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Abstract

Introduction: The number of cancer cases in the United States continues to grow as the number
of older adults increases. Accurate, reliable and detailed incidence data are needed to respond
effectively to the growing human costs of cancer in an aging population. The purpose of this study
was to examine the characteristics of incident cases and evaluate the impact of death-certificate-
only (DCO) cases on cancer incidence rates in older adults.

Methods: Using data from 47 cancer registries and detailed population estimates from the
Surveillance, Epidemiology and End Results (SEER) Program, we examined reporting sources,
methods of diagnosis, tumor characteristics, and calculated age-specific incidence rates with and
without DCO cases in adults aged 65 through =95 years, diagnosed 2011 through 2015, by sex and
race/ethnicity.

Results: The percentage of cases (all cancers combined) reported from a hospital decreased from
90.6% (ages 65—69 years) to 69.1% (ages =95 years) while the percentage of DCO cases increased
from 1.1% to 19.6%. Excluding DCO cases, positive diagnostic confirmation decreased as age
increased from 96.8% (ages 65—69 years) to 69.2% (ages =95 years). Compared to incidence rates
that included DCO cases, rates in adults aged =95 years that excluded DCO cases were 41.5%
lower in Black men with prostate cancer and 29.2% lower in Hispanic women with lung cancer.

Discussion: Loss of reported tumor specificity with age is consistent with fewer hospital reports.
However, the majority of cancers diagnosed in older patients, including those aged =95 years,
were positively confirmed and were reported with known site, histology, and stage information.
The high percentage of DCO cases among patients aged =85 years suggests the need to explore
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additional sources of follow-back to help possibly identify an earlier incidence report. Interstate
data exchange following National Death Index linkages may help registries identify and remove
erroneous DCO cases from their databases.
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Introduction

In the United States, the total number of cancer incident cases has been increasing as the
population of older adults grows.! Between 2000 and 2015, the largest increase (33%) in
cancer-related deaths occurred among those aged =85 years.2 While currently only 8% of
all cancers are diagnosed in the oldest old,3 the number of incident cases and cancer related
deaths is likely to continue to increase as more adults reach ages at which the risk of

being diagnosed with or dying from many types of cancer is highest. In 2030, 72.1 million
adults will be aged =65 years in the United States, up from 40.2 million in 2010.% The
number of cancer survivors is also expected to increase, particularly among older adults
(aged =65 years).> To prepare to meet the need to diagnose, treat, and provide follow-up
care to the growing number of older adult patients and survivors, researchers and health care
planners and policy makers need accurate, reliable, and detailed cancer incidence, survival,
and prevalence data.

The North American Association of Central Cancer Registries (NAACCR) annually
certifies the quality and completeness of cancer incidence data collected and reported

by member cancer registries.® One of the criteria used to evaluate the completeness of

case ascertainment in a population-based registry is the percentage of death-certificate-only
(DCO) cases.” DCO cases are incident cases that are reported solely on the basis of a death
certificate. Registries with high quality incidence data have fewer than 5% (preferably <3%)
DCO cases overall. A high percentage of DCO cases (eg, =5%) may suggest that the cancer
registry is failing to identify and register all cancer patients at the time of their diagnoses
and thereby potentially underreporting incident cases in the population.® However, a high
percentage of DCO cases may also suggest that US registries are erroneously recording
some DCO cases as incident cases and thereby overreporting incident cases. A linkage study
conducted by the Florida Cancer Data System and the New York State Cancer Registry
showed that some DCO cases in these 2 registries were reported as non-DCO incident

cases in the other state’s registry, raising the possibility that DCO incident cases were

being overreported (ie, incorrectly reported as an incident case) in one state’s registry, and
double-counted as incident cases at the national level.?

We used data from cancer registries participating in the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention’s National Program of Cancer Registries (NPCR) and the National Cancer
Institute (NCI)’s Surveillance, Epidemiology and End Results (SEER) Program, and
detailed population estimates released in 2017 by the SEER Program,10 to examine the
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characteristics, specificity and completeness of cancer registry data, and evaluate the
potential impact of DCO cases on cancer incidence rates for older adults.

Materials and Methods

We obtained a customized file from the December 2017 submission to NAACCR from

47 statewide cancer registries covering 95% of the US population, participating in the
NPCR and the SEER Program.1! The file included incidence data for diagnosis years 2000
through 2015 and denominator data for 21 age groups (0, 1-4...90-94, =95 years). The
population data were produced by the Census Bureau’s Population Estimation Program,

in collaboration with the National Center for Health Statistics, and with support from the
NCI.10

We included all invasive incident cases diagnosed in older adults (aged =65 years) and
diagnosed between 2011 and 2015. In situ urinary bladder cancers were included in the

file because these cases are considered invasive for the purpose of incidence reporting.12
The following variables were selected for each incident case: age, sex, race/ethnicity,
International Classification of Diseases for Oncology, 3rd edition (ICD-0-3) site and
histology,13 year of diagnosis, type of reporting source, sequence number central, method of
diagnosis, and SEER Summary Stage. Characteristics of incident cases were categorized as
follows:

. Type of reporting source

Hospital (inpatient, outpatient, clinic or surgery center)

- Death certificate-only
- Physician (office or private practice)

- Treatment center and laboratory (radiation treatment, medical oncology
center, laboratory)

- Autopsy and nursing home
. Single primary only (sequence number central: 00)
. Method of diagnosis

- Positive confirmation (microscopic, positive laboratory test, marker
study)

- Clinical and visual (including direct visualization and radiography)
- Unknown method of diagnosis
. Specificity of diagnosis
- Unknown site (C80.9)
- Histology NOS (8000-8001)

- Unknown stage
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. SEER Summary Stage (in situ, local, regional, distant) Race and ethnicity
were used to construct 3 mutually exclusive racial/ethnic groups (Hispanic, non-
Hispanic White [White], non-Hispanic Black [Black]). Persons with unknown or
other race were included in the “all cases combined” group.

SEER*Stat!* was used to calculate case counts and age-specific incidence rates, including
95% confidence limits. Rates per 100,000 population were age-standardized to the 2000

US standard population. We estimated the percentage of cases (all races and both sexes
combined) by age (65-69 years, 7074 years, 75-79 years, 80-84 years, 85-89 years, 90—
94 years, and =95 years) and select characteristics of incident cases. Next, we examined

the distribution of DCO cases by age and race/ethnicity. Lastly, we calculated age-specific
incidence rates with and without DCO cases for cancers in the oldest old (ages =85 years)
by sex and race/ethnicity. We selected cancers where there was a 5% minimum of cases in

2 or more of the 3 oldest age groups (85-89 years, 90-94 years, =95 years). We focused on
the oldest old because the percentage of DCO cases was greater than 5% in each sex and
racial/ethnic group after age 84 years (Figure 1). Because there was a lack of independence
between rates calculated with and without DCO cases, there was no formal test to determine
statistical differences between rates. Therefore, we noted differences in rates if the 95% CLs
around the age-specific incidence rates with and without DCO cases did not overlap in at
least 1 of the age groups.

