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Abstract This study aims to identify factors related to rescreening the private health screening center. Data
from private health screening center with seven district centers were analyzed. The number of subjects was
70,250 from 2008 through 2015. Socio-demographic characteristics, morbidity, history, physical measurement,
laboratory test, and health behavior factors were analyzed the association with health rescreening using
chi-square test and negative binominal regression. 19.2% of subjects were recheck their health status on each
year from 2008 to 2012. The socio-demographic characteristics related to reuse private health screening center
were male, 30-40 aged, Daegu, Gwangju, Jeonnam and Gyeongnam region residents. And overweight and
pre-hypertension were also factors association with number of using the private health screening program.
People who control their health risk factors such as alcohol intake, smoking and mental health and execute
physical exercise tend to use health screening program regularly. Our finding suggest that customer relationship
management can execute and private health screening center enable their strategic plan based on data-evidence.
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A Study on the Determinants of Rescreening for Using the Private Health Screening Program

(Table 1) Definition of variables

Variables

Value

Medical history

Medical history of each disease

Taking medication

Taking medication of each disease

Family medical history

Family medical history of each disease

Diet behaviors

Vegetarian, Vegetarian+tMeat, Meat

Alcohol intake

Less than 2~3 a month, 1~2 a week, 3~4 a week, Over 5 a week

geeit\l?ior Smoking status Never smoking, Stop smoking, Still smoking
Smoking amount a day (present) | Under 10, 10~19, 20~39, More than 40
Smoking amount a day(past) Under 10, 10~19, 20~39, More than 40
Smoking period Under 5, 5~9, 10~19, 20~29, More than 30
Physical exercise(day of week) Never, 1~2, 3~4, 5~7
Stress(1 Month) Frequently, Sometimes, Never, Uncertain
Obesity (BM) Undell~ wgt: <185, Normal wgt: 185~22.9, Over wgt: 23.0~24.9, Morbidly
obese! >25.0
Physical . Male(normal: <83, abdominal obesity: >83), Female(normal: <75, abdominal
Waist(cm) .
measurement obesity: =>75)
Blood pressure Normal: Systolic <120 & Diastolic <80, Prehypertension: Systolic 120~139 or
(Systolic./Diastolic) Diastolic 80~89, Hypertension: Systolic >140 or Diastolic >90
. Male(normal: 14~18, anemia: <14 or >18), Female(normal: 12~16, anemia: <12
Hemoglobin
or >16)
Fasting blood sugar Normal: <125, Diabetes: >126
Total cholesterol Normal: <200, Suspected disease : =200
Laboratory Male(normal: =40, od disease: <40), Femele(normal: =50, suspected
test- Blood HDL cholesterol : en(.) o =40, suspect sease: , Female(nor - =3, suspec
disease: <H0)
LDL cholesterol Normal: <130, Suspected disease: =130
Triglyceride Normal: <150, Suspected disease: >150
HbAlc Normal: <7, Suspected disease: =7
Laboratory Albuminuria Normal: negative, Suspected disease: 40, 60, 100
test- Urine Serum creatine Normal: <15, Suspected disease: >1.5
2, g7t g 2.2 HHEo|
2 ATl A8 A7 AAs e 3A A7EE, Al
AX|
21 M2 =4 S22, AL, A AR o
€ AT D) RAE RS ddeR aggee) g wse S0t daeREed A3
=103 7.0 o] ) 3 = = A
S AT 7R A%, T4 AL T BT S )1 (Self reported) @ Aoz Fa wgE 34,
(e} =] - =7 - -
Aaell el AAAEE w9tk ARNAL7IRIY g ey, oxa @4 SAY Solt), A=
TS S8 0089 AR SAN BUKIY T ggme vwke, 3R, sAgkeln dejPAe )
30%el 3lEslE 70250 & RO 2 FE3TE B 2 Y, 22Y~HE Solr)h QA AR e dx3
TE WU SHUNFENG o8O, BB T gejea 5o @k 2w AR A5 o
A AR, ABG0A ol 40, S0, 60T 1), A g gej= <Taple 153} 2ok,
= .
FA(=

