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=HAt 759 798 826 867 921 121 3,172 3307 3401 3539 3736 118
04Xt 1,066 1,123 1,169 1,217 1278 120 4539 4741 4900 5050 5268 1.16




28 | ZUHLEE XIRE 0/

ro

— T}

OlAH
2,500

2.000

1.500

2

1,000

500

ek SR EERH —B—OlANEERH

4,000
3,500
3,000
2,500
2,000 LA
1,500
1.000

500

20084

(a3 3-1] A=E O

(# 3-2) g4

T+

=]
e

2006 2007 2008 2010

S|
(2010 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 (2010
/2006) /2006)

A

4387 5072 5620 6,860

156 240370 264019 281623 301280 311986 1.30

=N 1979 2268 2497 3062

155 260634 284165 302137 323014 332535 128

CIXb 2408 2804 3123 3798

158 225933 249700 267,123 285,794 297,179 1.32

EA

0 20108 4 AT
71 F oA} 347,130 A}A]
QA AR50 64,692 27

A
.

[e) =] [e)
= A=

(E 3-3) 20104 7|& MY HAHCHH

B3PS A w5007 555,617 02 7P Wk,

40t) o4 60| m|wke] 1,420,7827 ] &3

S,

Xl

—

=2X} ()

7= 9AM ofst 10CH 20cH 30cH

40tH 50CH 60CH 70t 80CH o4

TR 3563 27,582 138001 279,87

4 440,592 555617 424573 271,287 60,855

= 203 15,983 78508 152,21

7 193,486 208487 160,051 93612 18284

O4X} 150 11599 59493 127,65

7 247,106 347,130 264,522 177,675 42571




H3E &E Aslof thst o5t Ho| ¥ n
500,000 - 555,617
40CH-60CH: 64.6%
500,000
440,592 424,573
400,000 A
M 300000 - 279,874 271,287
200,000 A
138,001
100,000 - 60,855
27,582
353 .
9| 0|3t 10CH 20CH 3004 40CH soCH s0CH 70CH 80CH Of4f
BEn Wen Do

[O23 3-2] 20104 7| AMH A

ZoiE

TIz2txt (F)

0 E3], 70t o)A} Ao A 277t FE A=Y, 20064 tiH] 20106 X B3kR4=0]
Z7hal= 700)7} 1,41, 80tf o]Afo] 1.53% UERY T2 Aol uja)] Z71Zo] A

LR,

(& 3-4) 20064 CHH| 2010'd ¥ HACHE ZlZ kXt 7t H

—

T= 9M 0|3t 10cH 20cH 30cH 4och 50cH 60CH 70cH  80cH o
M 069 105 097 111 110 133 119 141 153
gxt 059 1.0 094 116 114 135 123 148 151
Ofxt 060  1.11 1.01 106 107 132 117 138 154

0 A T3 700 o]4F A Z7seld], 20064 TjE] 20109 Awu] Z7}
Ml 7057} 1,81, 80t ol4fo] 2,142 Lpeht thE el wla} Z7)Eo] 27
el 50 E8t 2006 djv] 2010W A =H] 2787} 1,722 YER) 2006E 9
Hle) AmHl7t 27 Z7K Aew ek,

(& 3-5) 2006 CHH| 2010 ' HHIHE Zl=H| 7} H

T= 9AM 0I5t  1ocH 20cH 30cH 40ty 50cH 60cH 70t 8och ol
M 068 1.29 1.18 1.48 1.45 172 1.50 181 214
gxb 074 121 1.14 153 1.47 1.71 154 185 203
Oxf 0.8 1.43 1.27 1.42 144 173 1.47 179 220




30 1| ZUHLEE XIRE 08

ro
0=
ot
o>
=]
ne
02
sy
=
=]
i
2
P
nA
rlok
=
El
re
-

0 g3 43HM50, Mb1)'2] 2|2 51 5oF Aasialeel AgH|E dded Mg JeEz
- Aot d=nls 2420 1.20deF 156 S7istsledl, © 5
oA o] S7keol Z42t 1.87H|9F 2. 49812 F7HEo] 7 .

(# 3-6) Azd FISHElH Tz 2Kt = Y TIZH|

D B7H|

72 ey 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 (2010/2006)
A 1824965 1921132 1995681 2084521 2,198,734 1.20
=R VST 105,157 119438 140900 165301 196,753 187
(F) Qlaf 1802371 1894446 1962224 2,042,960 2,148,679 119
OF 1154476 1362386 1421411 1445042 1515161 1.31
7 438667 507,216 562029 628024 685974 156
2y YU 145862 173116 207,387 325730 363708  2.49
(HHEHR) oy 253858 274124 282036 228030 246,234 0.97
o= 38,947 59,977 72,606 75,579 80,796 207

0 R9FEEE T 5d o) ARulS Avrw

- ojelo] a7k 7b Wk, theo R WYl SN, AHEUEY 4ol9le.

o1o] A9 Hzule] 80% ol4fo] Qe Qs WAEE AR Ao W,

AHFEWPUOR 248 ARl elo] AAH Hge] Bobd Aoz
Urehd

- 20064 T 20104 Z1g] F7} ¥ S AEw, Welolqo] Z7hul7) 2 200

ARHZE 7V 3A) F7AAEY, o] F YeIAe) F7Ho] 2,500 F71Eo]

2.



HM3E AE Mtof st oSty Ho| Y mE | 31
(% 3-7) gdH QUFH TI=HEfH TI=H|
euzy Nz He EEl 57|
20064 2007 20084 20094 20104
A 27,176 27,499 30,269 36,342 37,027 1.36
AEEEye ¥ 21173 20,942 23,330 28,123 28,630 1.35
Qlzy 6,003 6,556 6,939 8,220 8,397 1.40
A 54,278 61,716 67,650 74,307 82,489 152
S e 37,565 44,071 49,410 54,868 61,378 1.63
Qlzy 16,714 17,645 18,240 19,439 21,111 1.26
A 95945 119686 150,007 187,643 219,308 2.29
ke e 60,390 75,939 99,389 128,191 150,797 2.50
Q2 35,555 43,747 50,618 59,452 68,510 193
A 223326 237,131 242256 255439 266,270 1,19
o U 27,055 32,515 35,933 39,998 42102 1,56
Q2| 196,272 204615 206323 215440 224,168 1.14
A 241 175 136 112 84 0.35
B e 15 12 7 9 8 0.54
9l 226 162 129 103 76 0.34
or 38,947 59,977 72,606 75,579 80,796 2.07
O T A% (M50, M5Y)'S A 2 BREe 8 a4 9 ol 109 B 8X5E
Ab

- EwQubgol (Br]A, M50) 2 20064 AEEAG7} 534,279 0| Y Ao
201040]| 698,410 &= 2006 thH] 1,314} F7FsFA L, QI+ 108 W %
e 2006 1,127HOlIA] 1,428 2% 20064 Tiv] 1,278 Z7161S, AR
x4 9l QI 108 WY 3 S Aol wls 7 A UerdA e 20069
e 20109 F7HHlE AR AL E3E

- TEbRzbAe] selt A, M51)'9] A, 20069 W REA4T} 1,364,895
olgld o] 201080 1,609,926 0.2 2006\ Thr] 1,184 F7FeFAaL, 91
109H g A R3A4=E 20064 2,879 04 3,292 0 & 2006 thH] 1,144}

z



32 1 SUHLEY X2E 0|88 Y5 U e 2 MFES HwHT
(E 3-8) &M &Y 2RY o MY Tzatkts U Q152 100 HY 2tX} 5
T2 & xt(H) Q1T 10BHHE Xl

