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(1) Central limit theory

(2) 95% Confidence Interval

(3) Population Attributable Risk Percent
(4) Age-Period-Cohort effect

(5) Berkson bias
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1 0.8 2.5

2 1.3 1.9

3 1.6 0.7

4 0.4 3.8

5 1.1 4.7
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ELE H1 4 5+(1/1000)
85 15.2
88 12.9
91 11.1
94 9.1
97 8.6
Coefficients 2
Unstandardized Standardized
Coefficients Coefficients
Model B Std. Error Beta t Sig.
1 (Constant) 62.947 5.566 11.309 .001
[ -.567 .061 -.983 -9.274 .003

a. Dependent Variable: ¢
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4. ﬁkﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬂ* T‘/[Jfﬁ@%ﬁ?ﬁﬁ?“ Multiple linear regression, Multiple logistic regression, I'] &
Cox proportional hazard model ./ ﬁE'JEﬁ?&\%?ﬂS%)

5.7 'Fﬁ%«ﬂ”ﬁﬁ @“ﬁ%ﬂ“"‘&i fl VAR o (EIEE B R 'J)*PIEZ"&H If Healthy Worker Survivor
Effect » ST S| I’FPIZ[ r%; : cross-sectional workplace survey I'] & hospital-based case-
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