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Fngquszasduiiormuaveuavaaliiinudsdse Locomotive Syndrome Tuusaztasenguazniseaniidane las3sms
naaaumstmaesaddasfilminnngulssanaossdiuau 408 au Falinsutiasergeendu 6 9 fil Haseny 21-30 9, 31-40 T, 41-50
9. 51-60 T, 61-70 Juag 71 Vil ¥01gar 68 AunUndunands 3¢ aunwaya 3¢ au wazyhnsmaveun AmensalmuEesiiaziia
15A Locomotive Syndrome a3 Andesfimuasiausiusuuamanstesiunsiinanudesiiaviinlsn Locomotive Syndrome 3¢35n1slu
MeATBavinsUSsudisusiuiuillng ( Two-step test score < 1.1 uaw Two-step test score < 1.3 ) Tinszsiaunisnisanaesiiidninasy
sshamaiuTeguasTEhawAuNseonidime uazaumsnisannesladafndidtadusmsemitana suenguaznisoanidamedinasie
Audssvedlsa Locomotive Syndrome Svaguldiuilofarsantlado 3 16un e 01 uavseduniseenfidimenuinguuszensiieg e
wendanasmansiidveumavuarvouassadululufienaietuedsflong fuuniudmeunildasBsdadinas ndmedomguiumn
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Fuprudeslunisiinlsa Locomotive Syndrome agiisnnaiu
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ABSTRACT: This research aimed to determine the subjects at risk of Locomotive Syndrome in each age range and suggest the
guidance of physical activity by using the two-step gait test with a new index from a sample population of 408 subjects. The age
range was divided into six categories: 21-30 years, 31-40 years, 41-50 years, 51-60 years, 61-70 years, and 71 years up, each age
range consisted of 68 subjects, with 34 females and 34 males. A two-step test score was calculated and 95% confidence interval
was determined for declaring the lower and upper bound. The prediction value from multiple linear regression equations was
calculated to compare with the lower bound for indicating the risk of Locomotive Syndrome and compare with new indices (Two-
step test score < 1.1 and Two-step test score < 1.3). Multiple Linear Regression equation with factors of gender, age range, and
levels of exercise activity was analyzed. Binary Logistic Regression was analyzed for determining that gender and age range influence
risk of Locomotive Syndrome. The result was found that the sample population in both genders had upper and lower bounds in
the same direction, that was the older the age range, the lower the range of 95% confidence interval and the increased risk of
Locomotive Syndrome in the older age range. In summary, considering the three factors of gender, age range, and level of exercise,

it can be concluded that the subjects had a risk of Locomotive syndrome.

Keywords: Gender; Age range; Exercise; Multiple linear regression; Logistic regression
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Tuthgtuguamiudndudniduiiuguremyudildunsduaiunieinmsdnumaunn madilads
AN uguamazdrsdeatuauidssfioziinnisanaswesnisiadeulng (Locomotive
Syndrome) 1§ Noriko Yoshimura wasaniz! IdeSursmnuduiusseninsdailmilunisvaaeuninudes
189873 locomotive syndrome uagn1siadoulvailanas msdisrandsiianumasnising ROAD 290073

#1579v89 National livelihood Survey ﬂ%”’ﬂmqmimEmiz‘wiaﬂmmmqmLLsﬂmuLLaza’ﬁ’aﬁmﬂuiﬁﬁu WU
Tsanszgnnguuaznsndueglusudiuiia uarlsaderindensusuiiviluanngivilmAnnnuymnanin
wazdadldsunistiemdeludinysydriu WeRasunndnduiifisturesdgeenglulszensdiulud
2550 @u1As Orthopaedic vesdjtu JOA) IdlauainmsléA1in "locomotive syndrome" titaflenae1nns
fiFaaldsunsmeruaviedimndesiiaziinanzdnanidesanmaedeulmianassuiunainainaiy

