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A Analysis of Patients Using Korean Medicine Clinics
— Analysis of Outpatients and Inpatients by Age, Sex and Regions —
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YKorea Institute of Oriental Medicine
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Abstract

Objective : This study aimed to analyze the utilization of Korean Medicine clinics, and high—frequent
diseases by sex, age, and region of outpatients and inpatients

Methods : The data for this study were “Report on Usage Patterns of Korean Medicine Clinics” issued
by the Ministry of Health and Welfare in 2008. Descriptive analysis and correspondence analysis were
used to find the patterns of patient’s utilization by sex, age and region

Results : Diagnosis and examination methods mostly consisted of the pulse for diagnosis. Treatment
methods consisted of acupuncture, medical herbs in package, and insurance extract powder. Fee for
consultation was paid by Korean Medicine insurance. Usage increased when people’'s age was over 20
and climaxed among people who were in their 40s and 50s and decreased gradually afterwards. Also,
there were differences between the sexes. There were differences in high—frequent diseases by regions,
and in usage of Korean Medicine clinics according to sex and age.

Conclusion : It was found that there were differences in usage and patterns of Korean Medicine Clinics
according to sex, age, and region.
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Table 1. The Number of Population and Investigation Agencies by Korean Medicine Clinics
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Table 2. Methods of Diagnosis and Examination” (unit : n, %)
Examination Number of Patients (%)
L PUlSEf‘ Pulse' Yangdorak Meridian Etc Total
Institution evaluation conduction system test
Hospital 1549(88.2) 10(0.6) 7(0.4) 62(3.5) 128( 7.3) 1756(100.0)
Clinic 1729(79.3) 90(4.1) 29(1.3) 77(3.5) 264(11.7) 2179( 55.4)
Total 3278(83.3) 100(2.5) 36(0.9) 139(3.5) 382( 9.7) 3935(100.0)
* HABZ 7SR 2008 ghio] s o] §A E Aol 4] 18
Table 3. Administration of Medicine and Prescription” (unit : n, %)
Prescription Number of Patients (%)
Extract Extract Ifc;lzlvsde(ils
Chup (Non— Etc. Total
o (Insurance) Insurance) (Non-
Institution Insurance)
Hospital 443(42.1) 277(26.3) 182(17.3) 83( 7.9) 67(6.4) 1,052(100.0)
Clinic 392(36.5) 365(34.0) 77 72) 135(12.6) 105(9.8) 1,074(100.0)
Total 835(39.3) 642(30.2) 259(12.2) 218(10.3) 172(8.1) 2,126(100.0)

* BARA 7RSSR 2008 dhge] fol S e ARl A Q18
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Table 4. Acupuncture and Moxa Treatment Methods”

48 9] 391 Shely|eel A ARshe Bakel o)mol g

(unit : n, %)

Treatment Number of Patients (%)
. Acu- Physi
Medic A Moxa Cupping e Etc Total
Institution puncture Therapy
Hospital 3267(43.7) 926(12.4) 1266(16.9) 1415(18.9) 610(8.2) 7,484(100.0)
Clinic 4495(42.3) 1236(11.6) 1964(18.5) 2500(23.5) 433(4.1) 10,628(100.0)
Total 7762(42.9) 2162(11.9) 3230(17.8) 3915(21.6) 1043(5.8) 18,112(100.0)
* BABX 7SR 2008 SHe] 5 o] & A Bl AR A Q18
Table 5. Payment Methods” (unit : n, %)
Payment| Total | Partially Industrial .
Selt Self Infealth Accident Inlg/[uigce Mcejlrzal Eic | Total
Institution Charge Charge urance Insurance
Hospital 175(4.9) | 1273(35.6) | 1739(48.6) 28(0.8) 181(5.1) | 170(4.7) | 13(0.4) | 3579(100.0)
Clinic 102(2.2) | 886(19.0) | 3345(71.9) 3(0.1) 70(15) | 229(4.9) | 18(0.4) | 4653(100.0)
Total 277(34) | 2159(26.2) | 5084(61.8) 31(0.4) 251(3.0) | 399(4.8) | 31(0.4) | 8232(100.0)
* BAER 7SS 20081 ghilo] 5 o] 8 B Z2Al A Q1§
B AEXAHA 7 12.2%, v B & 3EAkA7F 10.3% ¥ EAHS X6 19 1, 2 339 ok
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tigteletelsks] 2] A16H A22 (20123 8€)
Table 6. No. of Patients(In and Out) by Sex and Age’ (Unit : n)
age
10- | 15- | 20~ | 25— | 30— | 35— | 40 | 45— | 50- | 55~ | 60— | 65— | 70 | 75~
medical =Ae 14 119 | 24 | 29 | 34 | 39 |-44| 49 | 4 |59 | 64 | 69 | -74| 79 e ot
mstitution

