FAKTOR RISIKO LINGKUNGAN YANG BERHUBUNGAN DENGAN
KEJADIAN PENDERITA TB PARU BTA (+) DI KECAMATAN PANCORAN
MAS KOTA DEPOK BULAN OKTOBER TAHUN 2008 — APRIL 2009

A. DATA UMUM
1. No Urut Kuisioner
2. Nama Puskesmas
3. Nama Pewawancara
4

. Tanggal Wawancara
B. IDENTITAS RESPONDEN
1. Nama Responden

2. Status Responden

3. Alamat Responden

C. KARAKTERISTIK INDIVIDU
4.Umur Responden

5. Jenis Kelamin

6. Pendidikan Responden
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. 1. Kasus

1. Laki-laki

2. Kontrol

N tahun

2. Perempuan

Tidak pernah sekolah

Tidak tamat SD

Tamat SD/sederajat

Tamat SLTP/sederajat

Tamat SLTA/sederajat

Tamat Akademi/Perguruan Tinggi

2L A



7. Pekerjaan Responden

Tidak punya pekerjaan tetap
Buruh

Pedagang

Wiraswasta

ABRI/ Polri/Purnawirawan
PNS

Ibu rumah tangga

N o g s~ wDd e

8. Berapa pengeluaran setiap bulan ? Rp...........

9. Status kepemilikan rumah
0. Sewa/kontrak
1. Milik sendiri

10. Sudah berapa lama tinggal di rumah ini
0. <1 tahun
1. > 1tahun

11. Menurut bapak / ibu apakah perlu menutup mulut ketika batuk
0. Tidak
1.Ya

12. Apakah ada orang lain serumah yang batuk berdahak 3 minggu atau lebih ?
0.Ya
1. Tidak

13. Apakah bapak/ ibu merokok ?
0. Ya, lanjut ke nomor 14

1. Tidak, lanjut ke nomor 15

14. Sudah berapa lama merokok ?............ tahun
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C. FAKTOR LINGKUNGAN

15. Berapa orang yang tinggal menetap di rumah ini? ...................... orang
Luas lantai rumah/bangunan............ccoeoevenineninenieeeese e m?
Kepadatan hunian = Jumlah luas lantai rumah/bangunan

Jumlah anggota yang tinggal serumah

N m?/orang
16. Luas Ventilasi rumah
a. Luas jendela J\F. . AN ............ m?
b LUaS PINtU tErBUKAE = eoovveciieeeeeeee e e m?
C. Luas lubang angin = =.....ccciiiiii i m?
d. Luas Ventilasi rumah =...........coooiiiiinie e %

Jumlah luas jendela+pintu+jumlah luas lubang angin

X 100 %
Jumlah luas lantai rumah
e R R ol S ................ %
17. Intensitas cahaya dalam rumah............cccooeiiiiiiiii e lux.
(Pada saat pengukuran matikan semua lampu)

18.Hasil pengukuran kelembaban udara...........ccccoviiiiiiiiiinni e %

19 .Hasil pengukuran SURU UGara............cccoviiiiiiiniieccseeee e °C
20.Apakah kondisl lantai...........cccccveveiiieiveniiie e tidak kedap air/kedap air
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HASIL UNIVARIAT

Descriptives

Statistic Std. Error
4.Umur Responden  Mean 35.44 1.331
: 95% Confidence Lower Bound 32.80
Interval for Mean Upper Bound
38.08
5% Trimmed Mean 34.68
Median 32.50
Variance 177.198
Std. Deviation 13.312
Minimum 16
Maximum 80
Range 64
Interquartile Range 20
Skewness .852 .241
Kurtosis 467 478

Descriptives

Statistic Std. Error
8. Berapa pengeluaran Mean 811500.00 | 39484.398
setiap bulan ? Rp 95% Confidence Lower Bound 733154.39
Interval for Mean Upper Bound
889845.61
5% Trimmed Mean 785000.00
Median 750000.00
Variance 15590176
7676,768
Std. Deviation 394843,97
9
Minimum 100000
Maximum 2000000
Range 1900000
Interquartile Range 500000
Skewness 1.140 241
Kurtosis .997 478
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7. Pekerjaan Responden

