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FAELUE, ROFEFXINEHAETRAGE R, #7
REIGOE AL ERATHELNUE, 2Kk HE KR
FERREBOCAERET RHERES, RERBTERY
RE, FREFREAREANGERRERA PR, 2 ¥80
ARLAE, $H LA, £H T4, MEE, GREEH 2N
ARXARERER Y LR AL AEHNFE, B, K55
FR-EHOEREFRABEATRESL, R ERTHE,
KMEATHE, BREARE, AREARE. BLETRHE
FE XRFMFARBENRRGLRMY, XRE, KTH¥
FAFE, ERHE%, GRE¥EFTELESFAAF L5
FEGER., FALBRVEAR R T kA B E TR0k E
RAT R X AR foy ik,

ATEBX-HH, RULERE v & kK7 %% K Last
IMEGE CRATRETEY (198345 HBKK) , #A4KETH 3
FHHAR, BREFETEA CEAREARY , 2HLE 2,

AHRERNENF - AR R X RFIHCR T %4
B AFRRBRTENIOS AT AN EHEHAMTOS 4L
FAERIOSF XA P, AHISOE £ AB KT EY
WA, RAXMBUERABK, XEBLERFREG LD
RES, BAEERER TR N — B2 WEITE, A W%,
RE¥, FREY, DARREFENAS, AEZE, R
W, MEZE, R AFARAHAFELAEAN € s T £
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1. FECREXFHMFRES, S48 SHEEFNH
Hid, RH-REAE,
1. E, Book
ecological correlation
P (probability), P value
paired samples
2. F—%XFH, HILAREESL, HEXHEESOLM
EH YT SR,
. sample Ak, FH
A —EX A, KEXREE, ()G

M, vector (1)AHEAN (DimE
3. FREGALHMFF IHE, BEREMKZ,

#n. sampling error JHEERE K Rerrorit L,

4. FRXAL, PXRBELHNTERN, W
EXZEAR () REEL--DEHFE,

M. social class }LKME  HABSHMH A AREKE
HERHLPH—4 Bt B (£ sociceconomic classification N
LBHHK).

5. —AEXFRNAKPLHAS R, SBUEFE
BRXFEL. 2. 3RS, mA-MEBY “*" %i2s,
EREERTATH,



A

acceptable risk TTRRBRM FLESFERSH L R
WP BEA —EREE, nRXREERARORE N @E
RIEm R EE B ENH FER, WRXARRENTESR
R E, REREHACLRRERETHORE. Ml
K g% 5 ¥ (clinical decision analysis) dr, & B T X #¥E
¥,

accuracy WM KF MBI NELS BB
T ERERE R MR A NERE(S I measurement,
problems with terminlogy B RiEEHE).

acquaintance network HIRM N4 ABE I RMERTE
HATRIR, LW UAMBERIR N, 72X TR A5 R
e, B, ABNTEARARTAERY, ATXH%
EREH AR MR (£ W transmission of infection BRI f
141%),

activities of daily living (ADL) scale H¥ 4% & E &
(ADL)S @ Katz* S itag—Mbnm, wIXEHLkSs hae
NRFERFHEABEIREIZS, FUNEHBHESDR N
&K (XY HHRKRBRITERN, EO%5E TEERE
HAEENEXRNENEE (MHANTEDRE, £iEaB
%) FARERS. XRERVZRBOIBRE, S,

* Katz S, et al, Studies of illness in the aged, The index of
ADL, a standardized measure of biological function, JAMA
1963; 183:914,



SEFERE B EE, NRMT ESRL BH TS 8
e,

actuarial rate fRIEKITE £ R force of mortality B
Ji,

actuarial table RERZITR/ B life table FHip#,

adjustment ) 3§ 3R SRR AN BRATHALEL
Ml ERRNABRATNANERARGEEZREUEM

bW, NRERRPFESTARUEBRRER, FE8e

ﬁ&ﬁﬁzﬂﬁ BEREHERNFER (£ W standardization
/]\&ﬂ:)

aeroscope THLIRMEB LB R b4 1 — Bl
i E Ve R

aerosol /K. ARMN. APH HHETEIS$REE
RZHEHME, ATHRIF. U, TEBEZREECLES,

aerosol immunization M P HE F AHSHER B G
B, ARSKEALEBERNRBRABEERNRT R B W 5
B, ~REROPULSEMBMERTES MEUT, Bky
SMBEZRP, BEEERR, F H O MBETEINLL
B WRGSIRERRN., CRATHEFER. BERNTH
YRR B S5 i BB 3 A,

aetiology, aetiologic §iEg4, KAEY K1 eticlogy,
etiologic FH ¥, WE%EH.