a

Anunfiwesszuy locomotive FaUsznaudis nszgn Tase ndudouasiduuszaim amusounavos
drulsznoumarivnlvauauisalunisu by 3¢ Sutulauazyimiiinisneaiwduafisnduse
FAnvszrfuimuendnn ddeildimunnasideilnildlunstmnieaadasiauded
9z10u Locomotive Syndrome Ao Two-step test score < 1.3 Way Two-step test score < 1.1 fAu
AyafiaziAinlsa Locomotive Syndrome Badndanarndudiavitléiainnisagunainuideves Noriko
Yoshimura wazamy! Tnddelimhfiaviaesurldddadmiuvldlunudded Wemnsddlinsueil
umassdmsuldiuuszrnsiegslulsemealng

TrgUsTadAveINISAN

1) emanensaimuidesiiaziinlsa Locomotive Syndrome Tagldiaiaesing

2) Wiefvunnasiduiilngfie Two-step test score < 1.3 uway Two-step test score < 1.1a13ded

9zLAnlsA Locomotive Syndrome

2. naunlgluauive
2.1 M5AATIYNI50A008L39ny (Multiple Linear Regression Analysis)

Wumsimsgianuduiusssninenlsdassfunnnimmilen (k1 fIuly) vselitladerrsgfua 2
mauliumuUsauameuauss (y) taevhnsiiusunudeyaniglussuuntdedeanafiiiowan k iu

Yaduuiniu (k<p) Astudsihlniinnuaaiamasulunsussdiunuduiusls

y = f(X1,X5,X3, .., Xp) + h (xk+1,xk+2,xk+3, ...,Xp)+E (1)

Toef f (X1, X9,X3, ..., X)) A0 @aunsuuvanaogazinlUUszunumeniais (Myix,,...x,)
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2.2 n1saasizinisanaagladaina

Junsieszidenuninlunismaiauduiusseninsulsdassiuduusniu wazinisneinsel
lananaziinmanisalnaula 2 lunsaindauwdsBaseiiuinndt 1 dvSedidiudsdase n #7 agldaunis
AUAUNUSITZNING X UaY Y A9l

eBO +B]_X1 +Bz X2+...+ kak
1+eBO+BIX1+BZX2+"'+Bka (2)

P(wnnnsal) =

3. A5n1sAnE

) o a au & 1% ° ax = A o 1% A A A

Fupaulunsaliuadded laun 1) dvueveuln 2) BnsAnwndnld 3) wsesdlenldlu
MIfNW 4) NMIMAFOUNIANIADIATY 5) NFNUTEIINIWALNGNAIDEN 6) NISAUTIVTIWTRYE 7) N3
Uszananakazn1siasIsviteya

3.1 YaULYANITAN®YI

3.1.1  YaumAUszrIng  Usewnsiviinisanwifeussunifiendueglulunuianantieguazusiiu
Ingsaudnuil 101,511 Au (U w.e. 2564) dunowled Jminuasuguduiy 278,988 au (U w.a. 2564)

i’mﬂi%“lﬂﬂiﬂz\‘mwﬂ 380,499 AU

3.1.2 voukmAIuNguiI8e9 nauiogefildluauide Aenduietnaiondueglumuisnentes uay
sunawles fminuasUsy 91w 408 au FunannsdunuaUssrnInguiiegis semsldgnsves
g szdunnudesiuidosas 95 uarlimnunannndeusyfisosay 5 ieannsaldnguietnaldetng
Duszuvansiuinvedeu?

N
1+Ne?2 (3)

n=

NMsuUInguiiegeendu 6 9101y dsll 1) YavengRue 21-30 U 2) Yavengnws 31-40 U 3)

(%
Y

Y9egAte 41-50 U 4) ¥901e8aus 51-60 U 5) Havengaiaud 61-70 U 6) Faengmus 71 Yyulusariy
408