JE Ay S| S|

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 (2010/ 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 (2010/

2006) 2006)

=l Al 534279 573912 602525 652559 698410 131 1127 1200 1251 1342 1428 1.27

%gﬁ SIRb 225873 242377 254284 276217 296,700 1.31 944 1004 1047 1127 1204 28

(!\750) 4Kt 308406 331535 348241 376342 401,710 130 1314 1400 1459 1561 1656 1.26

7|E} A 1364895 1431557 1487017 1532698 1609926 118 2879 2994 3088 3153 3292 114
=7tOk

_;;Jai A 560353 586024 605278 626901 663043 118 2341 2428 2491 2558 2690 1.15

(M51)  GIXt 804542 845533 881739 905797 946883  1.18 3427 3570 3695 3758 3903 114

aR=EERL]

(M50, M51)S AP A9 Beadz 2an) 92 A7 105 AgH|E Ay,

Ew Qo] (BriAa M50)'9] A9, 2006 REH|7F 98 84] 69 Yolw
Aol 20109¢] A 69 64] 39 Yo & 2006\ thH] 1,694 Z7FeHglar, A& 1919

ZFEH|E 20061 184,489 0] A] 238,011 0.2 2006\ TjH] 1,204 27151912
TNeRbgel (322, M51)'Q) 73, 20064 REH]7} 37 49 19] Yo|ldl
Zo] 201040] 53 19 94] 82} o= 2006 i] 1.53u) =731, A=
191 ZEH% 2006 249,175l 322,838¢ 02 20064 o] 1,30

F7lelsig,
(B 3-9) MMl Ty R AEd MY DN ¥ T2 198 =)
T H| (e Zz 1219 T=H|(H)

T My S| S|
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 (2010/ 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 (2010/
2006) 2006)
= A 98569 115252 128529 149787 166,229 169 184489 200818 213317 229538 238011 1.29
ij;‘i =XE 46440 54312 60290 70425 77817 68 205604 224081 237098 254962 262276 128
(M50) CIXF 52128 60940 68238 79362 88412 170 169024 183811 195951 210878 220,089 1.30
7IEF A 340098 391964 433501 478237 519,745 163 249175 273803 291524 312023 322838 1.30
%z—(;;ﬂ SRE 151,446 172503 189,404 200,722 228,391 151 270269 294362 312921 334538 344459 127
(M51) CIXF 188652 219461 244007 268515 291354 154 234484 259554 276836 296440 307,698 131




oK

3 He7E 27] Al
<]

3

bete) &

=
o

7

0 B 204 o]$-7H

of 2o

of ue} %%

olL} AIZF] £4) ke ALA)
7

/})P

A3l

3}
g

o Yolt 5

N

%_hﬂ

tof Had

5

94

.1-37)

S}
=

7}

=
o

T EC]

PG ofskiA ole 74

ZAE

taze] Han Wels

[e)
S

= 1
= E=

Z}
A

o 4

P
2]

~
_ZT
)
=)

guke 24

APA|E 2L

o &

[ @de 28] 2R I vl

L0
.

]_

71

=
o

]

7P Haa A

=
[}

29137} gt Fxje)

o

N
Nlo






4.







A
o=d =
4. sssuz

g A oA

02002955 2013 Ato] AFEATT REISE HloJeHo] o)A et A%
AAARE A& % AN dPAt A7) 586,234 5 23,2019 8,96%7) WS

0 AR H2UE 5 EE (5490 9,854 0 2 1Y Bekon], theo R 2

Al Hwdabgol (M50)<f 7B ol (Mb1)7F Wk

011 9] H3% (T 7IE HEEE (48)0] 1 5 ol thilE H2a%ol9e,

(F 4-1) AZAT Uaxt 3 MEs g2
yazs 2n Et s o
| 0 1
A 563,033 23,201
71EF HEM S, M43, Other deforming dorsopathies 585,602 632
MIZ MAT, Spondylosis 584,186 2,048
7|EF MEHS M48, Other spondylopathies 584,302 1,932
S &0, M50, Cervical disc disorders 586,234 584215 2,019
J|EF =7t ZoH, M51, Other intervertebral disc disorders 580,149 6,085
22| EFLX| L2 J|E HiES, M53, Other dorsopathies, 585,603 631

not elsewhere classified
HHEE, M54, Dorsalgia 576,380 9,854




25,000
20,000 -
15,000 -
10,000 -
5,000 I
N - a B -
Ma7 M48 Ms0 M51

M53 M54

O AYER 067} 7,122 71 M3 A WEe] Sekov], Aol F71gel et
H29% WHEE o] A B3 37K (b = 0,0001)

0 g A5de BYEL o4J0] 4.03%= H4 3.88%C] I8l 27k =+ (p = 0.0044).

(F 4-2) HYE 48 232Uy 22

5 Hzys g2 e
HEus 2z = 0 1 et [
586,234 563,033 23,201 3.96%
10 5738 5,652 86 150%  0.0001
20rH 117904 115079 2,825 2.40%
30cH 119247 115591 3,656 3.07%
i 40t} 151593 145895 5,698 3.76%
- 50t 97,789 92,897 4,892 5.00%
60CH 64,048 60,107 3,941 6.15%
70rH 25,190 23,397 1793 7.12%
80+ 4725 4415 310 6.56%
" o 291302 279986 11,316 388%  0.0044

©] 294,932 283,047 11,885 4.03%




Hol| e H3Ae I ETe] A (28], Odds ratio)
Agdgo] Rl 10thol Wlsf 20071 164, 30t~} 26l 4007} 2,54, 5007}
AH), 60t7] 4,28, 70T oV 4,98 ¥ S7Fehs ¥ EY (ALl p = 0.0001).

’

- A53go] b= gl wish o/dell LoTHl B Skt F3e Hed (p = 0,0000).

(& 4-3) S gYof| ME HFEe WHENO| 2XH|(Odds ratio)

Odds Ratio Estimates

T Effect Point 959 Wald Confidence Limits Pr > ChiSq
Estimate
20 vs 10CH 1591 1.282 1975 0.0001
30t vs 10CH 2.006 1617 2.489 0.0001
iz 40t vs 10CH 2.483 2.003 3078 0.0001
50t vs 10CH 3.349 2701 4,154 0.0001
60CH vs 10CH 4,184 3.371 5.192 0.0001
70T 0|4 vs 10CH 4,885 3928 6.075 0.0001
e oy vs HY 1.073 1.038 1.109 0.0001




40 1 FUAZEY XM2E 0|88 Y25 ¥ Hejo| TE HFE HuAF

(E 4-4) B 0120] ME M2 2o

HEZe |F
HIH 2 —
=1} | 0 1 =o= p—value
586,234 563,033 23,201 3.96%
ot (HIEH) 404,074 388137 15,937 3.94% 0.163
¢ HAEH (EH) 33,141 31,875 1266  3.82%
=l 149,019 143,021 5998  4.02%
ot (HIEH) 404074 388137 15937  3.94% 0.04
4AEH (EH) 33 31875 1266  382%
SO Mo oixf Bttolot 41618 39,966 1652  397%
S stztojgt 80,692 77,491 3,201 3.97%
SIXf otzioly 26,399 25,265 1,134 4.30%
0 &0 w& A543 g Eate] At (24|, Odds ratio)
- AT HEAE, T vlagtgt 2523 W] gt A (22H]) Zfel7t
A2