Table 1 shows select characteristics for all cancer cases combined in adults aged =65 years.
As age at diagnosis increased, the percentage of cases reported by hospitals progressively
decreased from 90.6% (ages 65—69 years) to 69.1% (ages =95 years) and by treatment
centers and laboratories from 5.7% to 3.1%. As age increased, the percentage of DCO cases
increased from 1.1% to 19.6%; by physicians, from 2.5% to 7.0%; and by autopsy and
nursing home reports, from 0.1% to 1.2%. The percentage of DCO cases reported as a single
primary only was over 95% in all age groups. As age increased, the percentage of cases
(excluding DCO cases) with positive diagnostic confirmation decreased from 96.8% (65-69
years) to 69.2% (=95 years), while the percentage of cases with a clinical and visual method
of diagnosis increased from 2.3% to 23.3%; and from 0.8% to 7.1% for unknown method

of diagnosis. In the absence of DCO cases, the percentage of cases with unknown site
increased from 1.4% (6569 years) to 6.7% (95+ years); from 1.6% to 20.6% for histology
NOS; and from 6.0% to 28.5% for unknown stage. Excluding cases with unknown stage, the
percentage of cases with local stage decreased from 50.5% to 41.4%, while the percentage
of cases with distant stage increased from 25.0% to 34.0%. The percentage of in situ urinary
bladder cancers increased from 2.1% to 4.2%.

Figure 1 shows the percentage of DCO incident cases for all cancers combined by sex,
race/ethnicity, and age among adults aged =65 years. Black men had the highest percentage
of DCO cases in all age groups, increasing from 1.7% (ages 65-69 years) to 25.5% (ages
=95 years). The percentage of DCO cases was greater than 5% in all racial/ethnic groups
among adults aged =85 years.
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Figure 2 shows the distribution of cancer cases by cancer site among adults aged =85 years
by sex, race/ethnicity, and age. The most frequent cancers among men in all race/ethnicity
groups included urinary bladder, colorectal, lung and bronchus (lung), and prostate. Cancers
that were the most common among women included colorectal, lung and bronchus (lung),
breast, and pancreatic.

Table 2 and Table 3 show age-specific incidence rates for the select cancers among adults
aged =65 years with and without DCO cases by age and race/ethnicity, for men and women,
respectively. Rates for all cancer sites combined peaked in Hispanic and White men in their
late 80s and among Black men in their late 70s. Among women, overall cancer rates peaked
in Hispanic and Black women in their late 80s and among White women in their early 80s.
The peak age at incidence differed by cancer site. Incidence of prostate cancer and female
breast cancer peaked in men in their late 60s and early 70s and among women in their 70s.
Among men and women, the incidence of lung cancer peaked in the late 70s and early 80s,
while the incidence for melanoma and non-Hodgkin lymphoma (NHL), and cancers of the
colorectum and pancreas peaked in the 80s, and incidence of bladder cancer peaked in the
late 80s and early 90s. Within cancers, the peak age at incidence rates varied somewhat by
sex, and race and ethnicity. Lung cancer peaked among men somewhat later than among
women, prostate cancer peaked among Black men earlier than among White and Hispanic
men and female breast cancer peaked among White and Black women earlier than among
Hispanic women.

Compared to site-specific incidence rates excluding DCO cases to those including DCO
cases, rates in adults aged =95 years without DCO cases were 41.5% lower in Black men
with prostate cancer (618.6 vs 361.9, respectively) and 29.2% lower in Hispanic women
with lung cancer (126.7 vs 89.7, respectively). Rates excluding DCO cases were lower

and ranged among women between 1.9% (White, ages 70-74 years, lung cancer) to 29.2%
(Hispanic, ages =95 years, lung cancer), and among men between 2.7% (White, ages 70-74
years, lung cancer) to 41.5% (Black, ages =95 years, prostate cancer). Cancer rates not
reduced by the removal of DCO cases included urinary bladder, melanoma, and NHL.

Figure 3 shows age-specific incidence rates for cancers in adults aged =65 years where the
95% confidence limits of rates with and without DCO cases did not overlap in at least 1

of the age groups, by sex and race. The removal of DCO cases did not change the peak

age at incidence in men or women although their removal did result in steeper declines

in age-specific incidence rates for several common cancers, including lung, colorectal, and
prostate cancers among men and colorectal, breast, lung, and pancreatic cancers among
women. Among White and Black men, prostate cancer incidence rates, including DCO
cases, increased a second time in men in their 90s, while rates without DCO cases continued
to decline with age.

Discussion

Our study documents a loss of reported tumor specificity with age. However, the majority
of cancers diagnosed in older adults had a positive diagnostic confirmation and were
reported with specific site, histology, and stage information. At the same time, the increasing
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percentage of DCO cases among the oldest old (aged =85 years) may suggest the need

to explore additional sources of follow-back to help possibly identify an earlier incidence
report. Interstate data exchange following National Death Index linkages may help registries
identify and remove erroneous DCO cases from their databases.

As the percentage of cancer cases reported by hospitals, treatment centers, and laboratories
decreased with age, there was an increase in the percentage of cases reported by physicians,
autopsy and nursing home reports, and death certificates. As age increased, there was a
decline in the percentage of cases reported with positive diagnostic confirmation and tumor
specificity (site, histology, and stage). At the same time, there was an increase in the
percentage of cases with a clinical diagnosis or diagnosed by direct visualization. And as
others have reported, there was an increase in the percentage of cases reported with distant
or unknown stage with increasing age.1®16 Older adults have not been recommended by the
US Preventive Services Task Force to undergo routine screening for breast, cervical, and
colorectal cancer past certain ages, thus limiting the opportunity for early detection of these
cancers at advanced ages.17-20 In addition, older cancer patients may have undergone fewer
and less intrusive diagnostic procedures, perhaps because they had comorbidities, were frail,
or were otherwise poor candidates for treatment.16:21-23 However, it should be noted that
less than 10% of cancers diagnosed in older patients were reported with unknown method
of diagnosis, and the majority of cancer cases diagnosed, even in the oldest age group

(aged =95 years), had a positive diagnostic confirmation (69%) and were reported with
specific site (93.3%), histology (79.4%), and stage (71.5%). The finding that the majority of
older cancer patients, including the oldest old, had detailed and specific tumor information,
necessary for effective, evidenced-based treatment, may help explain why population-based
cancer survival in the United States has been reported to be among the highest worldwide.?4

