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1. 49 9ey 4 534

A #BHY ZFFA Al(work-related musculoskeletal disorder)i WA
HQ 2F3A AYoez AYgH BAH LAHAAE AA Hejojn}. oj9 #
dxe g2ldes vEAHY T2, FEd §f, FHES AA, ZAHA 2EHA
2 AE, L5 Foln 2L 9gujE AF AILHE foj2 e AT AH
(ergonomic disorder), ¥3 <44 “ol(cumulative trauma disorders), ¥& 31
A2 XA (repetitive strain injuries)Z-°] it}

AB7E S58HAl 7143 2 AEsEol g uiel PR AFo] Folnta o
ZF AT BEE 2234 FAE FoEA o 2y ¢ARA 474
(NIOSH)S 22219 7 #dd 100 2AEAd 2234 s LIANA
ow dA wid HYgd FHEE Z2FAA AAE 4= FE2XE 593(n= FY
A7) oF 4%)olH, A% F-- FHAT B} FEo] 2FHA&H o9 &
8+ ulgo] $30,000914 $6000001 ol&vk? Ed ZY AtAEP AFY
(NIOSH) 2000dde] &d9+9 oF 50%7F 243 #dg 234 Ao
olgd Aol d=3tgct?

St 80dd olF 2 WME AAYAE I FA AxY =EAE) T
A3 gE A BAEE 2ZFA Fohs} olAE dREY ARZ 223 £3)
VDTE A3t FAod FAlsls 2249414 vdedz o wary 2 a3
AA Zdel g SZAA Aol FAMY o) EHE & Awd $HE A%
3 AR vaEsto v AA4d AP AslEn A EA(self-report
questionnaire)& 7H'&3 3, o]& ol &3 AJYAst =FAA Aeold ol@dd s}
$4< Frtsd

2. 234 Fd =A 9y
AAFTHA A= UG BEE AFEAS dojur] Ao nme] xA B
et diAlE FFstddol du], AP HAE FFH ZAHactive surveillance)

9} %% A ZAHpassive surveillance) 7} 9t} ¥
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2.1 +% & = AH(Passive Surveillance) '

F5H ZAE AR, ARG, Z2EJFTE L AGFY 23 @Y 3A
AN zAE AW FAY VIZES olgstq FuE FPNE PPoz® o)
d olg€5HoAE F&3% 7|24 = OSHA 200logs, TEAE A B #F 7]
Z, JFI1E, 33N Ag 712, 4AF ARVE, AFHAA Sl unt?

FEHZAY FHOEE v go] AA £V, ABI=S ARE 7] A A
AF F2ol 7M5dd. =8 #89 < (historical) ¥4 o] 7530, AR Uzt
FE8A fxQio]l AFEAA RaAM oplHE AREA #E dIE vy F
e ARE AT, ANIFHH AM SHAA SAHG3 Frste o] 8
o 9Ho2E %7 T30l o A BHFONG Fol FAlso] BaH
ofX|2] go} 71EEol §AFR £, AL B A7) 289

22 %3 =A (Active Surveillance)

TE4 £Abe AEM(questionnaire) & T3 AR E FHIAY, AAHAL
ZAFEY, A7 A AHreal-time computerized survey)S2 A 3o L%
A8E FRUG O

TEAZAY FFozE AQBAE dd AAH Q= EAS 79 F
on, A ™AL 2234 FAY A T4 L BAHP 29 BEH AR,
ERZ 2@, NEE € ¢ It 23 22AA Z49 BdY JPer s
Wbt Add BEE FRE F F Aok GFHL v go] Bo] En HENE
o] A SHEHA ARES F oA R B9 glew ¥ AYA
7} 983t}

