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I.A & V. E9 % 48
O a4+ %y #1289
m a7 43 JExe
A mEEe (3¢9 9, 1988) 30do] A @
LM B A BBAHoZ o]fo] s o HAtel UF

BT RAAI AT 93] 198936 HA€E
Al A= BAPHZRAIS 20-594 F=AA
9 17%%o] A Adkd AFYE HAME &
¥ 7AYol on Husdgd (34 4,
1990).

&3] AFY AAE EEe AFAFYE FA
{(Papanicolaou smear screening test)?] W#& o]
482 AT AFY AYED HAEY FHS
AyHez #Ado] givtxn A g (Dewar
et al, 1992, Duelberg, 1992; Eddy, 1990, Herrero
et al, 1992, Lerman et al, 1990; Mamom et al,,
1990; Perucci et al, 1990; Ronco et al, 1991;
Solomon, 1993). %2 YetolA 1957dejd 4

RE ]S EL BT 449 AR Yol He

AZtg ZA7E obd 4 ok 198088 A%
g 538 Yzt 455 A RaMdA EE
A4 ¢ At F AFAFUe F7d 2PN T
7t 743 Eol vid A WA & HH ko
(RAFAR, 1993), AHFE SlME HE 2
AF g3 go|t AT Wyl wet gaef 3}
ol oy 2-5¥A &AE AN&Ho2 H:
Ha gle AL (FA84Y, 199 FAE,
1989; ol &%, 1991, B354, 1992) o] ¢ A=
§ FALES #-EA AAEE wb 2 @
Aol

ATATE A ATARY AGFEHE
A=, 0%8 47129 5949 d4H A
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2 AEREEPRES 515% 13%(1998. 6)

g4 £ YADA 0 (intraepithelial neoplasia
and carcinoma in situ; A FY QAN A
53 AaHd AE2ELE A9 100%9 o]
U ggargol B I g (FJEE F,
1993; Cha et al, 1992 ;Davis, 1991; Mandelblatt
etl al, 1991). #¥FojAq AAE e AF
b} AF ARG 1] #AERY 27] §AE0]
¥va sz ge A (FJEE 9, 1993 FF
4 9, 1982) =% AFAHFYE AL o] & Tt
SHolE EFGL o] HAL F&3] o] 4HY
A SRS LA Ao

AR AZAEG 24 "aFE 2AE
AHFE @Y 99°] o1F &3A A7l 97
W&o (Baquet et al, 1987, Herrington, 1995;
Miller, 1992) Al 4PLAE Y& AN &
Suto g AMYES HAEY AAFA F4E
1)@ AR eg oy EF AFAR
ot 271Gl Yol B FAEe F
ZF4L HolnZ (o]AE, 1992 ¥HEF, 1992),
e g dFAE] AFARYE AMNE @
e B e A AAS AFATLd MR
ZF4% flgadojgn AHsx = 444
(Liaw et al, 1995; Herrero et al., 1992; Ronco
et al., 1991).

a3ez Ay APAdez g A3H
Heb ot g4 AdlAE, AFERE 34
o] E8 Eolt Aol FUFY Aot & §
& A ol8EE FAoF it EAHRDE gohd
2 289 EXL $AF F 9, o s 7]
% AW} FolRg $49d3 Asdn

naty B d7E dEAY e BEE o8
o DAZTY AAL o8& B, DATH
2o Arlol 49} ujoj & Alolg] §A X
o E Hdn 3) AFY HA o] &F FH

@43 298 AT 48 ATY B

g 9% 71xA8E ANIZA B BFom
AN A

I 67 4

1. oI8X=

B d7e $FRIAAYATANA 199239
ANE A2 FFRAYREA A8E 7|22
3o ANHUY.

