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Abstract: Thus far, little attention has been paid to adherence to medications focusing on the workers
and occupational characteristics. This study aimed to assess the status and risk of noncompliance
among workers compared to nonworkers, and the association between nonadherence to medication
of metabolic diseases and occupational characteristics. Self-reported adherence to medications for
hypertension, diabetes, or dyslipidemia and occupational characteristics were evaluated using the
Korea Health Panel Study (2008-2018). The status of adherence to medications was evaluated based
on working status, with detailed reasons provided for noncompliance. The risk of noncompliance was
estimated using the generalized estimating equation, and a subgroup analysis with age-standardized
prevalence ratio according to occupational characteristics was also conducted. During the follow-up
period, 19,660 (13.9%) person years were noncompliant with medication adherence for 141,807 person
years. Workers had a higher prevalence (15.0%) of noncompliance than nonworkers (13.0%). Workers
(OR:1.10, 95% CI:1.04-1.14) showed an increased risk of noncompliance compared to nonworkers.
Workers who were manual, unpaid family workers, irregular, or dispatched workers showed an
increased prevalence of noncompliance. This study found that workers were susceptible to non-
adherence to metabolic disease medication. Future research on the role of working conditions in
medication adherence would benefit metabolic disease prevention.

Keywords: medication adherence; workers; occupational characteristics; metabolic diseases; Korea
Health Panel Study

1. Introduction

Metabolic diseases are the leading cause of cardiovascular diseases and premature
deaths worldwide [1,2]. The prevalence and absolute burden of metabolic diseases are
rising globally. For example, the rapidly increasing burden of diabetes from 108 million in
1980 to 442 million in 2014 poses a significant threat globally [1] and estimates suggest that
31.1% of adults (1.39 billion) worldwide had hypertension in 2010 [2]. Although lifestyle
modifications, such as smoking cessation, exercise encouragement, and a healthy diet, are
important factors in the prevention of cardiovascular disease and premature death from
metabolic diseases, medication could play a main role [3]. Poor medication adherence to
metabolic diseases is closely associated with increased morbidity or mortality and increased
unnecessary healthcare expenditures [4]. Compliance with metabolic disease medications
is a multifactorial phenomenon. Understanding the status and related factors of adherence
to medication for metabolic diseases could be key to preventing cardiovascular disease
or death. The World Health Organization defines medication adherence as the degree to
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which the use of medication by the patient corresponds to the prescribed regimen, which is
the starting point of health care [5].

Generally, workers seem to be healthier than the nonworking population, but this is
indicated by results from statistics on public health and occupational medicine after the
removal of individuals who had health problems in the workplace [6]. Even under the
healthy worker effect, a previous study reported that workers showed poorer metabolic
disease medication adherence than nonworkers [7]. This might constitute a cornerstone
for preventing cardiovascular disease and premature death among workers. To date, there
have been few publications on compliance with medication for metabolic diseases, focusing
on the working population and occupational characteristics.

This study aimed to identify the status and risk of noncompliance with medication ad-
herence for metabolic diseases including hypertension, diabetes, and dyslipidemia among
workers compared with nonworkers and to conduct an analysis of the association between
nonadherence to medication and occupational characteristics, including detailed reasons.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Data and Study Participants

The Korea Health Panel Study (KHPS) is a survey for building panel data that can
comprehensively analyze the factors affecting medical use and expenditure, as well as
information on medical use behavior and expenditure size. Since 2008, the Korea Institute
for Health and Social Affairs and the National Health Insurance Service have conducted
the KHPS annually. The KHPS sampled approximately 7000-8000 household members
to represent Korean citizens using a two-stage stratified cluster extraction method with
probability proportionality from 16 provinces in Korea. Computer-assisted face-to-face
interviews were conducted. The KHPS has data on socioeconomic characteristics, health
insurance, medical facility visiting information, employment status, metabolic diseases or
injury, and health behavior. All data are available upon request at www.khp.re.kr (accessed
on 13 April 2022). We used data from the KHPS 2008-2018 (version 1.7.1). We selected
141,807 person years after excluding 52,338 person years who did not have any metabolic
disease and 887 person years who had any missing or refusal data from 195,032 person
years during the follow-up periods. Figure 1 shows a detailed schematic diagram of the
study population.
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram depicting the study population.
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2.2. Main Variables

