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=== Implementation of smoke-free legislation

----- Data used in analysis
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Fig 2| Trends in overall weekly number of emergency
admissions for myocardial infarction (average daily count)
from January 2000 to September 2008. Note, weekly numbers
of admissions are sum of four graphs in figure 1
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Table 2|Results of Poisson regression analyses to detect association between smoke-free legislation in England and emergency admissions for myocardial
infarction

Men Women
Final models* Allevents 60 260 60 260
% change aker smoke-free legislationt (95% CI) -237f 406t -0.66) -3.46f(-5.99t0—-0.B5) -3.07%(-4B6t0-1.25) -246(-762103.00) -3.821(-6.48 to-1.09)
Other predictors kept in analysis:
Time (long term trend) Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
T peraturel Yies No Yes No Yes
Flu No No No No No
Christ mas halidays Yes Nao Yes Yes Yes
Week of year Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Residuals:
AR(1) model Yes No No No e

*All regression mode ls were adjusted for population size, number of days, and smoke-free legislation.
tCalculated by exponentiating estimated regression coefficient for smoke-free legislation predictor.
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