FFUAYEUZALY REL, FUAZEAE 9
3o 1990d AT FZRAIRREH FojA 185,1497)
o ZATERYEH 29 100 (NFAA 677, T
FolA 4709 B& 22 R 6661719 EE 7}
FH7F 7180l Hol FEHY. FUNAZ AN
A ARE 7R A BA JHERY Ao
W 5 AR JHAA FSRAFPHRAY L)
7t OGA F&EHAY. BE JPrYeEE ZAM
A M F 0-5949 24 R Qe JH
A 24990 7P mE Aol AR, A
T $4% 44 2E 743 439 Asvl
Yoz AHEHT

2. A7y

g 979 uge eIRAYARA ERow
239 05049 BF 49 44 3 AZYAA
o BAY AR S BT 14893l

3. gxF

FIRAYYRAE, FTNARZAZRY £
19 ARE A4 ANH 2d3 agunay

— 166 —



ERoiYe| XSt HA Ol S@eiet RiBiEl 2010 ot #Me 3

A R AR A 2ANELs TS 9
o AEE 29 WEL2RE AFANR/T
F), ‘A%(20-29/30-39/40-49/50-59), ‘B EH
(PIE/Fl /01 &, AHd, 718, ‘BEFE(F
/FE/FE/2E/AENE/AENR), Y=
ERUE/3 a8 nd/AFA8RY/A G
BEY/YBRE R B2, Ao AAE 7}
T ARFEA/F/A), BEARAEGS/
BYH/RALREAANL/BYY/RADE L/
71etyel, A% WEo2REE AAo] A3
t ‘Y2 AZEH(LFS/RE/FS), WA
ZHF(AS/AEVY AFEE] o &HUY.
AZBRYY FAAME A} BEE AA
HARA S (b 2/4), ‘“AAMHAAREF @A/
AFFAY), ‘AZFAAEARR/AARY
g8} ‘FHHLTF, ‘RAAYA(|AS/TVE
B /0| X RIAA/AZ/FXARETZA/AZ
RIEXLH) FHo] A=A 4 59 ¥
3, 39 2 ERE d¥E 2AYHEAY
dg wiHoy ‘FHHLF ¥EL WBE
AT =H(TF/B)olge ABIR #A B
FE 2% Zoz AREAEUY.

2 A7E A39q dd9d F 09 AF
F ATAFE A SYEsE, UA
13709 dse 5872 o4 HJYG. AT
¢ AAE HAP A 4 E we v
/0144 JAdo2 EHHAALH, o &/
ol g4 FYe “Ad 143" AYd F¢
HA AAMAAARS Fo BY AW |
A" AAAA BEe2 AFHIU

4. RESY X BY

2R AP ZALY ABFHL, ZALEY 7

28 AHAY AP RAL Sl o 1992
9 6€ 119-79 109744 149 &< 45
qeon, 1 $HEL %59% At

2 AT A5Y #4& s SAS software
version 6.08 mainframe A L2 13¢] o] &5
qem, 1) Nxe WHEgs T3 AFE HA
ol &7 AFUZY EAE HAEE Yz,
2) A3Y AA ol 4FgE nAE dF59A
€ 37 A8A 2A29 4ol o &
=itk 2X28 29& W+E Alole] interaction
term €°] 249 WYL JMALEA A¥7}
ANEE ¥ ¥y 99 854 EL X 2doA
A=A wetA, 1370 i F AF
A 'Y, BERH, ‘BETE, Y R, Y
L£XN8Y, ‘AESFE, AAAAAE, "'BRARH
9 9l W] AZY HA o8l 4
£ U E 43ARE 2] A FFHoR o
453t #F 24y AR/ Yo 2
. D SelAq HE@ uie Fo] AN S
A% interaction terms ©|€ 7|E, 2) log
likelihood statistics®} score statistics$} &
24 HAY¥AM 7)$, 3) hosmerd lemeshow
goodness of fit test, 4) AF &AM @& WAL
AR Fold.

m. o7 dn

1. A=t HA OB E

20-59A1 Atole] @Haly 1489W¢ & AT
qde A 14328 AFY HA o8 EL
@A ZAM GRS 279%e] (415%) 1A whg,
72.1%% (1,074%) ¥lo| &% th.
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2. #7 Chaixtel S4

