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ABSTRACT

Background and Purpose: The heart disease and cerebrovascular disease
were the second and the third death reasons among Taiwan people in
2011 and 2012, so the related diseases had been becoming a problem
during years. The purpose of the study was to assure whether the
iridology has a significant relationship with the onset of cardiovascular

disease (CVD)to learn if the iridology can help.

Methods: Totally 100 samples were collected from a clinic in middle
south Taiwan, and all had a cholesterol ring in iris, which is the sign of
CVD based on the iridology. Fifty nice were male, and forty one were
female.. The cholesterol ring index, ASI, ABI, TG, CHOL, LDL, HDL,
LDL/HDL, CHOL/HDL, and Framingham Risk Score were collected to

learn if they were correlated each other.

Results: It was found that the Framingham Risk Score should not be the
criteria for the CVD, since it did not correlated with ASI, ABI, and other
lipid figures. The color and total score of cholesterol ring had a
significant positive correlation with CVD index. However, it correlated

with CHOL and LDL among male samples and correlated with ASI



among female samples.

Suggests: Based on the finding of this study, the cholesterol ring of iris
can be used as a sign for CVD for the people of both gender. Further

study was also encouraged especially on the accuracy rate.

KEYWORDS: iris diagnosis, iridology, cardiovascular disease
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HDL.
LDL.
LDL/HDL.
CHOL/HDL.

3.1 A7 5 %
CRE LSSt E)
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32 P31 BEXK
FREFER R A2 § &4 & RISK ~ASI~ ABI ~ 57 B 5k % 7
B otk ETHOBRLIEL THIAKRFLR

2. 9 B4 A & RISK ~ASI~ ABI ~ dr % F s e 58 ~ 27 0 55 44 B
» B2 AP AE

3.4 M4 A& RISK ~ASI~ABI ~ e F sk w I8 ~ 27 5 7 H i)

—

B 2 ﬁﬁ#gf’,«;@%é A

33 F 1 Hik

MG TR 2 s ?ﬁ)ﬁsffﬂﬁ%ﬂ‘ *‘ﬁ'a‘wzii ASI & ABI “f %

SF e gEE W T

331 #p F i g %R %4 B(Framingham Risk Score)

¢ 45 8~ "EE R (CHOL) ~ % % & "2 73 (HDL) ~ 5 & (BP) ~
EAERH -G AT ST gtk TR L B o JE T E
s E R R R RIS o AT 4 Wilson et al(1998)¢r D'Agostino et
al(2008)F B + AT 3+ B @ & o hok 2 B 5] 2 10%8] B dE B

b6 FHE A0 10%3 20%R AR AR & 0 FALE 20%5F &
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R o AR'GEF U T BELERFAY o
1. Wilson et al(1998)
AT E Bi% R ASE 5000 Foimw fEA B A (H P 2489 = F |2

Fr 2856 A )M g B N E R 12 E X g2 EAIRE o~ LRk

P

B o B¢ 383 7 ey 227 b AR T SR B R
(coronary heart disease > f fi- CHD) » % u B ~ S L F [ ~ K3 R R
FfE ~ &SRR BRI ISR A B B A F AP M (P<00]) o X T L%
A ] e ) st 2 SRR R A K 10 E p S ek F R R
b *% o #73 B 1 Framingham Risk Score (FRS) P w44 B 21 5 b 'k
R IRRIL R y FIRT 1 28%% & 4 20% 2. ok 0% B B
F3t e BRAZWE 130/85 0 @ §F 1 27T% % 4 1+ 34%z2_ [ A B Eﬁfﬂ’“&
v F)fik 47 4 200 mg/Dl o

2. D'Agostino et al(2008)

AT H A REH 30D T4 ATHEL A Kk 8 CVD 2
4522 =4} 2 3869 - § HEF AP ERMALFAFP FLAEA E
- X PEE R BT Y Cox R J”‘“ﬁ%r‘?ﬁﬁi R AR E

