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Factors Influencing on Cervical Cancer Screening Acceptance
Using Pap Smear in Women Over 20 Years Old
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Abstract This study was attempted to identify the factors influencing on cervical cancer screening acceptance
using Pap smear in women over 20 years old. The subjects of this study were 192 screening acceptance group
who visited health examination center. Data were collected by interview and self-administered questionnaire from
April 22 through May 24, 2013. The results of this study as follows. Firstly, the response rate(45.8%) of
non-screening acceptance group who is not a religion was significantly higher than the response rate(32.3%) of
screening acceptance group(X*=4.82, p<.05). Secondly, the response rate(61.5%) of non-screening acceptance
group who performed breast-feeding was significantly higher than the response rate(46.9%) of screening
acceptance group(X?=0.61, p<.05). Thirdly, screening acceptance group who performed other screening was
significantly higher 4.62 times than non-screening acceptance group(95% Cl=1.15-9.84, P=0.006). Based on the
results of this study, it necessary to provide more cervical cancer screening information which can change the
negative attitude among the public toward cancer screening acceptance using Pap smear.
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Factors Influencing on Cervical Cancer Screening Acceptance Using Pap Smear in Women Over 20 Years Old

18 Multiple logistic regressions ©]-&-&ko] 2413}

3. g4+ Zut

3.1 gxel ekl £
tdake] Anba 9l E4& <Table 1>0 AAE nlo}
= F HE ool agheolnk &

W7t Q= AF7F 61.5% = HIFQle] 385% KT E

roiﬁ
8 o
4 3
.
&
ﬁé
Nr
o
R
R

(Table 1) General Characteristics of Subjects

Categories N(%) Categories N(%)
Age Marital status
20-39 43(22.4) Unmarried 39(20.3)
40-50 140(72.9) Married 153(79.7)

>60 94.7) Disease Hx..

Education level No 157(81.8)
=middie 24(125) Yes 35(183)
school

High school 603l | o of children
>College 108(56.3) <2 163(84.9)

Religion >3 29(15.1)

No 7A(385) Eleslt‘(‘)’lfjry

Yes 118(61.5) No 12(6.3)

Other screening Yes 180(93.8)

No 102(53.1) Breast feeding

Yes 90(46.9) No 42(23.3)

Family history Yes 138(76.7)
No 17y | Moat intake
/wks(times)

Yes 13(6.8) <1 38(19.8)
Menstrual period 2-3 125(65.1)
Regular 97(50.5) 4-5 23(12.0)
Trregular 39(20.3) >6 6(3.1)

Amenorrhea 56(29.2)

Total 192(100.0)  |Total 192(100.0)

S,

Al HIAR F80] 458%E Pap ELAAL &
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(Table 2) Cervical Cancer Screening Acceptance
According to General Characteristics

Non-screening Screening
Categories group. group. X
N(%) N(%)

Age
<39 27(28.1) 16(16.7) 1.59
40-50 66(63.8) TA(71.1)

>60 331 6(6.3)

Education level
Under middle s.¥ 15(156) 10(10.4) 6.37
High school 30(3L.3) 39(40.6)
Over college 51(53.1) 47(49.0)

Religion
No 44(45.8) 31(32.3) 4.82%
Yes 52(54.2) 65(67.7)

Other screening
No 67(69.8) 32(33.3) 9.25%x
Yes 29(30.2) 64(66.7)

Family history
No 82(8.4) 75(78.1) 0.31x
Yes 14(14.6) 21(21.9)

Disease history
No 79(82.3) 62(64.6) 857
Yes 17(17.7) 34(354)

Total 96(100.0) 96(100.0)

#* p<05 #x p<0l * s : school
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Cervical

p
0.148
0.006
0.009
0.002
0.007
0.092

on

%% CI
1.74-18.35

047-529
1.15-9.84
1.03-7.61
1.39-6.27

027-334

Influencing

Ref
1.77
Ref
462
Ref
164
Ref
2.55
Ref
Ref
0.55

Odds Ratio

Screening Acceptance Using Pap

Smear
Pap =Z7ALE o]

4) Factos

L
L

1

[ex
fus

Yes
Other screening
No
Yes
Family history
No
Yes
Disease history
No
Yes
Experience of
delivery
No
Yes
Breast feeding
No
Yes

No

* Ref © Reference

Categories
Religion

(Table

1.28
0.94+
0.61*

0.27

382

of
Screening
group
N(%)
77(80.2)
19(19.8)
10(10.4)
86(89.6)
51(53.1)
45(46.9)
40(41.7)
27(28.1)
29(30.2)
19(19.8)
47(49.0)
21(21.9)
9(94)

96(100.0)

t

20M| O
group
N(%)

72(75.0)
24(25.0)
271(28.1)
69(71.9)
59(61.5)
47(489)
23(24.0)
26(27.1)
26(27.1)
53(55.2)
12(125)
52)
96(100.0)

37(38.

Smear According to Health Behaviors
Non-screening
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No
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No
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week/times
Total
#p< .05
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