¥ 194 BeF1n g AAY oy 4
T WAA7E ARl AF (65.1%) g YAt

30-394 AFF (322%)°] 713 & ugd
AL YRon, e YT L v FA
g 272 £XHo YU

FHls A (772%)& vE 94 (138%)
v A & H&¢ By

ZEFEA JNE, 1ERI} (36.7%) AF
o3 7t Be FES A e uhy,
AR EAE (42%) M Ae JAdolq.

od F79 CER% HYs @A Rda gl
T WdAE 97 52%%4%. JERY deg @
2 9E A FAAE AQ9RY 471%)3 3
BRY (66%) FAAL 73 gk 666%00
ol ATFUYAI FEXEH] gidtn ¥
oo, B/ o2 (189%)9 wlgol 1 o
oz gyt

At o]}e] AT AT ANES] S
ol FUHAEH L gy

A 24.1%9 WA AES A3 ETL
FAYTD gPon, A9 A%E A =¥
€ 71&oE A (429%)& 1% 23 A
(57.1%)9 w3 e},

AT g dFEo] (781%) RAPe=RA}
A 143 AAFAE 2R gked, B0
ol AAHALE B AFEL (219%) Jad
A (475%) wd NAFFAD (625%)¢ @
T 4%¢ By

99w gree 73 BEF] Rid
AR Y (549%) o2 yehd v BAX4Y
o] Q1= oJEX 131%) 2t}

2 A7 e 1%t 2838L s
2 gickn $¢ye

3. A28t Al Hlo|EXle} o|8Xte gy

E4 Hn

A A3 e wge AFY FA o) %
A (70.6%)7t vlo]-&2 (63.0%)9 v} E3keh.

o] ga FAdoME 30-394 APT] 713
L H&E AXYoy (455%), woj&A 3
oMo FH AHFLE 20-2044 019 AHE
o)At (306%). o4 FdeME 50-594
ATl 4 HE v &g Yoy (135%)
a2 ogo] 20-204 A E (142%) ol

o] &2 o 90%7t Ful$-A Jov, ol
9 &7 34%To] HEARAAG. Y, Hlo) 4
A JAdAX Y nERS v &L 128%2 o] &
A A AER v g9 A 4ujo] B
Act7t vlel gz FAgolA Ful$ay nge
ol-&2 e fujeAte And VA FHYd,

o4z Qe EFFL HlolgA
H3 £& Hod. FEH &L nloga I
& (11.0%) H& o] & AY (4.3%)0] w4
wot.

olfd gREY dHeYg Bx Eia gYe
o847 (29%)9] W] &L ulo} &3t (6.1%) )
& Al

W/olge d4X8dez du gt vge &
T HA ol (263%)7F Hlo|&A (161%)
vl o E$d. o] 829 576%, Hlo|§At
70.1%71 48X 5] Yt

AN A o A4 o]z} Ho|
420 vjE o Eoin ANsE Aol ALk

o4& (320%)7F ulo]-&A (180%)°) H|3l
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(E 1) Mz@ HA B|o|SAtet 0| Xt Uty So vl

BHR0Me| ABY ZA 01889 HRIEl 2010) CiEt BMelT

A2 AN
% 7 e A RrE 8%
N (%) (1,489) (100.0) (1,074) (100.0) (415) (100.0)
AT
A5 970 (65.1) 677 (63.0) 293 (706)
=3 519 (349 37 (37.0) 12 (294)
39
20-29 38 (26.1) 32 (30.6) 5 (142)
30-39 479 (322) 290 (21.0) 189 (455)
40-49 300 (202) 189 (176 111 (26.7)
50-59 32 (21.6) 266 (2438) 56 (135
AT
& 26 (138) 191 (128) 14 (34
S 1150 (772) ™ (12.3) 373 (89.9)
71et 134 (90 106 (99 28 (67
BE5E
58 136 (92) 118 (1L.0) 18 (43)
3E 346 (233 28 (4.1 8 (21.2)
FE 271 (18.3) 176 (16.5) % (229
1E 544 (36.7) 390 (365) 14 (371
AERE 62 (42) 47 (44) 15 (36
W&ol 125 (84 80 (75 45 (10.8)
BETE:

- 78 (52 66 (61 12 (29)
/0 106 (7.1) 76 (7.1 30 (72
A3 530 (35.6) B3 (338 167 (40.2)
A4 701 @ 510 415) 191 (46.0)
ey I/YaRZ 74 (50 59 ( 55) 15 ( 36)

24329
o4e W (666 W m) B G
w794 219 (189) 171 (16.1) 108 (26.3)
BAL/RAAA 3 (16) 14 (13) 9 (22)
Lok 18 (12 1 ( 10) 7 (17
BAAEA 3l (21 20 (19 11 (27
7]et 141 (96) 102 (96) %] (95
Ag5E
5 538 (365) 42 (39.4) 118 (288)
% 868 (588) 603 (56.6) 26 (646)
3 70 (47 43 (40 27 ( 66)
32a74
FEE 359 (4.1 26 (238) 10 (25.1)
s 440 (296) 321 (20.9) 119 (28.7)
5 689 (463 497 (46.3) 192 (46.3)
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6 BRERPIEVE H15% 13£(1998. 6)

(B 1) Xi3et HAL Bloj8Xie} ol EXte| Yty £ Hiw (AlH)
A A
¥ 0F T ¥ A Hlo] 82 ol&a
N (%) (1489) (100.0) (1074) (100.0) (415) (100.0)

A% A =9
ok}

i &0 (51.1 628 (585) 222 (635)

# 639 429 = 4 (415) 193 (465)
DAL

ofe 1163 (781) 81 (820 282 (68.0)

od 326 (219 193 (180) 133 (320)
AMANEF

oe | 153 475) 106 (86.0) 43 (366)

AJAFHAER 169 (525) 86 (45.0) & (634)
»AA4Y

s 195 (13.1) 154 143 41 (99

TV/E e 817 (549) 54 (86.3) 223 (837

o] %/3A 161 (108) 114 (108 4H (108

JE 127 (85 81 (75 46 (11.1)

FA/A3A 41 (28 30 (28 11 (27

AR/ E2E 148 (100) % (92 49 (11.8)
ARy

N Bl (65.9) 732 61.2) 20 (624

A 508 (341 2 (328 156 (376)

AARZAE o e ALz dyEyg. A

A BE olE FAAE o8& (63.4%)7 v (E 2) A3 dAjol@n 2t SEHsAlole ofHZ

24 g
o] 44 (450%)Rnt MAFFHANE B 3 AZt AA
o & Aoz vt L Xt P
BAAN A 34, o] 83 (99%)e] w3 ¥ AZER 7548 006 *
ol 47 (143%)c A gl vl ¥ ggw %-gg -881 *
} 001 *
& Aed YEiygd. A845E 26.987 001 *
P A4, A3 A% =¥, € 443 BT 11812 019 *
H o o] Wi A4Aad 2107 001 *
310479{_&: Ajl {IH FE o] 829} o] & e 6503 0L »
Ae] Fol HE Aolrt A=A gt BAAZH 0364 o
A7%E % ¥ 3029 082
4. X2 Al o|gn} SlgiTAlole] B AL 34692 001 *
Al (unadjusted association) AMANEF 10472 001 *
nax44 11126 049 *
AZFE BA o) 43 B AT oj&d 7 T AR R 3.088 079
EJpAlole, 2AHA e o|AZFTRA *=P<.05

— 170 -



BHR0ide] XBY PA 0IBHLSH ATl R0l chet 2T T

Ade Wi AZAH, ‘BFE A% =9, %
WA AFA R AHTE AYF RE HFE
o} chi-squared testel 93 P < 069 &9
N BAHOE 9% Ao Yehdrt (H2).