agent MMEBAF RKWREWLBERF, immesy. &
#%Eiﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ%%%ﬁ& W RS (R TGk
ZR) . FRRRAT b — B0 E TR, I L
EBIMARBRETRH (ZOBELT—#) RKEH M.
F#UEBREFOLRERTB(E0 causality (RXR).
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age distribution SEMAH R BEFLEAHDPER A
GOARA, AR EER G ERANIRY, Wi g £ 4
FOER A EEEEILE, REEEN. BN E M, SH %
¥, WREAERH S PATEFBENRRNER MG AR
KEW., FERFPEESOOEREROAREEFEHNEN
EFHAEROERSFEY THENBI R SHE BB,

age-period cohort analysis SEM MBI T i 20
cohort analysis BA%4r 47,

age-sex pyramid SRS PE £ population py-
ramid AOE&FEKL 0 4%.

age-sex register SEMEMNBIE EER BT ¥MbLR
FARAE, A REFR (MWERY) SHHTC, DER
R ERTE RS B H.

age-specific fertility rate(ASFR) $EM 4 W E(ASFR)
BEBTARXFERANATFEEOERR., LA N,

% ¢ J
R = w10

age-specific rate FWUEE FHEERANLTE, X

SFEARYRTE -ERGMAY, HHREAXNT.
e -

ERAE TS E= %ﬁgéﬁﬁﬁ&g\% g X 1000%
EEUT2HFI0F S HERZ.,

age-standardized rate SEMIGERLEIR R standardization
P,

airborne infection wreyfE i 55 F4k B MAESK S
AR, WK SRS EBE M58 (LR transmission
of infection MR i1L3%).
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algorithm (1) MM RGE (2) Wix 2 —-FHFaimldE )l Sk
A RER, ERE—ENFHIINRNSR, 5 EER
RTH—PEROEMNRELE, ERATHHR. ORMA
REMBRER—AFUERT, OREFANE - -WHhh
fE: OFVPG—HHRE - MEkaE OFFLiE %R
ERAMERNBRERR, GREC) ENATHRHEN
BRERHRTETIGSTE L B (B0 decision tree H5
).

algorithm, clinical 3 & &2 5 ([ X i), clinical pro-
tocol  WRIRALBETYR) HREMBEIRAT BAM BT RPEY
Wy RLCE IR, BHHTRABIBEREFXEN (&
BRAWA, REREHRRHBRBHEH) gz, ol
3 i B v BN 77 RO IR 7T R,

allele HRME —xRWRAEEEA—-GENER, &
AFMBEEEA. EOBMERNETFNRSHE EE X &
H, BRASUERBAR A ULY, KIS X EH (muli-
ple allele), HEAMEREXPHEAS. HMANA BO MR
A, BROZANEAEH, ENERGEKEATR - £EA,
MEG—HRBK L REBARREA,

alpha error H—KRM, ciRE BRI errorig &,

analysis of variance FFERH B HHRMSELHER
VR SR RMB IR, AT K0 8 0 B R BB 1
WG Tk, RSP R 4R fFisher RA B3, ©pym
B+ R, BREn A HILERGURBEY,, Yy,
HE RS REM R B,

Y =X,i0,+X,;,8, 4 +X:.9,+8,;



=1,2,,n (1)

EHP (X, ) REMER. £V ELSHHER D, { X))
WO 1, FHHAMrER, {0, ) &% RMEK M ¥ M.
{0, ) BRREEBHBEHM MMM ERSIH N(0,0). F
ZHTHBMAETIOL) Kb {0, ) AIF (0.} (BN,
VLR Tk L, ESWTENG IR L RBR 2
Mo=S(Y, ~ Y ) BRRE TS, B8RO~ L EK %
AR, R O H HEn — 1 RN AREE TS, Bk
9 J7 0] B MR AR T R BN T, XBEHI &,
XAMAFHHERRRE BN,

analyticgepidemiology i KITMH¥ E W TRENT
Lo MRASHHEHATERGTERMRESH L RRER
HIXZ (20 analytic study S HHEHR),

analytic studviJ5Hir (€ S e ~ﬁd§!&ﬁ&ﬂ@ﬂf?€ﬁ?ﬁ,
RAUB R —K%E (RRBERAE R BETR) S sessEmp
R. ENRBERRS, BRABOMTURERSES (X
WRRE) REREFRNIA, HWTRBERERY “RH
R, RIEBBER, R, MK, HOKER, B, 4
SRR, BHRE, Bk, HARMERKER A A 5N
FoOOMEHREZMN. REEHRE (REFR) . SRW
(RIBEYERRF 50) s 0 % BUBF SU(BIBEBR %) (B case con-
trol study 5| %} #BF 77, cohort study SEBBF A, cross-sec-
tional study BWTE B 9T, study design BERET).

