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Source of variation Sum of square | Degree of Mean F value P value
freedom squares

Between groups 72 3 24 2.13 0.103

Error 856.34 76 11.27

Total 928.34 79

11 B8 43 ik 09 & K8 3% (Primary assumptions) © £ 4 =48 -

12.3% % B Z @& a4 e B 8183 E—ﬁi{ﬁm

B. @SS MRitHaR -
4. ZBIEHT M ER  RF B HATF4 L84 £ (Post hoc test) -

R=8o A1 5 3409

I5. BHRERH AL R RERERORE » THRASL - #E £ 2 9,000 BENKAFSEES% -
REMER 100 L B ¥k £ > ﬁ&k+ﬁﬁ%ﬁmm’ﬂMM%MFﬁEH%ﬁ9%Pﬂ@HE
anﬁﬂ# ?

lamaTﬁﬁ@%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁmlwwwm&,gsﬁwﬁzzéamimmzﬁﬁﬁ&ioa&ﬁ
0RE TEERTHORIT LAY > FH 0 MBEEL AT RSHEGMEL S ?

11&#AEE%@EE&?&%%%Etﬁﬁﬁ$&%%%tﬁﬂ%w%m%°—ﬁﬁ%&%Aa
%&gﬁmmzﬁa%%ﬁt%ﬂ’%#ﬁ%z%mﬁﬁﬁ%$&%%ﬁtoﬁmAE%ﬁﬁﬁ
ABAEERERFUETHRTCUHLERE ?

18. 7 — & 3 & 4eat o KR ¥ BUR3 B A& Kk (natural farming) 5 4 £7 1, 7% (conventional farming) % & & 4
RAHARGBR > KAA KA OHARERT T AN - RTAFRUE B - F L EES
RAMHARE N ? ARG R ES 5D 9

HET X
ARRE  RERE o
£28F 18 82 100
AKE 32 68 100
il 50 150 200

#RR




A% . 406 BHiEMAE 112 2HEFRALHBAARNRA
#8 : &%i2G) | 2 AR 406
RS £ > Hz% % #

Fwipsy FEHNER10 2 %209
19. F #] £ Bl & Factor A i Factor B #9348 > 4 B & Factor A #1 Factor C 894k 5 8 - 54k 88 & # A48
I} 4% $t(Pearson correlation coefficient)#) # 3t 45 P & #1#7 » Factor A #19 — 48 Factor ¥ €4 £ 34 e545%

HAEM T HRRREATRE?
450 1800
400 1600 o
e
350 <! 1400
L ] .
300 “‘ 1200 . *® o.
. ]
2 250 ‘c' < 1000 o« o o
g ¢ 2 = ..
S 200 2 800 St
L ]
600 | &°
150 ;3.' .
00 400 | e "o [
1 \ 1 '."-.' MR L A
50 200 !«. *
[ ]
0 0
0 200 400 600 800 0 200 400 600 300
Factor A Factor A

20. T & % 1995 #-4 &7 Journal of Oral Pathology & Medicine (volume 24, issue 10, page 450-453) &3 % 45
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Table 3 Synergistic effect of cigarette smoking, alcohol drinking and betel chewing for oral
cancer patients

Alcohol drinking

User Non-user
Cigarcute Cascs/ Cases/ :
smoking Controls AOR* (95% CI) Controls AQOR* (5% Ch .
Betel chewing user
User 58/34 1228 (17.1-880.5) 129 89.1 (19.0-790.7)
Non-user n 54.0 (4.4-660.0) n 28.2 (1.9-414.4)
Betel chewing non-user

User 18/56 223 (3.2-153.3) 8729 i8.0 (2.4-135.8)
Non-user Y9 10.2 {1.2-86.4) /49 1.0

* Odds ratios adjusted for education and occupation.
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