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Case Series example

In Los Angeles, five young
homosexuals men, previously
healthy, were diagnosed with
pneumocyst cariini pneumonia in
a 6-month period (80-81)
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Cross-sectional study=Prevalence study
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Figure 1-1. Relationship between the amount of dental caries in permanen
teeth and fluoride content in the public water supply
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Cohort Study Design
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Epidemiologic Study Designs

Cohort study

Exposure _ > Outcome

Case-control study

Exposure < T outcome

Cross-sectional study
Exposure

.

Outcome

—'

Time

Figure 2: Schematlc dlagram showlng temporal directlon of
three study deslgns
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Intervention ) Outcome
Study r
Group -
No
No Outcome
Intervention |~

SP = Study Population

EC = Eligibility Criteria
R = Randomize intervention
T = Elapsed time
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