animal model MWD AEXTVIWHBHE, A
B2 A R BN 4T3 B A D 5 A
A AME R (2R experimental epidemiology 5B ifi 47
DN
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antagonism EWEMA PHREEHHRNE, ARHRREL
KR ZXFEERNTHPEN—BERAMIEANE R, 7£4
My B E b, ) WY 4R A B T T — B R BT SR A KRR L
miAZE AR ERIEFEERREE R,

anthropometry A{MERAR HXRHBAKLN ERY
KATOE 3

anti-biological warfare AW T4 W F R RAT AT
R TITE, REWBEAFETIIER S2KBFFREDE,
ZENBERERERBAR LD BRIES, NEERERRTR
BAMEHRE, BAEBERG TS, A58 IR4EAHR
FW RS,

antibody Higk  ALEKSE 40 ORI MOW S A B — P R
BENF.—BakDHAERREREZE. Yk 58 R B
ARG A, AT TARARESHARREELSERHERHR
W f Rz, BTPiEA AR LK, micdX, BER TRk,
THEs A MR, WIS, T E SRR AL,
itk (RRREA) TLLE L Bt shis S BIL, AT
ERENEN, HESNEBEENSRNSES R, TURE
"R, HER, B UURORBRER B e R AE R, MO% R UL BIA R R,
mERIME S, BRI RS W — P, ERITHEB 5T
MR UME N AR PR BRI K B LR e
RFEOABREN.

antibody, maternal &ikjitk it AR NEAE
LK. FER 3G, EARSEMAT, SAHhay
BEILAR—ERENRRENEE, TS RBY R,
HAERKRLT, BEEESREEFY. DRGESTKER
o EFEILERE,



antigen & B AETERLAKG 5 RAF B IR S W R IE
MRARSEREARZESRER AR, B SH,
WHE. REARSHWELNE, MlEdwEEREN. 2
R, MAMZE O F W FABRRSIANER, #5960
BEEMYRAHMAEEREETIRERERENE,

arbovirus HIEEEMW 4 arthropod-borne virus 457135,
RGBERABEZ —, RBRTHIRSESIBELHY -
AZMERNBDYRE, MRLBEY (F, ®. a8,
W) TSR HREES M L2 WAL, SRR R b I
B, Hi2 20~100 BRBOKHE K, B REFHBEERR, T
REwE., FRIYEEINVEIMBA 2 EGEEHE.
X ARG B AT JUR I A0 R AT 88 AR IE

arithmetic mean N REBYW £ mean, arithmetic ®
RPHH,

association EXBE WARBANHERTREAL S Hk
VERIREE, 2455 300 R B S 4 bh DUBL SR BF B 3 4 4 B i ol of
RACNREFRAN., BRAF—ERKEBEXR, Sited 5
R B R I3 B A B A T I R 3% TR R WL T BB T
HBERKR” 5 “XF" (relationship) 7 % 2 ¥e fif B . ¢
RATEAHTARE, SRR R R B RIS AT RRE 1 5 )
Rk (RTFX)

association, asymmetrical 3k 4.4 52 i (ld] ¢ gty
asymmetrical relationship 3 RF#RPEX ) 3 A Bk 6 A 1
ERMRAN M SRR, AR X 53R E AR v Y
%, MBAERD A" ERMLEE HE" 280, Hillg
R, WA & THEE, B REX Foik e m aen
BERTH “‘BRAE" BE-nLBEE,
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1. —#M (consistancy) REARYERBE AR K&
BEEABPIMARLG R, MWEKRAEA B,

2. BA (strength) ERAMBEELIBE P HLBXNK
FEHEBREPAZARMERNERERZ., FESZE
REHXRIEMR,

3. #HAM (specificity)  HRER T i3 4 — 0] BESS A x 2
—H RN R,

4. MEHEL XA (dose-relationship) b 9% ¢ )
T ity 330 T 2R RO O ) %) B K T 5B 6 o A B B R PRk AR A,

5. HEM (temporality) {BEMWELEN, MERE
Ji. EEERMEEPRAT NS, XERRERANLBE
.

6. 2£%HF o2l ( biological plausibility) BREE R
SARXAR, AR, RESEAENMSLEHBAHPFS. B
RERFETLLSBA, DA REINBERTRAHNESYLS
FHFm & AR,

7. H&MmAKELMES (coherence) B E W HKRAT
HRBRERRAEYEHARARS.

8. Z4 (experiment) HHEAERE LR R L %
(quasi-experimental) #yiF##, RIBREHTEE LR AR
URRHMBIRE.

(2R causality B R XR, Evans's postulates Evans fJ&
M. Koch's postulates Kochg &) |