(& 4-5) S0 ME HFEg WHEDS| 2XH|(0dds ratio)

Odds Ratio Estimates

= i 9 i
Effect Pqnt 95% Walc! (?onﬂdence Pr > ChiSq
Estimate Limits
AEA vs Ot 1.022 0.96 1.088 0.4961
o Sixf gtzkolat vs oHY 1.166 1.104 1.231 0.0001
ST s sto|ot vs ot 1213 1.159 127 0.0001
S| StZfole vs QHH 1.257 1.175 1.344 0.0001




A% MEST U YEjo) 02 I S b

M3 MEZAIR0 IE MUY WHE J A4

0 ARl T2 AAE, AL DA, MO R Ueo] lidt u), U] Hat
2k 285 s Aol7t 9130 (b = 0.000D).

w14

(B 4-6) HEHX|S HE MR 22
MEZXI5 oo
T 2= T HFH = _
'_I'L'E' I._'li‘" 0 1 =20= o] value
586,234 563,033 23,201 3.96%
M= 28,541 27.750 791 2.77%  0.0001
3 380,007 365,302 14,705 3.87%
HEZX | BM) —-
SIS 157.401 150525 6,876 4.37%
B2t 20,285 19,456 829 4.09%

O A Aol WHE A W ETe] ABUA (229, Odds ratio)
— YR | o) AN AT B 1ASh AR BY (92 -
0.79, p = 0.0001).
— A vlwE o) vERZOl A gl Feks
1,05, p = 0.001).

— A FA ] Bk IS BRkE ste] vkt o= Yol EAof o]§ &

.

)

T2 WYl (920 =

(B 4-7) HEEX|0 CE MFZet @HENQ| 2XH|(Odds ratio)

Odds Ratio Estimates

72 9 i
Effect I P
Limits
MAHZE vs B 0.788 0.732 0.848 0.0001
HEZRA BM) -
HITE vs KA 1.049 1.02 1.08 0.001




472 1 FUAZEY XN2E 0|88 Y25 ¥ Hejo| wE HFE HuAF

AR S70| THE MAN yhy

0% 5ol W2 ula 7ol H5ask S o] 9l Hol7t Uk (o = 0.0000),

0 &gl e vlalat o 252l 5] ofu] Ql= 2lol7t U= (p = 0.0001).

il

(H 4-8) 230 [}

11
2
S
uA
for
HI
Hel

HHHE  p-value

11
HI
ra
g
o

586,234 563,033 23,201 3.96%

ot 380897 373659 16238  416% 00001
o 2-33] 79155 76549 2606 3.29%
ox Uzol 123 78037 75392 2645  339%
Uzl 3-43] 26209 25141 1068 407%
o 12936 12292 644 498%
HH 0|3t 01828 385105 16723  416% 00001
o - 118709 114679 4120  347%
TS ah-steer 43161 41670 1,491 3.45%
orHuh> 22,446 21,579 867 3.86%

018] SFge] W2 AU WHEIY AR (924], Odds ratio)
- viEFE vla W Y o SR H3UL U0l L U B
A
o

(22H] = 0,96, p = 0,02)= Ho|11, SHHk o]

Z7)sl= A3 (92H] = 1.08, p = 0.03)& E%I
= 2, RhollA] hERt mt SEtollA= S Rke] §lof (2=H] = 1,01, p



H 4-9) SF0| 02 MFWS WS QXH|(0dds ratio)

Odds Ratio Estimates

T= e Point  95% Wald Confidence , Chisq
Estimate Limits
5t 0|2t vs QoA 0.956 092 0.994 0.0239
Sxg S~ 0T vs QtOpA 1.011 0.954 1.072 07053
St 0fAr vs OO 1.083 1.006 1.166 0.0345

0 8% W AT 4] e ulm el 4 {243 d g o] gl Fjol7t

(e}
AR (p = 0.0001),

MxXISI oo
T A . - Ty HEE ke

586,234 563,033 23,201 3.96%

oret 242 858 232,600 10,258 4.22% 0.0001
1-23] 103,035 99,469 3,566 3.46%
25 2 AMHESs 3-43 89,878 86,302 3,576 3.98%
5-63] 37,880 36,462 1,418 3.74%
e 112,583 108,200 4,383 3.89%

5 LU AAEF wE ZHEAg U Eto] A (2], Odds ratio)

=
- 9L SpA) QR TR 952 S TEu) HlmelA] HEuE wEo] 4as
- 9790 1-23] 95 FH= 5] AH(e2H] = 0,88, p = 0,001), UFY 3-43]
BTN A2 R0l 4B AT (920 =095, p = 0,00 2,

=
aan i SEshe wollA AR WEo)(22H]=0.95, p=0.008)=
£

- 25 ¥ AAEE e Aol 5-69] o id 2= vk Iues &

Mo



AgoR BRse] 24| 0§ &
- 25 FAHOE Itk AU WHELS P2 + UL

(E 4-11) 25 Y MARS 240 [E HEUS LHETI0| QXH|(0dds ratio)

Odds Ratio Estimates

T2 ' o :
Effect Ppmt 95% Walc! (?onﬂdence Pr >ChiSq
Estimate Limits

Yz=al1-23| vs Otat 0.88 0.846 0916 0.001

28 ¥ MHEE YFU3-43] vs Ot 0.949 0.916 0.983 0.003

oY vs Ot 0.952 0.917 0.987 0.008

= 1))
M6 B, HIT 25 3 AMEaH AAHet E*ggzrel S
P FTHIAIRE (M50 and M51)2F O 2] Mz Al

(M43, M47, M48, M53) H|d

0 50c7kAl= 10tef] wlsh Fbagta) 1 o) AAeitold 25dek WyE Alolrt

A2,
0 60t oAfel M 10ee] ula) 7ekE) M Ee] 1 9 H2agko] w]s)

=
Zashe 2412 19 (60H]: ©.2H] = 0,35, p = 0,006, 70t)] oA} ©.=uH] = 0,24,

0 F7IETRS 1 9] AT Hla) ool 12} B B wAsh Age 1Y
(p = 0.0001)
03 W AR So] T MU B £ umE Aolo]A ofu] Qi Kol



(® 4-12)

ZZHEFEIS} (M50 and M51) versus 11 2| ZFEIStH

2P XH|(Odds ratio)

HAR MESE U Helo] 02 &E

(M43,

M47, M48, M53)2]

Point 95% Wald
= . : . > Chi
™ Effect Estimate Confidence Limits Pr> ChiSq
20t vs 10Cf 1.2 0.569 2.53 0.6321
30tH vs 10Cf 1.236 0.588 2.598 0.5766
oz 40t vs 10Cf 0.873 0.417 1.83 0.7199
- soth vs 10 0.57 0272 1.193 0.1357
60CH vs 10Cf 0.354 0.169 0.741 0.0059
70T 0|4 vs 10CH 0.241 0114 0.507 0.0002
4 N vs 249 1.192 1.091 1.303 0.0001
UHE vs oHY 1.011 0.854 1.196 0.9027
50 X ero|gt vs OHE 0.986 0.846 1.148 0.8519
o BIxh Brziojet vs of 1103 0.971 1,252 0.1318
STl otoled vs QHE 1.126 0.934 1.358 02137
HEXA  MHMES vs N 0.839 0.672 1.047 0.1197
BMI) HIZH vs HA 0.945 0.875 1,02 0.1476
Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits
SEX  1ws2 —e—i
age 02vs 01 I 3 1l
age 03 wvs 01 I 3 1l
age O4wvaOl | - {
age 05ws01 3 1l
age 06wvs 01 —ea—
age 07 ws 01 —e—
g_bmic 01T HAS va 02F & ——
g-bmic 03HIE va 02 e ail
new_amk 2 va 1 ——
new_amk 3 va 1 —e—
new_amk 4 va 1 H—e—
new_smk 5 va 1 H——
ex_c  lwvsd H-e—
ex_c 2vad —e—
ex_c Jvasd —e—
0.‘0 1.0 l.I5 2.‘0 2.‘5
COdds Ratio

