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22 M R AP ()

EIRABFREEE R

EXE 3
R 32 L Fi& P-value
A FAEG) A& FAYG) A& PAYD) B
BAAIBT
e
517,754 59.82 14920 6040 2,834 56.94
20.64 <0.0001
44+ 11,924  40.18 9,781 39.60 2,143  43.06
£ ¥
30 k™ 745 2.51 606 2.45 139 2.79
30-39 & 2,754 9.28 2,260 9.15 494 9.93
40-49 # 6,599 22.24 5,439 22.02 1,160 2331 75.10 <0.0001
50-59 & 9,295 31.32 7,575 30.67 1,720 34.56
60 #& 2+ 10,285  34.66 8,821 3571 1,464  29.42
* J iz (CCI)
CCI=0 22587 76.11 18594  75.28 3,993  80.23
CCI=1 4,586 15.45 3,912 15.84 674 13.54 62.13 <0.0001
Cl>=2 2,505 8.44 2,195 8.89 310 6.23
HELFEFREY
F g 9k 5
FE v 7,95 26.81 6,978 28.25 978 19.65
W F I 12,742 4293 10,047 4067 2,695 5415  321.98 <0.0001
=% ¥ e 8,980 30.26 7,676 31.08 1,304 26.20
¥ bdp
o2 ¥ 7,651 25.78 6,632 26.85 1,019  20.47 8708 <0.0001
¥ 22027 7422 18069 7315 3,958  79.53 ' '
PR L REFR
4_22,758 7668 18,829  76.23 3,929  78.94
17.08 <0.0001
% 6,920 23.32 5,872 23.77 1,048  21.06
%%%%@&A%w
oA A B 9,389 31.64 8,179 33.11 1,210 2431
*RA R 4,461 15.03 3,925 15.89 536 10.77
¢ %A~k 5697 19.2 4,175 16.90 1,522  30.58
.- 622.38 <0.0001
® %A R 4147 13.97 3,348 13.55 799 16.05
® B4 & 5179 17.45 4,352 17.62 827 16.62
L% A% 805 2.71 722 2.92 83 1.67
L X 29,678 100 24,701 100 4,977 100
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A K
R 2 7 %8 .
Ll FARG) Ak FANG) AEk A% Fi& P-value
BEAIEFF
125
7 |+ 5,644 56.98 2,822 56.98 2,822 56.98 0 1
4 4,262 43.02 2,131 43.02 2,131 43.02
£ ¥
30 ™ 274 2.77 137 2.77 137 2.77
30-39 & 980 9.89 490 9.89 490 9.89
40-49 # 2,314 23.36 1,157 23.36 1,157 23.36 0 1
50-59 % 3,432 34.65 1,716 34.65 1,716 34.65
60 & 2+ 2,906 29.34 1,453 29.34 1,453 29.34
* J iz (CCI)
CCI=0 7,984 80.6 3,992 80.60 3,992 80.60
CCl=1 1,346 13.59 673 13.59 673 13.59 0 1
Cl>=2 576 5.81 288 5.81 288 5.81
HELFEFREY
¥R
FE v 2339 23.61 1,371 27.68 968 19.54
T ¥ I 4,728 47.73 2,040 41.19 2,688 54.27 179.39 <0.0001
% ¥ e 2,839 28.66 1,542 31.13 1,297 26.19
% i ol
a2 Fhe 2,313 23.35 1,297 26.19 1,016 20.51 M54 <0.0001
= ¥ 7,593 76.65 3,656 73.81 3,937 79.49 ' '
FRATE L REFR
A_ 7,697 1.7 3,786 76.44 3,911 78.96
9.10 0.0026
% 2,209 22.3 1,167 23.56 1,042 21.04
%5 Fofr i bk A h W
e A 2,869 28.96 1,665 33.62 1,204 24.31
*ERA R 1,361 13.74 828 16.72 533 10.76
¢ AR 2,281 23.03 766 15.47 1,515 30.59
. 413.26 <0.0001
? %A R 1,467 14.81 672 13.57 795 16.05
® A4 5 1,699 17.15 876 17.69 823 16.62
L% AR 229 2.31 146 2.95 83 1.68
83 9,906 100 4,953 100 4,953 100
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B & B AR,