A& g2 2008 HxgAke] 2009~2012d &<k A

Sl e Sy, g, e, s
s U

N 5e zyom wARAL AN AR s
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ulgo 2 2-0]8 3|7 28 (negative binominal regression) 61.1%, o1&} 389%0°1 o4 20129l = PRl 65.4%, <]
&3t AR A §]—’F°ﬂ FEFE 71 A 346%E FA] HlEo] FTFeRsith 2008 d el = 20T
Qs FAT 2 AT FE5¥GA 2009~2012 16.3%, 30t 41.4%, 40th 27.6%, 50th 11.2%, 60t ©]¢
A AFXZF0~43) = O»} 7L74‘Jri @ A 35% ot 2012132 200 14.8%, 30t 42.9%, 40th
FHZ =5 7R E(count data)Q1d] BAIEA 31.6%, 50t 9.0%, 60t 1.7%= Wslste] 30-40tH= A
d 7Mbb s e B4 é—e‘ iy 0}7(] oL A 3] FAAT}Y tha STkt o AR oA R AR YE

. e T A7 s & ith AFA A2 200892 AE
g3k Aol 46.2%, 7371 21.1%, A4 83%F o} 2012 = A&
Eiey 42.6%, 7371 256%, T2+ 95% =2 2Fol 7t ool whel o

=

a

=
AntAlolu} ol 37 RF 9| 7]AQ] 7pgo] ¥

ko]l B olsi Al dofxE dAe shiAlaE Ed A 9ER AL Xolvt &S & 4 9
TE HTY ST e A kel A FTkeke BEE <Table 2>

Ho|x HhALE (over—dispersion)7} EA)3th 1eju R

%gﬂfﬂ- HAUE T TAF EAY AF Eobd (Table 2) General characteristics of subjects by years
AARHL AL A4 Fap) e olela Fojab 00
9l EAE AAAE 5 A= FA 2901 $01F i 208 [ 20 [ 200 [ 200 [ 21

(n=70,250)|(n=36,981)| (n=34,781) | (n=25,786)| (n=23,139)

b
g
ﬂ
kY
AL

ARo|th weha] B AFeA= 2 A Sex

20]3} FARF O BAE & B o‘j—?Oﬂ 28l E Male — M2947(61.1)24,142(65.3) 22,592(65)17,053(66.2) 16 435(65.4)
A wHO ALLE TR 6, 5 vale] ARED wrka AFge;rlale D7,303(38 92839347 12,189(35) 8,728(33.9)|8,704(34.6)
7] &M= $-%=1] #HA(likelihood ratio test)S 283} 20~29  [11421(16.3)6,089(16.5) 5,296(15.2)|3,847(14.9)|3,724(14.8)
ot} BAE A EZ o] SAS 042 o] &5tyt) 30~39  PO0SSALA4971(A05N14 702 4)10,739(AL | 10,787(42.9)

50~59 7,361(11.2),3,936(10.6) 3401(99 2,50009.7) 2,250(9.0)
60+ 2485(35)  612(1.7) 417(1.6)  433(1.7)
Region
Gangwon 750(1.1))  375(1.0
Gyeonggi [19,019(27.1)9,409(25.4

)
)
40~49  [19338(27.6)11,373(30.8)10,625(30.6)|8,283(32.1) 7,945(31.6)
)
19)

38211 3ALL3)  53(02)
.5)6,506(25.2)6,443(25.6)

)
)8 )
3.1 BACHAXIe| HiY EM Gyeongnam| 1251(18)  72320) 70220 51720 525(2.1)
314 AZHZIOIE 35 2 Gyeongbuk | 1L306(L9) 63317} 588(17) 49119} 467(19)
Gwangju | 3059(44) 1,91862) 1925(5) 1474(57) 1581(6.3)
200839 AT AHAE7|HAA WA E T Dacgu | 234333} 1567(4.2) 1503(4.3) 1229(4.8) 1235(49)
A 3ol A5G R FEA] ol DA Doien | W2 w02 w0l o) o
usan 5, . .5) 2,022(9.
o BE AAARE BASI 20089 MAHNE o) RsusI656A9) 15289(44) 11081043} 10716(26)
ko Ao 70250 0] 2L, o] & T 2009 ol = 36,981 Ulsan 20103 11000.3) 1010.3)  690.3)  63(0.3)
wo ol = Ho Yol = Incheon | 186127} 1,113(30) 101129 765(30) 758(3.0)
gol, 20101l = 34,7819 ], 2011l += 25,7867, 2012 Jeomnam | L007(14) 513(14) 59917 429(17) 5192.1)
ol = 25,1399 0] 73S wogrh &, 2008 el 1174 Jeonbuk | 23303)  9803F 90(03] 7903) 6303
ARG e 2} 2 2009 d ol = 52.6%, 20101l = 49.5%, Jeju 340D 1100}  11(0.0) 6(0.0) 8(0.0)
-~ _ Chungnam| 576(08)  232006) 294(09) 178(07)  218(0.9)
= = 2]
011l = 36.7%, 0124d°0= B2k A A2 o ] 16002] 702 602 5402 5002
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<Table 3>.