 E 7 J (Cardiovascular Disease, 47 i 4 CVD)ik ' o it R, 0

EF L AR TR ATE § 2 HRA AT HAIERL R g



FLB oA 3124 328 d AT EED kB 6%F] 20%2 %

B e P BT ATE 2003 TERI4p 1R ROC 3 H R e A B

# 3.1 Framingham Risk & ;2

kb *% 4y B (Framingham RISK)
£# M| F = B M | F T 7% M| F
30-34| -1 | -9 | <120/<80 | 0 | -3 NO o]l o
35-39] 0 | -4 |120-129/80-84/ 0 | O YES 2 | 2
40-44 1 | 0 [130-139/85-89] 1 | O
45-49] 2 | 3 [140-159/90-99] 2 | 2
50-54) 3 | 6 | >160/>100 | 3 | 3 WhRE | M| F
55-50| 4 | 7 NO ol o
60-64| 5 | 8 YES 2 | 4
65-69) 6 | 8
70-74| 7 | 9
BAEE R B HAEF
(CHOL) M| F | BmMHDL) | M| F
1] <160 3 [ -2 [1] <35 2 | 5
2] 160~199 [ 0 | 0 [2] 3544 |1 | 2
3] 200239 [ 1 [ 1 [3] 4549 [0 | 1
4] 240~279 | 2 | 1 [4] 50-59 | 0| O
5] >=280 3 1315 >60 |-2] -3
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% 3.2 Framingham Risk Score § 4 4 i 2 A s b "6 F R A

, 10 =3 4 ¥ , 10 &3 2 ¥
KN S R S
() (%)

=-2 1% =-1 2%
-1 2% 0 3%
0 2% 1 3%
1 2% 2 4%
2 3% 3 5%
3 3% 4 7%
4 4% 5 8%
5 4% 6 10%
6 5% 7 13%
7 6% 8 16%
8 7% 9 20%
9 8% 10 25%
10 10% 11 31%
11 11% 12 37%
12 13% 13 45%
13 15% =14 =53%
14 18%

15 20%

16 24%

=17 =21%

EIHE A FAARTING REH F Y 2 FF 0§ 2RME € (2013) i F AR
bg il 2 BT E AR
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332 RHABLF KRARABL L &

B HDL 0t 5+ 50 S 4 3 i e o 4§25
Wk A it o HDL/LDL st 2]+ 0.3 R4 g e dg 4 i
ﬁg;ﬁy}% o ¥y 5 14 LDL/HDL a5 & iR B2 — %3 > (2 2T G 3%

S At

333 MR EMALEZE LR

EEMEEAS GRS R EFER D ORI REL A B
12234 Fhed 33T FAEREY K ~fd K E L
23R o m EREFFZE S ZFLR 31 LR 32 A B

BS-888pro drifzs ik kHEH I e B R A2 b o

Fl& 332 1Mt A2 W A BT EFAL A %A AT HEE
FIiERy - By A eed FapRG gtk ik Btk o 2 7

" 2 b 2 e B E LR 3.2 5 F1 3.3 ¢
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233 BB BY  BA o BE 2L i Ak

AITWA A L 123484 0 e 35 9 A2
1.5 ¢ 2.5 R 3.4
1A P <0.09 <1/3
2 i v 0.1-0.13 1/3-2/3
3n Fe >0.13 >2/3
S hA ) RX DR TRk R £ 6 R Rl R A

B THE A SARE A LU A R BN 25— R A S 2 alpha i -

VA A A2 M- RILE R alpha & % 836 0 42i6.700 i %

RAZR 2w of2 - RLLRBNE RMPIIDE LR 836 2

o e BT T AR

% 34 drt ez d

E’FIIJK/‘ o

/

)

poIR - RALE R AT

TP WGP

FRRLEEG | ERRRREG | BTG 4F4AB | Cronbach's

2 kT adk CREEE | PN T Alpha &
B A 9.78 12.032 729 .803
ER3%E » 9.73 11.916 .701 .806
FF3E > 9.79 11.562 791 781
ST A 5.86 4.182 1.000 .764

