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& 1.6 HIZBT 2IERIER ORE - dIRH5 K (%)

B4 zE
‘ 2007 2010 p for 2007 2010 p for

FiE n=1080 n=961 difference? n=355 n=306 difference?

1 B &Y DOBIERE 0.009 0.257
1-10 X 205 (19.0) 219 (22.8) 121 (34.1) 125 (40.9)

11-20 K 523 (48.4) 490 (51.0) 186 (52.4) 150 (49.0)
21 AL 348 (32.2) 249 (25.9) 45 (12.7) 29 (9.5)
Missing 4 (0.4) 3(0.3) 3(0.9) 2 (0.7)

RANLS Ot L IEE 3 0.509 0.813
0A 733 (67.9) 639 (66.5) 147 (41.4) 130 (42.5)
1AL 347 (32.1)  322(33.5) 208 (58.6) 176 (57.5)

S HEE 3 774 0.369 0.434
1st (lowest) 3 43 335(31.0) 293 (30.5) 115(32.4)  98(32.0)
2nd 3 4341 338 (31.3) 316 (32.9) 104 (29.3) 99 (32.4)
3rd (highest) 3 2z 338 (31.3) 307 (32.0) 108 (30.4) 94 (30.7)

Missing 69 (6.4) 45 (4.7) 28 (7.9) 15 (4.9)

F R FE Rk 0.230 0.727
20-39 378 (35.0) 317 (33.0) 149 (42.0) 122 (39.9)

40-59 459 (42.5) 397 (41.3) 151 (42.5) 130 (42.5)
60-79 243 (22.5) 247 (25.7) 55(15.5) 54 (17.7)

HHR 0.165 0.678
No 226 (20.9) 226 (23.5) 118(33.2) 97 (31.7)

Yes 854 (79.1) 735 (76.5) 237 (66.8) 209 (68.3)

IR 0.621 0.662
BLTLNS 926 (85.7) 811 (84.4) 239 (67.3) 197 (64.4)
BLTULVEL 142 (13.2) 136 (14.2) 113(31.8) 107 (35.0)

Missing 12 (1.1) 14 (1.5) 3(0.9) 2 (0.7)

B R AK 5 0.174 0.967
EIELTLS 834 (77.2)  710(73.9) 226 (63.7) 198 (64.7)

b 191 (17.7) 201 (20.9) 69 (19.4) 57 (18.6)
BHIE - SEA 55 (5.1) 50 (5.2) 60 (16.9) 51 (16.7)

FEHRIBREEN 0.354 0.466
No 914 (84.6) 826 (86.0) 281 (79.2) 254 (83.0)

Yes 129 (11.9) 97 (10.1) 62 (17.5) 44 (14.4)
Missing 37 (3.4) 38 (4.0) 12 (3.4) 8 (2.6)

%p for difference (& Fisher D EHRTEIZ LS.
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BUHEZICHITHRELEEE (%)

Bt ziE
o 2007 2010 & p for 2007 2010 & p for
Characteristics ] ) ] )
% %  %point  difference? % % % point difference®
2K 3.7 107 7.0 <0.001 99 163 6.5 0.014
1 B &Y DOBIERE
1-10 & 93 155 6.3 0.057 18.2 224 4.2 0.432
11-20 & 2.7 100 7.3 <0.001 59 133 7.4 0.023
21 ALk 20 80 6.0 0.001 22 35 1.2
KA DO HBREEE R
oA 41 113 7.2 <0.001 12.2 185 6.2 0.180
1AL 29 96 6.8 0.000 82 148 6.6 0.051
S HEE 3 774
1st (lowest) 3 43z 30 120 9.0 <0.001 11.3 122 0.9 0.835
2nd tertile 30 85 5.6 0.002 58 131 7.4 0.092
3rd (highest) 3 %z 47 124 7.7 0.001 10.2 245 14.3 0.008
F R FE Rk
20-39 37 101 6.4 0.001 94 16.4 7.0 0.098
40-59 28 98 7.0 <0.001 86 139 5.2 0.184
60-79 54 13.0 7.6 0.005 146 222 7.7 0.332
BHR
No 27 97 7.1 0.003 59 144 8.5 0.041
Yes 40 11.0 7.0 <0.001 11.8 17.2 5.4 0.107
IR
BLTLNS 31 107 7.6 <0.001 84 132 48 0.118
BLTULVEL 7.0 110 4.0 0.297 13.3 224 9.2 0.081
BE R AR 5
EIELTLS 31 116 8.4 <0.001 111 197 8.6 0.015
RIF 58 85 2.7 0.332 87 140 5.3 0.401
BHIE - SEA 55 8.0 2.6 0.706 67 59 0.8
FEHIBREEN
No 37 104 6.7 <0.001 11.0 16.9 5.9 0.080
Yes 31 93 6.2 0.060 48 136 8.8 0.158