+ 13520(19.2%) 8 o] A TH

(Table 3) Health rescreening utilization of
subjects by age during the 5-year
period from 2008 to 2012 (n(%))

Categories 3039 40~49 207 Total
years years years

2008 1LA7066.2) 4,836(23.7) 4,093(20.1)] 20,399(100.0)
008 —> 2009 | 4416674) 2,114275) 1,157(15.1) 7,637(1000)
008 — 010 | 2262626) 818226)] 533(148) 3613(100.0)
2008 — 2011 BI6LS)| 271221 196(16) 1,224(100.0)
2008 — 2012 96632 349(224] 225(14.4) 1,560(100.0)
38‘1)2 205 105(6585) 1508(276] T57(139) 5461(1000)
;8”?? 70 erega) 365(258] 225(159) 14171000)
;8(1)3 70 eness) 23me) 125027) 9871000)
% 70 6] 595(248) 315(13.1)] 2402(1000)
% 7 D0 eee7) 291264)  165(149) 1104(1000)
;8(1)3 7O s6a9) 216(55] 8106 S471000)
008 — 2000 1 ,
5010 — 2011 2419(575) 1,250(20.7)  537(12.8) 4206(100.0)
008 — 2000 1 -
2010 — 2012 1473625)  653(279)  224(95) 2,355(100.0)
008 — 2000 _
S0l 2012 820(608) 385(286)  143(10.6) 1,343(100.0)
008 — 010 . -
5011 2012 1281(604) 649306 19090} 2,120(100.0)
008 — 2000
010 — N1 —f 7284(39) 4856(35.9) 1,380(10.2)] 13520(100.0)
012

Total A0506(57.7) 19,398(27.6) 10,346(147)| 10.250(100.0)
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HEF, A, 18l Gl Ui 4AY, A4
A 9 254, HEEE VeeR Az d38 A
Hrgth 3AY, dA A 2 A5, 715 T A,
1]l Gl 7EES JE A re] AER 34
FEAHGoZ F93 AJolE Bk AP 3157} 43]
ol FAE VEoR e A A 7150l
R Ao FHELS 208%8] v 1P o] = AL
&o] FASL 260%Ack w3 1 spEHo] Qe

>

A= 07%, G A= 0.8%, T o] gl
227%, NE A= 208%] FHES Hol 444
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(Table 4) Numbers of health rescreening by general characteristics on subjects (n(%))