NMSAUAIDEUARTYINRIY 6 AURDYITIGLURTUYIE 34 AU WA 34 AUADYINOY

3.1.3 Y0ULURAIUH IUYS

fudsdase: 1) 01y 2) A 3) ngAnssumsesniidinie fwdsenu: 1) Aveuwagiilonadulsa
Locomotive Syndrome ¥adiiazaitey 2) Avlin1snaaaunsniaednss 3) Nadnsvesdnidiusening

wazﬂfliﬁnaam%’qﬁ’mmmgq

3.2 55 5Anwiunld

3.2.1 1538819nan3 (Documentary Re-searchidunsnwifgafunssuuteyauvasdeyanie
nansinerfiiatesiulsareiduuuungud uunfn waskanuidy

3.2.2 M358 (Survey Research) iunisinusiusiudeyamedviinsvaaay
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3.3 Suneun1sAnEN
1) wisngunsaiildlunstaszernenisnaaeumsinvesfiazyhnmeaoy leun
- AAULNATUS DAY TALUAS
P s
- LNUNTEANYIATZEENY

val 1 [

2) BNIYINIAFRUIIUNIL 408 AUIINNGUUTEIINTAIBENS

Y

[

3) shmsUsziunaangidniumsvaaeunazagUnails

a) dhwadlfundanAiedsuasadsauunnsgiu

5) Wkadnsanaiadsiilianszssmetemmamsediugs 1#duen Two-step test score

6) tvupadiilddunasilunisinnsanlenianisiinlse Locomotive Syndrome e Two-step
Test Score <1.3 way Two-step Test Score <1.1

mu%ﬁaﬁlﬁ%’umi%’usaqmsmﬂﬂmsﬂsimmﬁ%’ﬂumywéwﬁm&né’aﬁamﬂi NuelaYsuses COE
65.0520-067
3.4 n15ATIZINI50A08 (Regression Analysis)

lgnsiasgvinisanneeitany (Multiple Linear Regression Analysis) lngfinaanudunussendne
wUs 3 67 o nA 439918 UagTeAuN1ITeenmanig fuUInL A NadnsueIsnI1dIUTENINTEYZNNS
fraosnatunnugeesdiid magey
3.5 35msnadoy

Tonanatasuegududuununsznwinszosns Insliuanewhasaiuiunszaryiasseenia 9
faihdneuaziulildsseenslnaiaaminiiesyinld fnszezmsandanswiauisdurinvesien fn
SEEENIMERdUINAS UIATEaEnsRTaldmsfieniugs Andurn Two-step test score deAfDA
5(51'5'1?{'?‘14381/1?"]&'53EJ8ﬁﬂ’sﬂ@ﬂﬂ%ﬂﬁmﬁﬁ&jﬂﬁUﬂ’J’mgﬂ
3.6 NMSUATIZAREUNUS (Correlation Analysis)

Tnsimsganduiusidadou (Multiple Correlation Analysis) Wuns@nwiauduiusveaiauys
faus 2 frtuluindenuduiusiurdeliuasdenuduiussunnndesogisls
3.7 m'a‘?msfzzﬁmmmayw%m (Multiple Linear Regression)®

Junsiesmzinisanoeadudsnisnadfild@nvanuduiusseninagiuls8ase (ndependent
Variable) Ausauusa1y (Dependent Variable) 1 un1sAnwiannuduiusidwdunss (Linearity) @13150
Anszarudiiudunedvinwavessuddaseds 3 fld
3.8 MsaasIzvinIsanaogladaand (Binary Logistic Regression)’

a s

nswaszinisannsladafndiunisinszinisanassuuunidsiiduusaududuusidnanin

[
a0

(Qualitative Variable) #Sa#2wUsdUs (Indicator Variable) n153tAsigvinisannaelaldanndwuuluuns
(Binary logistic regression analysis) lun15aiasizsinsanneenduwlsanuian 2 ardsldidulse (y = 0)

wsoidulsa (y = 1)

<)
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4. Wan1sANYN

mnmafununsdeyaannimaaesmsinaesnds aminsiuamddndunmstaesndauay
druganesUssringdiaesadiuIu 408 au wazuvsegduianun 6 92901y ntuhdeyaitlduviins
AATeiiTneadn Tagvimsmanady Ardaudenuunnssm ATBURULLARTRUREN Fazasy
I nansinsgideyauarinauenanisinseilunsasaadudeld
4.1 Yoy auanIAIINTIFIUTENINTLELA 1AL T IUGIVOINGUUTLYINTA 074