Loptw 352 Alpha =836 5 42i5.700 » i B Rk $
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EUOT L§:
ISR ; 1| <009
%%Zﬁ(a) 2 0.1-0.13
/}it = 3 >0.13
’ )
Bl 3.2 " mE2L R L2
[ _ __
s ) EE=E
AP & IR L | an
5% = vl 2 1/3-2
=273
F133 AR p L2
3.3.4 ASI & ABI
ASI & ABI z_ /i A= F > A8 7 #rié * 2. ASl &2 ABI &
ppr-» MS- 2000*@/? | B8 > "/}ﬁy} %/?'JL@—?E"\»&}"Q.‘% o
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34 A4

AELLHRL R SRELITLESANIPBREEY
SIS T PERIRR R - F o M v AR R ST R 2
HeTRs ¥ R 2w n g A m kRl ASI~ ABIE ~ Framingham
Risk & ~ 22w "4 P>~ &(TG ~ CHOL ~ HDL ~ LDL ~ LDL/HDL -~

CHOL/HDL) -

IS 1w

Fle AT HRATHZIFREA G TR ALY §
PRAMZAGRATAI v A HRERFIRFLRZLA § 21D
FLHY GUB - L AETHUNELF L 5 B2 RS ]
PARDVRIT BRI HE L o

MEF 2B g g d X %fggﬂ'éﬁiiﬁgéﬁﬁ 7o F4d ;z%ﬁ
oz BRGEREFF 0 Py K S £ IR AT B E R -
FefR A2 pREFTH A AR F AP FHEFETRGHY P L
Ehe b o mAAR RS eI ¥ 2 ERR R R RS

~ 2,

o

e
Rl
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3.6 itk

AT EN TR TR FH(oy "LHAMRRYT &~ )2 Tiogi #
ALFERF DL fAp b Gl B IO R TR Y T2
d ‘)S-Ji‘%ﬁﬁﬁug_?ﬁpﬁy jﬂﬁ,;_“_ F];fﬂ#az»}gﬁ‘ 2l b oz

NP ES AR R A2 i - A ? P }?3 ;JLF]_EL# il R A
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YriE A3

o
R
*ﬂ

41 A v BHRE

% ”tj‘“ffﬁ& vE R ho 2 IG EFAER 2 T 40t 5] 5 59%:41%-
EdnTIoE L 5679 - B A T 1199 (% 41) - § & Tiofkik
%% 54392 6017 o7 Lk hamds ol b F AL B (122,413,

p=.018%) » v & e 4p b P bR AP BE > 10 e 2 SR E F 3 o

241 2B A FFHR

> 48 ~ (n=100)

5 T ETE T A
Y g 59% |54.39 &

D 41% |60.17 f&

R S

E¥ | BAE 84

bo| & 30

Ry 56.79

TR L 11.99

i LA A ER TRV ERFALR > 122413, p=.018*
42 >3 A2 ASI~RISK ~ ggd ~ B &R ~ ,ﬁ-ﬁ] ~ b
W &M B2 Tiokki R

>384k~ = ASI~ABI ~ TG~ HDL ~ LDL ~ CHOL/HDL 7 %

FAR B 27 gy "EEMmRL AP E ASI BB E T 2 - B

(7 99.07 vs.52.41)(% 4.2) - £ 4 CHOL ~ LDL/HDL ~ RISK - jx%
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R E TR F AL R L % FINA 4

