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Observational Study Med I C I n e
 OPEN _
Factors affecting mortality and resource use for

hospitalized patients with cirrhosis
A population-based study

Phunchai Charatcharoenwitthaya, MD?~, Ngamphol Soonthornworasiri, PhD®, Khemajira Karaketklang, MSc?,
Kittiyod Poovorawan, MD®, Wirichada Pan-ngum, PhD®, Watcharasak Chotiyaputta, MD?,
Tawesak Tanwandee, MD?, Kamthorn Phaosawasdi, MD®

Medicine (2017) 96:32(e7782)

Tul w.a. 2556 figUhe 10,444 AU NANIHULTI LNUBRTUNITINE LTI,

LoaNogoallUUATBIAULTY 41.1% (Bn 2.4% Thfadudniausoume) | aummdu q vesiuuds
Linsrvanwsy/ladlasey : 43.6%

SRI1NSLFTINLUTN. :10.8% TaSadudniau O: 5.5%
Sadudniau @: 6.3%

aldane feasildnsn. : 378 USD (Usyanas 11,340 Un)
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Table 2: Estimates of the economic cost of alcohol
consumption in Thailand 2006

Million baht * (2006)

Direct cost

Health care cost

Law enforcement cost
- Court cost
- Police cost

Cost of property damage due to
traffic accident

Indirect cost
Cost of productivity loss

- Cost of productivity loss dueto
premature mortality

- Cost of productivity loss dueto
reduced productivity

5,491.2
2424
156
86.4
779.4

104,127.9

45,464.6

2006*

Total costs in million baht 156,105.4
Total cost as % of GDP 1.99
" Totalpercapita (bahtpercapita) 23913
Total per capita ($US PPP per 147.47
capita)*
Total costs in million $US (PPP) 9627.22

*16.215 baht = SUS (PPP) 1

Thavorncharoensap et al. BMC Public Health 2010, 10:323
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/10/323

BMC
Public Health

Open Access

RESEARCH ARTICLE

The economic costs of alcohol consumption in
Thailand, 2006

Montarat Thavorncharoensap*12, Yot Teerawattananon!, Jomkwan Yothasamut!, Chanida Lertpitakpong’,
Khannika Thitiboonsuwan'-2, Prapag Neramitpitagkul'3 and Usa Chaikledkaew!

[519ezlslany 156,105.4 anuuw (lu 1 )2

Thavorncharoensap et al. BMC Public Health 2010
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L. 9TUAYNTIYITUB VULV A18ATI92
AULBULDYY N ILUSIULNBURA:

Fixed model

134 = = =Random model

1.2 1

95%CI*|

Relative Risk of Cardiovascular Mortality (95% Cl)

95% CI

05 4
Maximal Protection |Reversion Point
04 T T T T T T |
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 3£

Alcohol Consumption (grams/day)

m Alcohol Consumption in Relation to Cardiovascular Mortality in Cardiovascular Disease Patients

Pooled curves of relative risk of cardiovascular mortality and alcohol intake, extracted from 7 independent relationships using fixed (solid lines)
and random (dotted lines) models. RR = relative risk; 95% CI~ = lower value of confidence interval; 95% CI" = upper value of confidence interval.

1. AnglinIdengunlainnaulsu (Selection bias:
healthy survivors) iszauntelanalunausuiay

2. aunuanid1 “ldau” a1alinsaunlinuase wazaun

=

Jagrasdaanau (Mix former drinkers and

abstainers)
3. 91Rdlszivanasuguawinvinliau “linu” liny
Confounders for abstainers (poor health or social

status)

4. A WT1LUATWAYQ (Recall bias/

Misclassification because used a single time point)

Costanzo S et al J Am Coll Cardio 2010
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Staff J et al J Stud Alcohol Drugs 2017



Alcohol Consumption and Mortality From Coronary
Heart Disease: An Updated Meta-Analysis of

Cohort Studies

JINHUI ZHAO, pu.p.,%* TIM STOCKWELL, ph.p.,4*¢ AUDRA ROEMER, M.sc.,%? TIMOTHY NAIMI, m.p.,4

& TANYA CHIKRITZHS, pH.p.%¢

TaBLE 3.