A13199 1 ANSIEASANRRERAANEIULTEY LUNLATTIUTRIUTEYININGNFIRENY I8

. WAy LAY
Y901y (V)

Aede A1 SD Aede @1 SD

21-30 1.486 0.161 1.342  0.156
31-40 1.375 0.198 1.091  0.291
41-50 1.282 0.248 1.135  0.240
51-60 1.143 0.313 1.217  0.266
61-70 1.065 0.338 1.051  0.247
71 ?J%‘LJLLU 0.947 0.259 0.901  0.209

ATN 2 MITNUAAIANYEULIAULLAZYBULINANUBIUTEVININAUAIDE199NY 1978

— LAY | LWAEYS |
VBULUAUU YULUARN VBULUAUU YULYARN
21-30 1.543 1.430 1.397 1.287
31-40 1.444 1.305 1.193 0.989
41-50 1.369 1.195 1.219 1.050
51-60 1.253 1.034 1.311 1.124
61-70 1.183 0.947 1.138 0.965
71 ‘ldJ‘;l]{ubL‘U 1.038 0.856 0.974 0.828

nsvluanedadun1sAIEB9ASe YINY9918YDINGUUTEVINTADLNY
INAYIE

4.0

B

30

5 2

1.543

1.444 1.368
£ 20 ' 1.252 1183
= 1.037
G
;{g 10
© 1.430
el 1.195 1.034 0.947 0.857
0.0
21-30 31-40 41-50 51-60 61-70 71+
11381y
Tuii 2 TeuEil 1 lidsudulsa

UM 1 uaneAdns1d@Iun13AIE09ASY 1NTIegeINgUUTEINTAIRE1NAY Y
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13U 1 uandliifuieumuuresdshsdunmsimasiafusiazisogueanamefilideady
15 Locomotive Syndrome lneuuadugieny 21-30 U, 31-40 U,41-50 U, 51-60 U, 61-70 U uaz 71 U
Fuly femeuwauwdul 543, 1.444, 1,369, 1.253, 1.183 uay 1.038 Audfu  Fauansderndndnuns
Amaesndeiilidoadulsa Locomotive syndrome uasveunawesAdnsia@mumsinasadilunsdas
SU"Nm*qsummewﬁﬁmmﬁ&mwsﬁ 2 Tnewvadugaseny 21-30 U, 31-40 U,41-50 T, 51-60 T, 61-70 U
waz 71 JAUlY Sleveuiunans 1.430, 1,305, 1.195, 1.034, 0.947 uaz 0.856AWERUTandaerndnaIy
M3fmEesiniidaminiusartweuanasliuenisnnudssssesd 2 Tngludiuvesmdndiunising

409AT9YSENINVOULIA VLAV URE 9 zLARS LA TLT I EesTsesTl 1

nimludnednaiunsiaRsandleegsangulssvnaniegna

UG

1306 . L
i ' 1128

0.974

1.287

0.989 1051 1.125 0.965 0.828

supEi 2 o 1 Lz aflulsn

JUN 2 uaned@ndunIsMIEeIN? NNYI0ILVRINENUTEYINTAIBE 1L NANG)