3. 4EA 24 % =4

€ @794 A HENE a9 19 Zo] FYd B AY 2 AA A
olde AR, BN 2, BUZANYF N2dRo] B3| AEL A4
AL BERIY FFE =AE PAE WAE"E AN EAJES 3P0

A A 22AEL E 14 YERd uie} o] a4, 9dEA, JAAZ, 99
T 7IARARA, AR, Muj22dg FAEL gow, TR APolgdE it
9 Aol U3 WA EYXNEE ¥ Y= AR 50F (1 FA groupeldt FE)
3 fA B $9AFY dA 509 (olF B group °lg Fo o] =
Abet. A& A 2228 249 %2 UE ofE 4EAT 22
A ABARE ZEs B + A=AE G571 HaA g,
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E 1 BEUEAY AYIHEE

2 5 HEEEE o R
1 A3 j o
I% (AU 7ANzEY) | L (&3)
A 39 (78%) | B(12%) | 5(10%)
B 40(80%) __10(20%)

4 ABEA

41 AEAX9 784

E 2% A gAY Ado] FFFAA FAZ YA BEUXEE 2u Y= A
258 ZZ3A Fof AAHL B2 & B 21gd o HAEAY 39, 64, 8
H OO FE sk $FS Yehd Aol o] XE ojfso E HEXAY W
Zx, B4 2 d34E SAHANE, o|AL B AEAM F 84S B3y
9% A OS2 Chaffin and Anderssono] 7§23 & oj&age?

® 917} (sensitivity) = [True positive/(True Positive + False Negative)] X 100

=[50/ (80 + O)1 X 100 = 100% —-----~-- )

w £ o] (specificity) = [True negative/(True negative + False positive)]x 100
= [41 / (41+ 9] X 100 = 82 9% ——-—--mmmm @)

® o &4 (predictivity) = [True positive/(True positive + False positive)]x 100
=[50/ (50 + 9)] X 100 = 84.7% —-----——- (3)

True positive® 37H4 &5 25 I3 dge & $9AF FAd @89
244 Fol AGE e A$-ol9, True negatives 3712 #2F ez
FAA dge & $EAF AUd BEY 2FAA A9 A L Ao,
False positivex 3712 &5 2F 343 dgS & $EAF N85 &4 gL
73 $-ol™, False Negative: 371A] #E2F shias $3F g 3 ¢UxE
A3 #ddd 2FFA AGE e AH ol

U3 = (sensitivity) £ 23 ddd 2ZHA Fol9 Fdo] Uaad LwxE
e dEAY A84¢ el Reg 2 48X A$ 100%2 Ue
E AEME ol It A & 2%/ 2L FSE A¥siA FdE @ £
de Aoz yeigth. 5ol (specificity)2 24 wHEY ZFAA Pl 2
g A &L $HAE EUs HEAY ABHS ey E Row B HE
A9 A5 82%= vetyth 34 (predictivity) 2 3 23 #Eg 22AA
Fohe AgE B JteAo] AE $HAESE dSse HEAY EHozn B Y
TAY S 847%2 JERT. ol EHL 53 2ZAA ol4g A %7
49 2229 olF 2 HIYLAEL FohEd B MBS 4834
= AL ¢ F Yo
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A4 FARBIE Y= AFE V1E% FHANL. ( AFD - )

A9 AFA FTAG FEe Qi U (A ( #) (7

35 BIAYARL drivd U ( ) Az

. AAR QAR v FF R T 9 BUZE FEE Ho
AREFU7A? () (H)L)

5. &Y EWZe] AT 713 EHF F94F 199 ATF AN BlFes

EAH FHAAL.

&WN!"‘

6. °18¥ A3 AAFH AXHJAFUA?
( ad) (238 ( ) ( 43)
7. o121@ BHzre) 4ol K o) =472

O BEH) 24 Q FF o] By T2 @ FAAF A

@ FAAN @ BEF2EH2 (D3 BIl2 e B9 HF)

® AF @ 3¢ @ FIHHH22: 2 A 2(ZFIH 29)

8. ol % EHRe] dJ=d % HiA =AJIN?