AT

+
q~

l%%

2.9 A uz b g

Pae

42 »#%4 & RISK ~ ASI~ ABI ~ doiw 37 ~ i %y A F L B 3

po | ey | weow | gy T (i)
- ~ 41 6.20 4.088
Framingham -1.827(.071
Risk 7 59 8.14 6522 sz1(or)
~ 41 99.07 91.944
ASI 2.939(.005%*)
g 59 52.41 52.055
B A 41 1.1071 10650 ST 0T
g 59 1.1790 09729 ™ (- )
L A 41 1.90 800 .
or g 59 1.97 809 REE a0
N A 41 1.95 865 280( 705
* g 59 2.02 841 ~380(.705)
A 41 1.85 853
5 g 59 1.98 820 ~763(.447)
L D 41 5.71 2.077 520( 536
g 'ﬁ‘?‘ek\ . .
T 7 59 597 2.034 (:536)
D 41 123.90 67.016
TG -2.716(.008*)
g 59 191.27 172.738
= 41 196.54 41.847
CHOL 1.897(.061)
g 59 181.97 34.707
~ 41 58.73 14.367
HDL 3.896(.000**)
g 59 46.81 15.495
~ 41 110.66 34.271
LDL 2.166(.033*)
g 59 95.95 32.785
~ 41 1.9921 79591
LDL—HDL -1.328(.187)
g 59 2.2238 89816
~ 41 2.3652 1.67364
CHO—HDL -3.594(.001**)
g 59 4.9074 5.04930
2 UEEKR T *4<05* 4 <.001
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4.3 7k * & RISK ~ ASI ~ ABI ~ 2% 1 ~ & Py
AEZAAPHEZ UE @ BRI B

A

DR ETE BB EY 9F - X AT P EF LR R A A
9L NB2 A A AR k4R o A 43 F £/ 9 22 RISK & ASI -
ABI~ i (s % i %y B - TR EARM o b B A
B EREM RS HRERRLAS (TIOTRA) & 2 AR 2

R AT E 2 M A E 0 & L r=.343(p=.008) ~ r=.402(p=.002)

21 1=.302(p=.020) ~ r=.260(p=.047) -

Pt TR EREETMRIRZ BEI S ER R 2 AN
¥r4ph oo EApM E & 5 .398(p=.002) - .641(p=.000) ~ .670(p=.000)

2 693 (p=.000) -

4.4 % 3%k * & RISK ~ ASI ~ ABI ~ do% ' {8 ~ » P

ABLA AN E H # R &

S ARF o jEE 447 5 Bl 422 RISK &2 ASI~ ABI ~ fr i
B2 e - AN R RRRELAS B -
vra v ASIEEEE AP B AR B i & 5 r=.314(p=.046)r=.384(p=.013)

(=.368(p=.018) - dr ' &85 "y & b > driF e EHRPEFREE KD

31



BRAEFIRE A ERFADM drF f FIRERRR R I HFEFE R %

BeEFmBE L A o M E 2 5 r=.363(p=.020) - r=.343(p=.028) -

BT ST E SRR BR R 2 LA EH
TAPM o HAp M £ 5 .740(p=.000) + .610(p=.000) ~ .545(p=.000) ~

2 763 (p=.000)

45 >34k * & RISK ~ ASI ~ ABI ~ do%e {8 ~ = Py

AE2ZAFPMZE UH B EFFRLYe B

B A KRR > KA 457 F 7| RISK &2 ASI~ ABI ~ d5¢
e E~E g By B EFHFRM NG REREIMRRZGES 2 AL
2 ASIE R EAp M > AP B E 2 5 r=.237(p=.018%) ~ r=.220(p=.028%) -

b B g B 0 R G PERARIRZ BRI B VERRRE L MR R
el EiE AT FARRE > AR B B & % r=.231(p=.021) ~ r=.243(p=.015) -
pevh o T g R EY ASI PERRIRZ GRS R C FF 2
AEEFEI M o APk E & 5 .285(p=.004) - .491(p=.000) ~ .598
(p=.000) ~ .582(p=.000) ~ % .677 (p=.000) - ¥ % & &I 3 B A "% Ffs

i+ 1£.203 (p=.043)2 & 4 M » @ 22 ABI i£-.314(p=.001)2 f 49 B o
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46 >34k * & RISK ~ ASI ~ ABI ~ do%e {8 ~ = Py