1n3UT 2 uandliifiuitveulnuuresddndunsimassinlunsiayiisorgvesnandedilsideadu
15 Locomotive Syndrome lasuusidugaseny 21-30 T, 31-40 U,41-50 U, 51-60 U, 61-70 Vuaz71 U
gl fiivouiunun 1397, 1.193, 1.219, 1.311, 1.138 uay 0.974 AudU FeuansiaAIdndiunshig
aoansafilaiAsafiulsn Locomotive syndrome wagtauiumdstasadndiumstinaesiiluusazdisony
vouwemdeiifienadsssresd 2 Tasuvadutiseny 21-30 T, 31-40 U,41-50 U, 51-60 U, 61-70 T uaz
71 Yuld Seveulnans 1.087, 0.989, 1.050, 1.124, 0.965 Uag 0.828ANUANFUTILARITIAEAEIUNNT
fnaesrniifidmnitudaziawouiunaisusenismandesszesi 2 Ingludmvesadndiunstinges
fflegseninaweuinuunazvoulvnaazLandiifiuisanudosszeyi 1
4.2 YaganisiasiziAmensalveeadesiy  lagdtdenievery  iwAuasnIsaaniIaInNIg Aaeg
lUsunsudidunu 16 (Minitab 16)

fMunaAIEnsmaneadafidnwmmuduiusvesuUsinsuaduiulsdase tnedeulddydnuel
X WNU A 99008 wagsyauniseanidinty waslaelddydnual y Wuddadiulunis@nulugduuy
dumsmsanaesidy Multiple Linear Regression fio A1 y iusuususdntinadnsidululalunismen

AdIuNINIERIASY Feaziin1sAnw 3 Uaduhe ne 939018 uagseaunseenmaIneidrasiondudes

PN a . v v 1
fagfinlsn Locomotive syndrome fadayail
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1o aswddldeandu 2 Yade fie 1) wewe 2) mandedwzannsoasieiiudsly 1 & fe x,
Tnglinaradu x,= 0 uastwandgadu x,= 1

2. 929079 uidldoondu 6 sedu falil) drsogiaust 2130 T 2) Freergsiaus 31-40 T3) 9
1A 41-50 T 4) Yasegsaud 51-60 U5) dvogdaud 61-70 T 6) Fasogsiaud 71 Tauldanansn

MAUALA 5 FIWUT ADX,, X3, X, X5, X

v
v

3. sEAUNITERNIaINIY AgwismIoaniasmaiu 4 svau fsll 1) ldeenfiaine 2) sends
Mo 1-3 aSwodUnii 3) sendiny 3-5 addedunvia) panmaineynIuansanmuale 3 duus
ABX;, Xg , Xo
PnMTeseiauldaunsidsulsfiian pvalue < 0.05 agldaunisanoesvednEnaTILsEning
waruTsegvanzaudsd

§= 1.43 - 0.0835 x;- 0.869 X,- 0.317 X5~ 0.250 Xg- 0.158 X+ 0.152 X1xq - 0.260 X1 (4)

¥
=

A15199 3 hanANdUUSEANSanneEnUNRILUSUST

Predictor Coef SE Coef T P - value VIF

Constant 1.43421 0.02483 57.76 0.000
Xy -0.08347 0.02735 -3.05 0.002 1.379
X, -0.46851 0.03663 -12.79 0.000 1.407
X3 -0.31684 0.03735 -8.48 0.000 1.394
Xq -0.24954 0.04791 -5.21 0.000 2.293
X5 -0.15760 0.03715 -4.24 0.000 1.396
X1Xq 0.15247 0.06407 2.38 0.018 2.248
X1Xg -0.26014 0.04940 -5.27 0.000 1.412

S =0.231758 R-Sq=355% R-Sq(ad)) = 34.3%
PRESS = 21.7773 R-Sq (pred) = 32.59%

A15199 4 A1519uERINE Analysis of Variance 1nlUsunsuiiiuiu

Source DF SS MS F P-value
Regression 7 11.4666 1.6381 30.50 0.000
Residual Error 388 20.8402 0.0537