Age-specific incidence rates for all cancer sites combined are reported to peak between

the ages of 80-84 years for women and 85-89 years in men, and then decline.3:10:25 Qur
study reported that peak incidence for all cancer sites combined occurred somewhat earlier
among Black men (75-79 years) compared to Hispanic and White men (85-89 years),

and somewhat later among Black women (85-89 years) compared to Hispanic and White
women (8084 years). In addition, prostate cancer incidence rates were higher and peaked
somewhat earlier in Black men (65-69 years) compared to White and Hispanic men (70-74
years); and female breast cancer incidence rates were lower and peaked somewhat later

in Hispanic women (75-79 years) compared to Black and White women (70-74 years).
Because screening advances the age at which a cancer is diagnosed, it is not surprising

that the peak age at incidence for prostate and female breast cancers occurred somewhat
earlier compared to the other common cancers of older adults. As colorectal cancer is a
screen-detectable cancer, screening has had the effect of reducing incidence rates overall
because it often finds precancerous polyps that can be removed before they become incident
cases.26

For the most part, age-specific incidence patterns including DCO cases were similar to those
without DCO cases. Rates without DCO cases tended to decline more steeply with age for
all sites combined and for cancers of the colorectum, lung, pancreas, prostate, and female
breast. Of particular note was prostate cancer. After an initial decline, rates which included
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DCO cases increased for a second time among White and Black men in their 90s, while
rates excluding DCO cases continued to decline with age into the oldest age groups. There
were no differences in age-specific rates with and without DCO cases for urinary bladder,
melanoma, and NHL. Deaths from melanoma and NHL may be underreported based on
DCO cases because histologic information, needed to code these causes of death, was not
recorded on death certificates.

The large percentage of DCO cases among the oldest old may limit the utility of incidence
data in this age group. Cancer registries may want to examine the reporting sources used to
identify incident cases in this age group, particularly those cases reported solely by death
certificates. All US cancer registries follow similar procedures for the reporting of DCO
cases.2” The higher percentage of DCO cases among the oldest cancer patients suggests
possible underreporting, particularly for Black men who had the largest percentage of DCO
cases. While a cancer can be diagnosed at the time of a patient’s death, this occurrence,
even among the oldest old, should be somewhat uncommon in the US population. First,
most patients present to a health care provider with signs and symptoms of their cancer
prior to their death. Second, cancer is a reportable disease in all states,® thus encounters
with health care providers should result in an incident report being sent to the statewide
cancer registry. And third, most US cancer registries have been in operation for several
decades, and prevalent cases (cases diagnosed before the registry began operation) should
no longer be reported as DCO cases, as can happen in the early years of operation in a
start-up cancer registry.28 However, prostate DCO cases may pose a particular challenge
for some registries: 20-year survival following a diagnosis of prostate cancer is reported to
be high (=80%) for patients diagnosed in calendar years just before many NPCR-funded
cancer registries became fully operational 629 and because prostate cancer deaths may be
subject to attribution bias.3% Furthermore, as fewer cancer cases diagnosed in the oldest
patients were reported by hospitals and without diagnostic confirmation, the accuracy of
the cause-of-death listed on the death certificate may be less reliable; a study assessing the
concordance between cancer-specific cause of death and primary cancer site at diagnosis
showed significant differences by cancer type and certifier type.31-32 Nonphysician coroners
had lower accuracy rates compared with physicians.

A higher percentage of DCO cases may also suggest that registries are possibly
overreporting incident cases. Over 95% of DCO cases in our analysis were reported as a
single primary (ie, the death certificate was the only report of cancer for that person). As
shown by Wohler,® a DCO case may result if a cancer patient, diagnosed and registered
with the cancer registry in one state, moves to a different state, dies of cancer, and is
registered as a DCO case in the death state’s cancer registry. Because SEER and NPCR do
not require their registries to submit personal identifiers to their respective federal programs,
it is not possible for the programs to identify cancer patients who are registered in 2 or
more registries. However, there is a way for cancer registries to identify these cases. Cancer
registries routinely link their incidence data to the National Death Index to update vital
status among patients who leave the state after their diagnosis. If the registry initiating the
National Death Index linkage shared relevant information with death state registries, the
death state registry can identify and remove erroneous DCO cases from their databases.
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The exchange of information has been facilitated by the NAACCR National Interstate Data
Exchange Agreement.

There are strengths and limitations that should be kept in mind when interpreting the
findings and conclusions of this study. This large, population-based study was nationally
representative of the US population, and was able to look at the burden of cancer in

older adults by race and ethnicity. However, because cancer registries do not routinely
collect information on comorbidities or insurance status, we were unable to explore possible
reasons for why some older adults did not have diagnostically confirmed cancers or why
their cancers were diagnosed at a later stage compared to other older adults.

In conclusion, the surveillance data are greatly enriched by having detailed incidence data
for the oldest old. These data will enable health care professionals to prepare for the growing
number of adults with cancer. However, the high percentage of DCO cases among patients
aged =85 years may suggest the need to explore additional sources of follow-back.
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Figure 1. Percentage of Incident Cases Ascertained from Death Certicates Only for All Cancer
Cases Combined by Sex, Race/Ethnicity, and Age among Adults Aged =65 Years (2011-2015)
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acltion Ao

Figure 2. Distribution of Cancer Types among Adults Aged =85 Years by Sex, Race/Ethnicity,
and Age Group (2011-2015)

Selected cancers were those with a minimum 5% of cases in 2 or more of the 3 age groups
(85-89 years, 90-94 years, =95 years).

J Registry Manag. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2021 April 01.



1duosnuepy Joyiny 1duosnuely Joyiny 1duosnuepy Joyiny

1duosnuely Joyiny

Weir et al.

Hispanic / All Races

Male
— et
- = Pt e 060
¥
£ =
i ~ -
I = =
3 .
¥
-
wa ma nm wn - e L
At D
Non-Hizpanic [ White
Male —clorectal
E
3
i
!
3 -
At
Non-Hispanic | Black
Male
e —i
L ]
sen —rrntre
= Praatate o DL0)
g
1
i
i e
Po= e
-

Figure 3.

e ¥ 8 8 8 B FE R RN

U ———

PRCT————

Page 13

Hispanic f All Races

Female
s e
T g e B
_ET A
Vo ™~
- .,
— . ~
" ¥
s ~
e - nh e P ew [
e
Non-Hispanic [ White
—Caloreatal

Female

Non-Hispanic f Black

Female
——
< Pascreas oo £}
T — g
o e T— = tung e D04
ii T
/ e
‘\HH"\.
ne - nn wou e o -

Age-Specific Incidence Rates for Selected Cancers among Adults Aged =65 Years, With and
Without Death-Certificate-Only Cases, by Sex and Race/Ethnicity (2011-2015)

J Registry Manag. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2021 April 01.



Page 14

Weir et al.