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Tidak punya
pekerjaan tetap 20 20,0 20,0 20,0
Buruh 19 19,0 19,0 39,0
Pedagang 13 13,0 13,0 52,0
Wiraswasta 26 26,0 26,0 78,0
Ibu Rumah tangga 22 22,0 22,0 100,0
Total 100 100,0 100,0
Descriptive Statistics
N Minimum Maximum |  Mean Std. Deviation
19.Hasil pengukuran |
kelembaban udara. 100 54,0 79,0 70,380 6,6981
Valid N (listwise) 100 |
Descriptive Statistics
N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
20.Hasil pengukuran
suhu udara.. 100 30,0 36,0 31,840 1,7333
valid N (listwise) 100 | |
1. Umur Responden
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid <33 tahun 50 50.0 50.0 50.0
>= 33 tahun 50 50.0 50.0 100.0
Total 100 100.0 100.0
2. Jenis Kelamin
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Laki-laki 55 55.0 55.0 55.0
Perempuan 45 45.0 45.0 100.0
Total 100 100.0 100.0
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3. Pendidikan Responden

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Rendah 66 66.0 66.0 66.0
Tinggi 34 34.0 34.0 100.0
Total 100 100.0 100.0
4. Pekerjaan Responden
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Tidak bekerja 22 22.0 22.0 22.0
Bekerja 78 78.0 78.0 100.0
Total 100 100.0 100.0
5. Perilaku Imenutup mulut ketika batuk
| Cumulative
Frequency | Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid  Tidak 25 | 25.0 25.0 25.0
Ya 75 | 75.0 75.0 100.0
Total 100 100.0 100.0
6. Merokok ?
Cumulative
Frequency ‘ Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Ya 36 | 36.0 36.0 36.0
Tidak 64 | 64.0 64.0 100.0
Total 100 | 100.0 100.0
7. Kepadatan Hunian
| | Cumulative
Frequency Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid <10 24 24.0 24.0 24.0
>=10 76 76.0 76.0 100.0
Total 100 100.0 100.0
8. Ventilasi Rumah
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid <10 51 51.0 51.0 51.0
>=10 49 49.0 49.0 100.0
Total 100 100.0 100.0
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9. Pencahayaan Rumah

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid < 60 lux 53 53.0 53.0 53.0
>= 60 lux 47 47.0 47.0 100.0
Total 100 100.0 100.0
10. Kelembaban Rumah
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid <40&>70 66 66.0 66.0 66.0
40-70 34 34.0 34.0 100.0
Total 100 100.0 100.0
11. Suhu Rumah
| Cumulative
Frequency | Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid <18 & >30 68 68.0 | 68.0 68.0
18-30 32| 320 | 32.0 100.0
Total 100 100.0 100.0
12. Kondisi lantai
Cumulative
Freguency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Tidak Kedap air 3 3.0 3.0 3.0
Kedap air 97 97.0 97.0 100.0
Total 100 100.0 100.0
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1.Umur

Case Processing Summary

HASIL BIVARIAT

Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent
Umur Responden * 2. . . .
Status Responden 100 100.0% 0 .0% 100 100.0%
Umur Responden * 2. Status Responden : Crosstabulation
2. Status Responden
: Total
Kasus Kontrol Kasus
Umur Responden < 33 tahun Count 27 23 50
% within 2. Status
Responden 0 54.0% 46.0% 50.0%
>= 33 tahun  Count 23 27 50
% within 2. Status
Responden . 46.0% 54.0% 50.0%
Total Count 50 50 100
% within 2. Status
Responden Y 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square .640(b) 1 424
Continuity
Correction(a) P - 2
Likelihood Ratio .641 1 423
Fisher's Exact Test .549 274
Linear-by-Linear
Association 634 1 426
N of Valid Cases 100

a Computed only for a 2x2 table
b 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 25.00.
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Risk Estimate

Value 95% Confidence Interval
Lower Upper Lower
Odds Ratio for Umur
Responden (< 33 1.378 .628 3.026
tahun / >= 33 tahun)
For cohort 2. Status
Responden = 1.174 791 1.742
Kasus
For cohort 2. Status
Responden = 852 574 1.264
Kontrol
N of Valid Cases 100
2. JENIS KELAMIN
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent
5. Jenis Kelamin
. ¥ 2. Status 100 100.0% 0 .0% 100 100.0%
Responden
. Jenis Kelamin : ¥ 2. Status Responden : Crosstabulation
2. Status Responden
: Total
Kasus Kontrol Kasus
5. Jenis Kelamin Laki-laki Count 31 24 55
: % within 2. Status
Responden . 62.0% 48.0% 55.0%
Perempuan Count 19 26 45
% within 2. Status
Responden . 38.0% 52.0% 45.0%
Total Count 50 50 100
% within 2. Status
Responden . 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
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Risk Estimate