B
el i
F& P-value
A peAv() A& pAv() A& oaA)
BEAIEFF
e
i+ 49 52.69 27 54.00 22 51.16
0.0747 0.7847
Sk 44 47.31 23 46.00 21 48.84
£ ¥
/T 1 1.08 1 2.00 0 0.00
30-39 % 7 7.53 3 6.00 4 9.30
40-49 % 19 20.43 11 22.00 8 18.60 3.6436 0.4564
50-59 # 45 48.39 21 42.00 24 55.81
60 v b 21 22.58 14 28.00 7 16.28
= 4 (CCI)
CCI=0 59 63.44 28 56.00 31 72.09
CCl=1 24 25.81 17 34.00 7 16.28 3.8139 0.1485
CI>=2 10 10.75 5 10.00 5 11.63
HELFEFREY
¥l 5k s
%5 g¢ .o 20 2151 16 32.00 4 9.30
T 3 %3 f= 50 53.76 19 38.00 31 72.09 11.75 0.0028
P % %5 I~ 23 24.73 15 30.00 8 18.60

Fram b

4

2

N

‘= FK 30 3226 13 2600 17 3953
‘ 1.9381 0.1639
F= ¥k 63 6774 37 7400 26 6047
FLALD L REFR

11 11.83 6 12.00 5 11.63

0.0031 0.9558
82 88.17 44 88.00 38 88.37

fmﬁm

o 37 39.78 17 34.00 20 46.51
MR A R 13 13.98 9 18.00 4 9.30
*RA K18 19.35 5 10.00 13 30.23
- 15.885 0.0072
RS 6 6.45 6 12.00 0 0.00
®Ba k15 16.13 9 18.00 6 13.95
LEwAsR 4 4.30 4 8.00 0 0.00

B3t 93 100 50 100 43 100
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MR Ay E
F#& P-value
Al A A8 pAv() A8 A
BEA IR
:ri&gj
71+ 198 56.09 48 56.47 150 55.97
0.0066 0.9354
+ 4 155 43.91 37 43.53 118 44.03
FE#
0T 11 3.12 3 3.53 8 2.99
30-39 % 35 0.92 12 14.12 23 8.58
40-49 % 65 18.41 15 17.65 50 18.66 2.4505 0.6535
50-59 & 127 35.98 30 35.29 97 36.19
60 #2115 32.58 25 29.41 90 33.58
* il (CCI)
CCIl=0 293 83.00 76 89.41 217 80.97
CCl=1 42 11.90 8 9.41 34 12.69 45142 0.1047
Cl>=2 18 5.10 1 1.18 17 6.34
BhifRFRET
F g 9k 5
%5%‘? ¢ 65 18.41 18 21.18 47 17.54
T B %75 F~ 193 54.67 42 49.41 151 56.34 1.2911 0.5244
% %ﬁl‘% 95 26.91 25 29.41 70 26.12
A L
o %ﬁ [~ 64 18.13 20 23.53 44 16.42
‘ 2.1987 0.1381
= Fﬁl‘% 289 81.87 65 76.47 224 83.58
PR L REFR
%_ 83 23.51 18 21.18 65 24.25
0.3398 0.5599
% 270 76.49 67 78.82 203 75.75
F B it oA o
et s B 49 13.88 16 18.82 33 12.31
*rERAS R 34 9.63 18 21.18 16 5.97
PR AR 120 33.99 15 17.65 105 39.18
_ 26.525 <.00001
B %A 29 8.22 8 9.41 21 7.84
B AL R 117 33.14 27 31.76 90 33.58
AEAkh 4 1.13 1 1.18 3 1.12
k: R 353 100 85 100 268 100
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B Bt s (e fe )

‘g F A

WA & A S R
Pre
f FA )

Fi& P-value

BRAIEF
:ri&gj
74+ 86 58.50 3 5373 50 6250
1.1548 0.2825
~t 61 41.50 31 4627 30 3750
# i
0T 1 0.68 1 1.49 0 0.00
30-39% 6 4.08 4 5.97 2 2.50
40-49 # 36 24.49 12 1791 24 3000 5612 0.2301
50-59 # 57 38.78 25 3731 32 40.00
60 11t 47 31.97 25 3731 22 2750
£ 72 (CCl)
CCI=0 104  70.75 46 68.66 58 7250
CCl=1 31 21.09 13 1940 18 2250 23935 0.3022
Cl>=2 12 8.16 8 11.94 4 5.00
BELFFREF
F gt 9 K
FEe o 30 20.41 25 3731 5 6.25
re 23.054 <.00001
B P 59 40.14 18 26.87 41  51.25
¥ % FI 58 39.46 24 3582 34 4250
FreiE ol
2xFr 40 27.21 25 3731 15 18.75
_ 6.3439 0.0118
FrFr 107 7279 42 6269 65  81.25
FRAZ S kEFR
2 44 29.93 17 2537 27 3375
122 0.2694
% 103 70.07 50 7463 53 66.25
F ol i A
s Ak 28 19.05 17 2537 11 13.75
A EA R 16 10.88 3 4.48 13 16.25
PRA R 37 25.17 11 1642 26 3250
, 18.059 0.0029
3 HA R 22 14.97 8 1194 14 1750
BEA R 43 29.25 27 4030 16  20.00
LEA R 1 0.68 1 1.49 0 0.00
B3 147 100 67 100 80 100
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WA & P AR,

