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TABLE 2
Odds Ratios and 95% Confidence Intervals Associated with Work Limitations from WLQ Subscales
Dependent Variables
Time Physical Mental Output
Odds Odds Odds Odds

Independent Variables Ratio 95% ClI Ratio 95% CI Ratio 95% CI Ratio 95% Cl
Age 0.969* (0.96, 0.97) 0.991"  (0.99, 0.99) 0.974" (0.97,0.98) 0.985° (0.98, 0.99)
Sex (Female) 1.426* (1.30, 1.56) 1.596" (1.45,1.76) 1191 (1.10,1.29) 1.091 (1.01,1.18)
Allergy* 1.037 (0.95, 1.13) 1.066 (0.97,1.17) 1.073 (0.99, 1.16) 1.040 (0.96, 1.13)
Arthritis** 1225  (1.05,1.44) 1.562° (1.34,1.82) 1.216* (1.05, 1.40) 1.312°  (1.13,1.52)
Asthma 1.143 (0.98, 1.33) 1.057 (0.90, 1.24) 0.972 (0.84,1.12) 0962 (0.83,1.12)
Back Pain** 1397 (1.22,1.60) 1.322°  (1.15,1.52) 1.539* (1.35,1.76) 1.370* (1.20, 1.56)
Cancer 0.786 (0.58, 1.07) 0.784 (0.58, 1.06) 0.853 (0.66, 1.11) 0.904 (0.69, 1.18)
Depression™ 2.053" (1.83,2.30) 1.488" (1.32, 1.68) 2.459° (2.20,2.76) 2.238" (2.00, 2.50)
Diabetes” 1.401*  (1.14,1.73) 1.415° (1.15,1.75) 1.233 (1.02, 1.50) 1.158  (0.95,1.42)
Heart disease 1.507*  (1.12,2.04) 1.280 (0.94, 1.74) 1141 (0.86, 1.51) 1.205 (0.91, 1.60)
Heartburn™* 1.166 (1.02, 1.33) 1.175 (1.03, 1.34) 1.107 (0.98, 1.25) 1109 (0.98, 1.25)
Hypertension 1156 (1.02,1.31) 1106  (0.98, 1.25) 1.051  (0.94,1.18) 1.067 (0.95,1.20)
Irritable Bowel” 1.366" (1.11,1.68) 1.324 (1.07, 1.64) 1.286 (1.05, 1.58) 1.401" (1.14,1.72)
Kidney disease 1.145 (0.62, 2.10) 1.313 (0.72, 2.41) 1.260 (0.72, 2.21) 1.377 (0.78,2.42)
Menopause 1.163 (1.00, 1.35) 1.202 (1.04, 1.39) 1.080 (0.95, 1.23) 1.157  (1.10,1.32)
Osteoporosis 1.038 (0.75, 1.43) 1.167 (0.86, 1.58) 1.019 (0.77,1.36) 1.010 (0.75,1.35)
Model Fit
-2 Log Likelihood 18220.1378 17067.2328 21790.6842 20412.9878
R-square 0.039 0.022 0.041 0.025
Max-rescaled R-square 0.057 0.033 0.055 0.035
Likelihood Ratio Test

Chi-square 657.375 362.108 697.955 424.671

Pr> <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001 <0.0001

Independent Variables: * P < 0.05; ** P < 0.01.
Dependent Variables: Bold = Significant at P < 0.05; * = significant at P < 0.01.
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