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N=93

n (%) FEFEHE RERE), PRIE [EEH]

Tk 25 (27)
& (%)
Eis]is 29.9 (11.5), 27.0 [7.8-53.4]
LW 302 (12.3), 27.3 [7.8-67.4]
THEIKEERE 305 (12.2), 27.6 [7.8-67.4]
M (nA)
RE~EKE" 6.5 (8.1), 4.8 [0-52.8]
HT DM ~AEKE 16 (1.9), 1.2 [0-120]
I0IBDRO7 © 3.3 (1.9), 40 [0-7.0]
BEasEHY 22/71 (31)
BmENSHESHY 15/69 (22)
* N=55, °N=89, °N=68, ‘N=71, ° N=69
AeNICOw
= | 2% \ _f/"ﬂ/"\ 2% | T*E‘li;i/jt%%y
\ 6% g J

[ Eapaicss)
< 13% /1

[ pER A |
[ 5%
(manm| il |
‘ % ; 19%
i =E 3 R |
\ % | 2% ‘
1. N=132
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2.

case (N=93) control (N=132) Univariate Multivariate*
n (% ) n (% ) OR ( 95%CI ) pvalue OR ( 95%CI ) pvalue
4511
B i 68 (73 ) 8 ( 6 ) 100 1.00
i 25 (27 ) 46 ( 3 ) 069 ( 0.381.23 ) 0.207 0.42 ( 0.21-0.83 ) 0.014
F
<20 24 (26 ) 3 ( 27 ) 100 1.00
20 - 29 27 (29 ) 34 ( 26 ) 116 ( 0.562.39 ) 0.691 1.71 ( 0.72-4.09 ) 0.226
30- 39 16 (17 ) 383 ( 25 ) 071 ( 0.32.1.56 ) 0.391 1.11 ( 0.41-2.96 ) 0.842
> 40 26 (28 ) 30 ( 23 ) 126 ( 0.602.65 ) 0.534 2.06 (0.72-5.84 ) 0.176
(Trend P=0.825) (Trend P=0.348)
BMI
<185 27 (29 ) 19 ( 14 ) 202 ( 1.03-3.97 ) 0.041 2.42 ( 1.14-5.10 ) 0.021
18.5 - 24.9 59 ( 63 ) 84 ( 64 ) 1.00 1.00
> 925.0 7 (8 ) 29 ( 22 ) 034 ( 0.140.84 ) 0.019 0.34 ( 0.13-0.89 ) 0.028
(Trend P=0.001) (Trend P=0.001)
R BETE
2L 81 (8 ) 126 ( 95 ) 1.00 1.00
»V 12 (13 ) 6 ( 5 ) 311 ( 1.12-862 ) 0.029 2.36 ( 0.78-7.11 ) 0.129
IBDZ & &
2L 88 (95 ) 128 ( 97 ) 1.00 1.00
» 0 5 (5 ) 4 ( 3 ) 182 (048696 ) 0.383 2.02 ( 0.46-8.87 ) 0.354
BRI
2L 54 ( 58 ) 59 ( 45 ) 1.00 1.00
»V 35 (42 ) 73 ( 55 ) 0.58 (0.34-0.998 ) 0.049 0.41 ( 0.21-0.81 ) 0.011
HE B L JE RE
2L 55 (59 ) 86 ( 65 ) 1.00 1.00
) 38 (41 ) 46 ( 3 ) 129 ( 0.752.23 ) 0.359 1.40 ( 0.682.84 ) 0.360

Unconditional logistic regression model {5 f

*HER, F#n, BMI, hEmELREE, IBDRERE, REBIBUERE. SEE.

EETFNVICED,

3.
case (N=93) control (N=132) Univariate Multivariate*
n ( % ) n ( % ) OR ( 95%CI )Pvalue OR ( 95%CI )P value
ERENEERE
L ZEEERL 35 ( 38 ) 66 ( 50 ) 1.00 1.00
R
ZEEEHY 20 ( 22 ) 20 ( 15 ) 1.89 (0.90-3.96 ) 0.094 2.49 ( 1.09-5.73 ) 0.031
HY 38 (41 ) 46 ( 35 ) 156 (0.86-2.82) 0.143 1.82 ( 0.853.92 ) 0.124
Unconditional logistic regression model £ & .
R, E#s, BMI, RELREEE, IBDRERE. SUERE. THE,
4.
case (N=55) control (N=86) Univariate Multivariate*
n ( % ) n ( % ) OR ( 95%CI ) P value OR ( 95%CI ) P value
1BE®H7-Y OZEEEARE(R/B)
ZEEERL 35 ( 64 ) 66 ( 77 ) 1.00 1.00
<15 8 (15 ) 10 ( 12 ) 1.51 ( 0.55-4.17 ) 0.428 1.95 ( 0.66-5.79 ) 0.230
>15 12 (22 ) 10 (12 ) 2.26 ( 0.89-5.76 ) 0.087 3.15 ( 1.10-9.06 ) 0.033
(Trend P=0.074) (Trend P=0.024)
1BH7- OZEEERRE (FE/8)
ZEEERL 35 ( 64 ) 66 ( 77 ) 1.00 1.00
<4 8 (15 ) 9 ( 10 ) 1.68 ( 0.59-4.73 ) 0.329 2.17 ( 0.69-6.82 ) 0.185
>4 12 ( 22 ) 1 ( 13 ) 2.06 ( 0.82-5.14 ) 0.122 2.77 ( 1.02-7.56 ) 0.046
(Trend P=0.094) (Trend P=0.032)
ZEREDOHE (F)
ZEEERL 35 ( 64 ) 66 ( 77 ) 1.00 1.00
<17 10 ( 18 ) 10 ( 12 ) 1.89 ( 0.72-4.96 ) 0.199 2.35 ( 0.81-6.78 ) 0.115
>17 10 ( 18 ) 10 (12 ) 1.89 ( 0.72-4.96 ) 0.199 2.68 ( 0.91-7.89 ) 0.073

(Trend P=0.121)

(Trend P=0.038)

Unconditional logistic regression model £ H., #EEFREEZESH Y Z<,
R, E#, BMI, RERERE, IBDEEE, EE., THE.
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