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Abstract

Based on the data from the 2018 China Learning Health Influences Tracking Survey (CLHLS), the
chronic disease status and its comorbidity patterns of Chinese older adults were examined by asso-
ciation rule analysis and network analysis, and the prevalence rates of chronic diseases among Chi-
nese older adults with different age structures were compared. The study showed that the preva-
lence of chronic diseases among the elderly was 66.23 per cent; age, place of residence, education
level and ethnicity affected the prevalence of chronic diseases among the elderly; hypertension,
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heart disease and diabetes mellitus were closely related to a variety of chronic diseases, and their
early detection and prevention should be strengthened; the mechanisms of comorbidity of chronic
diseases among the elderly differed in various age groups; and there were significant differences in
the rules of comorbidity of chronic diseases among the elderly depending on the level of education.
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1. 5|15
1.1. fiER

W EDE AEREEN D2 M EZR, KIS LR E AN OS5, SN2 &L EZFE N T 2.64
., HENOM 18.7%. 5 2010 FAHEL, X—HHIHEK T 5.44% [1]. BECEFHILK, BHEFRA R
(1) {8 2 i R L 320 78 D TS AR IR S0 TR 63 5 R B 1407 o AR 1) A2 32 4 AR AR TR s 3 £
A5 4502 95 ) T o7 A T R A B R kAR

M, JLHERIME . O ANSEIPIRGE B SE, 2R A B S R fa R 1 {5 1)
RR[2]e BRI, RS, 4 NAEIRIE R T DUE fE 3], 29 N8 Bm R Uk, —
N R b B 9 DA s B Gk A e, A DA AR R O A, B N R B R A DL
Mgk . BEE N 2R, ARSI RGN T2 R, ICINE T BT AR, R E
AR 4], BARZEANTIGZ ERY . ZREHSENES], EEK T Z2ENWERSTE. 120
I FL X A L T A A B R XU (6] 25 2 1078 (1 AH AR F b B — R BE O R 2%, 3O 7™ B g R
WE[7]o P08 003 ) e R 3R 4R A BRI YT AR R Guy R B KPR (8], JUHRETRIAE XK, HEKE,
FEI 0 i e BN T RN E K9], HIELEIZ T [10].

LA NFHR RSV S A ARE[11], BIUE D2 T R = i R Mg M 3 1 e, vl 48
NP7 1] P e [ R SRATL i) R0 JRURG: DR 2, T il B 8 R T RS B e, ik ve T i i . Rk, ASHE
FOE AT = 30T, K ORI 3 B R 48 o A7 77325, R0 T3R8 60 25 K PA 12245 A8V 1) 2%
B, Mg T IREE ISR IR AN R, D8 s 0 2 R0 L 5 BRI R A T 255, RIR
S SR A RIS 1 5 s A A AR T B S R

1.2. 3CERERIR

AR, BRI U SR TR PR SR IR, IO, DURSOR B BESE . 1 A K2 BT 7T
e e g IR B B AR R 18 PR BRI LA AR

il S AR T R N R AT O SRR R R A WoR, ZHEANIUREN 31.00%; HEZEM
e M R AR U T A L, R N = e R A A L e PA S A [12]
2022 4, [EEERERYE 12 BT 0 2 AT AR RO R R 3R, AR ER — JRAEAE 76
o i 2 1) e AR, e R AR R R R R, TR e L P AL S R R AR AE A R g
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P B A [13].

AN, REZEBUIF K R =328 Logistic [B1HSRHIFFT S T8 2 [ RIS &R . (HZ2 RZHL
RS FKAEH Logistic 0H (I, 8% 2 Z AL AR B A B AR 8 2 (AT L1t 0 RAFAE IR B
SR, ST SRR 2 A SR AN 75 DR AR B AN AR B (AR LM IE R [14].

)T P 3 R G W 5/ B S < R o A ES g e A T K L G = B LY S W T W B P I XY 59
T e i FRR S ) S LA LS H . Blair Kevin TA T 1 W 22 1 52 177 85 2 vh 1805 1005 1 B
WE MG TFER R AFHEFER . M AGTH52405™ EALE VT3 (eISS) BB MR pEtL 2 2 i H Ay i
BB, PP CAEMER SRR R, 1E 7509 L2 iEEF, 370 N(4.9%)%E /b B —F
P&, SRR IR R E AL, AR R B A S SE T ER[15].