A E2ZA A EPY

AR RN A (TS A ApRE S o 0 EE AR R S AT
$ P (A A Eip i A 46 7 5 3 RISK & ASINABI e &
2 B4 E- ETIEFAM R EEMIRZ S 2 B0 8 AS
FREARR > AR E 2 L r=.262(p=.009) ~ r=.253(p=.012) - fr¥w &
Bn g B EERRIRZ B BUEEMEE MR R EER B

T ARRE o ARBE & 5 r=.243(p=.016) - r=.257(p=.010) - *& FfE I 2

A B ET RS S F AN o 4K & 5 1= .204(p=.043) -

“ebo T Rl ESY ASI PERRRIRZ GRS B R R 2

»
Ao R oF or o4 Moo HOE 4p M OE & 229(p=.023) - 516
(p=.000) ~ .625(p=.000) ~ .620(p=.000) ~ % .713 (p=.000) > L =27 %
BZAPMES TR AR ESPZRREABER A7 L4 &

FAlEu a2 SRt e 0 @ Eded ABl R

-.256(p=.010)2 § 4p B -
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% 43 94+ ¢ RISK ~ ASI ~ doie 77 ~ %

o PR IE 2 G A PR &

Framingha Lt PRRVAEN
EX m Risk ASI ABI ik BB i 7 Z TG CHOL HDL LDL LDL/HDL CHO/HDL
ES 2 Pearson #p B 1 -.087 .202 -.103 A06(**) | .642(*%) | .671(**) | .697(**) -.100 .025 .086 -.042 -.065 -.087
B (BE) 513 124 440 .001 .000 .000 .000 450 .852 518 .753 .627 511
Framingham Risk Pearson #p B -.087 1 -.118 -115 141 135 -.064 .086 -.148 .099 231 -.004 -.039 -116
B (BE) 513 372 .387 .285 .309 .630 517 .263 458 .078 973 767 .382
AS| Pearson #p B .202 -.118 1 .153 224 .011 .091 .130 -.092 .100 .103 137 .021 -.135
B (BE) 124 372 249 .088 .933 495 325 487 450 436 .299 .873 .308
Lt ABI Pearson #p B -.103 -115 153 1 .091 -.109 -.164 -.075 -.140 -.051 -.225 .146 .234 -.100
BER (FE) 440 .387 249 492 410 214 572 291 702 .086 .270 .075 451
B é Pearson 4p B 406(**) 141 224 .091 1| 407(**) | .571(**) | .796(**) -122 .343(**) -.097 A402(**) .329(*) -.099
BER (FE) .001 .285 .088 492 .001 .000 .000 .358 .008 466 .002 .011 .458
5 R Pearson 4p B .642(**) 135 .011 -.109 A407(*%) 1| .576(**) | .807(**) -.228 .246 .145 177 133 -193
BERL (FE) .000 .309 .933 410 .001 .000 .000 .082 .061 .275 .180 .315 144
i Pearson 4p B 671(**) -.064 .091 -.164 571(**) | .576(*%) 1| .868(**) -.093 .158 -.060 .065 .054 -.071
BERL (FE) .000 .630 495 214 .000 .000 .000 482 233 .652 .623 .687 .595
P m N Pearson 4p B .697(**) .086 130 | -.075 796(**) | .807(**) | .868(**) 1 -.180 .302(*) -.003 .260(*) .207 -.147
BERL (FE) .000 517 325 572 .000 .000 .000 171 .020 .982 .047 115 .266
TG Pearson #p B -.100 -.148 -.092 -.140 -122 -.228 -.093 -.180 1 129 -.303(*) -.360(**) -111 .941(**)
BEE (L) 450 .263 487 291 .358 .082 482 171 .331 .020 .005 402 .000
CHOL Pearson p h 025 .099 100 | -.051 343(**) 246 158 | .302(%) 129 1 132 707(**) 406(**) 018
BEE (L) .852 458 .450 702 .008 .061 .233 .020 .331 .320 .000 .001 .892
HDL Pearson p h .086 231 103 | -.225 -.097 145 -.060 -.003 -.303(*) 132 1 -012 -.596(**) -.500(**)
BEE (L) 518 .078 436 .086 .466 275 .652 .982 .020 .320 .929 .000 .000
LDL Pearson p h -.042 -.004 137 146 402(**) 177 065 | .260(%) -.360(**) 707(**) -012 1 734(*%) -.384(**)
BEE (L) 753 973 .299 .270 .002 .180 .623 .047 .005 .000 .929 .000 .003
LDL—HDL Pearson p h -.065 -.039 021 234 329(*) 133 054 207 -111 406(**) -.596(**) 734(*%) 1 034
BEW (L) 627 167 .873 .075 .011 .315 .687 115 402 .001 .000 .000 796
CHO—HDL Pearson #p B -.087 -.116 -.135 -.100 -.099 -.193 -071 -.147 .941(**) .018 -.500(**) -.384(**) .034 1
HENW (Fk) 511 .382 .308 451 458 144 .595 .266 .000 .892 .000 .003 796
FE e R R K AR 01 B1.05 (BRI EEAHRHREEE - BEANERy 59 -
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44 2R AP RISK~ASI~ 30w 35 ~ 2 0 Fp 2 T8 25 3 4R &