Author Manuscript

%0'vE %6°€E %CEE %6'TE %9'62 %v'LC %0'5¢ elsia
%G'0¢ %G'02 %0'TC %e'TC %0'TC %C'1¢ %6'TC [euoifay
%V’ 1V %'ty %9'T¥ %8¢y %8Sy %€E8Y %850S 18307
104 %C'Y %'y %Y %9'€ %1€ %9°C (19ppejq Areunn) nys uj
wwm_mocm@_c Te abe1s
%S'8z | %L0Z | %EVT | %90T | %z8 | %89 %0'9 abels umouxun
%90z | %SET | %08 | w8y | %0t [ wee %9'T SON ABojoistH
%9 | wrs | wee | w8z | %IT | %LT %' 3lS umouxjun
sisouBelp o Anoiioads
%1'L %Ly %8¢ %8'T %C'T %0'T %80 sisoufieip O poyraw umouNuN
%E€C %8'9T %€0T %€'9 %0'Y %6°C %EC [ENSIA pue [edlul|D
%¢C'69 %8'8L %698 %6'T6 %8'v6 %196 %896 uoljewl U0y dAnIsod

sisouBelp 40 poyls

72’62 _ 226'sET _ £60'65E _ £E8'ELS _ 629'TS. _ 180726 _ 268'990'T _

$8580 0D -UOU 40 JaquinN

(sased 0D @-uou) sisoubelp Je abels pue ‘A3o1199ds ‘poylsiN

%C96 | %LG6 | %S'S6 | %LGE | %SS6 | %E96 %G'96 Ajuo Arewnid ajfuis
160'L | 8€T'ZT | o09'zcz | 6TL'6T | L1S¥T | eveeT G6L'TT $8580 00 40 J3qWINN

$9sed 0OQd Jo Jsquinu wocw:_uwm
%Z'T %80 %S0 %E'0 %20 %T°0 ‘%T0 awioy Buisinu pue Asdoiny
%1€ %G'€ %6'€ %Ly %SG %8G %L'G Aioreloqe| pue Jajusd Juswles) |
%0°L %9'S %EV %¥'E %0°'€ %LT %S'T uetaisAyd
%96T | %CTT %6'G %E'E %6'T %E'T %TT 02a
%T'69 | %68. | %rs8 | %ees | %v'68 | %006 %906 [endsoH
€T2'9€ | 090°€ST | €69'T8€ | 29G'€6S | 9YT'99L | 0Ev'9€6 | 289'8L0°T | S8sed 0OQ-UOU pue 0D 40 JeqUINN

(sasea [[e) 824nos Bunodal Jo adAL

G662 _ v6-06 _ 68-58 _ bg-08 _ 6,51 _ bI-0L _ 69-59

(A) ssoubep e aby

‘TalqeL

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

(ST0Z-TTOZ) SieBA G9=< paby sy npy Buowe aby Aq pauiquiod sased Jadued || 10} Sons1IaoeIRy) 19918S

Author Manuscript

J Registry Manag. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2021 April 01.



Page 15

Weir et al.

*afels umouYUN YIIM Sased mc_u:_uxm_%

‘paiy10ads asIMIBLI0 10U ‘'SON ‘AJUO 8182141130 Ylesp ‘00d

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

J Registry Manag. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2021 April 01.



Page 16

Weir et al.

(g8eT (8'8¢T '8zt (9e1T
(6°€€T '9'59) 7’66 ‘G€0T) 00zt ‘0°LTT) G2t ‘8°ZTT) 7021 ‘£°00T) G90T | (e728°L8L) 628 (€79 'v'S9) €85 IHN
(909 6/1) LvE Ger 8ve) zee (561 29¢) 12y | (2se'942) S1e | (01 612) 6.2 | (rec6/r) 66T | (04r 0%D) ¥'ST
(T2 'v'92) 9v (LSt '592) TGE (L°0G‘8°28) 6EV (z'9¢ '1°82) 0ce (5'1€ ‘e°52) €8¢ (122 '6°LT) 66T (T°21 'T91) 9'GT BuwouBdN
%8'GE- %ETZ-
(€82 (Gese (gory (655 (0€ss
(9:652 1 /5T) €202 6/22) zese cgre) g'Gee 928¢) 596€ €/25) Sovs | (629 665) | 672G ) 0'vrS
(8'6v€ (gese (z12y (z'095 (0%85
(0"08¢ ‘9'852) 0'GTE ‘1°€62) G0z€ ‘L°9vE) L'¥9€ '7'86€) 92Ty 'G'EES) Lovs | (069 ‘¥'19) | €6.G ‘0'9€9) 6'vvS a1eIs0.d
(876 '928) 209 (188 '909) V'eL (098 069) L (+'16 +'82) Lv8 | (Tos 'T02) 0S. | (579 669) 9€9 | Lvr L68) 4%
(8701
(SETT '7'19) 08L ‘9v1) 188 (096 ‘0'82) 198 (886 '2'58) 8'16 (ee8'1eL) T8. (069 'v'19) 1G9 (6°Sv '8°07) eey sea.oued
(czse 292¢ Gz (0€oe (966 (06rT
(rerz 8vzr) 19T croz) €lze v'262) 6'80€ £v°92€) z65e v€82) T€62 €122) ¥'82z 96¢T) 1aud"
(v"062 (9°05€ (699 (T71€ (6°0vC (zzst
(9°5G¢ ‘2°/ST) €202 '6'8€2) 1'€92 ‘G'GTE) L'2ee ‘0re) 7'€5€ ‘€'162) T'T0€ ‘¥'922) 9'€ee ‘8°ZYT) G yT Bun
(6992 (1882 G2 4 (6Z6T (6091
(6612 '9621) S0.T 9/12) €T +'962) 6'T.2 78v2) 6'65¢ 2v12) T'€2C 0081) 7'98T ©I51) T'9GT
(L2182 (262 (892 (8'v€e (1°56T (g2t
(L2ve 's'LyT) L'06T 'v'9¢2) 1192 ‘1°592) 6082 '8'€52) 1692 '9°/T2) 1922 ‘1°28T) G'88T ‘9°2ST) ¥'.GT | [e0810]0D
(6612 (6522 (€681 (v'1ST
(T/6T Z2IT) €0ST /1) 9'96T 6/61) 9TIZ co/r) 96.T 9/¢1) vl | (666 268) e | (€29 °'TT9) 9
(eeez (6'622 (6°06T (z'est
(r'ete '8'vet) Lv9T 'v'18T) 7'602 '9'702) ¥'ST¢ ‘8'TLT) 2181 '7'8ET) syl | (¥'66 ‘2°06) L'v6 (929 'v'19) ¥'v9 lappe|g
% 6T- %eTT- %6'G— %E e~
(G586'T (¢2/8T erre cure (czorz (06£8'T (6'667'T
9€91'7) 6'0/2'T cer/'T) €608'T 80907) 7'v0T'C ‘T9orz) | seet'e | ‘Gos0z) | €902 | Z86./T) | 8818'T cor'T) | 0S8yt
(r'eol'T (8'60T°C (8'z82'C (6'ev2'C (revt'e (L'298'T (6'STS'T
‘9'9GY'T) ¥'9/G'T ‘8'196'T) | 6280 | ‘Te6T'?) | TLETT ‘9'2.1'7) | 90t2'e | ‘0T60'7) | T2TT'Z? | ‘zees'T) | vew8T | ‘T98Y'T) | 6°00S'T s IV
710 %56 arey 710 %56 arey 10 %56 aley 710 %56 arey 10 %56 arey 10 %56 arey 710 %56 aley
G6< 6-06 68-G8 8-08 6.-GL v1-0L 69-9 (K) 8By