2018 4, Hunter Barbara 5 TF & | — N LASCRE R A 2 MR R AE B TR, B ald—
AR AEREA TR 6 o ZIEFEBOHERRITAE 7@ — DA “RRMERES R (FHDIH AT G 1)
O JEWFIIAEE, 2765 —REeE T BT EE R4 5. FHT 4 MHT EMR #3815 %
AR A B IR R R, JERRE T A BB A E VIR IR E A, FHT A — K2
BIRAER T RRHS A — AN KRB X A RH2 Fridh 4T 1Tk m[16].

FEH— ﬁﬁﬁ7m&%msﬂ$&uimm$AMﬁé SRR, AE 2011 R3] 2016 FFAL), &
W LI oo 18 M L0 R 2H G v i R e T, 5 DL = oot e SR I A & m s T
BEANEATH[17]0 TEE— ﬁ%ﬁwﬂ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁmﬁ%,mE&ULAﬁ¢ W LI oo 8 I
(2HE Ay e I A DG T 48 [18] 6

TXEGHIE TR T A8 1 S B S B T R 5 255, o R ERIE VR BT 8 SR (1)) 5E
SRR AL TSR, BT IR R, AR BEME AR E 2 NV PR, FFEST R MIE S T
AT AR AR NS s i A, 22408 FH DRI U 43 B 0 ) 28 FL mT LA 2 b 8 16 2 40 N A2 1
IR, NIRRT K IR HIR SRR
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Figure 1. Provincial distribution

1. EB0Hm

A 70 04 K o [ 22 4 {g RE 52 e ] 25 PR R 25 (Chinese Longitudinal Healthy Longevity Survey,

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2025.144085 21 gt 5N A


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2025.144085

WAz

CLHLS), ZHEWE 1R T ENIFKEL A ETERRT « BSMARGL . fd BEIR I LA AE N kL A& %
FRAE T VZA5 B o FEX AR e T TAL B HERR T okl % s SR B Al @55 )5, —ILimiEt 7 6778
MOBEBEEA, $L23 M, HoarmunkE 1.

L NIBVERT R TS L BR 2 DL “G AR IR T B N AR ? 7 [ R B
oA RRYR . CLHLS 22 SR G RG0S JRom . il o Oo o A 0 . SR 4% 24 M. 78
AIFREFE T, AR IR B SN B LR 24 BB R R B RN BRI 7 R
B IR 24 FRS 5 o R K B RN

[FI, JEEESZ VBN CRE: (5. ) TR ARl EORTT . IR, &R Rk, S5
RBUEES. G, R, LRSS FFRN(ZAEEE), REEERE 1,

Table 1. List of variables
#1. TEX

Y BEE YL b2 e AR E b2
sex P 5 1=5; 2= % gl5h BEH IR 1=&; 2=1%
age o~ 1=60~70; 2=71~80: 3 =81-90; glsi B I=J2; 2= 1%
4=91~100; 5=100 5B L glsj BATAIRE 1= R 2=
residence JEAEHE 1= ¥ii; 2= 8 3= &8 gl5k BB Wi 1=4#; 2=1%
thnic "~ 1= ﬂ,ﬁ )= EE% 3= i gl51 M <A IR 1= 2= 1%
4= R 6= Wik 8= it gl5m B 1= R&; 2=7%
years  ZHEER 1=0~5; 2=6~10; 3=11 4K E gl5n R R 1= &; 2=%
arial SRR 1= B8 2= b, 3= B8, gl5o0 SRR R 1=4; 2=1
4= fl; 5= KRIF gl5p SR 1= 2= 1
disease  A&T5EIH 0=1; 1= 2 gl5q BRRFES, AE 1= 2; 2= 1%
gl5a B I 1= %; 2= 1 gl5r B AR 1= %; 2= 1
g15b SEBE PRI 1= 2&; 2=15 gl15s BREEERE 1= & 2= 7
glsc TR 1= %2; 2= % gl5t AL E & 1= %&; 2= %
wsa R 1= R 2= @ glsu AR 1= 2= %