%p for difference (& Fisher D EHRTEIZ LS.
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%= 3. ERIMEHNTIZ X % 2007 4E & b U7 2010 FEOZEE | Z et 5 A~ Xk (95%(E #E X )

BRI Z e X
2010 (ref = 2007) 2010 (ref = 2007)
=114 n=2034 n=656
AR 3.12 (2.14, 4.55) 1.80 (1.13, 2.87)°
1 BE-YDOBIERKZRE 3.01 (2.06, 4.39) 1.68 (1.04, 2.70)
SHIZF T 3.09 (2.12, 4.50) 1.78 (1.12, 2.85)

1 BE-YDOEEKRSE 1-10 X
49 S 3
Fhx Rz

1 B&EYDORMEKRS 11-20 X
49 S 3
Fhx Rz

n=424
1.80 (0.99, 3.27)°
1.84 (1.01, 3.35)
n=1013
4.04 (2.20, 7.42)*
3.93(2.14,7.23)

n=246
1.30 (0.70, 2.43)*
1.29 (0.69, 2.41)

n=336
2.45 (1.13, 5.29)°
2.40 (1.11, 5.19)

1 BE-YDOBMEARR 21 XLILE n=597 n=74
R 4.26 (1.77, 10.23) 1.57 (0.09, 26.15)
Fhna 4.15 (1.72, 10.00) NC

i ZHEE 3 5, lowest n=628 n=212
R 4.41 (2.14,9.07) 1.00 (0.43, 2.35)°
1 BE-YDOBIERKZRE 4,52 (2.19, 9.35) NC
SHIZF TR 450 (2.18, 9.31) NC

HFEZHEE 3 %M, middle n=650 n=201

mgﬂﬁ
1 B&E-YDORERZFE
SHICEEHETE

3.07 (1.46, 6.45)
2.92 (1.38, 6.17)°
2.94 (1.39, 6.22)

2.47 (0.90, 6.79)*
2.82 (1.00, 7.94)
2.84 (1.01, 8.03)

HFZHEE 3 7Mi, highest n=642 n=201
R 2.84 (1.55, 5.20) 2.83(1.29, 6.18)°
1 BE-YDOBIERKZRE 2.69 (1.45, 4.99)° NC
SHICERMERE 2.67 (1.43, 4.97) NC

FHFERR, 20-39 ik n=691 n=267
mINE 2.94 (1.54, 5.62) 1.94 (0.92, 4.11)
1 BE-YDOBIERKZRE 2.64 (1.37, 5.08)° NC

FHFERR, 40-59 sk n=856 n=280
R 3.74 (1.97, 7.11) 1.69 (0.80, 3.61)°
1 BE-YDOBRIERKZRE 3.55 (1.86, 6.76) NC

FHFERR, 60-79 sk n=487 n=109

I
1 BEY OEUERYZHE

2.60 (1.33, 5.08)
2.77 (141, 5.47)°

1.68 (0.63, 4.50)°
1.65 (0.60, 4.51)

B&EE:NC, INEHET .
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B&EE: CLSC, Comprehensive Survey of Living Conditions of People on Health and
Welfare (B R4 EEAEE) ; NHNS, National Health and Nutritional Survey (B R
| REFERE).
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