5. XZAL ZAI olg Wi naE
oz2el

E 3& E dAFdA o]&8 13749 SHHEF
% interaction terms®] H2E A HAH]
logistic regression analysis® $1% HF =24
of o]8d 99 MFE F P < .05 FEAA
FAHoE fod UFETNS AYZHE 8
g Aot HF mdd ojgd WLE F 9
B AEAY, ‘ALABY, ‘AEFE, 2 WA
AAPY vl W 7E 24 13-4 ATUFAL o
£& d33ed v Y "FE Ygut

20-2941 A Fol w3 30-3941 A#HTo] 23
W), 40-494) |dHTE& 2.1 o AFS HAE
e b5 Aol Atk a2y, 50-5941 9EE
&, FAFE FodA YeAE d3AT, A
¢ AAE A gGE 984 x=&H e
Ao2 Bt

&g Qdd vjE fulg AL 7MW, Jlg
of &3l AL 648 A3TE AAME B R
o] &=t

H/og, RAA/RAALE R RIAJFLE
ATg AAMY frod #do] Sl 4845
o)t FEXNEdel Y 94 ¥FA =
AAEA o &AE 33, RAL/RAAL o
A 264, W/ o) 8AE 169 ATY A
AE & 7tEA el AT

AN A8eEo]l v AHde AEL
goa Q43 Al ulE 218 o o] AL

i

g 7bs o] AT
ARAE & Aol AT HAAE & &
337 G A H& 269

¥3 &gt Ko Holv AAYH of xde A
g9 A3 RO ZA, -2 log likelihood ratio
test, the score test, and the hosmer and lomeshow
goodness of fit test 5o} oaid F =0
A

flo >

o

V. g Y §o

20-5941 FFqAde FAMA 1¥ztY 2FY
AA o] 8EL 19899 12 RAPHYRAAA
T 1% Estd Aol (374 F, 1990),
199299 23 RAPRA ABE ol £F &
AF AR ME, Ad 33 Ftd 109%9 F
7tE 89, 21.9%2 AAS F/tE ALE Y
st

19593 %8 19873d7HA MEdiehEd A<l
o] 559 ATARLEAE ez & o
¥ F (1993)8 AFAde o 21&A
(414%)7} 171821380%)° ®ls) ®steh 2
gy dg ARanstsdq g AFY F
Ao WYY FAE Yoz AANET g
E R TEAY AEE #AF oJEEY ¢
T(1993)el A=, 199098 E 1992d71A 9 =3
ARG @49 3dFGF 17] FAEA24%)°] 2
718AE(392%) wE, £ s 17184
o] 271848 v Holn Aoz YK
. EE, dFdiel t& o AT AAML
AZet AAlol 489 Fvlo NPT E FAE
gt 2y gog 3N Azt Wsio
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(E3) X3¢ A 018 HWElY HRE oj&29l

Hog Parameter P Odds 95% CI
(N=1,489) Estimate X? Ratio Lower Upper
a4
20-29 Reference Group
30-39 8500 1E-05 * 2.340 159 3431
40-49 7192 0012 * 2.053 1.327 3176
50-59 -.0860 7539 918 536 1571
éﬁ)‘iq] Reference Group
NE 1.9610 2E-09 * 7.106 3.759 13435
71Eh 1.8640 5E-06 * 6.449 2.8% 14.367
AEAEY
)=
; 949 Reference Group
HAL/2AL P Mos 2o 1w eew
#99 . I X | \
HAAEA 6555 2212 1.926 665 5581
5 E}“ - 1.1836 0053 * 3.266 1421 7507
0019 9929 1.002 664 1511
AgsE
igtg Reference Group
BAEH 1963 1783 1217 914 1.620
i 1312 0098 = 2078 1193 3618
AMZAL
ggq Reference Group
9610 3.E-10 * 2614 1.941 3521
N= 1,489

~2 Log L = 231.379 with 28 DF (p=0.E+00): Chi-Squre for Covariates
Score = 208.294 with 28 DF (p=0.E+00)
Hosmer and Lemeshow Goodness of Fit Test: Statistic=6.7882 with 8 DF (p=0.5596)

*=P< 06

& AF7Ed A9 Wrd Bid A
AL o] §E W] W@ FaAdAZt HHIG
9, AL AN 273 AEed ddd
o] AR} o] &9l gAY gPeidl v
t TAHAA A7t ¢ & Aol Asdn.