Framingham

&4 Risk A LtABI | ¢ AR # LA TG CHOL HDL LDL LDL/HDL | CHO/HDL
= Pearson 17 b 1 -.033 293 -096 | .740(**) | .610(**) | .545(*) 763(*) -.017 -.043 219 -.130 -.237 -.096
HEE (FE) 837 063 549 .000 000 .000 000 918 792 169 417 136 551
Framingham Risk Pearson 4p B -.033 1 138 -.074 021 -139 109 -.005 115 092 095 108 103 038
M (FE) 837 391 646 895 387 499 976 473 567 553 215 520 815
Asl Pearson 4p i 203 138 1 164 | 314(%) | .384(%) 212 368(%) 021 | 317(%) 063 351(%) 238 -.063
HEE (FE) 063 391 305 046 013 184 018 896 044 697 024 133 696
LtABI Pearson 4p B -.096 -074 -164 1 -.031 091 146 086 150 065 -.206 106 212 195
HAEE (FE) 549 646 305 850 572 362 592 350 685 197 511 184 221
e Pearson 4p i T740(**) 021 314(%) -031 1| .463(%) | .638(**) 840(**) -.085 123 363(*) 054 -140 -179
BE (ER) 000 895 046 850 002 000 000 599 445 020 736 381 263
BB Pearson 4p B 610(*%) -139 384(%) 001 | .463(*) 1| 4650 786(**) 087 -.041 -.158 -.080 013 104
MEE (FE) 000 387 013 572 002 002 000 590 797 324 620 937 519
L Pearson 4p B 545(**) 109 212 146 | 638(*%) | .465(**) 1 850(**) -199 146 343(%) 164 -.084 -.289
HAEE (FE) .000 499 184 362 .000 002 000 212 361 028 305 601 067
SRS Pearson 4p B 763(*) -.005 368(%) 086 | .840(*%) | .786(*%) | .850(**) 1 -.078 090 215 055 -.083 -144
BE (ER) 000 976 018 592 000 000 000 626 575 177 732 604 368
TG Pearson 4p B -017 115 -021 150 -.085 .087 -.199 -.078 1| .400(*%) - 475(*%) 272 534(**) .965(**)
MEE (FE) 918 473 896 350 599 590 212 626 009 002 085 .000 000
CHOL Pearson 4p Bt -.043 092 317(%) 065 123 -.041 146 090 | .400(**) 1 121 869(**) 640(**) 302
HFHE (k) 792 567 044 685 445 797 361 575 .009 452 .000 .000 055
HDL Pearson 41 1 219 095 063 206 | .363(%) -158 | .343(% 215 "475(*; 121 1 021 | -568(*%) | -.640(*¥)
HEE (FE) 169 553 697 197 020 324 028 177 002 452 898 .000 000
LDL Pearson 4p B -130 198 351(%) 106 054 -.080 164 055 272 | .869(*) -.021 1 8LL(*) 230
HE (FE) 417 215 024 511 736 620 305 732 085 .000 898 .000 148
LDL—HDL Pearson 4p B -237 103 238 212 -140 013 -.084 083 | 534(**) | .640(**) | -568(**) 811(**) 1 .605(**)
HEE (FE) 136 520 133 184 381 937 601 604 .000 000 .000 .000 000
CHO-HDL Pearson 4p Bt -.096 038 -.063 105 -179 104 -289 144 | .965(**) 302 | -.640(*%) 230 605(**) 1