1, Hill AB. The Entironment and Disease; Association or
Causation, Proc Roy Soc Med 1965; 583295,

2. Susser MW, Judgement and Causal Inference. Am J Epi-
demiol 1977; 1:15,
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association, direct HBEIKE HEMHABEELICH
ME=ZTRRBER, A~B, XEUEERXATS.

asssociation, indirect causal Jdig [P H A FBX | FHH
KB, 1. ARCHERMANKR, UMUIEBTENS -3#W
BENEBAKRATNK(A<B->C), MEEK CASLEEK
RAKEE, REJECELEMEB, A THEST MaymiE
BRARIRE, HABRUURABRA D “TREKR” (secondary asso-
ciation) ., 2. B Ciliil P HHTREEK BEERA 5 LK
A (C>B—~A) . XERKCH5RERABEN L,
AHTBES LAMBKRRE, KERRNKY “BERNRER".

association spurious F ¥ & A ¥ ER XL SHA
M@, FAEAID, BRAN. B RYKXELHT IR,
REEREEHNXEERMSIEHFTEERERERR, BL L
Rt &k E,

association, symmetrical AR 7 MBEREREM B,
MeRFHRREHEM, Flm F=MA (JE2FHRBRMEL)
X, REMGHBESE., ABREGEY = FRERRE. 3070
HRFEXRRERZR, MHBX—F LT, WP — F by
TR ETEH BARTRER - RETREF M 4
WHEBR, EXRESBRLNE AN, F 0B ERE T L5 A
BAMARRARBZRBEER, P=1x0, miaip
HHRE W BEHFE=H(S N symmerrical relationship LB
X% .

assortative mating PERIER 4L FOMEHE A BARE BL R
MEEETR, FBNERBHEEA kimimTFRE -5 €K
RIWY SR VE A OIS IR, B0 S Ak LB 4L 4B T A 3 A
%, WHEADER, BMERAS, A RERLRE,
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asymmetrical association JEXFFRIE B ‘gwﬁ_’,»association,
asymmetrical JENFREL R, V

asymptotic method H§iFE ;% £ I large sample method
RERE,

attack rate MME BHEE - RRLKRE, HEE AR
ERBETRWRETGAERG LG, WEMEALLE K JHITR
BERNBIE, FEV D, AZANREN ERA. BERXEEK
BEFREXHE, AdFEER LU LR, HiHRL
AT,

CHRERER LRERETERTIMNEEBRPA LR
AR, HHRAKXMT,

SETURRTHENZERE, “RBBARTHULRE
RWRERNNEH, HREREBHE K, W& RRBR B0
B BBIE R RS, BEAREELERRE, BRaEgmR
MARER R BR E,

attributable fraction (AF) BB HEBL S (AF) (B X
i), atiributable proportion ¥ R 5K t M) £ I attributable
fraction (exposed) PBAK R LR t 4, attributable fraction
(populaiion) ABHRBRIL S, v

attributable fraction (exposed) & & BRESBBRBRIEYS
ClA) i, etiologic fraction(exposed) B ERALRGE W 4, attri-
butable risk (exposed) RMUAKRHRE) HBRATHH
TREBERTES SSRBRELRGKH, LHRARM
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T, AFe= 7ML = REC L tpleh B RSLH %,

Tuh b RBARFERE, RRGHAEHE, RR=I¢/Tu (%
Mrate ratio BH,) |

attributable fraction (population) ABSRERLS
(R X 37, etiologic fraction (population) A B4 Le-
vin's attributable risk, Levin ¥R K%, population attri-

butable risk \ R REKE) HAHPHETERE BXN %R

W EARZHENWH, LR AKX T, AF= Ipl;lu

= PRR Ly RFAABRALHEE, Ty RBE R

MERE, RRUMXERE, RR=Ie/lu, Py ABBBRRT
FHERREMRL B (& Rattributable fraction (exposed) Ryl
BREBES] .

attributable risk 4R RARK. HEAKKEEX THBER4
RRBEERBARFR Y L. BOUFR K Frate difference, }; it
HAKMT, AR=Ie—Tu, XPARGWEFHEE, Te h B 5
ARFERE, WHERBARMARR, BREBE RBT
B HTRBTMMEE A REE. RO MR E RR=1c
/lu, Ie=RR xIu, HitARY — AR HAR= (RR— 1 )u, I
RAEEWAXEABTRREY, AKARBABREREK .
ABRBRERLS. ARESER X £ % (£ 1 atiributablc
fraction (exposed) RIR4i¥: B & B W 4, attributable frac-
tion (population) A #45 7 L83 H. 4> ; population excess rate A B¥
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