[O2! 4-2] FZHEEISE (M50 and M51) versus
71 Q| MZEISH (M43, MA7, VA8, M53)2] 2XH|(Odds ratio)



M7E &%, 87, HITh 25 W AMTEL MU wrygol
A
o

5 401, 50eH, 60tHelA] 10ehe] wjs) 3% FwARe] 4 S AT} PEFo]
8 Sk 4FE B9,

0 20|, 30, 70H}} oFgellM 10Hef Wlsl 5 F3bd o] 85 FTAgE

gl o F7RR: AL S,

fu

(H 4-13) A F7H ZISt (M50) versus 25 FZHIFEISH (M51)2] 2ZXH|(Odds ratio)
: o

= st EsPti(r)Tllr:te Con?ig:nt\:,!allf’imits A e
20t vs 10CH 4,344 0.583 32.344 0.1516
30CH vs 1OCH 6.598 0.889 48.966 0.0651
o1 40t vs 10CH 9.309 1.256 68.974 0.029
- 50CH vs 10CH 10.762 1.452 79.783 0.0201
60CH vs 10CH 7.584 1.021 56.342 0.0477
70cH 014 vs 10CH 4.669 0.621 35.09 0.1343
ok =Y vs oY 0.941 0.83 1.068 0.3465
HEA vs OHY 1,009 0.803 1,269 0.936
o Sy Brolgk vs ot 0.904 0.728 1121 0.3575
ST sy stzojet vs ot 0.948 0.803 .12 0.5297
AT Srola vs 2HE 1.164 0.924 1.467 0.1978
Hzzxa  AAEBE vs Had 1,245 09 1722 0.1863

S
BMI) HDF vs EAS 0.943 0.846 1,051 0.2852




Odds Ratios with 85% Wald Confidence Limits

"

"

»
»

[

L}

L

L

g-bmic MITHHS va 02 Y

va 02 &

g_bmic 03H|Bt

new_smk 2 vs 1

new_smk 3 va 1

newi_smk 4 vs 1

new_amk 5 va 1

Twad| @

ex_c

2va 4

ex_c

Jwvad

ex_c

40 60 a0

Odds Ratio

20

(M51)2] @=H|(Odds ratio)

QF F7HE

(M50) versus

=2y

zht

(38 4-3] 2%

"
il
—IA

o
ol

AJEe] mE A5 WY E

ol
=

0 o

ofu] gl Hol7h YotS.

Al S mlalgt Abojoll A o] Ql= Abel7t (lls.
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(H 4-14) EXPE HFHS 4 THUAESE versus E4EEH0| 2 XH|(0dds ratio)
Point 95% Wald :
Effect Estimate Confidence Limits Pr> ChiSq
20T vs 10CH 0.618 0.213 1.793 0.3762
30CH vs 10T4 0.683 0.237 1.965 0.4795
o124 40t vs 10ty 1.04 0.364 2.972 0.9415
-c 50H vs 10tH 1.439 0.504 4108 0.4969
60CH vs 10CH 1.616 0.566 462 0.3701
70 0]4 vs 10CH 1.373 0.477 3.952 0.5569
o4 oy vs HH 0.93 0.819 1.055 0.2595
HASS vs QHY 1,173 0.936 1.471 0.1666
o oI grzojgt vs oHY 0.959 0.767 1.199 0.7157
o Bixf Holet vs OFY 1.073 0.897 1.283 0.442
SIXH oA vs otdl 0.853 0.643 1.132 0.2704
SRR BM) MAE vs HA 0.524 0.344 0.8 0.0027
H2F vs MY 1.122 1.009 1.248 0.0334
Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits
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0 | 2 5 :
Odds Ratio
[O8 4-4] SXpE MFEE 0 BUZRRE versus S4E2te| 2XH|(Odds ratio)
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(B8 1) 4 MFHEHH| 2=H|(0dds ratio)
H 0
Effect EsF:%r:te Conzg:nc\lalfimits P 2 ity
age 02 vs 01 1.331 0.98 1.808 0.067
age 03 vs 01 1.442 1.062 1.958 0.019
age 04 vs 01 1.656 1.22 2.247 0.0012
age 05 vs 01 2018 1.486 2.74 0.0001
age 06 vs 01 2.361 1.737 3.209 0.0001
age 07 vs 01 2.593 1.897 3.545 0.0001
new_smk 2 vs 1 1.017 0.95 1.087 0.6336
new_smk 3 vs 1 1.115 1.047 1.189 0.0008
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.147 1.094 1,202 0.0001
new_smk 5 vs 1 1.217 1.137 1.303 0.0001
ex.c1vs4 0.981 0.93 1.035 0.4823
ex_c2vs 4 0.869 0.818 0.924 0.0001
ex_.c 3vs 4 0.961 0.906 1.02 0.1918
Odds Ratios with 85% Wald Confidence Limits

age 02vs 01 [ . |

age 03vall } . |

age O4vs 01 -

age 05wva01 I - '

age 06 vs 01 .

age 07 va 01
new_smk 2 va 1
new-smk 3 vs 1
new_smk 4 va 1
new_smk 5 vs 1

ex—c lvad

e
[
e+

——

ex_c 2vad| e

ex—c 3Bvs4

2 3
Odds Ratio

(HE 2) oM HE

ZIZIMF| @XH|(Odds ratio)
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Point % Wal .
Effect Estﬁ’nate Conﬁgencealijimits P 2 ity
age 02 vs 01 1.522 1.119 2.07 0.0074
age 03 vs 01 2.438 1.796 3.31 0.0001
age 04 vs 01 3.404 2514 4.609 0.0001
age 05 vs 01 4,983 3.679 6.751 0.0001
age 06 vs 01 6.439 4.751 8.728 0.0001
age 07 vs 01 7.668 5643 10.42 0.0001
age 08 vs 01 6.412 4.601 8935 0.0001
g_bmic O1MHE vs 02F-A 0.822 0.747 0.905 0.0001
g_bmic O3H|Zt vs 02784 1.042 1 1.086 0.0477
new_smk 2 vs 1 1117 0.938 1.33 0.2138
new_smk 3 vs 1 1.148 1.032 1.278 0.0114
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.156 0.979 1.365 0.0873
new_smk 5 vs 1 1.717 1.202 2.453 0.003
ex.c1vs4 1.115 1.06 1.174 0.0001
ex_c2vs 4 0.957 0.892 1.028 0.2271
ex_.c 3vs 4 1.034 0.975 1.096 0.2659
Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits
age 02vsOl| |l—e—
age 03vs 01 ——
age 0dwvs 01 e
age 05 va 01 I '
age 06wva0l | ] {
age 07 wva 01 ; - {
g-bmic 01 THHES v 022 |
g-bmic 03HIE vs02F& | #
nevismk 2vs 1 | e
nevi_smk 3vs 1 | fof
nevi_smk 4vs 1| |
nevi_smk 5 vs 1 —e—
excc lvsd| M
exc 2vsd| M
exc Bvsd| M
2 i 6 8 10