Value 95% Confidence Interval
Lower Upper Lower
Odds Ratio for 5. Jenis
Kelamin  (Laki- 1.768 797 3.919
laki / Perempuan)
For cohort 2. Status
Responden 1= 1.335 .883 2.018
Kasus
For cohort 2. Status
Responden 1= 755 511 1.116
Kontrol
N of Valid Cases 100
3. PENDIDIKAN
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent
Pendidikan Responden *
2. Status Respanden 100 100.0% 0 0% 100 100.0%
Pendidikan Responden * 2. Status Responden : Crosstabulation
2. Status Responden
: Total
Kasus Kontrol Kasus
Pendidikan Responden Rendah Count 36 30 66
% within 2. Status
Responden . 72.0% 60.0% 66.0%
Tinggi Count 14 20 34
% within 2. Status
Responden . 28.0% 40.0% 34.0%
Total Count 50 50 100
% within 2. Status N 0
Responden . 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 1.604(b) 1 205
Continuity
Correction(a) 1114 1 291
Likelihood Ratio 1.611 1 .204
Fisher's Exact Test 291 .146
Linear-by-Linear
Association 1.588 1 208
N of Valid Cases 100

a Computed only for a 2x2 table
b 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 17.00.

Risk Estimate

Value 95% Confidence Interval
Lower Upper Lower
Odds Ratio for
Pendidikan Responden 1.714 742 3.961
(Rendah / Tinggi)
For cohort 2. Status
Responden P= 1.325 838 2.095
Kasus
For cohort 2. Status
Responden = 773 525 1.137
Kontrol
N of Valid Cases 100
4. PEKERJAAN
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent
Pekerjaan Responden *
2. Status Responden 100 | 100.0% 0 0% 100 | 100.0%
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Pekerjaan Responden * 2. Status Responden

: Crosstabulation

a Computed only for a 2x2 table
b 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 11.00.

Risk Estimate

Value | 95% Confidence Interval
Lower Upper Lower
Odds Ratio for Pekerjaan
Responden (Tidak bekerja 1.000 388 2576
| Bekerja)
For cohort 2. Status
Responden 1= 1.000 .623 1.605
Kasus
For cohort 2. Status
Responden 1= 1.000 .623 1.605
Kontrol
N of Valid Cases 100
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2. Status Responden
: Total
Kasus Kontrol Kasus

Pekerjaan Responden Tidak bekerja Count 11 11 22

% within 2. Status

Responden . 22.0% 22.0% 22.0%

Bekerja Count 39 39 78

% within 2. Status

Responden . 78.0% 78.0% 78.0%
Total Count 50 50 100

% within 2. Status

Responden . 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests
| | Asymp. Sig. Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)

Pearson Chi-Square .000(b) ' 1] 1.000
Continuity
Correction(a) 000 | ez —
Likelihood Ratio .000 1 1.000
Fisher's Exact Test | | 1.000 .595
Linear-by-Linear
Association 000 1 1.000
N of Valid Cases 100




5. PERILAKU BATUK

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent
11. Menurut bapak / ibu
apakah perlu menutup
mulut ketika batuk? * 2. 100 100.0% 0 .0% 100 100.0%
Status Responden
Menurut bapak / ibu apakah perlu menutup mulut ketika batuk? * 2. Status Responden
: Crosstabulation
2. Status Responden
] Total
Kasus Kontrol Kasus
11. Menurut bapak /ibu  Tidak  Count 22 3 25
apakah perlu menutup % within 2. Status
mulut ketika batuk? Responden . 44.0% 6.0% 25.0%
Ya Count 28 47 75
% within 2. Status
Responden o 56.0% 94.0% 75.0%
Total Count 50 50 100
% within 2. Status
Responden 0 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 19.253(b) 1 .000
Continuity
Correction(a) 17.280 ! 000
Likelihood Ratio 21.177 1 .000
Fisher's Exact Test .000 .000
Linear-by-Linear
Association 19.061 1 .000
N of Valid Cases 100

a Computed only for a 2x2 table

b 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 12.50.
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Risk Estimate