Lack of Fit 3 0.2391  0.0797 149 0.217
Pure Error 385 20.6011 0.0535

Total 395 32.3068

Durbin-Watson statistic = 1.24047
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AN5199 5 ANS1LEASHANTTILATITAANEUNUS

y Xy X, X3 Xq Xs
0.181
X1
0.000
0415 10,005
2 0000 0.927
0.169 0.009 10.200
o001 0.854 0.000
0.054 -0.004 -0.200 -0.193
086 0.930 0.000 0.000
0.078 0.002 -0.202 -0.195 0.195
© 0123 0.963 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.085 0.002 -0.205 -0.198 0.198 -0.200
0092 0.966 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

seanufigny Ho:B; =0
H;: B; # 0 eghstlon 1 /i
uutudn [ MEMUS x;, %o, Xs, Xa, X5, XHUEARYAT p < 0.05 FeagulanAmdudssansnsanasey
nidUsivedAgiafuUsinanaadadiu (Two-step test score)
Lack of Fit testifun1siansauninaunisannseiinnumsngauvsely
Ho :@1N150A008AANIULNUNZALRALAY
H, :@1A50AN88YINAINUNNEEY

N v

9gl@A1 p-value= 0.217 > 0.05 Lan9I188U5U Hy Hutuaunisnisanaseiinaumuizausnga

Variance Inflation Factor axilAegszning 1.2- 259zuansinaraunainindeulsifianduiussefu
Durbin — Watson Statistic fiAn 1.24047 #sflAliiu 2uansinunanirdeuiioginfulsifanduiusiu

91NMNFIATIZHIN Full Model Ensfinnsandndiudsiifidip-value > 0.05 :nA1uATignesnan
AuN137azflAsinISARRILUT XsX7 XiXs XsXo Xo XiXg XiXg XaXo XsXg Xs XaX7. X1X7. Xg X7 XeXo,

X1 X5, X1 X3, X7 00819U auldaunisndswysiidian p-value < 0.05 azlaaun1sannoeaadnsnasiu

TEVIUNAYNYLALTEAUNTORNMAIN BT Mg aURa]

$= 147 - 0.107 %, - 0.644 x,- 0.663 x5~ 0.331 Xg- 0.155 x5~ 0.107 Xs+ 0.188 x;xg- 0.188 x,xg+ 0.266
XoX7+ 0476 X3X7+ 0261 XgXg + 0437 X3Xg (5)

<)
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A15199 6 wanIAFUUSTANSannENUNRILUSUST

Variable Coef Se Coef T P VIF

Constant  1.46749  0.02676 54.84  0.000

X4 -0.10667 0.02534 -4.21  0.000 1.517
Xy -0.64374 0.04212 -15.28 0.000 2.120
X3 -0.66266 0.04773 -13.88 0.000 2.888
Xq -0.33150 0.04645 -7.14  0.000 2.852
X5 -0.15516  0.03413 -455 0.000 1.580
X -0.10745 0.04544 -235 0.019 2619

X1Xg 0.18800  0.05640 3.33 0.001 2314
X1Xg -0.18828 0.05739 -3.28 0.001 2323
XpXq 0.26628 0.05419 491 0.000 1.605
X3Xq 0.47605 0.06177 7.71 0.000 1.727
XgXg 0.26130 0.06760 3.87 0.000 1.176
X3Xg 0.43708 0.06321 6.91 0.000 1.713
5 =0.194356  R-5q =55.6% R-Sq (ad)) = 54.1%
PRESS = 14.0021R-Sq (pred) = 52.20%

A151991 7 wansna Analysis of Variance

Source DF SS MS F P
Regression 12 16.2997 1.3583 35.96 0.000
Residual Error 344 12.9944 0.0378

Lack of Fit 7 0.6044 0.0863 2.35 0.024
Pure Error 337 12.3900 0.0368

Total 356 29.2941

Durbin-Watson statistic = 1.62716

feauuigny Ho:P; = 0
H;: B; # 0 odnados 161

I B mIFUS X1, X0, X, Xa, Xs, Xe X7, XeXoRUpdARRIeasUlien Buegedes 1 Al
WU 0 Faaziiiu pvalue < 0.05 wanin Reject H, forn X, AU v Sauduiusiudadunsiony