sooey ||VILUEdSIHPEIN

Author Manuscript

‘¢ slqeL

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

sa[eIN Joy Andluyia/eoey
Aq sased (00A) AJluO-81eanyiz)-yread INOYNAA PUe YUAA SIeak 692 paby S}Npy Ul SI180UeD UOWILIOD ISOIA 8Y) 40} S8ley 82uspIou| d14198dS-aby

Author Manuscript

J Registry Manag. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2021 April 01.



Page 17

Weir et al.

(z'112 (z'T22 (8102 (vt (L'8eT (5601
(T°€LT ‘T6PT) 8'09T ‘T'66T) 1502 ‘v'ETT) €LTe ‘T°96T) 0'66T '1°69T) 6T.LT ‘v'SET) 0°L€T '6°90T) 2'80T | ewouesiy
% vE- %T'Z2- %2 0T~ %9°€-
628z (zsre (Tv/8 (G1IS (6109 (885
(€952 Z922) 7'ove 6892) 6'6/2 6°50€) S0TE €99¢) FAVAS 1°€05) 9205 v'65) 6,65 08/9) 6'08S
(z'29¢ (6°0G€ (z'88¢ (§°215 (Z'v09 (€585
(6'78€ ‘0'67¢€) 9'99¢ ‘€'9YE) ZvSe ‘0°TYE) 6'GVE '2°08€) v8e '1°608) 9'€TS ‘T°16S) 1009 ‘v'6.5) 7285 ajeIsold
%6'ST— %6'GT— %9°0T— %8'G— %8'€e-
(Toor
(8¢ '585) T¥8 | (198 €08) T¥8 676) §16 | (€L6%c¢e6) | €56 | (599 €€8) 6v8 | (#0/ 089) 269 | (255 ves) ]
(rv0T (8T1T (ee0T
(556 ‘0'82) 1°00T '6°56) T°00T ‘2'901) 0'60T ‘7'66) 2T0T | (668 '9'98) 788 (922 '2°02) an (696°753) | 095 sealoued
%802 %EET— %S'L— %9't- %Te- %L'2- %6'2—
(¢ see (008t (v625 (9805 (ozer (€62
(¢6zz '9102) TGT2 ‘roze) 0'8ze 'G'89%) vy 00zs) L'7eS 6005) Lv0G ‘T'918) 06TV z882) €062
(598¢ (5815 (0°sss (0'szs (8eey (0°T0E
(5282 '5'952) 9TL2 ‘7°0L€) £8.€ ‘5'90) AL 'v'SvS) 2055 ‘T°L18) 1125 ‘8'L2h) 8'0Y ‘8'962) 6'862 Bun
%bZT- %L G- %EE—
(re6z (rore 992 (reez (081 lta124
(€822 '8002) [4 741 T6L2) 298¢ ‘T'10€) 1'S0€ 6692) €ele ‘T822) 1'0€2 ‘T081) 028t G6er) 60T
(60TE (6'02¢ (e'z8z (e'9ez (0'98T (24
(5652 'T°0€2) Svie '2'962) S'€0€ ‘G'TTE) 29TE '§'G12) 6'8.¢ 'T'1€2) 1'€€e ‘0°28T) 08T ‘0°TYT) GZyT | [ew810]00
“vle (0g6¢ (c6r& tar4 (G902 (1561
(L 12€ '9162) 801¢ Ggse) 5'99e 'G/8€) 1268 911E) ¥'SPe '6'6/2) £8/2 cz0z) vz ©zer) L'€ET
(1°68€ (8'50¥ (8zse (Le8e (€202 (8'5eT
(L2se 'v'8T18) AT ‘9°2L€) 808 ‘T'G6€) 7'00% ‘2'Ge) 0'67€ '69./2) 8'6.2 ‘2'€02) €502 ‘6'2ET) eveT Jappe|d
%L LT %E 0T %L'G— % - %6'T- %' T- %ET-
(res8'T (61067 (Cy A Gorlz (6€297 (gzzee (0168'T
G1/2'1) TGI8'T 1'99¢€7) 28T 2°96/7) 9052 z6127) | 862LC | 09092) | Lv19C | 680cz) | 6SieC | +088'T) 1'G88'T
(6'8v2'C (8'€89'2 (66262 (L1882 (57292 (5-gse'e (6°ST6'T
'€'69T'2) 890z'c | ‘vov9'e) | 0299c | ‘€7T06'7) | 9'ST6C ‘T0187) | 6'028'C | '8959'7) | £599'c | ‘sTve'?) | g8ve'z | ‘Z’S06'T) | 90T6'T SAUS IV
S)UM/IUEdSIH-UONRRIN
(ezer (85eT (tzzr IIr
(65T '9:69) ¥'S6 z'66) eVIT zvrr) LveT 9117) T6TT 966) SOt | (898 782) 28 | (209 6¥9) L'lS
710 %56 arey 710 %56 arey 10 %56 aley 710 %56 arey 10 %56 arey 10 %56 arey 710 %56 aley
G6< 6-06 68-G8 8-08 6.-GL v1-0L 69-G9 (A) 8By

saoey [|v/luedsiHRRIN

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

J Registry Manag. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2021 April 01.



Page 18

Weir et al.