Mean relative risks (RRs) of coronary heart disease mortality due to alcohol consumption by mean age of the study populations at baseline

Drinking categories by mean cohort age

N/n

Unadjusted

Partially adjusted”

Fully adjusted®

RR

[95% CI]

ttestp

RR

[95% CI]

ttest p

RR

[95% CI]

rtest p

Mean age 19-55 (follow-up age: 53-89)4

ARostanic!
"

Former drinker vs. abstainer
All current drinker vs. abstainer
Occasional (<1.30 g/day)
Low volume (1.30-24.99 g/day)
Medium volume (25-44.99 g/day)
High volume (45-64.99 g/day)
Higher volume (=65 g/day)
Mean age 56-78 (follow-up age: 59-109)
Abstainer
Current and former drinker vs. abstainer
Former drinker vs. abstainer
All current drinker vs. abstainer
Occasional (<1.30 g/day)
Low volume (1.30-24.99 g/day)
Medium volume (25-44.99 g/day)
High volume (45-64.99 g/day)
Higher volume (265 g/day)

23/134
4/9
23/125
5/10
21/68
16/23
8/12
9/12

22/135
5/9
22/126
1/1
22/61
19/28
13/20
10/16

1.00
0.92
[.15
0.88
0.99
0.81
0.91
0.72
1.03

1.00
0.94
1.36
0.87
0.87
0.78
0.81
0.95
0.97

[0.78, 1.09]
[0.86, 1.53]
[0.75, 1.04]
[0.76, 1.30]
[0.73, 0.89]
[0.76, 1.09]
0.56, 0.92]
[0.80, 1.32]

[0.78, 1.14]
[1.05, 1.76]
[0.79, 0.97)
[0.40, 1.89]
[0.70, 0.86]
[0.70, 0.94]
[0.80, 1.12]
[0.80, 1.18]

2633
3395
1064
9598
0001
2895
0090
8195

4413
0205
0239
7228
.0001
0064
5282
7819

1.00
0.97
1.19
0.94
1.17
0.80
0.88
0.90
0.98

1.00
0.89
1.33
0.82
0.78
0.80
0.76
0.86
0.93

[0.83, 1.14]
[0.97, 1.46]
[0.80, 1.10]
[0.99, 1.38]
[0.71, 0.89]
[0.78, 0.99]
[0.79, 1.03]
[0.81, 1.18]

[0.73, 1.09]
[1.12, 1.58]
[0.75, 0.90
[0.62, 0.98]
[0.74, 0.86]
[0.69, 0.83]
[0.77, 0.96]
[0.80, 1.07]

6760
1007
3131
0589
0001
L0350
1166
.8005

.1983
0015
0039
0355
0001
0001
0093
.3025

1.00
117

[099 1 38]

0615

| 1.45

[1.08, 1.95]

L0136

.12
1.44

[0.94, T.33]
[1.09, 1.89]

0.95
1.04
1.07
1.15

[0.75, 1.21]
[0.81, 1.34]
[0.83, 1.39]
[0.86. 1.52]

1.00
0.90
1.34
0.83
0.77
0.81
0.77
0.88
0.95

[0.74, 1.10]
[1.08, 1.65]
[0.75, 0.92]
[0.60, 1.00]
[0.69, 0.95]
[0.66, 0.90]
[0.75, 1.04]
[0.78, 1.15]

1422
0101
7013
7379
.6011
3414

2429
0078
0074
0511
0080
0015
1412
5801

LU liwudselevinng

HUNIWAINNTAN

¢ A v 1
LLOANTAAUTUIUUDYMND
o5l

Notes: Estimates significant at the 5% level (p < .05) are bold. CI = confidence interval. “N = Number of studies; n = number of risk estimates. *Weighted
estimates adjusted for between-study variation. “Weighted estimates adjusted for between-study variation, abstainer biases, sex of study population, alcohol
measure accuracy, country, and whether studies controlled for heart problem, social status, and smoking status. “Two risk estimates in the study conducted in
China were included.