Wb TR

WAL A SRR

HR 19;% C—;IYT P-value HR 19;% C_;Iyr P-value HR 19;% C—;Iﬁ P-value
B A A A
r
45
g4 1313 080 215 0.2801 1.379 1.095 1.736 0.0063 1.299 0.907 1.86 0.1532
A
# &
30 p 11T
30-39 % 0.714 0.072 7.053 0.7731 0.83 0.407 1.69 0.6067 0.855 0.093 7.877 0.8898
40-49 % 0.949 0.111 8.084 0.9615 1.095 0.555 2.16 0.7943 0.562 0.072 4.369 0.5817
50-59 # 1.421 0.17 11.88 0.7456 1.135 0.597 2.158 0.6993 0.646 0.082 5.08 0.678
60 g 12+ 0.856 0.099 7.409 0.8878 0.964 0.506 1.84 0.9126 0.532 0.068 4.177 0.5486
% 7 (CCI)
CCI=0
CCI=1 2997 1.687 5.326 0.0002 0.518 0.363 0.74 0.0003 0.946 0.611 1.463 0.8013
CI>=2 2.129 099 458 0053 1.071 0.64 1.79 0.7941 0.785 0.407 1.511 0.4679
AT A~ FRBHITE > R
2

40363 022 0.59 <0.0001 1.61 1.223 2.118 0.0007 0.946 0.642 1.395 0.7787

69



% T-2~ 33 4 17 (C0X)

95% C. 1 95% C. 1 95% C. 1
HR - HR - HR .
T3 1R P-value S5 R P-value <5 ¥ P-value

BRI FRET
Frasr ik
&

5) §3 IR

?:ii‘%gl‘% 1.155 0.601 2.22 0.6647 1.055 0.776 1433 0.7333 1.239 0.745 2.061 0.409

fl?p%?]‘;{, 1.36 0.572 3.232 0.4864 1.145 0.597 2.196 0.6834 2.643 1.317 5.303 0.0062
¥ g B

¥

= Fgl’?c. 0.919 0.56 152 0.7428 0.856 0.632 1.159 0.3131 0.717 0.48 1.069 0.1027
FRUT A REFR

4_1.519 0.644 358 0.3397 0.917 0.48 1.753 0.7935 2.21 1.114 4.384 0.0233

2
F A A B
Y
A % Ak 0389 0.173 0.875 0.0224 2.739 1679 4.469 <0.0001 0.628 0.32 1232 0.1758
¥ %Ak 1754 0929 3312 00831 1604 1115 2307 00109 0526 0.304 0913 0.0224

314 0.631 2.737 0.4654 2.896 1.978 4.242 <0.0001 0.882 0.534 1.458 0.6244

0
1
» %4 & 0421 017 1.07 0.0699 2.139 1.302 3.515 0.0027 0.799 0.443 1.443 0.4568
1
1.286 0.391 4.232 0.6792 1.412 0.495 4.029 0.5186 0.458 0.059 3.57 0.4557
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BEERRS IR EERE (Kaplan-Meier)

0s

08

or

0.6

05

TR

04

03

0.2

0.1

0.0

AR Bl

Ty e R RRE

fee  FF4  HAEK P>

7
BEHEE 203968 1 <0001
Wilcoxon  15.5068 1 <0001
2Log(LR) 13.8384 1 0.0002

10

BE A

HEERREHRFAAUELE

71

+ Censored
15 20
EsRERGFEFGANELSE



B2~ 4o & 3 5o % 06 A 45 (KD

BEERES i BE5%® (Kaplan-Meier)
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B3~ W Ffm & B A G % A 4 (KD

BREHE 3858 (Kaplan-Meier)
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