© &4 5 247 & ° Q F9A @ AYA

@ B8 @71 ( )

9. oj=1d BHP GEA HAAEE 2L Ho) AAFUZ? () (oFR)

10. 3¢ W3} W EN GFAE (AALE7],E5)N ABol AAFUA?
¢ o4) (e )

29 1 CTD 2&4
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AA 290 wiult 3% AN {7

A AAPAY vhul 25 AP A 2HEH ATFY $RAES F
A AAFASY BAY EE bl 8L 2YY Ao P Fe A
100% 344 d9e #9T B 1§ $UASE 3% 2 179%e] FHHY
derg shack

AAME By

Z}"Wl BEE AA JA 2FHAE AAE HAFFH WFor FAS A

& THE 23 A 359 SHAEY A ¥ =, oA, B9 oAk

:11%—% EEHol QlE 1789 B 2F $RAE T T8l 4% = NF B
sked olAL FukAayg #EQG T dE A YehE #d 5F
d 7HsdE NASHY A4#AEAY 9FE w9y AT AdSAAA A H
Aok gRoz AHU

%E ;lo] 1_,_]:5]:14- A|7|

AR ERzol Yebd A7 BN da H2o] ofd 1d o] #&E4 F
aF A EF =L dge 6101 ol E F4Ee] oA A FAHE WA
F4YE Y.

2¥3e 949

SHAE A Edzelyd n% 9 dAe NI AR AaF A
T2 5 &, »AAG XM] T do] ¥ T, AAAL £o2
dAEdE AT B2FY $HAEE 2L FEE EY F OF $8/AES) AN
€9 EHUU] A9 ‘9}%31%1 FauEolzta AZstn AU
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E¥ZAL /1EANE 29

N BURE AYS LHAE] @ U] BS Mtk Aol
A 99e BAS AR $HATY diEe) YAV FA e W 1o
U 2Hze] ZAUGT dusd drish F4ctss #de] Uk AL AR
SojAm 1 e YA BRPel FABTUD ST Abdo] 32%, 12%2 e
U 45 2R3 AAY AR FQ247 AL A

E

2uztez A8 J42s oAl ANLI Bt AR A ENddz
AZEY £RAETE BURS =AU dud Aol ‘d'su @ wd BaF
9 sgAELS BURS FUBA Ax 179F 99el 3HH U@ FAch
2RY Uge @ g4 Hed 2 A5 E20] JUAAY SYA o] @
A 402 oA WAL TEHA Fe Aoz Amuth

lo
h

ole

i

oz 9 o iave
“gHzto @ s AFAEE Hed AFe] A=AV g AR Y 2N F
#}2 ATEe $HASL 502 Ado] TAF d9g FY2L BaFe $UAE
€ 109 o] FAAY Y HA BIFY $RAEL o}2 Y BAY
ZZAAABoIYE Ao WAANAE FAAT HPH T= 2ZAAY VA
A A% FAIAINNS A&HQA Hos} ol ool $RoE AlmELt

5. d8

£ dFdME Fgd 9% ZHAN 2AEY F - 9 HaEYx
AAFAN E4A o8 F e AVMEILEME ML Fgd @ 2
E4A o Ado] A 5089 2229 gAle] Aol gE T2 0FE
Wdez AEXAE ANHAT
a2 4 3548 SHAEY dgd d¥ 43 AR A 48
A9 xS ol R dF4e A% £,
254 4 239 &3 & d4E Adsdd.
© E9ZE M Bol =7 ANFHAE dEdR 2 °9E oA E ¢o=
et
@ W7 9d92o2 WEAQA FFol /M BRI 2 B& RFHAEF A,
¥ o] dod FF, YA oA
@ EHztel v HAAE ASE £HF €47 FX &peWIt M BRR
AL FAANE OE o2 YERT.
2 A7d AH8E AR AEAME AEFQA FAA A8E 2Fde 22
Ao 28A Fe ZEAE TEE T Ao ARFTHA &Y o]Hd AP oA
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= 2AETFEA §45 449 § Jow QA WA AW AAY
A APy A% A28 FARTELE o)8o] AssTa wuEA.
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