Hxe WEsd FHE £ 47 WA

AZE FAF o] el glo] vlo]&2Ls} o] &
A9 B A7t AU o] HA H]o
A4 ol &Ad HlF aFFFo WFE, 20-29
A Apolo] Aoyt A JRERY FE Ao,
Ao F AEFEA At A4}, vE
o EA AFAe EEog 183 F Y& A
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g,
)
L
|
L.
>
M
o
>
i
3
k)
g
o
oo
)

IR JAAHAY & BEQ %S
Hegd doME oj&AE
o Aol wid o BAE B AL AdFH2
E AR EEE 2T Mo 8AE o]&A
o W A¥LFol Yun Qe TH AF
Aojw, 52N Y& WA R3i, AAAA
g WA gston nAAAY gle 449 A
ojtt, A9 A ARGH, AFE A =
g, @ SR vo]gA g o] A Ale]
o) xo)7t k. chi-squared testol }3A
E o] Al MgE FAFLE fAG A7t U
Ehta) gt

Logistic regression analysisol <3} &<l¥
2 A7 U AZY HAF o] & A9} #H
¥ d3ae 93, AEH, 34X84, A
847, € AAAANY 54 Wk AT
HAALE HAYE AYT L, A54F0 AuH
o2 g A4, 4&Xrdo] Y AA
ZAALE WA & 50-594 dH T AU
WEA4AAY FHeAel gAY,

& dT7AEC] dHol & Ao FL
A & ATE HAE EA FE A¥l
¥ 23d gon B AT 200 A
g AR TN dAHE S ZA (50U
> 20th> 400> 30tH). & A4S dge
2@ AeYy a7 (1988) (200> 50uho)
> 40> 30d) HFAY AFF (1990) Fol&
o o thg B4 (20t]> 508> 300> 40th)&
20th7F 73 8@ Fe, 50ust 1 gl
2 Jede A4S 239, BAE H44T
< QAo Ed dERYPAEY HhguAY
AHENRIMANE (1992) 45-494 dH 3¢S
A dFZANAE dFo] ¥&F4E AFY

ZAAL Hlol 49 Yol L& Aoz uUgydg
(TOM o] A>  65-6941>  60-6441>  45-494>
50-5441> 55-5941> 40-4441> 35-39M). ©ol&
& 500dA AZAEYE 827t 7Y ol #
Aol (ARG 203%) ol I d9
FAES Radgn Y (1993). RAAI R
AT EZAAE (1993) EF 40tH(26.8%)>50H
(256%)>30T1(235%)>20t (35%)) €22 ¢
g7t A4S nagn gk 18R §
3 500 oA4E ¢4 dAez = ¢HA o
48 32 o] 243 EAHOF T Ao
. 4714, U diEe 437t T3
1 YE 993 604 o)de xdFot. 7
TN 60t 0|49 94 F Aol AT
AANE & AFFI] AFSdYY  (Davis,
1991). AHA3 o] AW AAFY] HHAE =
Y3 ¥gd A74%0 sl ZE d¥9 9
Aol o Z71AQ AFAEYE FAL das
g Aotk £ vt ¢5E8A F 604l
ol e oMol T AAMY 201% @dE
Aol ¢oze AFAE WA FEY ¥
7t deged AZd (RAEAYE, 1993).
ojgo] g AEAH & AFg A4 Y
o9 fgo] ¥t & 4F7AH9 o A7
Aztste) Rz RojA ¢dh dgREe
A7 Golg AFdAA e BAE AR, T
& Hr} 28% d=gQoz Rusn oy
3 oA dolM s AEFHIL o] HA} o]
fol FAAHA 9L & Aoz 9AAY. 9
gHog FZE3Y o|FHA A&7t A4
A EX A3 #dE 858 JidEA gem
2 A3 #¥d AV E9 AAE A 94A
st Aozt € £ A7) gEolg. oA}
obd AbRQlstel HA T§ gAdA A3 A
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g 71Be AA87) A% e HES AE
olf, 53 AF A Aok = NHL
2 AZA & & g =@ o AznE 500
olde 7AA7It BY HAlF oA A
2as} oate wEE f o4 ¥Wax ¥z
AZ5A AT 2tk oo B AFA
50-59M 9 AREo o AFY A o83 B
a8 73 Fod A0 A=A g ¥ A
Wo] Hx %7t #¢. ool AE F9
A% Q& AN ojdd AFFez $9d
Aol AR BEol ezl W
AE3Ye 987 JAQYOE Hh foldA 4
Bod w2o AU £ Yk aYN £
APy 7El] &3 o|E/Abde ATAH
7t AZHRS AA o4 FHYA %A
2 YegeAE RE2d. RAYHPHYRALE
A E FFoH P FAE G2 AFEL
ATERA S A e FHoz Y (F
W7, 1988 271% 1992 W&, 1988). A%
& (1990)0] 29 AP “S qJAHE
AR &34 olPgo ¥ Fud A
dFAAT, E AFY (1979 AFAAE
FogolAd TR dAdYd F A%
o2 oAYSAS ATHRY o437 AU
BAN AT AR olF BddE AIAE
zer 929 AFNE RE AFgE A7
gol ATARY AMY Fol2AH FEUAE
RaE 2o F3Hye 2ug HUY A
go] flo] ¢ad AFYEL Roltt (Harlan et
al, 1991; Lunt, 1984). 2¥8n2 ¥£& AFEL
AZARY AN ol 43 DAY EF 33
4o ssAd gANE 2AY Yot g
RAolw, E& P APe) A AE T u
48 ATy ATEFY Ahde) 2FET