%S Tr— %S08 %E9T— %8'9-
(c1er (Tesr (9915 (Tv8/ (0196 (€910T
(8'92¢ '9°10€) 6’19 8'89¢) T'66E cIeY) 819 €rIs) €0S 0v52) 689 8cc6) €'/16 G€66) 600'T
(L7219 (z'sLs (z'985 (z's08 (zTL6 (L120'T
(8'T0L ‘0'€¥S) 9'819 ‘0'8€9) vvLS '9'629) 028 '1°258) 2695 ‘9v.1) 8'68. ‘8'€V6) 156 '1'866) T0T0'T a1eIs0.d
(8601 (8201
(&zr1 '567) Zsot | (676 'T#9) T z06) 9'66 9¢6) S00T | (#26°028) | 126 |(€€gcss) | 26L | (969°865) | L29
(5'6TT (g9zT (T'911T (T°e01T
(€97 '8°06) zeeT ‘5°/8) 9201 ‘°'S0T) 9'GTT ‘v°T0T) §'80T '£°Z6) 976 (z'28'16L) 0€8 (589 '9°29) §'G9 sealoued
%0'G2- %8 YT %9'8— %2 9-
(G568 (z96¢ (€669 (8€rs 68y (298
(€1P2 v'IST) SZ6T ‘T662) ¥'92¢ 6€5t) Lyvly z/08) 0'€es 2°815) TTES 9'€9¢) zely 9°'r€) £'65¢
((adns (8'TYS (LyL8 (5€95 (€°26V (geLe
(z'ere's'802) 1952 ‘€'€GE) 6'28¢ ‘G°161) €61 ‘5TYS) 6°155 '0'8€9) 9055 ‘LLlY) G'/8Y ‘/'6GE) 9'99¢ Bun
(6108 (c/6¢ (8618 (cs8z (6262 ooz
(9'552 '§:291) €'502 7252) 6.2 ‘Gzoe) S6TE '7662) €0¢ ‘T492) 09.2 vvez) T'TEC c061) €'G6T
(5'Tee (LT8¢ (e0ee (€262 (r'Tve (L€02
(v'z62 ‘2'2'6T) 1'8€2 ‘T°112) 7'€0€ ‘T°91€) 9'€ee '2°50€) 9'LTE '6'€12) 0€8¢ '8°222) §vET ‘9°€6T) 9'86T | [e10810]0D
(€202 920z ©olr (Tger (T'50r
(6612 0°TET) ¥'69T ‘T091) €08T 86/1) 6'88T 8zsT) 9191 zzer) 8'8etT z'96) 900T | (#'52/ Z69) €2L
(1912 (7802 (e'slT (6'9€T (6's0T
(9°5€2 '6'971) ¥'18T ‘0°€LT) 06T ‘2°18T) ¥'76T ‘T°LST) 0'99T 'SveT) 9'0€T ‘0°26) v'10T | (09L '8'69) 82L lappe|g
%G'Ge- %S LT %l 6— %G'G- %0~ %6'T— %L T-
(r€65'T (v/6T (e (G/5v2 (28097 (col5z (T9sez
G69¢'T) €8LY'T 7668°T) 0'906'T TOL27T) €9TE'C Gesez) | 8eav'e | ‘6e95z) | 0185C | ‘66257) | 85T | TIeez) | 98€€C
(§111'2 (9'g8e'z (9°509'2 (6'865°C (1°069°2 (5'029'2 (5'96€'2
'7'8G8'T) 8186'T 'v'9€2'2) T01€'C ‘1°205'2) €955'C '0'825'7) €'€95'C ‘T%€9'7) | 07299'C '€'G15'7) | 8165C ‘v'19e'7) | 6'8L€C SaNS IV
Yoe|g/oiuedsiH-UONR RN
(09¢T N (CvsT (961 (0ot
(296 062) G/8 cozr) TIET ALY 0'vST Z6¢1) L'IST g6zr) Let ‘T001) ST0T | (€92 Z82) €GL
(9evT (1291 (89T (zTer (80T
(g's0T ‘'0°L8) 6'G6 ‘9°€ET) G'8ET ‘¥'SST) L'8ST ‘8'TGT) €vST ‘e'L2T) 26¢T ‘6°00T) €z0T | (0L2'6'7L) 09 THN
9202 (€612 (G002 (ve/r (€8er (T'601
(8991 ‘€€¥1) LvST 9661) 9102 GII12) €612 8v61) 9/6T 6891) TTLT 6ver) 9'9€T 9°901) 8'/0T
710 %56 arey 710 %56 arey 10 %56 aley 710 %56 arey 10 %56 arey 10 %56 arey 710 %56 aley
G6< 6-06 68-G8 8-08 6.-GL v1-0L 69-G9 (A) 8By

saoey [|v/luedsiHRRIN

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

J Registry Manag. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2021 April 01.



Page 19

Weir et al.

"euoydwA| unjBpoH-uou “THN "dejJano Jou pIp sased 0D INOYUM pue YIM satel Jo (D) HWI| S0USPLIU0D 94GE Yl 2I9UM UMOYS aJe Sajel Usamiaq saoualayip abejusosad ‘dnoib
21UYIa/39RI pUB ‘81IS ‘X3S USAIB e ul 8ouapIoul Je abe xead aleaipul ‘Aaib ur paybrybiy ‘sares papjog 'sesed 0@ apnjoul Jou op sared pazidlel] ‘uolrejndod piepuels SN 000Z dY} 03 PSZIPIepUelS dJam saley

(r28 'v€s) 6'€S (€€9508) 015 922 €19) T'69 (08 €89) vl | (€v. 'TS9) 969 | (665 7€S) G§9S | (616 89%) €6v
(L'76 '5°6€) 919 (29 '6°€Y) L'vS (7’18 ‘L%9) L1zl (1°€8 '2°02) 19/ (z'SL '099) §0. (209 '0%9) €15 (ges'vLy) 66 IHN
ey
(€92 62) €0T 9'89¢) 89 7 0¢€) 8y Ircs) €6 (2267 29 (66 5¢€) 4% ©v T8 L€
(L7219
(€92'82) €0T ‘0'8€S) 89 (r85€) 9G 8TT'v'2) v'6 (6°2'T9) 7’9 (95'9¢) S (9v'1€) 8¢ BuwouBpIN
710 %56 arey 710 %56 arey 10 %56 aley 710 %56 arey 10 %56 arey 10 %56 arey 710 %56 aley
G6< 6-06 68-G8 8-08 6.-GL v1-0L 69-G9 (A) 8By

se0ey |VILUEdSIHPEIN

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

J Registry Manag. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2021 April 01.



Page 20

Weir et al.