Odds Ratio
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(BH 3) 30-39M HFZEg @=H|(Odds ratio)

30 Zx|
Odds Ratio Estimates
H ()
Effect Esljicr)1l1r:te Conzgé,n(\:lialfimits P 2 ity

SEX 1 vs 2 1.25 1.146 1.363 0.0001
g_bmic 01XME vs 0284 0.822 0.683 0.989 0.0374
g_bmic 03H|ZF vs 02FA 0.981 0.911 1.056 0.6075
new _smk 2 vs 1 0.977 0.846 1.128 0.7497
new_smk 3 vs 1 0.965 0.848 1.098 0.5856
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.066 0.968 1175 0.1957
new_smk 5 vs 1 1.168 1.021 1.336 0.0241
ex c1vs4d 0.726 0.661 0.797 0.0001
ex.c2vs 4 0.769 0.692 0.855 0.0001
ex c3vs 4 0.906 0.82 1.002 0.0558

Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits

SEX  lwva2 e

g-bmic 0T HHS va 023 L } - i

o-bmic 0ZHIEF vs 02F & f—e—

new_amk 2 va 1 | 3 |

new_amlk 3 va 1 | - |

new_amk 4 va 1 e

nevi_amk 5 va 1 } » f

ev_c lvad | pb—ea—

ex_c 2vad e

e_c 3vs 4 b—e—

0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4
Odds Ratio
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(BH 4) 30-39M 2o =FZE2 2XH|(Odds ratio)

Effect Esi%r:te Conzgz)nc\gall_dimits Pr> ChiSa
g_bmic O1XHIE vs 0284 0.955 0.85 1.072 0.4311
g_bmic O3H|2F vs 024 0.987 0.948 1.027 0.5062
new_smk 2 vs 1 1.028 0.961 1.099 0.4251
new_smk 3 vs 1 1.048 0.984 1117 0.1474
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.06 1.012 1111 0.014
new_smk 5 vs 1 1141 1.067 1.22 0.0001
ex.c1vs4 1.001 0.949 1.055 0.9756
ex_c2vs 4 0.838 0.789 0.889 0.0001
ex_.c 3vs 4 0.961 0.906 1.019 0.1857

Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits

g_bmic MITHHE va 02 & | * |
g-bmic 03HIBt vs 02T e
new_smk 2 va 1 f » f
new_amk 3 va 1 e
new_amk 4 va 1 e
new_smk 5 vs 1 I - f
ex_c 1wvad e
ex_c 2vad|p——o—
ex_c Jvad P
T T T T
0.8 0.8 1.0 1.1 1.2

Odds Ratio
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(BH 5) 30-39M e =HFZE2 2XH|(Odds ratio)

Point 95% Wald .
>
Effect Estimate Confidence Limits Pr> ChiSa
g_bmic O1XMHZE vs 0284 0.595 0.542 0.654 0.0001
g_bmic 03H|Zt vs 0274 1.324 1.272 1.379 0.0001
new_smk 2 vs 1 0.895 0.752 1.064 0.2084
new_smk 3 vs 1 1.05 0.944 1.168 0.6381
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.094 0.927 1.29 0.2894
new smk 5 vs 1 1.778 1.247 2.536 0.0015
ex c1vsd 1.179 1.121 1.24 0.0001
ex c2vs 4 0.932 0.869 1 0.0498
ex c3vs 4 1.048 0.989 1.111 0.1124
Odds Ratics with 95% Wald Confidence Limits
g-bmic MMHHAS va 02BH | e
g-bmic 03HIBE va 02T & e
new_amk 2 va 1 —e——
new_amk 3 va 1 e—
new_amk 4 va 1 ——e—
new_smk 5 va 1 } * {
ex_c 1wvad e
ex_c 2vad e
e 3ved ——
U.I5 1.0 l.l5 2.I[] 2.I5
Odds Ratio
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(2E 6) 40-49M| HFZEE 2

ZH|(Odds ratio)

Effect Esi%r:te Conzgz)nc\gall_dimits Fi 2> i
SEX 2 vs 1 1.099 1.026 1.178 0.007
g_bmic O1XHIE vs 0284 0.681 0.551 0.842 0.0004
g_bmic 03H|2t vs 0274 1.07 1.011 1.133 0.0191
new_smk 2 vs 1 1.212 1.075 1.367 0.0017
new_smk 3 vs 1 1.148 1.019 1.293 0.0228
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.21 1.105 1.326 0.0001
new_smk 5 vs 1 1.309 1.161 1.476 0.0001
ex_ c1vsd 1.041 0.964 1.124 0.3023
ex c2vs 4 0.927 0.847 1.015 0.1003
ex_.c 3vs 4 1.046 0.964 1.136 0.2802

Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits

SEX  2wval

e

g-bmic MHHE va 02 L

g-bmic 03HIB va 02F L
new_smk 2 va 1
new_amk 3 va 1
new_smk 4 va 1
new_smk 5 va i
Tvad

BX_C

2vad

EX_C

ex_c dvad

——

e

0.6

0.8

1.0
Odds Ratio




2 E 171

(BH 7) 40—49M| £ HMFZEIS @XH|(Odds ratio)

Effect EsFt)%r:te Conﬁgz)nxafimits Pr> ChiSa
g_bmic O1XHIE vs 0284 0.955 0.85 1.072 0.4311
g_bmic O3H|2F vs 024 0.987 0.948 1.027 0.5062
new_smk 2 vs 1 1.028 0.961 1.099 0.4251
new_smk 3 vs 1 1.048 0.984 1117 0.1474
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.06 1.012 1111 0.014
new_smk 5 vs 1 1141 1.067 1.22 0.0001
ex.c1vs4 1.001 0.949 1.055 0.9756
ex_c2vs 4 0.838 0.789 0.889 0.0001
ex_.c 3vs 4 0.961 0.906 1.019 0.1857

Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits

g_bmic MITHHE va 02 & | * |
g-bmic 03HIBt vs 02T e
new_smk 2 va 1 f » f
new_amk 3 va 1 e
new_amk 4 va 1 e
new_smk 5 vs 1 I - f
ex_c 1wvad e
ex_c 2vad|p——o—
ex_c Jvad P
T T T T
0.8 0.8 1.0 1.1 1.2

Odds Ratio
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(FE 8) 40-49M| 0 XFZet 2XH|(Odds ratio)
Effect Esi%r:te Conzgz)nc\gall_dimits Fi 2> i

g_bmic O1XHIE vs 0284 0.595 0.542 0.654 0.0001
g_bmic O3H|Zt vs 02784 1.324 1.272 1.379 0.0001
new_smk 2 vs 1 0.895 0.752 1.064 0.2084
new_smk 3 vs 1 1.05 0.944 1.168 0.3681
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.094 0.927 1.29 0.2894
new smk 5 vs 1 1.778 1.247 2.536 0.0015
ex c1vs4d 1.179 1.121 1.24 0.0001
ex_c2vs 4 0.932 0.869 1 0.0498
ex c3vs 4 1.048 0.989 1.111 0.1124

Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits

g-bmic MMHHAS va 02BH | e

g-bmic 03HIBE va 02T &

new_amk 2 va 1

new—_amk 3 va 1

new_amk 4 va 1

new_amk 5 vs 1

exe lwvad

ex_c 2vad
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T
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Odds Ratio
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(BH 9) 50-59M HMFZEg @XH|(Odds ratio)

Point 95% Wald .
>
=it Estimate Confidence Limits A= Cieg
SEX 1 vs 2 1.221 1.137 1.31 0.0001
g_bmic 01MAME vs 0284 0.668 0518 0.861 0.0018
g_bmic 03H|2F vs 0284 1.06 0.999 1.124 0.055
new smk 2 vs 1 1.012 0.885 1.157 0.8641
new_smk 3 vs 1 1.019 0.886 1172 0.7929
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.131 1.02 1,253 0.0189
new_smk 5 vs 1 1.129 0972 1.311 0.1113
ex c1vs4 1137 1.05 1,233 0.0017
ex c2vs 4 0.853 0.77 0.946 0.0025
ex c3vs 4 0.992 0.906 1.086 0.8601
Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits
SEX 2vsl ——e—
g_bmic 01HHS va 02 & | - f
g-bmic 03HIB va 02F L —e—
new_amk 2 va 1 | 3 |
new_amk 3 va 1 } * f
new_amk 4 va 1 e
new_smk 5 va 1 } * {
ev_c  lwvad e
ex_c 2vad e
ev_c 3vad —e—
U.IS U.IS 1.0 I.IE
Odds Ratio
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(FH 10) 50-59/M| & HFEIE @XH|(Odds ratio)

Effect Esi%r:te Conzgz)nc\gall_dimits Pr> ChiSa
g_bmic O1MH|E vs 024 0.955 0.85 1.072 0.4311
g_bmic O3H|2F vs 024 0.987 0.948 1.027 0.5062
new_smk 2 vs 1 1.028 0.961 1.099 0.4251
new_smk 3 vs 1 1.048 0.984 1.1 0.1474
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.06 1.012 1.1 0.014
new_smk 5 vs 1 1141 1.067 1.22 0.0001
ex.c1vs4 1.001 0.949 1.055 0.9756
ex_c2vs 4 0.838 0.789 0.889 0.0001
ex_.c 3vs 4 0.961 0.906 1.019 0.1857

Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits

g_bmic MITHHE va 02 & | * |
g-bmic 03HIBt vs 02T e
new_smk 2 va 1 f » f
new_amk 3 va 1 e
new_amk 4 va 1 e
new_smk 5 vs 1 I - f
ex_c 1wvad e
ex_c 2vad|p——o—
ex_c Jvad P
T T T T
0.8 0.8 1.0 1.1 1.2

Odds Ratio
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(BH 11) 50-59M O{d HFZEIE 2XH|(Odds ratio)

Point 95% Wald .
>
Effect Estimate Confidence Limits Pr> ChiSa
g_bmic O1XMHZE vs 0284 0.595 0.542 0.654 0.0001
g_bmic 03H|Zt vs 0274 1.324 1.272 1.379 0.0001
new_smk 2 vs 1 0.895 0.752 1.064 0.2084
new_smk 3 vs 1 1.05 0.944 1.168 0.3681
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.094 0.927 1.29 0.2894
new smk 5 vs 1 1.778 1.247 2.536 0.0015
ex c1vsd 1.179 1.121 1.24 0.0001
ex c2vs 4 0.932 0.869 1 0.0498
ex c3vs 4 1.048 0.989 1.111 0.1124
Odds Ratics with 95% Wald Confidence Limits
g-bmic MMHHAS va 02BH | e
g-bmic 03HIBE va 02T & e
new_amk 2 va 1 —e——
new_amk 3 va 1 e—
new_amk 4 va 1 ——e—
new_smk 5 va 1 } * {
ex_c 1wvad e
ex_c 2vad e
e 3ved ——
U.I5 1.0 l.l5 2.I[] 2.I5
Odds Ratio




(BE 12) 60—69A A

ZZI5t Q2 XH|(Odds ratio)

Hifsel EsF:icr"rI::te Conzgfm\:liall_dimits e Gl
SEX 2 vs 1 1.448 1.361 1.541 0.0001
g_bmic O1XHIE vs 0284 1.027 0.907 1.164 0.6736
g_bmic O3H|ZF vs 02754 0.888 0.839 0.94 0.0001
new_smk 2 vs 1 0.954 0.832 1.095 0.502
new_smk 3 vs 1 1.241 1.112 1.385 0.0001
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.187 1.061 1.327 0.0027
new_smk 5 vs 1 1.53 1.278 1.831 0.0001
ex_ c1vsd 1.254 1.167 1.349 0.0001
ex c2vs 4 0918 0.824 1.023 0.1221
ex_.c 3vs 4 0.971 0.888 1.062 0.5228

SEX 2val
g-bmic 01HHS va 02F Y
g-bmic 03HIEt vs 02T
neve_smk 2 vs 1
new_smk 3va 1
neve_smk 4 va 1
neve_smk 5 vs i

exc lvad
2vas 4

en_c

ex_c 3Jvad

Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits

e

Odds Ratio




(E.H 13) 60—69A| M M=ZI5t @ XH|(Odds ratio)

2 E1077

Effect EsF:icr"rI::te Conzgfm\:liall_dimits Fi 2> i
g_bmic O1XHIE vs 0284 0.955 0.85 1.072 0.4311
g_bmic O3H|2F vs 024 0.987 0.948 1.027 0.5062
new_smk 2 vs 1 1.028 0.961 1.099 0.4251
new smk 3 vs 1 1.048 0.984 1.117 0.1474
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.06 1.012 1111 0.014
new_smk 5 vs 1 1141 1.067 1.22 0.0001
ex.c1vs4 1.001 0.949 1.055 0.9756
ex_c2vs 4 0.838 0.789 0.889 0.0001
ex_.c 3vs 4 0.961 0.906 1.019 0.1857

g-bmic 01HHAS va02F 2

g-bmic 03HIEt va02F 4

new_smk 2 va 1

new_smk 3 va 1

nevi_smk 4 va 1

new_smk 5va 1

exc 1va4d

exc 2vsd

exc 3Jvad

Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits

—e———

A

08

T
0.9

1.0
Odds Ratio




(RH 14) 60—69M 0 HFZet 2XH|(Odds ratio)
Point 95% Wald .
>
Effect Estimate Confidence Limits Fi 2> i
g_bmic 01MAME vs 0284 0.595 0.542 0.654 0.0001
g_bmic 03H|2t vs 02&4 1.324 1.272 1.379 0.0001
new_smk 2 vs 1 0.895 0.752 1.064 0.2084
new_smk 3 vs 1 1.05 0.944 1.168 0.3681
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.094 0.927 1.29 0.2894
new smk 5 vs 1 1.778 1.247 2.536 0.0015
ex c1vsd 1.179 1.121 1.24 0.0001
ex c2vs 4 0.932 0.869 1 0.0498
ex c3vs 4 1.048 0.989 1.111 0.1124
Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits
g-bmic 0I1HAS va 02TFY | e
g-bmic 03HIEt va02F& o
new._smk 2 va 1 —e—
nev_smk 3 va 1 |——e—o
nevw_smk 4 va 1 ——e—
new_asmk 5 va 1 } * {
ex_c 1wvad e
ex_c 2vasd —o—
ex_c 3vad —a—|
l).l5 1.0 1.]5 2_ID 2.I5

Odds Ratio
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(FH 15) 70M| o4 HFZEg @=XH|(Odds ratio)