Medical adherence was assessed using indirect methods, based on self-administered
questionnaires [8]. Subjects who answered yes to the question about metabolic diseases
diagnosed by physicians and taking medication participated in the current analysis. In
the present study, metabolic diseases were defined as patients who needed medication for
hypertension, diabetes, or dyslipidemia, according to the Korean Standard Classification
of Diseases. Those who had one or more positive answers to the questionnaires about
medication adherence for each metabolic diseases were defined as the compliance of
medication adherence group, and those who had any negative answers were defined as
the medication noncompliance group. Noncompliance groups were asked about specific
reasons for nonadherence and these were categorized into the following five groups:
relieved symptoms, not being effective, worried about side effects, forgot, and distrust
of medication.

2.3. Covariables

The socioeconomic variables were age, sex, educational status, household income,
and employment status. Education level was classified as middle school, high school, and
college or higher. Household income was divided into quintiles. The current working
population was grouped as workers.

Health behaviors included smoking, drinking, and exercise. The smoking status was
classified according to the current condition: never, past, and current smoker. Severe
drinking was defined as averaging more than seven drinks at a time and drinking at least
twice a week for men and as averaging more than five drinks at a time and drinking
at least twice a week for women. Regular exercise refers to performing two or more
moderate-to-intense physical activities per week.

For subgroup analysis of the noncompliance risk pertaining to medication adherence
among workers according to occupational characteristics, we used occupational charac-
teristics such as occupational classification, type of employment, job position, contract
status, hiring status, and industrial classification. The current study used a modified oc-
cupational classification with four categories from the ten categories of the International
Standard Classification of Occupations from the International Labor Organization based on
a previous study: office, service and sales, agriculture, forestry, and fishing, and manual
workers [9]. The office workers included legislators, senior officials, managers, profession-
als, technicians, associate professionals, and clerical support workers. Service and sales
workers included sales and service professionals. The agriculture, forestry, and fishing
workers were skilled workers. Finally, manual workers included craft and related trade
workers, plant and machine operators, assemblers, and elementary workers. Those in
the armed forces were excluded from the study. The types of employment consisted of
paid, self-employed, and unpaid family workers. Job position according to work status
was included in regular and irregular positions. Contract status was separated into two
groups: full-time and part-time. The hiring status consisted of directly hired and dispatched
workers. The industrial classification was based on the International Standard Industrial
Classification of the United Nations Industry Classification System.

2.4. Statistical Analysis

The prevalence of noncompliance pertaining to medication adherence according to
baseline characteristics was calculated using the chi-squared test. We used the question-
naires on medication for metabolic diseases and related variables as annual repeated
measurement variables from the KHPS during the follow-up period. The odds ratio (OR)
and 95% confidence interval (CI) for noncompliance with medication adherence were
estimated using a generalized estimating. For sensitivity analysis, the age-standardized
prevalence ratio (SPR) and 95% CI on noncompliance of medication adherence to metabolic
diseases were calculated according to the occupational characteristics of workers. The
prevalence of reasons for noncompliance with medication adherence according to metabolic
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diseases among workers was also calculated. All analyses were performed using SAS,
version 9.4 (SAS Institute, Cary, NC, USA). For all statistical calculations, a two-tailed
p-value < 0.05 was considered statistically significant.

3. Results

The general characteristics of the study participants, according to compliance with
medication adherence, are shown in Table 1. During the follow-up period, 19,660 person
years (13.9%) were noncompliant with medication adherence. The prevalence of noncom-
pliance with medication adherence was higher in women (14.7%) than in men (12.5%),
younger than older, and in subjects with higher education. A high level of household
income showed an increased prevalence of noncompliance with medication adherence. The
working population had a higher prevalence (15.0%) of noncompliance with medication
adherence than nonworkers (13.0%). In terms of healthy behavior, individuals with current
smoking, severe drinking, and regular exercise behaviors showed an increased prevalence
of noncompliance. According to metabolic diseases, diabetes had a higher prevalence
(13.0%) of noncompliance than hypertension (11.9%) and dyslipidemia (12.0%).

