- 820 - chEa TR E 2005 F 10 BB 26 5 10 Chin ] Epidemiol, Detaber 2005, Vol. 26, No. 10

- [V S0 5 R AT -

HrmEtmEERENEFMARZME

Fma EE

BF R (digit preference} B 45 B T X A BF MR oF,
FEMEMURSRBEMBRFEXRCR. ANHBEEYN
BB EBRSRI0MER ABR 7. 40U AN AR
b )& | o gAY 1A B M I 5 R 14 ( digit preference bias),
RFHMETURMBETRO—BER, NFERATDEY
HERH—FRY, F7E 20 H4E 60 £, ATARERS
EREHRNCRPHBEFRERE, TRANEHER
B0 T B A, B R E AT LA AR R
WMHAERENME . QRESER . GWHME. ARTKRA
WAL S,

1.0 R R R if FE W B K B F AL B B
RS . *RERERRaOR G BN R A f R T
BT U R, VT BB & 5 B I 30 7% (60 0 185 B0 11 , M T 8 i
HAFEMAEIT. REEMEELS BT A SRE
#i H 140 mm Hg, & 5 090 mm Hg; 1 ram Hg= 0. 133 kPa)
P e X ARG R EE 0 O R, (B O B E 2 W 0T
BYEBER AT . 1999 - 2000 EEREH AT T —HH X
BESERRROTE CLEHNBEERP, YuH
<90 mm Hght R BTN 08 5 44% .02 M1 4% ;&
HE<60 mm Heff, KEEFHOME 3%, W2 84
1%, HEFRE9 mm Helt , KK FH 0 SBE 15%,
MAMBFENR 4 M= 2% (¢ =1006.7, P<0.0001), &
WAMBTFRECEERNEREME T AAORAER,
NRLERAERETELSHEAAMEEEMEE, 30
EESEAEME, OB A EE R @& b, 76 5 0 5 R
BNEHE. MRSESHREL NEFKETBEEE
EHEREEHE T EE,

BrREREARFELERNELEPRHTE BHE
WAL A B AL 3 Bt it 14 O E 55 B 2K 5085 0004 L B {5 47
SHIE SN AR O N S W E R 64% , o BF 3K IE
#59%, 5t WS HANEREERENKITEEL
(P<0.000001). BHEHUABMIFRELTHR.F oLRBMK
HEPEES 64%, MFRED & 65% FHHH HEFE 4%
(P<0.0001), [RIBf, 764 0 MEE S, MEERMHFLS
HEMHEERR, SIS EN 28% ., FKEN 31%, 5Tt
25 MERTREITEE(P<0.0001). £S5 TFEO0H
HEF ERBHNSHBRE WFE 9% . FHKE 2%, HETH
K F 20% (P<0.000 01), L F{R 7 o] B X SR B ABEIE

fE& 01300070 RIBEH K ZMITWFHRE

FREMENAEENER, ZEREREMERP.LCH
BHEETERARE2000E9 AHNEFETR, RAR
FaRRE 2R EMRER0RENARTR.EER0
FREMBEE S LT HEERMN 0% . EEM 3%, MAF
FHRESIE 23% M 36%, PLIORVERERU 2ER
Mh43%. EETRNFRENOGEHBMENER S
FHOEGTHF 148 s SO 18 %, P=0.008),4F%
EOHRBAENRERNETEOAREE (28 kg/” £
5 kg/m® vs. 32 kg/m® + 6 kg/m® , P=0.02)"1, # & 11 [E &
1E % 1 518 < 140/90 mm Hg o %<140/90 mm Hght, %
I oL FE S ) b2 0 B PR, R T BRAR AT BBy R R
HFIRA™ R RRATEE HBR A BE B i 5 #9805 A B
ZRAGERENFFREOLN. EFHNERKERL
ESI A e AR AT BRI b L 40 2R BL < 140/90 mm Hgff

CHIEFERME, TR RIS A%, M E R RAE << 140/

90 mm Hg, AFF AR B M90. 7% . H a8 3% M RIE
ICRA S R 19% M Em EI2 RN 10 FEH. Bik,d
ARPEE SRR RDEFHREY S HFR WHER 10
MR S R EH R R P R R W T .

