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Table 1-1. BAERIONEABE DB LB

TEEDHE
3 E°y

N Mean Std Min Max Median N Mean Std Min Max’ Median P~value
21K 252 198 157 0 77 165 625 228 169 0 86 18 0.0125
ENiR 43 107 10 0 43 10 71 156 149 0 69 12 0.0386
NEERE1T 114 184 147 0 77 15 239 195 158 0 84 14 0.4566
NEERE2 51 228  16.1 1 73 19 124 241 153 0 73 20 0.7107
TRERES 20 249 161 4 67 225 80 317 19 1 86 29 0.1037
NEkrEa 11 351 187 5 62 33 60 295 182 3 69 28 0.1037
TTEERIS 12 293 17 6 52 27 46 247 149 1 57 22 0.3391
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Table 2-1. Demographic characteristics of female and male workers

Women Men

n (%) (n = 248) (n = 242) p*
Age | <0.001
20-29 yrs 88 (35%) 28 (12%)

30-39 yrs 56 (23%) 43 (18%)

40-49 yrs 45 (18%) 79 (33%)

50 yrs or older 57 (23%) 90 (37%)

No information 2 (1%) 2 (1%)

Occupation <0.001
0ffice worker 124 (50%) 200 (83%)

Technical worker 124 (50%) 42 (17%)
Position <0.001
Manager (section chief or higher) 15 (6%) 87 (36%)

Non-manager 220 (89%) 143 (59%)

No information 13 (5%) 12 (5%)
Marital status <0.001
Married 138 (56%) 192 (79%)

Single 81 (33%) 39 (16%)

Divorced / Widowed 27 (11%) 4 (2%)

No information 2 (1%) 7 (3%)
Education N.S.°
< 12 yrs 71 (29%) 63 (26%)

> 13 yrs 177 (71%) 179 (74%)
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