Lack of Fit testAan15HiansaInaunIsanneeiinIuiunzauns ol

Ho :@un150n0edauiiingaumiLa

H, :@1N150n088U1AANULANNLEY

a¥ldiAn pvalue= 0.024 < 0.05 waAII1eNsU HotuRoaunsiAumNauRug

Variance Inflation Factor agilenegsening 1.1 - 3.1 manuramndouldianduiussieiu
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Durbin - Watson Statistic #f1 1.62716 Fadlenllifiu 2 wansitmnumaiaedeunioginiulail

AvduRuSY
A157971 8 LanIRanITIAzREndURUS
Yy X1 Xz X3 Xg
0166
X1
0.002
-0.435 -0.020
X2
0.000 0.705
0.227 0.224 0.182
° 0.000 0.940 0.001
0.059 0.004 -0.188 -0.196
“ 0.264 0.943 0.000 0.000
0.122 0.004 0.191 10.200 -0.206
“ 0.021 0.942 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.042 0.011 0.182 10190 0.196
. 0.430 0.831 0.001 0.000 0.000
y Xy X, X3 Xq
0.093 -0.096 0.138 0.046 0.032
“ 0.078 0.070 0.009 0.385 0.553
0.227 0.110 0.112 0.117 0.178
. 0.000 0.038 0.034 0.027 0.001
0.149 0.137 -0.259 0.020 -0.061
© 0.005 0.010 0.000 0.701 0.251
Xs Xg X7 Xg
10.200
Xe
0.000
0.072 -0.075
X7
0.174 0.159
0.084 0.117 0.163
. 0.115 0.027 0.002
-0.102 0.089 -0.376 -0.166
© 0.053 0.094 0.000 0.002

4.3 Jayan1sunsizvinisanaseladaing

Tnasinuillvszesyl 1 AeTwo-step test score <1.1  9198999MNWANTII8UDY Noriko Yoshimura

hazAue!
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A15197 9 LEAAINANTTILASIEIRIY Binary Logistic Regression

429018
@
21-30 2.22 1.73 (1.07-2.80) 0.545 0.246 0.027
31-40 6.87 71.50(21.17-241.54) 4270  0.621 0.000
41-50 5.04 19.11 (6.06-60.23) 2950  0.585 0.000
51-60 4.05 11.05 (3.45-35.36) 2402  0.594 0.000
61-70 3.10 6.44 (1.99-20.91) 1.863  0.600 0.002

71+ 2.95 5.77 (1.80-18.54) 1.753  0.595 0.003

A1z Odds Ratio (95%-Cl) Coef SE-Coef P-value

mi’l\‘lﬁ 10 LL@nINe Goodness—of-Fit Test

Method Chi-Square DF P -value
Pearson 68.0000 38 0.002
Deviance 68.1589 38 0.002
Hosmer-Lemeshow 12.7624 7 0.078

A15199 11 LLamNam’maaﬂﬂﬁawaﬂm’mﬁuﬁuﬁ%ﬁBinary Logistic Regression

Pairs Number Percent Summary Measures
Concordant 30696 79.1 Somers’D 0.61
Goodman-Krukal
Discordant 7202 18.6 0.62
Gamma
Ties 909 2.4 Kendall’s Tau-a 0.28

Joyansiaszvinisannesladanndldinamisvillniiszesn 2 A Two-step test score <1.3 91984

1NHaNT57I38 Noriko Yoshimura wagaae!

A19197 12 LEAINANITILATIZANY Binary Logistic Regression

429918
! A z Odds Ratio (95%-Cl) Coef SE-Coef P- value
@
21-30 4.33 2.96 (1.81-4.83) 1.085 0.250311 0.000
31-40 6.63 64.93 (18.92-222.79) 4.173 0.629059 0.000
41-50 5.97 14.70 (6.08-35.54) 2.688 0.450528 0.000
51-60 4.08 5.42 (2.41-12.23) 1.690 0.414867 0.000
61-70 3.88 4.98 (2.21-11.21) 1.605 0.414094 0.024
71+ 2.26 2.45(1.13-5.34) 0.898 0.396626 0.000
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mswﬁ 13 Laming Goodness—of-Fit Test