WG R SE B, SR 32 3 4 ML R 166/96 mm Hgilt BB i
A 170/ 100 mm Hg, 164/94 mm Hg & &l B #H X 160/
90 mm Hg, #4 M Ef =R £ HREEN2/2 mm Hed K3
10/10 pm He, AH B FHFRESHHRERFTRNER
HREN TR EHEEGH SRS, kA HOE
88 mun HeiE fURE #9790 mm He, HHEMNTHFREZEDH
90 mm Hef) ABGFHER S BER LB EE AT KA, X
Fh i T f FE (R P10 mm HgM 362 mm HgM S B0
HERE EFEFRRESFE"Y., EEAMERD, M
L%NMMEEFERRRT 0 R, FHKEEOBERELR
BT b — M), BRI JF B 60— T 2 el 4% B R O 0B
1 BRI € ( Syst-Eur) B3 58 77 5 40 5 1L FE % 2 150 mm Hgll
FLOHMERERE X T BT 20 mm Heh 3§97 & 3. 01
TR MG E WA 148 mm HeWiE R EH RS TR
AA BB EEREMNBEREFEXMES  HEXH
I T BB TR R, AT A5 R R R A AT
B Wingfield ' 57 (1 GPHSG /N AR 3 802 (R
RGHETT A 23 SRR R S RER, WREHRP
I R e 57 f8 4R 26 88 ~ 89 mm Hgft) Zr ¥, AR IF 0 I B R 3L
TEMEFEHEHETENEHAOEHAT. TR, NANEY
hEAFERFRERFFELSEHERSTHERE. &



TR RS 2005 4 10 B85 26 #% 108 Chin ] Epidemiol,October 2005, Vol, 26, No. 10 - 821 -

MEFEFAHERE TR HAERELAESEMARE, EX
FEMEREERAT . EMBAENEFRERASW.

7T 0 A A i Fe B A R A S B A 4 D I 4 AR
Ataman ZUE RPN T WRERIEM M ER R A REHT
O RIEFIBR: <25% B U HAE, <30% FTEZAF.<
35% BB ARARAE, &0 B 5 B o YR & | 4 o FE
WE R EAENE R o EH ( endomzero
sphygmomenometer) Fi BB MEIC RN S FRERE-F &
[ EM AR . BlHE Fornells B/ R4& VRIS R F 0
B 5 4B & 4 9K E #I57,3% F116.6% , e 4 FE 166, 6% #1
N.8% , 23 ESHREN, 2 FEEN D MT.5%,
51.3% FIB.2% . 5 FE e f4 RE T M JE i Infrasonde) W B ML
FRE 0 MAM KA (21%) 58 F 51 & 88 E Wi
(22%), MEFHTHRERES%), TR ZRER-F
i WHEGRE™M . KA HEREKNREREENMLE
HEREHERTNERS REETRENREEKEF#HEY
e, B FRET SRR TRBRFRIERE, B2
TR . Nuutinen 38 B Y SEDEER, A
B EAMAETNGMEEERFRERTETEAENE
i, 3¢ B F R AR i —— L R R TE R B R
R, AR LT 5 1 5 90 B 1K A9 1 FE (R Sh HE AR , SRR B
M FEAE 49, X AEE A M R,

HBRER EEWRETAMNSEAVNERW NI
SHEBEMNELE, BERTRoARFRAENREE. #
WIS N AEREN S0 S TS MRAFRBER
B, TSR ERRENE SEERTPENRERT.
FAHG RRPEF SR TR EENEENRE T
FEHFORSKEMNENIHHETE, FRHTHNE LR
RE TEERAFRNESEAIRERAZEAHER, K
LB 5 SO B Be 00 BE B i i oMt

£ 1945 4F 1955 R 1970 R L FHA O E S,
SRR A BEEFRTEME.20 F L LS FRAHFTRE
BEHRENR, LB U0~ PHARE, ZANOKS
SROBESEH AEENANES AT REMNBES
BiTH RS IS A ENERHEAXTRS
AR, FE A AT R A 6 B at B, B
FREOEHE, SHEYEE e R 12 ASH, BaALR
Ex34ReE, LEKA S EEH R FER
FREk, FRAEEZREAZWHESRPESRH 15 H, W
e E RS E27-31 B R 9,11 F1 19 H X &
A,

EEAMEKENRTESS REERE, ABRS TS
LA R 0 B A R O R 2 B R 4k AR b A B R
BRMEARES, AHESERFERTHSEMASS
BERENERN - LHE. RERNBRT AT ERNR
S RE SR R B LGE A B T R AP —
B #. Crawford P2 @4 @M TIEEW M 2151 £48%E

