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Correlation coefficient P
Al -0.31 0.0409*
TSI -0.45 0.0017*
flirilt JOA 0.03 0.8465
1871 (kg)Fll & F 0.01 0.9388
STEF #flxF -0.05 0.7025
10m A4 7(s) -0.37 0.0124*
TUG(s) -0.38 0.0092*
A SZ.(s) -0.08 0.6285
TR RRE -0.01 0.6806
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ThRE 34 31.6-37.7 345 32-38.3 1.000

(e3

ay

SEIE(IN=13) FEYGEREN=33) P

Median IQR Median IQR

60 48-63 69 56-75 0.0062
%

5/8 10/23 0.5951

243 23.7-31.1 231 20.1-27.3  0.0947

2 2-7.5 24 9-62.5 0.0011
*

4 11 0.8673

27.1 18.8-30.1 22.6 13.5-29.1  0.4086

22.1 9.3-33.6 18.1 14.1-29.3  0.8022

86 78-97 91 84-97 0.5142

94 86-98 91 82-97 0.5532

7.5 6.5-9.7 11.9 9.7-16.6 0.0002
*

7.9 7.3-9.1 13.5 8.6-18.6 0.0063
%

12.7 5.2-37 5.6 1.9-30 0.6168

IQR: Interquartile range; BMI: body mass
index; STEF: Simple Test for Evaluating

Hand Function; TUG: Timed up & go test.

(£3) JOA RaT7ouFEICEDLLNT %

REA AT A v 7 f#HT

Odds ratio 95%CI P
i 1.02 0.94-1.10  0.61
FEINHIR(H) 1.01 0.99-1.04 021
B keFl & F 1.02 0.94-1.10  0.60
10m #17(s) 1.42 1.03-1.95  0.01*
TUG(s) 0.97 0.79-1.18  0.74
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