Table 1. General characteristics of the study participants with metabolic diseases according to
medication adherence during the follow-up periods.

Medication Adherence
Variables To:c)al, Person Year Person Year (% of Row) p-Value
(% of Column)
Compliance Noncompliance
No. of participants 141,807 (100.0) 122,147 (86.1) 19,660 (13.9)
Socioeconomic status
Sex <0.0001
Male 55,249 (39.0) 48,315 (87.5) 6934 (12.5)
Female 86,558 (61.0) 73,832 (85.3) 12,726 (14.7)
Age (years) <0.0001
15-20 1518 (1.1) 1097 (72.3) 421 (27.7)
21-40 5593 (3.9) 4476 (80.0) 1117 (20.0)
41-60 34,281 (24.2) 28,609 (83.4) 5672 (16.6)
61-80 86,327 (60.9) 75,561 (87.5) 10,766 (12.5)
>80 14,088 (9.9) 12,404 (88.1) 1684 (11.9)
Educational status <0.0001
Middle School 87,814 (61.9) 75,951 (86.5) 11,863 (13.5)
High School 35,442 (25.0) 30,483 (86.0) 4959 (14.0)
College or higher 18,551 (13.1) 15,713 (84.7) 2838 (15.3)
Household income <0.0001
level
1st quintile 44,185 (31.2) 38,364 (86.8) 5821 (13.2)
2nd quintile 35,056 (24.7) 30,353 (86.6) 4703 (13.4)
3rd quintile 24,751 (17.4) 21,235 (86.1) 3416 (13.9)
4th quintile 20,166 (14.2) 17,127 (84.9) 3039 (15.1)
5th quintile 17,749 (12.5) 15,068 (84.9) 2681 (15.1)
Working status <0.0001
Nonworkers 81,805 (57.7) 71,164 (87.0) 10,641 (13.0)
Workers 60,002 (42.3) 50,983 (85.0) 9019 (15.0)
Heathy behaviors
Smoking status <0.0001
Never 92,131 (65.0) 78,927 (85.7) 13,204 (14.3)
Past 32,902 (23.2) 29,041 (88.3) 3861 (11.7)
Current 16,774 (11.8) 14,179 (84.5) 2595 (15.5)
Severe drinking 0.0786
No 122,587 (86.4) 105,670 (86.2) 16,917 (13.8)
Yes 19,220 (13.6) 16,477 (85.7) 2743 (14.3)
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Table 1. Cont.
Medication Adherence
Variables Toial, Person Year Person Year (% of Row) p-Value
(% of Column) - -
Compliance Noncompliance
Regular exercise <0.0001
No 122,897 (86.7) 106,374 (86.6) 16,523 (13.4)
Yes 18,910 (13.3) 15,773 (83.4) 3317 (16.6)
Metabolic diseases <0.0001
Hypertension 34,729 (24.5) 30,605 (88.1) 4124 (11.9)
Diabetes 19,474 (13.7) 16,949 (87.0) 2525 (13.0)
Dyslipidemia 16,625 (11.7) 14,630 (88.0) 1995 (12.0)

Table 2 shows the results from the multivariable generalized estimating equation
models adjusted for age in observation year, sex, education, household income level,
working status, smoking, drinking, and exercise status. Females (OR:1.37, 95% CI: 1.31-1.44)
and workers (OR: 1.10, 95% CI: 1.04-1.14) showed an increased risk of noncompliance with
medication adherence compared to males and workers. Current smoking, severe drinking,
and regular exercise behaviors were associated with a statistically significant increased risk
of noncompliance with medication adherence.

Table 2. Results of the generalized estimating equation analyzing the risk of noncompliance of
medication adherence.

