERTHALNE PP UL, Zhid Comnfield
MREET D RE RHXHEREOMSIZET 5 FEL T2 (EHE 120 228) 7, fEr
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AR Y 2708 9 Tholelmt, WRBMRRH D £ 5720, HlziE 3 IRV rbEno
T UBRERBRA WD LT 2220, Bl 5 N~O B ER % O/ s
DY AT EFIT, MENWEDTHH-THEETHD, 87 bZXEFZD TR X ORIE
FNCBET 5 2 L THY . ICHALLARBHENRVNLTH S M &b, MEHRICX 5
FIENFIT LS ST D, 1S 720 2~4 HOIZRRD Z & EIFEPAD Y A
W 25T D 2 L EOEIIAIRFIZEFRTE 2 O TR, RERLEHEITZO
ATE BB EEK A SES & REICEIE LTV A H Th D 213, ctliic, B2 24 7ok
BT O MARFED U 2 7 OZEIZBT 2 FNREAOEEMRIL, 7o MMbr a 24—
— BRI X 0 %R S - MR O & - THERICHiTR S e MM RATRFE D R % 2
A T OWFNZ L D= T U ADNEDBLRITFE IR RO XELEN, /MR
AT DWMERET HHRICBNCUIEETH D, I DICEEIL, EEAFOME RS
U XD REITMHED 2T 7 A NMIALE ST, Fil- e 2N ITmaEo =T v A
WCEDE I REBEE G2 -OhE, R L Ea—%25[HLARRDLIRRERETHD,

21. —fREmIREME - AREER DAL TEENE (MR Litt[external validity]) ZZE#®T 5.
&
DOIVOILOHEERERIL, M D HIV-1-EGeE ~xt L TENL W FTRETZ A 9 022 TR E
TME, BT NAERBETHZOIEH LT —2USNOT — 2 IEH LI254a, 720 Tn
ZTOEMENMET T 2HMICHH-0, ZOMIFEETHD, bivbiuix, ZoMEEE
259 ZT, fERO—MALATREEN WL LT VA2 BIRT 52 Z L2 o TR L
2o PHRETFAEEMCHNET —F =220, BRDY v T 4 0 7 TREEZIT T
58—y REJLT AV DL L DEAX DBFELEZO, BIRWEREZ HOBEENORKY
B, 10 OO FEETEHEENTEBY, TERBFEI T TV —ITx L TREEDOH
HEMTHST-, X—AT7 A VREORBERLOEIEEIL, E<HETERDPSTLEND
HAEE T, U A /L ADYEREEITH I RRED & IR & O EP £ Ta MR L Tuvs 2,

PR,

— AL ATREME I, SRR MR T 1 E ] vTEEYE  (applicability) & S FEIIVD A, BFSED
FEREMORPUSEHA TS Z LN TEHREZTTLOTHS 7' AU L VI RE
B2 b DN & 5 DI TRV, SRS M, FIRIZRE SNTRBUCE L TO R ER L
Aod U, R, PERI. OAFE, BROFERE, BN AOHEICE L TE OO G &
BIRDEN, TN —T oD WITEMICHIZERERZEI T2 2N TEDEA DI N2 IRED
PHESLS L AVITHERRTRETH A I 022 77 b 7 ADOERIIM ORGP CERI R L TH Y
TH DA D 0 2 {THE S RNCHEWT 2B IE CIEE ST — 1%, A BICEB W TH RN
HDHIEHI M2 BHDHETOIVA « —EZFFROFERITMOE 2 D~V R« VAT Al
KL THEHAREZ A D72

WFTEAE BACHMO L ER B D E D bW S IR, 2L OGE, ey T 1 v 7,
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SINFE OFME, MG L7 igER . 3 KON B L 72/ RITIRAF T 2 1T IC BT 2 R T o 5,
L7eRoT, WEDt v T ¢ 7 LT, HtsEENE, BREL COWESFIE TV LD

#. BIO 2MEFOEEYME 7 e —T v THMICBET 2 oW E EHIC
REINDZENHEETH D, 61T, MRASMOBRESLIREREL TWHRWVWRT 7 MU A
DECTERBEORELZRTZELERN D D, Hixt ) X7 RPBgE@EOFIG L, £
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