40~55 FHRABZAL, WBEE B RALSFHIFAETH
BEEAALE 10 MHFO~9)SEMEIH(EFL 10%)KE
BRI E FHE D AR BT 4 5 5(y =841.60,
P<0.001)  BRESTHAERFHREEITME SRR
A, AWM EFHIHFEISWEENTRER(EETR
HMEZRE I —N SRR AEE AR,
uERE SRR, Wk BT RETE, S URAENE
HHE. BESENITREEMME, 5 199 FHH, 1997 F
MERAHERT —OEF BRRMEEFRERRLLRE
o BAMRMBLEHRANSELUBRD, FRLHF R
i HE MR, RS ERFRENEEESH
B USRS HRER .

IMAGEREYKE. BATREREY B4 GE
HETRESHBAGEX BUR (DS ENTEFRE
HEWEATURANEE, HRAEURE IR AA, B
FORSAFHINE 05 R AT B (7 4 B 2F P 40 1L IR O
BB =2187.0,4f =8, P<0.001). MEAMBPFHE=>
1000 gfY AT HMAR 1%, 7E <1000 g0 20% . MEE
WG ST AER, U 0 RWERNEENE
SFIOMERBEREEE BRAESFFRIADEKER
I gR SRS FREMURE SHAEHAH
B, <1000 g BIF F AR TN 10 M B A kB H 0
(2 =194.5,d7=10,P<0.001), H"00"HRHRES 2
REMENLE 1% AFEAENHM K CARAEAE9.1%
(<1000 g).12.6% (1000 g~ ).14.3% (2000 g~ ).16.2%
(3000 g~ ) #118.7% (4000~ 4999 g) . MM KB EHF H
“O0"BTREHELION~90 FRAMKMATHEFL 1%, X%
BePmAHEdE B ERNTE, £<1000 gABFR
EHISS THRARVEEEX T HEAANTEILETES
HEEKASRTE, R ENE IR P mEN.
RO )L A S A T RS 7E s R ) A9 S B L R )
SAVTPE RN, BT R, 3E e R A 2 o b R
WECFWEHNEBEEN, - WLUINEREERNS
HEMNT  EHERERBREMNTRD, BERRLEITRE;
B YA EHESEN, B LR EER.

ERELERBEERNNESCFRERILHERE
FHEMMEX FEN SRR REE AR, B2 5 H
FREAFEEATFHCHRS, AR EHERS TER
WwEAXTA AR T BE 8 G f R R H 2 H R
MEREN. SHEEY, ARABERTEELUORSE
R, EFEREBRTREMOOEF2EEGaCHHED .

4 HIFERFHETRMER P E - GEFE BEEFH
FMEHER ANMBRRXEAM TR NR, Enil F
¥ R 2001 4F Nawre B & FHIS X 181 &, L4 610
TRBAHERAANS PH. AR RORCEFRES
¥ 343 4 ( Kolmogorov-Smimovtest, Z= 2.7, P<0.0005), 32
FHHARTESFEERERIMUBE S8, S EE



- 822 - Hp A B AT R A 2005 4E 10 A 85 26 %% 10 1 Chin ] Epidemiol, October 2005, Vol. 26, No. 10

RUERFBEAREL 46 FHILRHERT. BB IP
1845 Y 1 A R 7R 25 ) 19 B ( Kolmogorov-Smirnovtest, Z =
1.4,P=0.043) B RBKEHFH 0.4k o PH,H
AHRERNBREITRSHENN P EFFS . LRER
Y PERAREEAMPREE O EAT TR D
it EL By FERAEESE - SHRE. B, FXARR
S TE I o AR BB 8 ) (0 R B L B S TR O R B R R HE
Wtk WML RO EEERTERE, CIRAEXEE.

5. HAh

(AMERASNER . EXAMEANAEDTH BE
HAMMENEETHYHEDEERNERRBMER.
ATHEEFE SRANMREIRAANELGYPHSR,
KEARABTEMN 2.5 10 SHER. P BNHBET
BFBHFRENER, NREEFWRERRAFAR
100 mg, ATHEX-FEREAERR BT HHFERH
BHRE. EEEE KIFLEPEEH S50 mg.70 mgak
60 mgthl 2 [AREF AL L F 3 R AR B BT 250 g B1125 pa,
BRIG2.5 pg, MWL E HREURE, FXT™REN
M, —Waal B ITROBEARE T, FHME N
HRRBERFE 2 M SHIARFE)SIHE 2% 41%.
FHEMABRTIASHLHEDSREFSEARTURBH
FRERN. Bk, fE# R0 FEE R ™8 7R E R
[Epis 3 Rk B e VR RN G