BEAER,
glse A, B 1= %; 2= 1% gl5v B E MR 1= %; 2= 1%
o3 BT 5%

gl5f B 5% 1=%; 2= 1% gl5w ST H g A 1=%: 2= 1
gl5g B R 1=#&; 2=17 gl5x BT 1=#; 2=7

2.2. FER MRS

2 RN TF AR A R IR TR SE F . AR b, 2 ot T 55.50%, BT
44.50%, B BIKLI R 1: 1; PYERTE 8527 B4, B/ T1~100 % 2 Al Pk K2 %
N 93.64%, HIRFPHIR G 3.78%: TS5 AR K28 FEFAEERN, S 40.23%, AR5
FEHE, L 33.31%; 5 4855 NI EFRE 0~5 4, KEBOA/NFCFE, RUIEEZ 2 E R
ik,
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics of sample variables

2. AT ENHEA NS T
TiH NE Lk i H N b
5 3014 44.50% BB 6347 93.64%
HE kS 3714 55.50% [E)3 59 0.87%
60~70 % 934 13.78% ‘ He 256 3.78%
71~80 % 1674 24.70% ok BRI 12 0.18%
e 81~90 % 1643 24.24% TR 45 0.66%
91~100 % 1653 24.39% FoAth 59 0.87%
100 % LA I 874 12.89% A 1793 26.45%
CLas 2707 39.94% S A3 Hh H 2258 33.31%
PEfE 3874 57.16% A 2727 40.23%
SRR ba 122 1.80% 0~5 4 4855 71.63%
B 23 0.34% RPERE 6~10 4 1415 20.88%
PN/ 52 0.77% 1R E 508 7.49%
3. ZEANRMERERIRK
3.1 BMERERE
AU ) 6778 ZEE N, LA 4489 NBIBVER, BRWEN 66.23%, WA 3. ISR &

WRBATHET, KUGE IR 2679 AN(39.52%)« LIS 1097 N (16.18%). A 844 A (12.45%).

Table 3. Prevalence of chronic diseases

® 3. BHRERERR

JigihL USLTLES R NHL B Jigifsr USLTLES TP R
1 e 1ML 2679 39.52% 13 fiiggl)isges 206 3.04%
2 IwiliRTs 1097 16.18% 14 VRS 134 1.98%
3 S 844 12.45% 15 HIGHR 122 1.80%
4 FH X% 06 I 5 727 10.73% 16 Yo 88 1.30%
5 KATHR 693 10.22% 17 (EXER=Ed 67 0.99%
6 i%ﬁ;ﬁg@ﬂ;ﬁf 655 9.66% 18 it 5% 50 0.74%
7 B PR 636 9.38% 19 45 4% S 45 0.66%
8 R B R 328 4.84% 20 Mt 31 0.46%
9 i 51 B0 318 4.69% 21 JFE % 30 0.44%
10 I g R 317 4.68% 22 FENE 23 0.34%
11 H vt 271 4.00% 23 LR 18 0.27%
12 JIH FE 58 B A 0 233 3.44% 24 I 17 0.25%
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3.2. AEAOFFE T ZEANBERBHRFEIL

AU B N R PR DL BB MR 1A 2460 N, FHEA 36.29%, Wk 4.

163014 B HMEZVIE T, A 985 NARER, 2029 A&, Hh 1126 AFESLpENL . MAE 3714 4
HEZ U E T, 1304 NARER, 2460 AN, b 1334 AfAfE . B RS, 45 B8
SR 5 ) 2 1A A T B A SRR (P > 0.05), BRI 5 5 324 N2 00 1 % A 0 2 3 L

TERZ VI B R b, 60~70 5 4 I35 NN 335 N5 71~80 S 2H°M 693 N5 81~90 5 4H M 693
Ns 91~100 S 414 524 N5 100 % LA B4 215 Ao RHKGISE BRI, 1250 BSOS FEE L2 1)
FEAE A RME(P < 0.05),  BRAEE 18 M0 1) R A — 78 520 o

