SUPPLEMENTS

Table S1 Physical Characteristics of Subjects by Regions

Region N rﬂzlagr:‘t(cm) STD P value :\I/IV:;thJE) STD P value
Metropolitan 3,435 144.9 17.3 <0.0001 416 13.9 <0.0001
Southern coast city 1,237 141.9 171 38.5 13.3
Southern inland 918 145.3 15.6 40.8 12.7
Total 5,590 144.3 17.0 40.8 13.7

Metropolitan: Gyeonggi, Incheon; Southern coast city: Busan; Southern inland: Gwangju; N, number; STD, standard deviation
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Figure S1 Relationship of In FEV1 to Height
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Figure S3 Relationship of In MMEF to Height
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Figure S5 Comparison of FEV1 according to Height in Male(a) and Female(b)
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Figure S6 Comparison of FVC according to Height in Male(a) and Female(b)
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Figure S7 Comparison of FEV1 according to height in male(a) and female(b)
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Figure S8 Comparison of FVC according to Height in Male(a) and Female(b)