Clinic 26 (53| 8 | 9 | 86 | 181 | 235 | 328 | 406 | 520 | 5652 | 387 | 368 | 480 | 424 | 271 | 160 | 4661
male 14 125| 43 | 57 | 38 | 80 | 113|157 | 178 | 204 | 18 | 140 | 131 | 158 | 132 | 95 | 59 | 1809
female 12|28 | 42 | 42 | 48 | 101 | 122 | 171 | 228 | 316 | 367 | 247 | 237 | 322 | 292 | 176 | 101 | 2852
Hospital |24 |41 | 44 | 58 | 61 | 161 | 189 | 235 | 300 | 405 | 432 | 372 | 327 | 353 | 294 | 171 | 123 | 3590
male 1412118 | 28 | 23 | 57 | 84 | 117|141 | 165 | 18 | 161 | 139 | 140 | 123 | 57 | 46 | 1521
female 10120 26 | 30 | 38 | 104 | 105 | 118 | 159 | 240 | 244 | 212 | 188 | 213 | 171 | 114 | 77 | 2069
Total male | 28 | 46 | 61 | 8 | 61 | 137 | 197 | 274 | 319 | 369 | 373 | 300 | 270 | 298 | 255 | 152 | 105 | 3330
Total female| 22 | 48 | 68 | 72 | 86 | 206 | 227 | 289 | 387 | 556 | 611 | 459 | 425 | 535 | 463 | 290 | 178 | 4921
Total 50 | 94 | 129 | 157 | 147 | 342 | 424 | 563 | 706 | 925 | 984 | 759 | 695 | 833 | 718 | 442 | 283 | 8251
* BARA 7SR 2008 dhge] Zol B B2 A Q18
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Figure 1. Distribution of All Patients by Sex and Age
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Figure 2. Distribution of Inpatients by Sex and Age
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Figure 3. Distribution of Outpatients by Sex and Age
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Table 7. Correspondence Analysis on Patients by each Cities and Province
Dimensio Singular Principle Percent of 9
1. 18} o . wx .

Value Inertia explanation X

. 1 0.303 0.092 2548 1.93

Outpatient(male) 2 0.264 0.069 1943 147

. 1 0.295 0.087 28.35 1.74

Outpatient(female) 2 0.261 0.68 2220 1.36

Inpatient (male) 1 0.543 0.295 24.72 6.50

P 2 0506 0.256 21.45 5.64

. 1 0.578 0.331 30.70 6.63

Inpatient(female) 2 0.489 0.239 22.18 479
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Figure 4-1. Correspondence Analysis of Male Outpatients
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Figure 4-2. Correspondence Analysis of Female Outpatients

Figure 4. Correspondence Analysis of Outpatients by Region and Sex
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Figure 5-1. Correspondence Analysis of Male Discharged Patients By Regions
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Figure 5-2. Correspondence Analysis of Female Discharged Patients By Regions

Figure 5. Correspondence Analysis of Inpatients by Region and Sex
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Table 8. Correspondence Analysis on Patients by Sex and Age

. Principl P t of
Dimension Singular Value nc.lp**e ereen .O X2
Inertia explanation
Korean 1 0.117 0.014 56.22 0.04
Medicine
Institution 2 0.009 0.009 36.37 0.035
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Figure 6. Correspondence Analysis of Korean Medicine Clinic Usage by Sex and Age
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