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Table 2. Characteristics of the study population
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Table 3. Relative risk of onset of myocardial infarction (MI) within one hour after
heavy physical exertion, according to patients’ characteristics

1 RR (95% ClI)
1228 54 5.9 (4.6 - 7.7)
<1/ 1027 19 107 (67 — 171)
1-2 |/ 68 10 19.4 (9.9 — 38.1)
3-4 |/ 40 6 8.6 (3.6 — 20.5)
>=5 93 19 2.4 (15 -3.7)
<50 227 21 5.7 (3.7 — 8.8)
50 - 69 629 26 5.4 (3.7 - 7.8)
>=70 372 7 12.7 (6.0 — 27.2)
836 50 5.9 (4.5-7.7)
392 4 7.1 (2.1 -23.5)
232 7 18.9 (7.4 — 47.7)
996 47 5.4 (4.1-7.2)
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920 49 6.3 (4.8 — 8.4)
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B
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