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Supplementary Fig. 2. Risk ratio in outpatient and inpatient visits with air pollutants in ADHD by regions. (A) Risk ratio in outpatient and inpatient visits with PM10 in ADHD by regions. (B) Risk ratio in outpatient and inpatient visits with PM2.5 in ADHD by regions. (C) Risk ratio in outpatient and inpatient visits with NO2 in ADHD by regions. (D) Risk ratio in outpatient and inpatient visits with SO2 in ADHD by regions. (E) Risk ratio in outpatient and inpatient visits with O3 in ADHD by regions. (F) Risk ratio in outpatient and inpatient visits with CO in ADHD by regions.

RR = relative risk, CI = confidence interval, ADHD = attention deficit hyperactivity disorder, PM10 = particulate matter < 10 μm, PM2.5 = particulate matter < 2.5 μm in aerodynamic diameter, SO2 = sulfur dioxide, NO2 = nitrogen dioxide, CO = carbon monoxide.