Effect EsFt)%r:te Conﬁgz)nxafimits Pr> ChiSa
SEX 2 vs 1 15 1.35 1.668 0.0001
g_bmic O1XHIE vs 0284 0918 0.771 1.092 0.3335
g_bmic 03H|2F vs 0274} 0.899 0.812 0.996 0.041
new_smk 2 vs 1 0.934 0.737 1.184 0.5735
new_smk 3 vs 1 1.344 1.132 1.595 0.0007
new_smk 4 vs 1 1,361 1.092 1.697 0.0062
new smk 5 vs 1 1.712 1.114 2.631 0.0142
ex_ c1vsd 1,261 1.112 1.429 0.0003
ex c2vs 4 0.845 0.681 1.049 0.1268
ex_.c 3vs 4 1.019 0.876 1.184 0.8093

Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits

SEX  2vsl f—e—q

g-bmic 0IHHS va 02T H —e—

g_bmic 03HIEt va02EH —e—f

new_amk 2 va | e

new-amk 3 va | ——e—

new_amk 4 va 1 e

new_amk 5 va | I > |

ex_c lvad —e—

ex_c 2vad|pb—ea—

ex_c Jvad f——

T T T
1.0 1.5 2.0 25

Odds Ratio
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(FH 18) 70M| o4 HM HFZEet 2XH|(Odds ratio)

Effect Esi%r:te Conzgz)nc\gall_dimits Pr> ChiSa
g_bmic O1XHIE vs 0284 0.955 0.85 1.072 0.4311
g_bmic O3H|2F vs 024 0.987 0.948 1.027 0.5062
new_smk 2 vs 1 1.028 0.961 1.099 0.4251
new_smk 3 vs 1 1.048 0.984 1117 0.1474
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.06 1.012 1111 0.014
new_smk 5 vs 1 1141 1.067 1.22 0.0001
ex.c1vs4 1.001 0.949 1.055 0.9756
ex_c2vs 4 0.838 0.789 0.889 0.0001
ex_.c 3vs 4 0.961 0.906 1.019 0.1857

Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits

g_bmic MITHHE va 02 & | * |
g-bmic 03HIBt vs 02T e
new_smk 2 va 1 f » f
new_amk 3 va 1 e
new_amk 4 va 1 e
new_smk 5 vs 1 I - f
ex_c 1wvad e
ex_c 2vad|p——o—
ex_c Jvad P
T T T T
0.8 0.8 1.0 1.1 1.2

Odds Ratio




=
(I 19) 70M| O] o HFZEH 2XH|(Odds ratio)
Point 95% Wald .
>
Effect Estimate Confidence Limits Pr> ChiSa
g_bmic O1XMHZE vs 0284 0.595 0.542 0.654 0.0001
g_bmic 03H|Zt vs 0274 1.324 1.272 1.379 0.0001
new_smk 2 vs 1 0.895 0.752 1.064 0.2084
new_smk 3 vs 1 1.05 0.944 1.168 0.3681
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.094 0.927 1.29 0.2894
new smk 5 vs 1 1.778 1.247 2.536 0.0015
ex c1vsd 1.179 1.121 1.24 0.0001
ex c2vs 4 0.932 0.869 1 0.0498
ex c3vs 4 1.048 0.989 1.111 0.1124
Odds Ratics with 95% Wald Confidence Limits
g-bmic (T HHS va 02 H
g-bmic 03HIBE va 02T & e
new_amk 2 va 1 —e——
new_amk 3 va 1 e—
new_amk 4 va 1 ——e—
new_smk 5 va 1 } * {
ex_c 1wvad e
ex_c 2vad e
e 3ved ——
U.I5 1.0 l.l5 2.IU 2.I5

Odds Ratio




(8% 20) 7|E} HEM HI{EHZS(ICD—10 Code:M43)2| @XH|(Odds ratio)

Point 95% Wald .
=it Estimate Confidence Limits A= Cieg

age 02 vs 01 0.733 0.266 2.023 0.56492
age 03 vs 01 0.93 0.339 2.548 0.8873
age 04 vs 01 1.357 0.501 3.673 0.5481
age 05 vs 01 2.522 0.933 6.814 0.0682
age 06 vs 01 2.71 0.998 7.357 0.0505
age 07 vs 01 2.425 0.874 6.728 0.0889
SEX 2 vs 1 1.379 1.134 1.677 0.0013
g_bmic O1MHIS vs 024 0.777 0.482 1,253 0.3008
g_bmic 03H|2t vs 0284 1,351 1.149 1.59 0.0003
new_smk 2 vs 1 0.954 0.648 1,406 0.8132
new _smk 3 vs 1 1.354 0.987 1.857 0.0604
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.396 1.067 1.826 0.0149
new_smk 5 vs 1 0.965 0.602 1,545 0.8809
ex c1vs4 0.834 0.674 1,032 0.0945
ex c2vs 4 0.834 0.638 1.09 0.1833
ex c3vs 4 1.035 0.821 1.305 0.7694

Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits
age 02va0l —————
age (03vs 0l ——
age 04vs 01 !

»

age 05vs 01 | - |

age (06vs 01 . {

age O07wva0l I * |

SEX  2wvsl

g-bmic 01 MHZT va 0232
g_bmic 03HIEE vs 02FH

f

{

|
_'

e
new_amk 2 vs | —
new_smk 3 va 1 —e—
new_smk 4 va 1 ——
new_smk 5 vs 1 —

eic Tvsd
-‘
*—|

ex—c 2vsd

I

exc Jvad

T T

0 2 4 6
Odds Ratio




(HE 21) ZStHE ZoH(ICD-10 Code:M50)2| 2=H|(Odds ratio)
Effect Esi%r:te Conzgz)nc\gall_dimits Fi 2> i

age 02 vs 01 7.506 1.055 53.383 0.044
age 03 vs 01 15.049 2.123 106.704 0.0067
age 04 vs 01 23.353 3.299 165.33 0.0016
age 05 vs 01 31.901 4.505 225.896 0.0005
age 06 vs 01 24.262 3.42 172.115 0.0014
age 07 vs 01 13.729 1.916 98.39 0.0091
new_smk 2 vs 1 1122 0.934 1.347 0.2186
new _smk 3 vs 1 1.084 0.905 1.299 0.3821
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.217 1.072 1,381 0.0024
new_smk 5 vs 1 1,461 1.217 1.754 0.0001

02va
03val
04va 01
05 va 01
06 va 01
07 va 01

Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits

SEX  2wal

g-bmic M1HAS va 02 L
g_bmic 03HIBt va 02T &
new_amk 2 va 1

new_amk 3 va 1

new_smk 4 vs 1

new_amk 5 va 1

ec lwvad

2wad

ex_c

ex_c dwad

[P P N W
>

(=T P S

T T T T T
25 50 75 100 125

Odds Ratio

T
150
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(B® 22) 7|E} MFHZ(ICD-10 Code:M48)2| @ =H|(Odds ratio)