OARRER. EEE_KeRNERATRAS,
B LAANBAET AAXEHEAAEARERE
AAZTHRF ONEE ZSERTRAXFTREHRKER
AEAMBEROSTHARAR, MXHERAFEaRER
AEONESER. HESH. 2R AR ARTHE
KR H B ETEYFE R R, A 89 [ % 0 4 ) F 45 KR
4820 %,

(3B R B ] Palmer Z7 i AR E R M
EFtEES T A AR SRR A M &, A0S
B R EHEE BMTHARINT AN HEMGT
A MERE N, HARBEHAMBNTAZRRENER
HEREA . HIAFHE &R A AL E 5 R ES RN
BIEH S K10 FEBEERMAR.

(VB FERELEHRNMNE EHEARRR D,
MAESEEMNFERS AR BRREEFRE 5 HER
B AT, 1A T % 0 B B HE R 4 7 4 IR R, Edlers %1%
BB EHFERNFET MR RREFREN KD,
FrHmLAZIE,

HEFR BFRECEFWAP EFE, HLSH
M FERERESE S EEHMERAGBRSTRRTEE
EMEN., XERFREERMBA, FERETLESRE
ARMEHEEATEN N, EEE-MLOBRETH
WRE B 2N H M ENEREETHE, RR
BIHEFRENTE, T EEE. EF R E R

I, 35 R T X B 58 6 W, R 0B O 4 B U Y R
BN, FESH SRR TR A S R
2 TAEE FETA R B3 RO B, A0 R A
.U BT REERWIRE  REEZF AR,

$ £ xR

1 Last M, ed. A dictionaty of cpidemiology. 4™ ed. New York:
Orford University Press, 199451,

2 Edouard L, Senthilselvan A. Observer error and birthweight: digit
preference in recording. Public Health, 1997,111:77-79,

3 Ostchega Y, Prineas R], Paulose-Ram R, er al. National Health
and Nutrition Examination Survey 1999 — 2000: effect of chserver
training and protocol standardization on reducing bleod pressure
measurement error, J Clin Epidemiol, 2003, 56:768-774,

4 Lusignan S, Belsey J, Hague N, et al. End-digit preference in blood
pressure recordings of patients with ischeemic heart disease in
primary care. ] Hum Hypertens, 2004,18:261-265.

5 Thavarajah S, White WB, Mansoor (GA. Terminal digit bias in a
specialty hypertension faculty practice. J Huwm Hypertens, 2003,
17:819-822.

6 Green BB, Kaplan RC, Psaiy BM. How do minor changes in the
definition of blood pressure control affect the reported success of
hypertension treatment? Am ] Manag Care, 2003,9:219-224.

7 Alcocer L, Novoa (G, Sotres D. Digit preferences observed in the
measuremnent of blood pressure: repercussions on the success criteria
in current treatment of hypertension. Am J Ther, 1997,4:311-
314.

8 Johnston GD. Orlistat associated with hypertension: digit preference
lays conclusions about orlistat open to doubt. BMJ,2001,322:110,

9 Kuzncwsova T, Staessen JA, Kawecka-Jaszez K, et al. Quality
control of the blood pressure phenotype in the Eurcpean Project on
(Genes in Hypertension. Blood Press Monit, 2002, 7:215-224.

10 Wingfield D, Cooke ], Thijs L, et al. Terminal digit prefercnce and
single-number preference in the Syst-Eur tral: influence of quality
control. Blood Press Monit, 2002, 7:169-177.

11 Wingfield D, Freeman GK, Bulpitt CJ, et al. Selective recording in
blood pressure readings may increase subsequent mortality. QJM.
2002,95:571-577.

12 Ataman SL, Cooper R, Rotimi C, et al. Standardization of blood
pressure measurement in an international comparative study. J Clin
Epidemiol, 1996, 49:869-877.

13 Fomells ]M, Borras JM, Balaguer-Vinuro I. The preference for the
final digits in blood pressure detcrmination: a continuing education
experience. Aten Primaria, 1990, 7:102-105.

14 Hia KM, Vokatv KA, Feussner JR. Observer error in systolic blood
pressure measurement in the elderly. a case for automatic recorders?
Arch Intern Med, 1986,146:2373-2376.