T JRAERL I 4T, 2727 S RAETERA 2 N 841 NAFTEIB MR HLi; 2258 44 B AETEEE L&
NFH 663 NAFEILN ;1793 &R AFAEIR T 2 N A 956 NAFAES L. BSZ Ik e 45 R BoR, 12
ORI S JE A 2 (A AEAE BB A (P < 0.05),  BIE AR Huwk 3245 A M8 M0 1 4 A2 A i

WG SZ V75 (238 TG 2 Ui 7 R =2, 0N 23.45%. 8.57% 4.26%. RTRIIZE R
R, AV ORI LS 2 BB R (AR AE B E AR TE(P < 0.05), RISZ#E RSN I R A BA
A

TEUS TR 4T e, 3874 B2 A 1297 NAEAEILNG ;2707 A BB Z178 A 1091
NAFAES T . ROTI SR S5 R TR, 18V 001 -5 S R 2 (R AR AE 2 35 A DG T (P < 0.05),  RIASURIR
BUXH M 1) R AR — B

e I ROBERI R TS BRI R TR, g5 R RoR, RS 2 75 00 2 A7 B3 AH OGP (P < 0.05),
BV BRI DK 25 T R S R ) 0 1 EE S 170

Table 4. Comparison of the prevalence of chronic diseases in the elderly with different demographic characteristics

4. FTRINOFHFETZFNEMRBBIBIAXILL

X 0 Fp 1 A 2 MLk
PNEE2 03 - - - X2 P
ANE d ANE d ANE e
4 5]
5 985 43.03% 903 20.12% 1126 25.08% 2.884 0.089
e 1304 56.97% 1126 25.08% 1334 29.72%
FEiy/ 5
60~70 305 13.32% 294 6.55% 335 7.46%
71~80 475 20.759 506 11.27¢ 693 15.449
% & & 156.694  <0.0001
81~90 444 19.40% 506 11.27% 693 15.44%
91~100 644 28.13% 485 10.80% 524 11.67%
100 LA 421 18.39% 238 5.30% 215 4.79%
JEAEHE
IR T 383 16.73% 454 10.11% 956 21.30%
168.284  <0.0001
il 874 38.18% 721 16.06% 663 14.77%
Vo) 1032 45.09% 854 19.02% 841 18.73%
TZHETRE
81.113 <0.0001
0~5 4F 1788 78.11% 1477 32.90% 1590 35.42%
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6~10 £E 397 17.34% 437 9.73% 581 12.94%
11 EKLLE 104 4.54% 115 2.56% 289 6.44%
S ARAR WL
A 799 34.91% 817 18.20% 1091 24.30%
e i 1420 62.04% 1157 25.77% 1297 28.89%
38.844 <0.0001
oy s 45 1.97% 35 0.78% 42 0.94%
B 5 0.22% 6 0.13% 12 0.27%
ER 20 0.87% 14 0.31% 18 0.40%
Rk
BT 2084 91.04% 1908 42.50% 2355 52.46%
Ie ik 8 0.35% 22 0.49% 29 0.65%
Ao 149 6.51% 65 1.45% 42 0.94% 90.334 <0.0001
BEjk 8 0.35% 2 0.04% 2 0.04%
R 14 0.61% 10 0.22% 21 0.47%
Hopl 26 1.14% 22 0.49% 11 0.25%

3.3. ETBRMRBRBEAEILT 53 Logistic #HE

MR H1 AR 58 — 3 SR I PR SRR I 1R 7 20 BT 65 S, G BOMUST MEAG 56 10 25 TR R AR E N R AR i
BT AR E y 1 432K Logistic HR7,
3.3.1. ZIniEEER ML

My NI R 0-1 BARER, y EUE N 0 80 1 &4 B, FFTEEbrm L, AReEEEN
[l AR g R AR . EEX 0-1 ZUAR &, (Al VR R4 DA B R A [ 1910 18 M0 R 175 100 R 8 B R R e 7,
(Rl g ST eI B, B IR WA X (1):

eXp(ﬁo +Bx +"'+ﬂpxp) _ eXp(Xﬂ)