Value 95% Confidence Interval
Lower Upper Lower
Odds Ratio for 11.
Menurut bapak / ibu
apakah perlu menutup 12.310 3.375 44.890
mulut ketika batuk? ' ' '
(Tidak / Ya)
For cohort 2. Status
Responden 1= 2.357 1.700 3.269
Kasus
For cohort 2. Status
Responden 1= 191 .065 .562
Kontrol
N of Valid Cases 100
6. MEROKOK
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Valid _Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent
13. Apakah bapak/ ibu
merokok ? * 2. Status 100 100.0% 0 .0% 100 100.0%
Responden
Apakah bapak/ibu merokok ? * 2. Status Responden : Crosstabulation
2. Status Responden
: Total
Kasus Kontrol Kasus
13. Apakah bapak/ Count 21 15 36
ibu’ merokok ? % within 2. Status
Responden ! 42.0% 30.0% 36.0%
Count 29 35 64
% within 2. Status
Responden . 58.0% 70.0% 64.0%
Total Count 50 50 100
% within 2. Status
Responden . 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 1.563(b) 1 211
Continuity
Correction(a) 1.085 1 298
Likelihood Ratio 1.568 1 210
Fisher's Exact Test 208 149
Linear-by-Linear
Association 1.547 1 214
N of Valid Cases 100

a Computed only for a 2x2 table
b 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 18.00.

Risk Estimate

Value 95% Confidence Interval

Lower Upper Lower
Odds Ratio for 13.
Apakah bapak/ ibu 1.690 740 3.857
merokok ? (Ya / Tidak)
For cohort 2. Status
Responden = 1.287 875 1.893
Kasus
For cohort 2. Status
Responden = 762 488 1.190
Kontrol
N of Valid Cases 100

7. KEPADATAN HUNIAN
Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent

Kepadatan Hunian * 2. . . .
Status Responden 100 100.0% 0 .0% 100 100.0%
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Kepadatan Hunian * 2. Status Responden

: Crosstabulation

2. Status Responden
: Total
Kasus Kontrol Kasus

Kepadatan <10 Count 16 8 24
Hunian % within 2. Status ; ; ;

Responden 32.0% 16.0% 24.0%

>=10 Count 34 42 76

% within 2. Status

Responden 68.0% 84.0% 76.0%
Total Count 50 50 100

% within 2. Status ) ) )

Responden 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)

Pearson Chi-Square 3.509(b) 1 .061
Continuity
Correction(a) 2.686 1 <
Likelihood Ratio 3.562 1 .059
Fisher's Exact Test .100 .050
Linear-by-Linear
Association 3.474 1 062
N of Valid Cases 100

a Computed only for a 2x2 table
b 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 12.00.

Risk Estimate

Value 95% Confidence Interval
Lower Upper Lower
Odds Ratio for Kepadatan
Hunian (< 10 / >= 10) 2471 .944 6.463
For cohort 2. Status
Responden i= 1.490 1.022 2.174
Kasus
For cohort 2. Status
Responden i= 603 .331 1.100
Kontrol
N of Valid Cases 100
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8. VENTILASI

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent
Ventilasi Rumah * 2. Status ) . )
Responden 100 100.0% 0 .0% 100 100.0%
Ventilasi Rumah * 2. Status Responden : Crosstabulation
2. Status Responden
| : Total
Kasus Kontrol Kasus
Ventilasi <10 Count 40 11 51
Rumah % within 2. Status . .
Responden . 80.0% 22.0% 51.0%
>=10 Count 10 39 49
% within 2. Status
Responden 0 20.0% 78.0% 49.0%
Total Count 50 50 100
% within 2. Status o ° 0
Responden . 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
! !
Asymp. Sig. Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value ‘ df | (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 33.653(b) ’ 1| .000
Continuity '
Correction(a) 31373 L 000
Likelihood Ratio 35.858 1 .000
Fisher's Exact Test .000 .000
Linear-by-Linear
Association 33.317 1 .000
N of Valid Cases 100

a Computed only for a 2x2 table

b 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 24.50.
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Risk Estimate

