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WH  EC-T#(n=61) TEC Z(n=101) ¥ {8  P{i

AR () 0.38  0.538
<46 32(52.5) 58(57.4)
>46 29(47.5) 43(42.6)
WA (%) 0.987  0.320
<14 41(67.2) 60(59.4)
>14 20(32.8) 41(40.6)
HZIRA 0.038  0.846
x4 2 42(68.9) 71(70.3)
Y 2% 19(31.1) 30(29.7)
EEEPNN 0.009  0.926
T2 37(60.7) 62(61.4)
T3 24(39.3) 39(38.6)
X Ik 4k 1L 4 % 0.483  0.487
BA 31(50.8) 57(56.4)
B 30(49.2) 44(43.6)
I 1A 43 41 0.317 0573
1l 46(75.4) 80(79.2)
I 15(24.6) 21(20.8)
ER 0.137  0.711
BA 41(67.2) 65(64.4)
B 20(32.8) 36(35.6)
PR 1.106  0.293
B 38(62.3) 71(70.3)
FA 4 23(37.7) 30(29.7)
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