Py =1|x) = - |
=1} 1+exp(ﬂ0+ﬂ1xl+---+ﬂpxp) 1+exp(X ) W

Xt B3 Logit 224, W13 AT(2):
10git(y)=1n(£j=ﬁo +px o+ Bx, =Xp )

e, BB B, NEHESEL

My B, FoRBEMR B0, FRAEIGHER.
3.3.2. ZICiEEERIMRAL

BT AR AR AN R . NSEOUE AR, SRAIZ D B e F AR R, DL — Mg TE N
e, [EMBIEE BEMET R RE, FEu g BT, HTREGR, AN AEEEENE
A g, VRN 5.
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Table 5. Logistic stepwise regression results for dichotomisation

F 5. Z9 3 Logistic F £ EJALER

A ) EXP(B) P BEM
G 1.2686 3.5560 <0.0001 .
JEAE (T
Ja A3 b (B —0.7565 0.4693 <0.0001
JEAEHLCRAT) —0.7035 0.4948 <0.0001
WY (60~T1 2)
EIE(T1~80 %) 0.1981 1.2190 0.0280 *
WS (81~90 ) 0.2887 1.3347 0.0018 "
FEW(91~100 %) —0.2703 0.7631 0.0029 *
(101 B KL 1) —0.6252 0.5352 <0.0001
ORI
PO (1) 1.0612 2.8898 0.0061 **
RCHR) —0.8910 0.4102 <0.0001
ZHEFLEO0~5 F)
ZHE LA F L) 0.2937 1.3414 0.0173 :

E: RN P<0.05; "RKR P<0.01; TR P<0.001.

TSR 2 A W] BEAFAE 2 BIRER R, BT DL X Bt A7 Sk e A e

Table 6. Variance inflation factors for the independent variables

F* 6. BEENHEBKE T

HAR & R VIF DF
age SRS 1.1345 5
residence JEAEHE 1.1670 3
years ZHEERE 1.2631 3
ethnic R 1.0267 6

M7 6 T LA H 4% AR BT Z IR IR (VIR 10, AR HAR R AR 2 E L. haE
4-3 ATHL: eGSR FORE, R AR, EEY. R, SRHCE R R AR MR R i 2, o R
OB RIRAT AERAE 101 2 DA b BROGEAPH: IR 1) 52 07 38 520 i il 35 5 JLIER IR AE 81~90 %5 F1 91~100 %/ .
RO N B RS2 07 8 R 35 EEIRAE T1~80 % . LA FLEALE 11 £ ML E R,

FEHAB SRR RSN, BH R BT DU R ZE LU RORARRE, 5215 3 2 15 B IR SR M I 1) (AR
BRI Exp(B) 541201,

JEAETEERRAT 152 Ui # B R AR T AR TEIRTT 2 Ui . SEIRTE 71~80 %, 81~90 B2V &
TR R ERTE 60~71 1) 1.2190. 1.3347 £, MERETE 91~100 %+ 101 2 VL F 5215 & R 5
FFRFERTE 60~71 %5117 0.7631. 0.5352 i, UVLEHAEIEIS, RSl SEREIE —e S5, SR
AR
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BRI A B R 1 525 5 1 RO 6 LR 1Y) 2.8898 5. ZE SRR, BN IBIIE I 52 1 2 i i A 8 2 8
SEMERL, REON 1.0612. ViR NERAZENTER S BRG, WS HERENAR RS, BER
BEE KRR AL RNV B R T2 88 R K.

4. BHEREHFENR D
4.1. REHN|FRTE

EHHRIZ I T, BN M B B FHBIRIWT 5 k2 —. B R e s S 70 5 2 1Al R S Bk ok
2, HiZXAFAHEERRESIE . EATFERZ OB AER, 1 HERNHENRIE. E8k
WA 2 3 T HORICTE21]. — RIS, W R =AME, 208 BS AR,
DL RSP S BERE I
4.1.1. M ZHHE

Support(A—)B)zP(Ar\B) 3)
NRO)VFRIEBIE Y, DR A 5T B 7N H ILREE . AU SRR DB S, 2R A2 % SR B
[
4.1.2. MNERE
Conﬁdence(A—)B):P(A|B) 4

NROFORERIE T, AR A RERNEILT, DL B AR BUNE (SR, R
SR I F) w45 JEE v

4.1.3. NIEHE

Lit(4— 5)- D14

P(8) )