Variables Noncompliance Risk, Odds Ratio (95% Confidence Interval)

Socioeconomic status

Sex
Male Reference
Female 1.37 (1.31-1.44)
Educational status
Middle School Reference
High School 0.94 (0.89-1.11)
College or higher 0.97 (0.92-1.02)
Household income level
1st quintile Reference
2nd quintile 0.97 (0.92-1.01)
3rd quintile 0.94 (0.90-1.04)
4th quintile 0.98 (0.93-1.03)
5th quintile 0.95 (0.90-1.01)
Working status
Nonworkers Reference
Workers 1.10 (1.07-1.14)
Heathy behaviors
Smoking status
Never Reference
Past 1.03 (0.97-1.08)
Current 1.28 (1.20-1.35)
Severe drinking
No Reference
Yes 1.05 (1.01-1.10)
Regular exercise
No Reference
Yes 1.10 (1.07-1.14)

Bold indicates statistical significance. All results were adjusted for age in the observation year, sex, education,
household income level, working status, smoking, drinking, and exercise status.

Focusing on workers, Figure 2 describes the age-standardized prevalence ratio (SPR)
according to occupational characteristics. There was a significant increase in SPR and
95% CI in manual workers (1.05, 1.01-1.11) from occupational classification, unpaid family
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workers (1.10, 1.04-1.18) from type of employment, irregular position (1.03, 1.02-1.07) from
job position, and dispatched workers (1.09, 1.01-1.19) from hiring status, respectively.

Age-standardized prevalence ratio and 95% confidence interval of non-compliance among workers

Office
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Figure 2. Age-standardized prevalence ratio (SPR) and 95% confidence interval of noncompliance of

medication adherence by occupational characteristics among workers (60,002 person years). Black

indicates statistically significant positive SPR. Grey indicates statistically significant negative SPR.

Light grey indicates non-statistically significant SPR.

Figure 3 shows the prevalence of reasons for noncompliance with medication adher-
ence according to metabolic diseases. Both nonworking and working populations showed
the highest prevalence of poor compliance with medication adherence due to relieved symp-
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toms (50.6% and 53.8%, respectively). Most noncompliance with medication adherence for
hypertension was due to forgetting medication by both nonworkers and workers.

Prevalence (%) of reason for non-compliance according to metabolic diseases

Non-working population Working population
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Figure 3. Prevalence of reasons for noncompliance with medication according to metabolic diseases.

4. Discussion

The current study found that workers had an increased risk of noncompliance with
medication adherence for metabolic diseases. According to occupational characteristics,
workers who were from the fields of agriculture, forestry, fishing, performed unpaid family
work, had irregular positions, were dispatched, and in manufacturing showed an increased
risk of poor medication use. Most workers did not take medication for metabolic diseases
because of the symptom relief.

There were sex differences in the adherence to medications. This finding is consistent
with those of previous studies [10,11]. Sex differences in medication adherence were unclear.
A previous study indicated that the differences in medication adherence-related factors
such as illness perceptions, causal attribution to balance, causal attribution to risk factors,
and personal control were closely linked to the difference in medication adherence between
men and women [11]. Although the current analysis could not demonstrate a statistically
significant association between socioeconomic status and noncompliance with medication
adherence for metabolic diseases, a low level of education and income could be potential
risk factors for noncompliance with adherence to medications [12].

Although metabolic diseases could be a key determinant of workers” working life
sustainability or return to work [13,14], very little attention has been paid to their ad-
herence to medications for metabolic diseases. Our results indicate an increased risk of
poor adherence to medication for metabolic diseases among workers compared to the
nonworking population. The findings will be of interest for the prevention or treatment
of metabolic diseases among workers. Further research on the link between occupational
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characteristics and medication adherence might be helpful in understanding workers” poor
adherence to metabolic diseases. We could identify workers vulnerable to poor medication
adherence for metabolic diseases according to occupational characteristics such as occupa-
tional classification, type of employment, job position, contract status, hiring status, and
industrial classification. According to occupational or industrial classifications, agriculture,
forestry, fishing, and manufacturing, workers showed a higher risk of poor adherence
to medications for metabolic diseases in our analysis. A vulnerable job status, such as
irregular positions or dispatched work, also showed similar results. These workers could
be characterized by relatively older age, higher physical demands at the workplace, unsafe
job conditions, poor job stability, or lower socioeconomic status than others [9,15-17]. These
populations are also vulnerable to metabolic diseases or death [18,19]. Older age, higher
physical demands at the workplace, unsafe job conditions, poor job stability, and lower
socioeconomic status might act as key factors from poor job to poor medication adherence.
Further studies regarding the role of occupational characteristics in mediating adherence to
metabolic diseases are warranted.