SNUM/IUETSI H-UON/B feuws

019 TTE) A4 (29 26%) 6.5 (106 '592) T€8 (506 '662) 188 | (€88 €6L) L'€8 (¥59 '8°65) 129 (¢zs z/t) 9'6Y
(629 '2°9¢) A (r'2L 'Tvs) 829 (€726 '5'8L) 2S8 (126 'v'18) 998 (288 '8'61) T8 (659 ‘2'65) 629 (G525 's'Ly) 005 IHN
(152 '¥7) 54 90z v1I1) ST (612 '561) 58T (512 'v'91) 88T (691 2°21) ST (rer ‘sor) 6T (9zr zor) an
(152 'v'2) eV (602 '9°TT) 8T (L2z'T91) 26T (8'TZ 'L91) T6T (591 '8°21) 9T (5°€T '9'01) 0eT (92t 'z°0T) A BuwouBpIN
(958 56%) 8'99 (898 '8°99) €9/ (026 '628) 168 (672 °779) sz. | (oL 829) 199 (616 ‘9°68) g8y | (19 0zg) 0ve
(T°20T . (20T . (L2101 . o i . o i . et . . .
'9) 678 0'8) 1'S6 '526) 0°00T (Tzs'0ozL) 69L (5€L '¥'39) £'69 (9725 °2'9) 967 (298 '5°2¢) 9ve sealoued
%2 62— %S'6T-
(rzrr ) (GgeT i (8891 ) (6181 ) (8691 ) (rert ) (oot )
50) 468 Z07T) vect T051) €65t /°991) cvit %/61) €9t GEET) veel Z66) 9%
(eest _ (6991 : (6'v81 . (9761 . (rvit . (0ovt _ (9701 _ 6
g e0T) L'92T geT) 02sT £GoT) 6.1 09L 1) L'€8T 9 19T) 0897 T'9eT) 0TYT '9'16) 1'86 un_
(G261 ) 080z ) (0°8sz ) (r68z ) (9928 ) (Tvze ) (¥'52¢ .
206) vett G'9/1) 816t Y v€2) cwe 6692) v6ie '£608) 6.1¢ £608) g9te Y 7TE) o6te
(CRA . (T9ze . (1292 . (8'€62 . (9°62€ . (9°5ze . (r'9ze .
6a1T) SEVT ' e67) 2602 eh7) 0552 S12) 082 2216) 802 01E) 1'8T¢ 9eTe) 102 1sealg
(8981 . (0g61 ) (602 ) (981 . (09rr ) (6811 . op i )
5051) 9'95T e 51) €6LT 9991) 0'66T cor) 8T T HeT) TovT 5607) vyl | (v96 'G16) 66
(ot . (setz . (L2112 . (2881 ) (82v7 . (5611 _ o i .
e L1817 5 187) 0°L6T €96T) 8902 ZeIT) 8087 ‘€ 98T) 0zt '‘90TT) 0sTT | (886 ‘6'16) €66 [€30810]0D
0vs Z92) €8e (805 2°68) 8y (#'16 €T8) TV (68 808) Sty Gve 062) 9'1e (652 812) 8'€e (/1 6%1) €91
(o6s'Toe) | o€y | (rss'oee) | oLr | (ees'oer) | o8y | (S6v'LTv) | var | (Lve'zee) | 6T€ | (092'8Te) | &€z [ (6LT'0°6T) [ vOT isppelg
%602~ %LTT- %t9- %b'e-
(856 . (rorz't I (09zr'T . (965r'T S (6'99¢'T oot 6612T S (5650'T .
90£8) 0888 | szerp | OWLT [ egue) | €80T | poser) | GLWL | gpecr) | 98T | gpsrr) | E9OCT | gggpp) | O8VOT
(L'06T'T - (6'€8€'T o (0'zes'T —— (T'o61'T 0o (6'26€'T o (T'7e2'T S (9°290'T s
£'950'T) T€ZT'T ZT08T) T2ve'T 0GoPT) CE6Y'T Z9ry'T) 0'897'T 04GET) 8v.E'T svozT) | 7ETET ‘9 7h0'T) 1950'T SOUS IV
10 %56 aley 710 %56 arey 710 %56 arey 710 %56 arey 10 %56 arey 10 %56 arey 710 %56 aley
G6= 76-06 68-G8 ¥8-08 6.-G/ v1-0L 69-9 (A)aby

se0ey |IV/0IUedS|HP [eLwe-

Author Manuscript

‘€ 9lqeL

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

sajews4 40} Auoiuyig/eoey
Aq sased (00A) AJluO-81eanyiz)-yread INOYNAA PUe YUAA SIeak 692 paby S}Npy Ul SI180UeD UOWILIOD ISOIA 8Y) 40} S8ley 82uspIou| d14198dS-aby

Author Manuscript

J Registry Manag. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2021 April 01.



Page 21

Weir et al.

>oe|g/oiueds|H-UON P fewa

18 vot) 6Ly €8 veL) 8'GL (096 'TZ6) o6 (166 /'56) v'.6 (688 0'98) ¥'/8 (res 802) 6T (615 'T€S) 0vS
(5°85 '9°09) 7'7S (€€8'2'8L) 108 (2'66 ‘2'56) 216 A,w..mmw 166 (868 '698) €88 (5€L'T1L) €zl (T°5S ‘v'€s) €S IHN
(€25 6v¢) S8y (09 0°99) 2'8S (069 259) €79 (€729 619) 6'59 (929 Z09) ¥'19 (666 ‘6€5) SYS (€16 '9%6¢) 05
(556 '8°LY) S'TS (129 '2°29) 665 (002 '999) €89 (£°29'6'%9) €99 (829 '7°09) 919 (256 '1°€9) L'vS (7’15 ‘L'6Y) 60§ | ewouesN
%0°'8¢2- %G '6T- %8 TT- %t L-
(809 825) 195 (T92 212) L€l (8 2 08) 58 922 °9%2) T9. (#'99 6°€9) T'59 (€26 €08) €15 (98 'T28) 8¢
(5°€8 ‘TvL) 18 (Z'v6 '8'88) S'16 (556 '9°T6) G'€6 (£€8'9°08) 128 (069 ‘v°99) 119 (85 ‘8°'19) 825 (e'6€ '8°28) 98¢ sealoued
%Y'G2— %8'9T- %8'8- %6't— %8'Z- %6'T-
Gorr ) (Ge/T i (¢9/2 . (L €58 ) (2188 ) (c5c€ : (6262 )
9%66) 0’0t 7:991) 8691 6692) 6eLe ) s05e /6/€) L8Le £ 08) gcee ) Toee
01 _ (€'802 : (8'z0e . (6728 . (9z68 . (6'TvE _ (R4 _ 6
‘SYET) yort 2002) cvoe ‘8'G62) ee6e £'G9g) 989 ‘voge) | 088 ‘oge) | T O%E '6'L87) Leee un
%8 LT~ %E'8- %Te-
(z90z 96T (v1/2 9212 @16 J0IS (G 9zt 622y (0s/v 9TIY (T22¢ Zviy Gery OThy
z'167) 0892) 8'99¢) v618) €89%) L) Geer)
(6°617C . (T°20g . (L98¢ . (rzey . (e'8Ly . (g'6LY . (67t .
eed) 9TYe ©262) 7’162 1'818) 1'28¢ e'57h) 8'8zy 91/%) 6vLy '9e7) SoLy 6.60) vy 158319
%0'GT- %T'8- %be-
(L €81 . (reez ) 9192 ) (¢8zz ) (0€sr ) (6eer . op i .
7 6or) 99T c657) 8'€ee Deer) €852 Dezz) 9522 9a/T) 608T 9 067) el | (686 Z96) ¥'.6
(9512 . (0’652 . (8'0L2 . L°Tee . (6781 . (0'ceT _ . .
©002) 8202 5672) v'vse T92) 7’192 G122) T0€2 7087) 82817 6 TET) GeeT | (2'66 ‘8°96) 086 [€10810]0D
(865 6°19) 1'SS 6v, 'T0L) ST (128 062) 808 ¥s/ 'vaL) 6°€L (€9 0°19) 229 (€6t v2L8) '8y (666 Zve) 8ve
(€29 '6'89) 0'€9 (6L 'v'vl) 6'9. (058 ‘'€'18) T€8 (992 '9°€2) TG. (6€9 '7'19) 929 (567 '9'LY) S8y (L'se ‘'eve) 0'6e lappe|g
%002 %y TT- %6°'G— %e e %L T~ % T- %80~
(L0s0'T . Eerr'T i (€8T - (071/8T . (G6£8'T ot (9'659'T oot (6€66'T oot
ce66) | OO | wrzen) | TEVL | zoum) | L8V | zager) | 9EBT | Zogem) | BBT | gppom [ VOOV | pogep | 968ET
(1'282'T ot (7'229'T . (7'868'T Ro0* (8'2¢6'T S (6'188'T . (0'629'T oot (6'70v'T s
2252 T) §'692'T '9709'T) 0'97T9'T ‘9088T) 9'688'T S 1767) 7S26'T '6'898'T) 7'S8'T 6'699'T) G'699'T T968T) S007'T SaMNS IV
10 %56 aley 710 %56 arey 710 %56 arey 710 %56 arey 10 %56 arey 10 %56 arey 710 %56 aley
G6= 76-06 68-G8 ¥8-08 61-GL v1-0L 69-G9 (A)aby

