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3 SO ERH TR s 16 2710
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Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
A¥k OR 95%CI pfi  OR 95%CI pfi OR  95%CI pfliE
FEbOERE A TE) S HEBMLERL 166 Ref Ref Ref
SHELEHY 28 295 1.19 7.30 0.02 3.03 1.21 7.60 0.02 2.55 0.97 6.69 0.06
- EHDOE R 194 1.11 0.81 1.52 0.52  1.15 0.83 1.59 0.42
- EHOMER B 99 Ref Ref
I 95 1.77 0.80 3.90 0.16 1.73 0.75 3.96 0.20
DI 194 1.00 0.93 1.06 0.90 1.01 0.94 1.08 0.87
RBLOJEFTEHE M 13 Ref Ref
FEIEM 181 1.03 0.21 4.98 0.98 1.47 0.28 7.72 0.65
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Ref Ref

2.34 0.96 5.69 0.06 2.39 0.96 5.98 0.06 1.79 0.63 5.06 0.27

1.49 1.09 2.02 0.01 1.63 1.16 2.30 0.01
Ref Ref

1.74 0.82 3.69 0.15 2.16 0.94 4.93 0.07
0.94 0.86 1.04 0.21 0.93 0.84 1.03 0.16
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1.06 0.46 2.44 0.90 1.27 0.52 3.14 0.60
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HH 55
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Model 2 =Model 1+ FE & D + HDOER +
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