Method Chi-Square DF P - value
Pearson 45.8923 38 0.178
Deviance 51.3356 38 0.073
Hosmer-Lemeshow 9.5676 7 0.214

A157197 14 LEAINAAINABAAABIVDIAUAUNUS VD Binary Logistic Regression

Pairs Number Percent Summary Measures
Concordant 32047 80.9 Somers’D 0.64
Discordant 6687 16.9 Goodman-Krukal Gamma 0.65
Ties 857 2.2 Kendall’s Tau-a 0.31
Total 39591 100

NKaNITIATIElAelY Binary Logistic Regression wangindadeine 439018 wag sAUN150N I8
= 1 a I . 1 a v o w |
Ny AnasiaAN@ueUeIn1stlulsa Locomotive Syndrome 2HNUUBEALY 5% UavAIALLLUUN Two-step
test score N Tununaviilnlisyesd 1 fin Two-step test score <1.1 waztnusduilvaszez 2 Two-
step test score <1.3 AANYARINUNANITIY8U0S Noriko Yoshimura wayAg? %}aaﬁaﬁuaﬂ Two-step test
score fiN1THAINKIIUUUVUNAITILABAIINNANITILATIEN Goodness-of-Fit Test A1 Measure of
Association quﬂuﬁaau%’ﬂﬁﬁaﬁm Somers’D = 0.64, 0.61 Goodman- Krukal Gamma = 0.65 ,0.62 uag

Kendall’s Tau-a = 0.31, 0.28 Anua1Au
5. aAUs1ENaNISAN®E

31NKaN153ITeNUIN Yadendnasanisiinlan Locomotive Syndrome Usgneulude wel 939018
WA TEAUNITOBNMNSINILYDINGNU TEYINTAIDY WV UNAY Y LATLNAN L AIVBULYA UUKALVDULYANE S
= a = Y = Y & 1 a a a & MY a A A A A a
Juldluiimmadieniu daandiivingadongiuunndurvesuailiazdademias napeddengiy

= a a . o X 5 v Y] a a3 vg o
WAL ANMuFeslun1siinlsa Locomotive Syndrome agiiadu® denndosiuauufigiuiaali® vinlag
A5l Binary logistics Regression vinlumsiuisuuilunvestadeyiiaundiwananisiinlsa Locomotive -

= a o & 1% [y a o . . 1 Y 1

syndrome @aan15338llaonndoiuauIdeves Noriko Yoshimura kagame! lsaUszdndlvedngy
Usgynsdvegeiiunnedeiuly wu Tsaiala lsawumanu lsatewn 1sadiu wazlsansegnngu’ dewalvien
Two-step test score IAnn1sAAIALAADULA

daiauauug

myideselide Msliisnsnaaeulngi8n1snsan-is (Stand-up Test)® uagnisldwuuasuniu 25 Aaw’

<)
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ma‘?fmenz,msn751/1@5@Uw?f'wa7qﬁ§7ﬁ37mﬁ%m7/@mﬁ@2m | ocomotive Syndrome lagisnisnaaaunisinansasilaeldauillm
=

6. d3UNan1sANE

aduma Fr90nguazsaunIsoeniaIne dnarenudssiiaznisiinlsa Locomotive Syndrome
v v v o v ! [ a a LY = Y @ I a A a =1
meseRuttdAty 5% veulnuukazvaulwaaindululuiieniafiediu Swansliiuingdiengdivuiniu
A1venANlardatiAIiias napedalionguiiuiinTu audsslunisiinlsa Locomotive Syndrome
LNUIY  UazannAaefuauufgIuieall vinlasnisly Binary logistics Regression vinlving udiauwualy
voeUad8vauidsNasioni1siAnlsa Locomotive -syndrome
nARNIINUTENA

NuTellAS U LgaUMTITENNeMUETUaYUNNTITEY WIRNsuLasnas9assa uinedefaling

'
=

wazldsurnusuliennuiewmdeate 2959A3 wmdwerngyaudasmanioaslsUnnd lsmeunadsuss
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