15 Staessen JA, O Brien ET, Thijs L, et al. Modern approaches to
blood pressure measurement. Qccup Environ Med, 2000, 57:510-
520.

16 Nuutinen M,

Tartinen J, Uhari M. Random-zero



A AT 2k 2005 5F 10 A5 26 35 10 8 Chin ] Epidemicl, October 2005, Val. 26, No. 10

- 823 -

17

18

20

21

22

23

sphygmomanometer, Rose” s tape, and the accuracy of the blood
pressute measutements in children. Pediatr Res, 1992, 32 : 243-
247.

Denic S, Khatib F, Saadi H. Quality of age datz in patients from
developing countries. ] Public Health (Oxf), 2004, 26:168-171.
Mukherjee BN, Mukhopadhysy BK. A study of digit preference and
quality of age data in Turkish censuses. Genus, 1988, 44:201-227_
Ridout MS, Morgan B]. Modelling digit preference in fecundability
studies. Biometrics, 1991, 47:1423-1433.

Savitz DA, Terry JW, Dole N, er a. Comparisor of pregnancy
daﬁﬁg by last menstrual period, ultrasound scanning, and their
combination, Am ] Obstet Gynecol, 2002,187: 1660-1666.
Crawford SL, Johannes CB, Stellato RK. Assessment of digit
preference in self-reported year at menopause: choice of an
appropriate reference distribution. Am J Epidemiol, 2002, 156:676-
653.

Crawford S, Johannes C, Bradsher J, et al. Digit preference in year
at menopause. Dlata from the study of women’s health across the
nation. Ann Epidemiol, 2000,10:457.

Schieve LA, Perry GS, Cogswell ME, et al. Validity of self-
reported pregnancy delivery weight: an analysis of the 1988 Naticnal

24

25

26

27

28

29

Maternal and Infant Health Survcy. Am ] Epidemiol, 1999,150:
947-956.
Garcia-Berthou E, Alcuraz C. Incongruence between test statistics
and P values in medical papers. BMC Med Res Methodol, 2004,4:
13.
Herxheimer A. How much drug in the tablet? Lancet, 1991, 337:
346-348.
Klesges RC, Debon M, Ray JW. Are sell-reports of smoking rate
biased ? evidence from the Second National Health and Nutrition
Examination Survey. J Clin Epidemiol, 1995, 48:1225-1233,
Paleer KT, Haward B, Grilfin M], et al. Validity of self reported
occupational exposures (o hand transmitted and whole body
vibration. Oceup Enviren Med, 2000,57:237-241.
Enarson DA. Use of the tuberculin skin test in children. Paediatr
Respir Rev, 2004, 5 suppl 1:135-137.
Eilers PH, DBorgdorff MW. Modeling and correction of digit
preference in tuberculin surveys. Int ] Tubere Lung Dis, 2004, 8:
232-239.

(#9359 :2004-12-16)

(FXHE EHEK)

- ik i 30 4 -

FAEEERARITREFASUE—REMN

ENBEERERTREFRENEB T 2006 86 H15-18 BELETAF .23 K, X&LE R QAR B
FAREIER" . 2NAPHLELLERATRFESS/PEERRTRENESD RERERERTRFHEBRMENFLER
HA#BERZP L&D, SWEMERE (D)EXERRIERSHRANRTHZRRER ()R DEFFTED R
T it 8 s (=) TR R B 22 W5 R SE SR B M 5 (1) o EE 26 TG TR BP9 o s (1) A HR PR . 2 LN P R 2
EEZE MR R R L RN S BRI,
BER L WAL 5 bRk BN F AR X, e3P T RO B 2 AT O B BN TS AT R E TR RO
HEF. ABESORFBEASD MR IGTR . 0 R LR E H A AT R & SR R 89 FICEARRT, IFM
SO0 FMP A HMERMAMNWEXER. B XRENCERRTER.TE SRS L O 850

HESILEBAY20065F2H 208,

WX FHAEARER EZEE . chinaclen@ zshospital. net B jianglindi® medmail. com. en B, jin@ 2shospital. net
NEe \RERFEE R LES TR S0 B ERMYE AESREFREEZE LB THA.

BREMMEHE. 2ZH.EE%E
R ML 200032 1% T LAKEE 180 B L EEBT

B 7 HB 15 : 021-64041990-2940,021-27992051, 13120660799

FLmELBABRAFTHREFLAENDES