There were few differences in the reasons for inappropriate medication adherence
for metabolic diseases between workers and nonworkers according to metabolic diseases.
These findings are also useful for educating vulnerable workers on poor medication adher-
ence for the prevention or treatment of metabolic diseases.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study in Korea to investigate the associa-
tion between work status and adherence to medications for metabolic diseases. Further-
more, the current analysis demonstrated an association between occupational characteris-
tics and medication adherence for metabolic diseases.

A major limitation of this study is in the use of a self-questionnaire-based survey.
Although self-reported medication adherence is a widely used method, there is a clinical
methodology to identify medication adherence with detailed information, such as prescrip-
tion, medication regimen, type of medication, or dosage. The KPHS did not have various
medication adherence-related factors such as ethnic-religious beliefs, symptoms, rural or
urban residence, status of medical facilities, or others. Further studies using more detailed
information related to medication adherence of metabolic diseases are required. Another
limitation was the ecological study design. Ecological studies make these findings less
generalizable to individuals.

5. Conclusions

This study aimed to assess the association between medication adherence for metabolic
diseases and working or occupational characteristics. It found that workers were vulnerable
to noncompliance pertaining to the adherence to metabolic disease medication. The second
major finding was that there were differences in noncompliance with medication adherence
according to occupational characteristics. Appropriate medication adherence is a key factor
in the management of metabolic diseases. Thus, further studies regarding the role of work
or working conditions would be of benefit in the prevention of metabolic diseases.

Author Contributions: J.-W.K. had full access to all the data in the study and takes responsibility
for the integrity of the data and the accuracy of the data analysis. Concept and design: H.K., W.L.
and ]J.-W.K.; acquisition, analysis, and interpretation of data: H.K., W.L. and J.-W.K.; drafting of the
manuscript: HK., W.L. and ]J.-W.K,; critical revision of the manuscript for important intellectual
content: HK., W.L. and ].-W.K_; statistical analysis: H.K. and W.L.; administrative, technical, and
material support: HK., WL. and ].-W.K,; supervision: ].-W.K. All authors have read and agreed to
the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Institutional Review Board Statement: The Institutional Review Board (IRB) of the Gil Medical
Center, Gachon University, approved this study (IRB number: GCIRB2022-045).

Informed Consent Statement: Data were anonymized before being obtained from the KHPS. All
participants signed an informed consent form.



J. Clin. Med. 2022, 11, 3484 90f9

Data Availability Statement: Data are available at: https://www.khp.re kr:444/eng/main.do
(accessed on 18 May 2022).

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Jialal, I; Singh, G. Management of diabetic dyslipidemia: An update. World |. Diabetes 2019, 10, 280. [CrossRef]

2. Mills, K.T,; Stefanescu, A.; He, J. The global epidemiology of hypertension. Nat. Rev. Nephrol. 2020, 16, 223-237. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

3. Punnapurath, S.; Vijayakumar, P; Platty, PL.; Krishna, S.; Thomas, T. A study of medication compliance in geriatric patients with
chronic illness. |. Fam. Med. Prim. Care 2021, 10, 1644.

4. Huber, C.A.; Meyer, M.R,; Steffel, ].; Blozik, E.; Reich, O.; Rosemann, T. Post-myocardial infarction (MI) care: Medication
adherence for secondary prevention after MI in a large real-world population. Clin. Ther. 2019, 41, 107-117. [CrossRef]

5. Sabaté, E.; Sabaté, E. Adherence to Long-Term Therapies: Evidence for Action; World Health Organization: Geneva, Switzerland, 2003.

