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Cohort analysis, period analysis IZ & BBfixtgE

10 FHEMEFRE LU SWEHERME (%)

Men

Women
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Cohort 78-80
Cohort 88-90
Period 88-90
Period 98-00

34.7 (32.9-36.6)
48.5 (46.9-50.1)
45.8 (44.1-47.6)
51.6 (50.0-53.2)

27.3 (25.2-29.4)
45.2 (43.2-47.3)
43.8 (41.6-45.9)
48.0 (45.8-50.1)
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