Point 95% Wald .
>
Effect Estimate Confidence Limits Fi 2> i
age 02 vs 01 1.342 0.327 5512 0.6832
age 03 vs 01 2413 0.594 9.799 0.2178
age 04 vs 01 5.146 1.28 20.7 0.0211
age 05 vs 01 15.236 3.797 61.138 0.0001
age 06 vs 01 28.402 7.081 113.912 0.0001
age 07 vs 01 37.06 9.229 148.813 0.0001
SEX 2 vs 1 1.338 1.199 1.493 0.0001
g_bmic 01XHZ vs 02F4 0.806 0.617 1.052 0.1121
g_bmic 03H|2t vs 0284 1.124 1.023 1.234 0.015
new _smk 2 vs 1 1.094 0.887 1.349 0.4029
new_smk 3 vs 1 1.228 1.016 1.486 0.0341
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.072 0.898 1.28 0.4411
new_smk 5 vs 1 1.322 1.022 1.71 0.0337
ex c1vs4d 0.902 0.801 1.017 0.0926
ex c2vs 4 0.694 0.586 0.823 0.0001
ex c 3vs 4 0.981 0.856 1.124 0.7831
Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits

age 02val0l | b-#—+

age 03wv= 01| |} - {

age Odwa 01| |} - {

age 05wvall | - |

age O6wva0l | |} * {

age 07 va 01 | - |

new_amk 2val [ #

new_amk 3vs 1 [ &

new_amk 4val | §

new_amk Sval | #

(; EIU lfIJ[J lf;[l E(IJU
Odds Ratio
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(E® 23) 7|Et FZH Z0H(ICD—10 Code:M51)2] 2ZXH|(Odds ratio)
Effect Esi%r:te Conzgz)nc\gall_dimits Fi 2> i

age 02 vs 01 1.639 1.092 2.462 0.0172
age 03 vs 01 2.121 1.414 3.181 0.0003
age 04 vs 01 2.348 1.568 3.518 0.0001
age 05 vs 01 2.791 1.861 4184 0.0001
age 06 vs 01 3.06 2.037 4.596 0.0001
age 07 vs 01 2.898 1.916 4.384 0.0001
g_bmic 01XHIZ vs 02F4 0.605 0514 0.711 0.0001
g_bmic 03H|ZF vs 02FA 1.095 1.038 1.156 0.001
new_smk 2 vs 1 1.071 0.961 1.194 0.2157
new_smk 3 vs 1 1.204 1.092 1.327 0.0002
new_smk 4 vs 1 1.258 1.171 1.352 0.0001
new_smk 5 vs 1 1.249 1.113 1.402 0.0002

Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits

age 02ws 01
age 03 wa 01
age 04wz 01
age 05wz 01
age 06 wa 0l
age 07 wa 01
g-bmic MTHHS va 02 | e
g-bmic 03HIBE va 02T &
new_amk 2 va 1
new_amk 3 va 1

new—_amk 4 va 1

new_amk 5 va 1

L ]

Odds Ratio
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(BE 24) 2| 235|X| 42 7|E} HfHS(CD-10 Code:M53)2| 2=H|(Odds ratio)

. . 95% Wald .
>
Effect Point Estimate Confidence Limits Pr > ChiSq
age 02 vs 01 1.257 0.462 3.415 0.6543
age 03 vs 01 1.475 0.544 3.999 0.4446
age 04 vs 01 1.751 0.65 4719 0.2681
age 05 vs 01 1.879 0.694 5.087 0.2146
age 06 vs 01 1.783 0.652 4871 0.2596
age 07 vs 01 1 0.343 2.916 0.9998
ex c1vs4 0.96 0.777 1.185 0.7026
ex c2vs 4 0.706 0.536 0.93 0.0133
ex c3vs 4 1.018 0.804 1.289 0.8812
QOdds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits
age 02 va 01 3 |
age 03wz 01 - |
age 04 va 01
age 05va 01 2 |
age 06 va 01 3 |
age 07 ws 01 |} {
ex_c lvad —e—
ex_c 2vs 4 —e—
g_c dvad ——
T T T T
1 2 3 4 5
Odds Ratio
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(E.¥ 25) HIHHE(ICD—-10 Code:M53)2] 2=H|(Odds ratio)

Point 95% Wald .
>
Effect Estimate Confidence Limits Pr> ChiSq
age 02 vs 01 1.432 1.081 1.895 0.0122
age 03 vs 01 1.623 1.226 2.148 0.0007
age 04 vs 01 1.83 1.384 2.418 0.0001
age 05 vs 01 2.15 1.625 2.845 0.0001
age 06 vs 01 2.634 1.988 3.489 0.0001
age 07 vs 01 3.406 2.563 4528 0.0001
SEX 2 vs 1 1.071 1.019 1127 0.0075
new _smk 2 vs 1 0.967 0.877 1.065 0.4929
new_smk 3 vs 1 1.141 1,051 1,238 0.0017
new_smk 4 vs 1 1,206 1.126 1,291 0.0001
new_smk 5 vs 1 1,235 1.116 1.366 0.0001
drnk_no 2 vs 1 0.958 0.904 1.015 0.1483
drnk_no 3 vs 1 1.034 0.948 1127 0.4487
drnk_no 4 vs 1 1.143 1.027 1.274 0.0149
ex.c1lvs4 1.056 0.999 1.116 0.054
ex.c2vs4 0.913 0.853 0.978 0.0099
ex.c3vs4 0.931 0.873 0.992 0.027
Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits
age 02vas 01 e
age 03vsO1 —e—
age Odva 01 e
age 05 wvs 01 I - |
age 0Bwva 01 I * {
age 07vsO1 } - |
SEX  2wal ted
new_amk 2 va 1 | eH
new_amk 3 va 1 e
new_amk 4 va 1 e
nev_amk 5 va 1 —e—
drk_no 2va 1| Hey
drnk_no 3 va 1 He—
drnk_no 4 vs 1 —e—
ex_c  lwsd e
ex_c 2vsd| e
ei_c Jvad| Hed
i 2 3 i
Odds Ratio
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(8% 26) Disc diseases (M50 and M51) versus others2| 2X=H|(Odds ratio)

Effect Esi%r:te Conzgz)nc\gall_dimits Pr> ChiSa
SEX 1 vs 2 1.04 0.986 1.098 0.1524
age 02 vs 01 1.873 1.258 2.788 0.002
age 03 vs 01 2.623 1.764 3.9 <.0001
age 04 vs 01 3.176 2.139 4717 <.0001
age 05 vs 01 3.944 2.654 5.861 <.0001
age 06 vs 01 3.925 2.637 5.841 <.0001
age 07 vs 01 3.381 2.256 5.065 <.0001
g_bmic O1XMHE vs 0284 0.636 0.553 0.732 <.0001
g_bmic O3H|ZF vs 02784 1.073 1.024 1.125 0.0034
new_smk 2 vs 1 1.062 0.961 1174 0.2357
new_smk 3 vs 1 1.161 1.061 1.27 0.0012
new_smk 4 vs 1 1,223 1.139 1.314 <.0001
new smk 5 vs 1 1.275 1.149 1.414 <.0001
ex c1vs4d 1.04 0977 1.107 0.218
ex_c2vs 4 1.014 0.941 1.092 0.7122
ex_c 3 vs 4 1.052 0.981 1.127 0.1535

Odds Ratios with 95% Wald Confidence Limits
SEX lws2 ol

age 02vs 01 e
age 03 va 01 I 3 1l

age O4va 01 | * {

age 05va 0l I - |

age 06wvs 01 I - |

age 07 vall |
g-bmic D1HAS va 02 H | b
g-brmic 03HIBE vs 02E &

)
new_amk 2 vs 1 he
new_amk 3 vs 1 aal
newe_smk 4 vs 1 gl
new_smk 5 vs 1 !
exc lwad !
ex_c 2wz 4 L4l

ex_c dwad

1 2 3 4 5 5]
Odds Ratio
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