Value | 95% Confidence Interval
Lower Upper Lower
Odds Ratio for Ventilasi
Rumah (< 10 / >= 10) 14.182 5.412 37.160
For cohort 2. Status
Responden = 3.843 2.170 6.805
Kasus
For cohort 2. Status
Responden = 271 158 466
Kontrol
N of Valid Cases 100
9. PENCAHAYAAN
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent
Pencahayaan Rumah * 2. 4 ) )
Status Responden 100 100.0% .0% 100 100.0%
Pencahayaan Rumah * 2. Status Responden : Crosstabulation
2. Status Responden
S T . N Total
Kasus Kontrol Kasus
Pencahayaan < 60 lux Count 39 | 14 53
Rumah % within 2. Status . . .
Responden . 78.0% 28.0% 53.0%
>=60lux Count 11 36 a7
% within 2. Status
Responden . 22.0% 72.0% 47.0%
Total Count 50 50 100
% within 2. Status . 0 0
Responden . 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
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Risk Estimate

Value | 95% Confidence Interval
Lower Upper Lower
Odds Ratio for
Pencahayaan Rumah (< 9.117 3.668 22.658
60 lux / >= 60 lux)
For cohort 2. Status
Responden = 3.144 1.829 5.405
Kasus
For cohort 2. Status
Responden = .345 .214 .555
Kontrol
N of Valid Cases 100 ‘
10. KELEMBABAN
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent
Kelembaban Rumah * 2. ! A .
Status Responden 100 100.0% 0 .0% 100 100.0%
Kelembaban Rumah * 2. Status Responden : Crosstabulation
2. Status Responden
w Total
|
Kasus Kontrol Kasus
Kelembaban <40 &>70 Count 37 29 66
Rumah % within 2. Status
Responden 74.0% 58.0% 66.0%
40-70 Count 13 21 34
% within 2. Status
Responden 26.0% 42.0% 34.0%
Total Count 50 50 100
% within 2. Status
Responden 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 2.852(b) 1 .091
Continuity
Correction(a) 2.184 1 139
Likelihood Ratio 2.872 1 .090
Fisher's Exact Test 139 .069
Linear-by-Linear
Association 2.824 1 093
N of Valid Cases 100

a Computed only for a 2x2 table

b 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 17.00.

11. SUHU
Case Processing Summar
Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent
Suhu Rumah * 2. Status 4 o .
Responden 100 100.0% 0 .0% 100 100.0%
Suhu Rumah * 2. Status Responden : Crosstabulation
2. Status Responden
: Total
|
Kasus ‘ Kontrol Kasus
Suhu Rumah <18&>30 Count 38 ‘ 30 68
% within 2. Status
Responden . 76.0% 60.0% 68.0%
18-30 Count 12 20 32
% within 2. Status
Responden . 24.0% 40.0% 32.0%
Total Count 50 50 100
% within 2. Status
Responden . 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. Exact Sig. Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 2.941(b) .086
Continuity
Correction(a) 2.252 133
Likelihood Ratio 2.965 .085
Fisher's Exact Test 133 .066
Linear-by-Linear
Association 2.912 .088
N of Valid Cases 100

a Computed only for a 2x2 table
b 0O cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 16.00.

Risk Estimate

Value 95% Confidence Interval
Lower Upper Lower
Odds Ratio for Suhu
Rumah (<18 & >30 2.111 892 4.994
/ 18-30)
For cohort 2. Status
Responden 1.490 .909 2.444
= Kasus
For cohort 2. Status
Responden 706 483 1.031
= Kontrol
N of Valid Cases 100
12. LANTAI
Case Processing Summary
Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent
h kondisi lantai * 2. Status
Responden 100 100.0% 0 .0% 100 100.0%
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kondisi lantai * 2. Status Responden

. Crosstabulation

2. Status Responden
: Total
Kasus Kontrol Kasus

h kondisi Tidak Kedap air ~ Count 0 3 3
lantai % within 2. Status

Responden .0% 6.0% 3.0%

Kedap air Count 50 47 97

% within 2. Status

Responden 100.0% 94.0% 97.0%
Total Count 50 50 100

% within 2. Status

Responden 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests
| ‘ Asymp. Sig. Exact Sig. | Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)

Pearson Chi-Square 3.093(b) | 1] .079
Continuity
Correction(a) ng | ; | 2
Likelihood Ratio 4.252 1 .039
Fisher's Exact Test 242 121
Linear-by-Linear
Association 3.062 1 .080
N of Valid Cases 100 | |

a Computed only for a 2x2 table
b 2 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 1.50.

Risk Estimate

Value | 95% Confidence Interval
Lower Upper |  Lower
For cohort 2. Status |
Responden 2.064 1.681 2.534
= Kontrol
N of Valid Cases 100
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