6. Li, C.-Y; Sung, F-C. A review of the healthy worker effect in occupational epidemiology. Occup. Med. 1999, 49, 225-229.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Nguyen, T.H.; Truong, H.V,; Vi, M.T.; Taxis, K.; Nguyen, T.; Nguyen, K.T. Vietnamese Version of the General Medication
Adherence Scale (GMAS): Translation, Adaptation, and Validation. Healthcare 2021, 9, 1471. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8.  Ho, PM,; Bryson, C.L.; Rumsfeld, J.S. Medication adherence: Its importance in cardiovascular outcomes. Circulation 2009, 119,
3028-3035. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9.  Choi, S.B.; Yoon, J.-H.; Lee, W. The Modified International Standard Classification of Occupations defined by the clustering of
occupational characteristics in the Korean Working Conditions Survey. Ind. Health 2019, 58, 132-141. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. Greuter, T.; Manser, C.; Pittet, V.; Vavricka, S.R.; Biedermann, L. Gender differences in inflammatory bowel disease. Digestion
2020, 101, 98-104. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

11.  Chen, S.L,; Lee, WL.; Liang, T.; Liao, I.C. Factors associated with gender differences in medication adherence: A longitudinal
study. J. Adv. Nurs. 2014, 70, 2031-2040. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12.  Peeters, B.; Van Tongelen, I.; Boussery, K.; Mehuys, E.; Remon, J.P.; Willems, S. Factors associated with medication adherence
to oral hypoglycaemic agents in different ethnic groups suffering from type 2 diabetes: A systematic literature review and
suggestions for further research. Diabet. Med. 2011, 28, 262-275. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Nazarov, S.; Manuwald, U.; Leonardi, M.; Silvaggi, E.; Foucaud, J.; Lamore, K.; Guastafierro, E.; Scaratti, C.; Lindstrom, J.;
Rothe, U. Chronic diseases and employment: Which interventions support the maintenance of work and return to work among
workers with chronic illnesses? A systematic review. Int. |. Environ. Res. Public Health 2019, 16, 1864. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Lee, W,; Yoon, J.-H.; Koo, J.-W.; Chang, S.-].; Roh, J.; Won, J.-U. Predictors and estimation of risk for early exit from working life by
poor health among middle and older aged workers in Korea. Sci. Rep. 2018, 8, 5180. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Lee, W,; Yeom, H.; Yoon, ].H.; Won, ]J.U.; Jung, PK.; Lee, ].H.; Seok, H.; Roh, J. Metabolic outcomes of workers according to the
International Standard Classification of Occupations in Korea. Am. . Ind. Med. 2016, 59, 685-694. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Park, H.A.; Cho, ]J.J. Economic activities and socioeconomic status of morbidly obese Korean adults. Korean J. Obes. 2011, 20,
210-218. [CrossRef]

17.  Kivimaki, M.; Vahtera, J.; Virtanen, M.; Elovainio, M.; Pentti, J.; Ferrie, ].E. Temporary employment and risk of overall and
cause-specific mortality. Am. ]. Epidemiol. 2003, 158, 663—-668. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18.  Ahn, J; Kim, N.-S,; Lee, B.-K,; Park, J.; Kim, Y. Relationship of occupational category with risk of physical and mental health
problems. Saf. Health Work 2019, 10, 504-511. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Andersen, L.L.; Fallentin, N.; Thorsen, S.V.; Holtermann, A. Physical workload and risk of long-term sickness absence in the

general working population and among blue-collar workers: Prospective cohort study with register follow-up. Occup. Environ.
Med. 2016, 73, 246-253. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


https://www.khp.re.kr:444/eng/main.do
http://doi.org/10.4239/wjd.v10.i5.280
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41581-019-0244-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32024986
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.clinthera.2018.11.012
http://doi.org/10.1093/occmed/49.4.225
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10474913
http://doi.org/10.3390/healthcare9111471
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34828516
http://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.108.768986
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19528344
http://doi.org/10.2486/indhealth.2018-0169
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31527354
http://doi.org/10.1159/000504701
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31995797
http://doi.org/10.1111/jan.12361
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24506542
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1464-5491.2010.03133.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21309834
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16101864
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31137817
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-23523-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29581459
http://doi.org/10.1002/ajim.22596
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27345305
http://doi.org/10.7570/kjo.2011.20.4.210
http://doi.org/10.1093/aje/kwg185
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14507602
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.shaw.2019.07.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31890333
http://doi.org/10.1136/oemed-2015-103314
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26740688

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Data and Study Participants 
	Main Variables 
	Covariables 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