rt X R R

g Aol

F8AEd A dE & AT 2R A
BRFE A o) FEA L] YEY T
242 Y8 8 47239 ¢AEH (Harlan

‘et al, 1991; Kirkman et al, 1992). A&xa9

o] i ARIIEHAME AL e A&
F4% 2o 233 XEde ¥y, A
B3 BAL Foltt. ERAE RAJELI)
fFod aQleg Yeye d, oRe AAA
718 7tAL ANEE AT F RUA8L B
Ao o3 Ag ¢ A4 BALE HUA
AR TEHAE £E g Aod. 2R
gte) o3 FEAGAN $IHE A7 AY
Aol EOE o) fdARE v wg AT

b ARl 2 AEAY Ul 23
o] Yo, AF vt ALY So] 28 FA)
Aoz A4P& & At 2dA, TH A
T AEANA 28] FEXEHe] BALIA
RADEAAA F9 EFE o] AHE T
AR #&7t #

¥ AFdE Ao AAT AGFFEol A
TRFG AAY Fo# dF8008 YEyto
U A¢Y (1988)9) AFaAE #Fo# Aos
wolx gttt o)AAF} AEA (19802 =
o 4ol EEFF ATY HA oJAEC] =
ot Bayd.

AANHAE AZY HA o)EES ol 0
FAAJA A5 JEit, FRgsHRYP| 40
Aolde BEgAd g AZJTE AA L
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(Abstract)

Secondary Prevention Health Behavior on Cervical Cancer in
Korea

Jeoung Hee Kim

Department of Environment and Health, Kwang Ju Women's University

The purpose of this explanatory study was to provide baseline information on the secondary
prevention health behavior of cervical cancer in Korea which was related to the utilization of
the Papanicolaou (Pap) smear screening test.

The secondary data from the 1992 Korean Health Behavior Survey was used for analysis in
order to determine sociodemographic profiles and the predictor variables. The sample analyzed
for this study contained 1489 Korean women residing in Korea aged 20-59 selected by
multi-stage sampling method from the 1990 Korean census.

Univariate, bivariate, and logistic regression analysis were performed to produce the findings
of this study. _

Only 27.9% of the study sample had had a Pap test in 1992. It was found that the relative
sociodemographic profiles of the Pap test between users and non-users were distinctive. The
predictors variables were age, marital status, educational status, usual source of care, perceived
household economic status, health check-up, and presence of chronic diseases
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