HFHE (k) 551 815 696 221 263 519 067 368 .000 055 .000 148 .000

ab ¢ B REREKAR 01 B1.05 (R R EEAHRIRTE - AR 41 -
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+ 45 >34 A RISK~ASI~ ABIl ~ dx% w38 ~ 2 0 g2 JE 2.5 3 jp R &
I 3 Framin ham " X
P Ris AS Lt ABI Pt 5 i # 5 St A TG CHOL HDL LDL | LDL/HDL | CHO/HDL
=8 Pearson fp i 1 -.109 .285(*%) -163 | 498(*%) | .599(**) | .583(**) .680(**) -.133 042 .205(%) -.020 -.148 -.149
B (FE) 280 .004 104 .000 .000 .000 .000 189 676 041 847 141 140
Framingham Risk Pearson 4p i} -.109 1 -.058 -.040 108 .055 .003 .066 -.065 057 112 .019 023 -.039
RE (2) 280 564 690 284 587 977 511 520 571 266 852 824 703
Asl Pearson 4p i 285(**) -.058 1 S122 | 237(%) 188 121 220(%) 123 | .269(**) 182 | .207(*%) 078 -172
B (FE) 004 564 227 018 .060 230 028 223 .007 069 .003 441 .088
Lt ABI Pearson #p ¥ -.163 -.040 -122 1 .048 -.008 .000 016 010 -.052 -.303(**) .054 251(%) .059
MAEE (L) 104 690 227 634 941 997 877 919 606 .002 59 012 557
Bé Pearson 4p B A498(**) .108 237(%) .048 1| 431(*%) | .599(**) 8L4(**) -004 | .231(%) 061 | .243(%) 156 -.087
BER (BE) .000 284 018 634 .000 .000 .000 353 021 545 015 122 389
5 R Pearson 4p i 599(**) 055 188 008 | .431(**) 1| 5300+ 798(**) -135 104 .009 058 091 -106
BEE (k) .000 587 .060 941 .000 .000 .000 181 304 932 567 370 293
L Pearson 4p B 583(**) .003 121 000 | 599(**) | .530(**) 1 861(*%) -.086 134 .066 088 010 -074
BER (BE) .000 977 230 997 .000 .000 .000 395 183 517 381 919 467
P = Pearson 4p B 680(**) 066 220(%) 016 | .814(%*) | .798(**) | .861(**) 1 -128 188 054 155 103 -.108
BEE (k) .000 511 028 877 .000 .000 .000 206 061 592 123 309 285
TG Pearson 4p it -.133 -.065 -123 010 -.094 -135 -.086 -128 1 422 | -373(7%) | -.244(%) 042 .944(**)
REL (FE) 189 520 223 919 353 181 395 206 227 .000 014 676 .000
CHOL Pearson p i 042 057 | .269(*%) -052 | .231(%) 104 134 188 122 1 184 | .789(**) A62(*%) .008
¥ (BE) 676 571 .007 606 021 304 183 061 227 067 .000 .000 934
HDL Pearson 4p i .205(%) 112 182 | -.303(**) 061 .009 .066 054 | -373(*%) 184 1 064 | -589(**) - 541(**)
HER (FE) 041 266 .069 .002 545 932 517 592 .000 067 525 .000 .000
LDL Pearson #p i -020 019 | 297(*+%) 054 | .243(%) 058 088 155 -244(%) | 789(*%) 064 1 709(**) - 287(*%)
MER (BE) 847 852 .003 596 015 567 381 123 014 .000 525 .000 .004
LDL—HDL Pearson 4p i -.148 023 078 251(%) 156 091 .010 .103 042 | .462(*%) -589(**) | .709(**) 1 155
HER (FE) 141 824 441 012 122 370 919 309 676 .000 .000 .000 123
CHO—HDL Pearson 4p B -149 -.039 -172 059 -.087 -106 -074 -108 944(**) 008 | -5a1(r) | BN 155 1
HER (FE) 140 703 .088 557 389 293 467 285 .000 934 .000 .004 123