se0ey |IV/0IUedS|HP [eLwe-

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

J Registry Manag. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2021 April 01.



Page 22

"euoydwA| unjbpoH-uou ‘“THN "deJan0 Jou pIp Sased 0D INOUNM pue Yl salel Jo (D) Hwl| 8USPLU0I %,G6 dY} IaYM UMOYS aJe SaTel Usamiaq Saduaiajip abejuadiad "dnoib
J1UY18/a9R1 pUe ‘B)IS ‘Xas UaAID & ul aouaploul Je abe yead arealpul ‘Aab ui paybijybiy ‘sejel papjog 'sased 0O apn|oul Jou op sajed pazidlfel] ‘uoirejndod plepuels SN 000Z dYl 01 pazipiepuels aiam saley

Weir et al.

61 062) 8€e (Ovr €2€) 8./€ (€95 0°9¢) 505 (895 Z6¢) 625 (€€5 TL8) T0S (€€t '588) 607 (Tov 'T9€) T8
(L'sv '9°'52) Sve (697 '8'%€) S0y (L9 'T'LY) 8'TS (085 ‘€°09) VS (Z'¥S '6°LY) 0TS (9°ev '8'8¢) Ay (eov ‘€9¢) €8¢ IHN
(zoroz) 6V ©92°1€) 0s 9819 19 v/ 6% 09 €5 e (53 0% 92) ze (€€z2) LT
(zo1'02) 6V (672 '€€) 4] (68 '€9) 69 (6229 79 (rs'se) vy (Tv°272) 7'e (eec2) LT BWwouBpN
%002 %EZT-
(6ss's6s) | eeo | wrveTw) | ose WW%% £0T \mwmw 1101 | €678 | T8 | (Zez099) | 069 | (0esssr) | Lo0s
(8'8TT . (211 . (8'62T . (6°€TT . - . o) e . . )
‘0'8) 8'00T 'S76) 0207 e GTT) v'zer 0'€07) €80T | (556 'T'L8) €16 (8'€L'5'29) 90L (7S '8'6Y) 02s sealoued
%SG'9T- %9'8-
(921 6401 (9291 6'eeT (czre 1782 (r/82 1812 (6508 862 (trz/z 099z (0502 -
'16) 0vr1) czzz) T0L2) 8062) 6652) 0'961)
(g9t _ (v661 : (59 . (L'00g . (gete . (692 _ (802 _ 6
‘v'eeT) et ‘91T 98t L'€07) gese '6'282) L16e ze60) | &908 ) 90Le Z'66T) Le0e U
(€192 ) (6808 ) (€58 . (G188 ) (8oer ) (&zer ) ory )
9672) vove 7'0/2) S26e 05€) L1238 £/9€) €Le 92TH) L1ey /TH) ey 0'965) Evoy
(8T1E . (z'18€ . (8'68¢ . (7'v6€ . (0vey . (z'ser . (ezty .
7557) 1282 S208) 002¢ S poe) 0'LL€ 01E) T8¢ 09Th) 0'sey 6TH) v'izy ' 666) 6'S0v 1seaig
091z . (09zz . ¢85z . (6522 ) (€961 ) (v'191 . (89T )
9691) 816t G 967) 6T1c 9£2) 8ive 5072) 18le CH8I) coet 0251) 994t 5621) Teet
(0vsz . (zove . (L0lz . (9TE2 . (z'66T . (z'e9t _ (9'2€1 _
‘9207) 1122 6112) §'TEC 9672) 0092 T917) 1'€22 T787) T€6T 'g'e5T) G'8ST 'S 06T) 6'€ET | [e10210]0D
(€€l z/t) 265 (069 ‘TVS) 219 (29 'TZ8) 129 (665 'TZ) 6'GS (657 ‘TO8) 62V (9ve €08) v'ze vz 012) v'ee
(@e8'e6q) | €€L | (9zL'esq) | 9v9 | (969'T69) | ¢v9 | (c19'¢es) | T8 | (rov'oor) | vev | (8ve'soe) | 9ze | (Ove'0oTe) | ST isppelg
%0'TZ- %SZT- %S'9- %8'E-
(®zIr'T oant (r€S€'T S (cz/9T onat (9€69'T o €v69'T arar (6€55'T . (Tz9e'T -
g610r) | SEOT | egerr) | 0BT | wprgr) | IOT | Zregr) | EUOT | Gger) | €OV | gy | VEEST | ggeep) | VOSET
(8'TOV'T oot (rvvs'T et (e'88L'T o0 (7'65L'T ey (z62L'T s (L7287 ot (LveT e
1262'T) v'ove'T 9 TIPT) L'108'T ‘9ee)'T) 8'09L'T Z9LIT) L'IEL'T Te69'T) TTILT Topor) | 66987 e1ee) | 6C9ET SeUS IV
10 %56 aley 710 %56 arey 710 %56 arey 710 %56 arey 10 %56 arey 10 %56 arey 710 %56 aley
G6= 76-06 68-G8 ¥8-08 61-GL v1-0L 69-G9 (A)aby
saoey ||v/ol1ueds|HP [eWe

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

Author Manuscript

J Registry Manag. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2021 April 01.



	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Results
	Discussion
	References
	Figure 1.
	Figure 2.
	Figure 3.
	Table 1.
	Table 2.
	Table 3.

