S A2 88 ] 16(2) : 422-427(1999)
Korean J. Vet Clin Med. 16(2) : 422-427(1999)

S=& L) 24Z Monitoring System ZE Jjtt

II.

st -

USH - OBS - UTY - U&S - HHE - BHLIAx -

Sxjel DUEEA)N| Y WYUT ofF ST W thsiof

£|olg

B3 o3 RSB $4 FRsATL)
GRAVAATY, A LWL FI3) et

Development of a Model for a National Animal Health
Monitoring System in Gyeongnam

I1. Methodological Issues in the Estimation of Frequencies of
Disease in a Prospective Study of Multiple Dynamic Population

Jong-shu Kim', Yong-hwan Kim, Hyo-jong Lee, Gon-Sup Kim, Chung-hui Kim,
Jeong-hee Park, Dae-sik Hah* and Min-cheol Choi**
College of Veterinary Medicine, Gyeongsang National University (Institute of Animal medicine),
Chinju 660-701, Korea

*Gyeongnam provincial Government Institute of Health and Environment, Changwon 641-773, Korea
**College of Veterinary Medicine, Seoul National University, Seoul 152-742, Korea

ABSTRACT : We are proposed for the computation of disease frequency measures and of their
associated variances from data collected through prospective study of multiple dynamic cohort
(herds) with a National Animal Health Monitoring System (NAHMS) in Gyeongnam. We can be
estimated and calculated the annual incidence density for a group of herds and the 1-month risk of
disease from the same within herd measure of monthly incidence density. We are proposed that the
choice of measure to be estimated depend on the intended use of the information. From results in
this study, Our study demonstrate that risk estimates are appropriates for producers and clinic
veterinarian making decisions at the animal or herd level. Incidence density measures are appro-
priate for extrapolation to reference populations used for state and regional-level decision making.
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=sample estimate of the variance of ﬁjm
n;=no. of herds in the jth stratum
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Fig 1. Flow chart of various disease frequency measures proposes, with definition and expected
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