At B R KCAE .01 B1.05 (BERE )i ZEAHBHEEE - BB 100 55720#% 59 Bl 41 -
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N PR B F]F TRISK S ASIS ABL S e 38 ~ 2w P 525 A E AR R £

Framingham

&4 Risk AS Lt ABI i AR #H | soras | TG CHOL HDL LDL LDL/HDL | CHO/HDL
= Pearson 17 b 1.000 -.073 230 -.255 522 626 620 716 | -082 -.002 131 -.074 -121 -.084
HEE (FE) . 476 022 011 000 000 000 .000 420 983 196 468 231 408
Framingham Risk Pearson 4p B -.073 1.000 -.007 -072 103 049 -010 057 | -109 092 189 057 000 -.094
M (FE) 476 . 948 476 310 628 921 576 284 366 060 576 999 353
Asl Pearson 4p i 230 -.007 1.000 -.052 262 211 153 253 | -.055 225 078 249 126 -.087
HEE (FE) 022 048 . 608 009 036 130 012 590 025 445 013 212 391
LtABI Pearson 4p B -.255 -072 -.052 1.000 -076 -127 -144 141 | -119 -164 -169 -.037 087 -073
HAEE (FE) 011 476 608 . 457 200 155 164 242 105 094 717 390 471
e Pearson 4p i 522 103 262 -076 1.000 430 599 814 | -106 243 081 257 152 -104
BE (ER) 000 310 009 457 000 000 000 | 296 016 424 010 134 308
BB Pearson 4p B 626 049 211 -127 430 1.000 529 798 | -148 113 024 068 086 -123
MEE (FE) 000 628 036 200 000 000 .000 144 265 810 506 395 224
7 Pearson 4p 1 620 -.010 153 -.144 599 529 1.000 860 -.107 152 101 .108 .000 -102
HAEE (FE) .000 921 130 155 000 000 .000 291 133 320 289 1.000 317
SRS Pearson 4p B 716 057 253 -141 814 798 860 1000 | -147 204 083 173 095 -133
BE (ER) 000 576 012 164 000 000 000 . 148 043 413 087 347 189
TG Pearson 4p B -.082 -.109 -.055 -119 -.106 -.148 -107 -147 | 1.000 174 -318 -.204 012 942
MEE (FE) 420 284 590 242 296 144 291 148 086 001 043 908 000
CHOL Pearson 4p Bt -.002 092 225 -164 243 113 152 204 174 1.000 126 780 500 069
HFHE (k) 983 366 025 105 016 265 133 043 086 214 000 000 498
HDL Pearson 4p B 131 189 078 -169 081 024 101 083 | -318 126 1.000 -015 -586 -486
HEE (FE) 196 060 445 094 424 810 320 413 001 214 . 880 000 000
LDL Pearson 4p Bt -074 057 249 -.037 257 068 108 173 | -204 780 -015 1.000 761 -239
HE (FE) 468 576 013 717 010 506 289 087 043 000 880 000 017
LDL—HDL Pearson 4p B -121 000 126 087 152 086 000 095 012 500 -586 761 1.000 122
HE (FE) 231 999 212 390 134 395 1.000 347 908 000 .000 .000 229
CHO-HDL Pearson 4p Bt -.084 -.094 -.087 -073 -104 -123 -102 -133 942 069 -.486 -239 122 1.000

HEE (FE) 408 353 391 471 308 224 317 189 000 498 000 017 229
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