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include.~inclusion.”exclude ~exclusion
eligible.~enrolled
<f1>
Study Population
The Nurses’ Health Study is a prospective cohort study comprised of 121 700 women who were
between the ages of 30 to 55 years when they completed the baseline questionnaire in 1976.
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Assessment of Rheumatoid Arthritis
We conducted follow-up on the 7786 women reporting RA on any of the biennial questionnaires from

1978 to 1996.
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outcome.”endpoint
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Cardiovascular End Points
End points for these analyses were myocardial infarction and stroke.
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follow

<pi>

In this study involving 114 342 women and representing 2.4 million years of follow-up, we confirmed an
incident diagnosis of RA in 527 women, and there were 2296 myocardial infarctions and 1326 strokes.
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follow up rate, lost to follow up
withdraw. stop.~ compliance
<H1>
Assessment of Rheumatoid Arthritis
We conducted follow-up on the 7786 women reporting RA on any of the biennial questionnaires from
1978 to 1996.
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We used pooled logistic regression to adjust for multiple potential confounders.
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