NRGEFRERIREF, HTE A MIHL T, IUE B MBLIAR IR 5T B RKARBERK
FOfE . FRMAR T AR 7 ORIt I5idE A 5I04E B HAHCME, RUNR Tk 1 i, s,
YT 4 — B I IER MG

4.2, BAEXBEHRN 2SR

HT Apriori 53k, THE TSR Z A SV R S A5 B o K s NI SCHF FEBEE N 2.0%, K
RICEE L EN 20.0%, REFE] 35 KRB R EMNIRTTEN 1.8 LRSI, &S
AN SRICIER A IR, B2 SRR 53 P52 B 5 (K Hom i 3o A MU S L ) e I, e SRR U
IIHTEERBEATHEY, A AR B HEA BT = A O SAR CBE FRPEA R I v JRUR I  A a f
Wiy BERORALO IR, RERA 2 Hras R 7.

Table 7. Results of association rule analysis

7. KRERH S ATEER

I J& i /% BIEE% RIE
BRI = ML 6.89 73.43 1.86
FR R i I 7 0 OISR 3.75 34.94 2.16
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B PR O IR 3.14 33.49 2.07

BEIRIG LS e L& 2.73 86.85 2.20

Y N S A W i KRS IS 271 72.44 1.83
KR I A R 2.71 26.55 2.13

IR E R O IR 2.33 36.74 227
KR B KR KATHR 232 47.87 4.68

I RE O 2.07 44.16 2.73
mIME . SR 5% O IR 2.05 38.08 2.35

4.3. TREIFEER XK 4R

Pz RAEERS R, FRTRI A N =4, KIROR 60~80 % 81~100 51 100 5 LA b0 X —2HE4F
AT BRI 43 BT, 075348t R0 S R B v T 3.0% AR BB 15 i 7 T 20.0% 0 SR ,  F5e XA B AU
PETH RS T 2 BYSROCHREE M I, SCIH I 3B 45 R W35 8.

SRR EANRIGER B i A AR LUK 22 57 81~100 % 4 N [ G BRI 45 21 1) 45
FE 60~80 £ 1100 5 LA R HFENEZL.

Table 8. Results of association rule analysis for different age groups

= 8. NEFUIRE XK S HER

RS I35 S5 i TR Y% BIEE% ’IE
L . KE PRI Lo 3.61 36.86 2.16
60~80 %

JiiINER = o 3.18 45.36 2.66
r X% i I 7 Lo 4.16 36.53 2.16
KR P 3.18 32.21 2.25

81~100 % N ‘
1) SR e WG i K= S L 3.09 44.93 2.66
BRI Lo IET7 3.03 36.9 2.18
100 L I S 7 1L 6.06 55.21 2.31

4.4. TRIZHEREREH XKW SH4ER

WU =202 BB R A R N BEREAT SR o3 By, e B R SRR T 4.0% U EAS B s T
30.0%, FRADREEINGETH R ST 1.8 MR KCHREs Ao

SRR =AAFRZHE SR SR A BRI 2 . L HE R, FOCH N
T RO O 2 . R BE TR R (years < 5, SRIBCHLN - M &5 ROy O Em s ik . ZBH
FRBE T 45(6 < years < 10)iF,  SCHEH I 73 A1 BT = A7 AR A2, CoESoT A T P B e IR % i I 7B 05 R 1T 1A
B BB R AT B . 2 BB R R (years > 10)A), SRIBEHEIN 43 B 07 = A0 AR UG, sl . A XSS AN If
BRI N B R RN PR FLARIE AR AR R o AN IR 2 20 R TR 1 e DG IR ) 4
W 9.
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Table 9. Results of correlation rule analyses for different levels of education

#9. TEIZHERERXKMN LR

ZHEEE T3 J It Y% BEEY% R
0~5 4F. oI fa L& 5.33 74.21 2.02

OIS H A BE 5.16 37.44 1.93

6210 4 rh X % I L 0 1A B 495 41.42 2.14

R H A B 4.59 35.14 1.81
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Figure 2. Comorbidity network diagram for chronic diseases in the elderly
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