Categori 0 1 3 4 Total
atesories (n=20399) (n=14080) (n=12218) (n=10,029) (n=13520) (n=70250)
Sex™
Male 11,385(265) 8286(19.3) 7405(17.2) 6,353(148) 9518222) 4.2947(100)
Female 9,014(33) 5,798(21.2) 4813(176) 3676(135) 40020147) 2,7303(100)
A
30~39 11470283) 8421(208) 7338(18.1) 5993(148) 7.284(18.0) 40,506(100)
40~49 AZH(249) 3552(183) 3212(166) 212(152) 4856(25.0) 19,398(100)
50+ 4093(396) 2111(204) 1,668(16.1) 1,094(106) 1,330(133) 10,346(100)
Region™
Gangwon 226(301) 1470196) 158(21.1) 188(25.1) 314.1) 750(100)
Gyeonggi 087(32.0) 3819(202) 3223(169) 2530(133) 3330(175) 19,019(100)
Gyeongnam 05(23.6) 233(186) 248(198) 16212.9) 313(25.0) 1,251(100)
Gyeongbuk 468(358) 232178) 16012.3) 15712.0) 289(22.1) 1,306(100)
Gwangiu 52417.1) 478(156) 631(206) 546(17.8) 830(288) 3,059(100)
Dacgu 40617.3) 332(142) 409(175) 4040172) TR(338) 2,343(100)
Dacjeon 55(34.4) 42(26.3) 20125) 19119 24(15.0) 160(100)
Busan 12720217 1,180(202) 1,030(176) 958(16.4) 1410@4.1) 5.850(100)
Seoul 9941(306) 6,865(21.2) 5610(17.3) 4482(138) 5537(17.1) 32435(100)
Ulsan 63(31.3) 39(19.4) 32159 28(139) 39(19.4) 201(100)
Incheon A55(24.4) 328(176) 329(17.7) 335(180) 414(22.2) 1,861(100)
Jeonnam 28(22.6) 1760175) 203(202) 1220121) 278(276) 1,007(100)
Jeonbuk 101(42.4) 33(160) 370155) 25(105) 370155) 233(100)
Jeju 16(47.1) 7(206) 6176) 3(88) 26.9) 34(100)
Chungnam 193(335) 118(205) 100017.4) 56(9.7) 109(18.9) 576(100)
Chungbuk 70(438) 200125) 22(138) 1488) 34(21.3) 160(100)
* p<0.05, ** p<0.01
3.2.4 ZIZEO| M2 KT B A et AgaeHel B AeE 2AE F
AR A, SR, @A A, B FA FekR, FAY pAE RRS A0S gRE
R AARE, ARG hE AR S5 da AN R Ave) 4287 A gl Ed
WAEAS o Ad) BE EAHoR §olg zto]2 B <Table 7>.
Ak AR 7t 4312 s V1o R g A
FA9IF] Agahe b Aaoweel mel A4 2 34 AZET Al 280l 24
$48 s AR 211%)¢] A5 o] =) et A8 AR A5l GFS T 29le) Ay
W SE5ee) A9 A Y vhAE ARKIRRd  EHS A8 A B 9 ARG Be|N 2AE WS
w8 F 1~23) vpA e AFH228%)0] A AEe] =A  TAA ARAIN FAHLRE Fodt AlolE HRl MEE
vepstel ube #a) 8] E3AxK200%)0] HlE B SHEUFE AASA AAE SYUSE o] 8o F
24%)°] AFAE] A VeEhgol B9 Fole SR AR Sl v Eold 344 I Fol
Fel71gko] 304 ol 4Ql HEH190009] wla] 0~30d T FARFL ol§dte] 2v] RAS AYST F
n)gkel HeH289%)0] AFAEC] B Yehgtt g B T 2 A7l A BYs g 28 4-=n] A
ANABES AT 544 2= AH195%)°l vlEl] 5= 3~4  (likelihood ratio test) & HAIFH AT, Fold AR
5] AAshe AeH221%)9) AFHAE] EA vepnh o 7PAE 712X )l 7 el siulE (A Slae] B

B3 5 5dd we dAdes dd) 9S24
179%, 7Hs : 19.9%) 5.t} o]
o] A E220%)0] =

2 Bl dAJsiA| %?F— LR7“é7éJJr 2(1nL(NB) -

o
AR QAR FEH AAEAS dol o1
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A Study on the Determinants of Rescreening for Using the Private Health Screening Program

(Table 5) Numbers of health rescreening by morbidity and history on subjects(n(%))

. 0 1 2 3 4 Total
Categories @-153%) | @e1163%) | @el0417) | 879 | @e1217) | (n-53339)
Medical history

Stroke No 15,334(26.3) 11,633(19. 9) 10,416(17.9) 8,776(15) 12,169(20.9) 58,328(100)
Yes 2(18.2) 327 19.1) 3(27.3) 2(18.2) 11(100)
Heart discase No 15,315(26.3) 11,62 1(19 Q) 10,407(17.9) 8,769(15.0) 12,161(20.9) 58,273(100)
Yes 21(31.8) 15(22. 7) 10(15.2) 10(15.2) 10(15.2) 66(100)
Hypertension No 15,113(26.3) 11,469(20 10,262(17.9) 8,661(15.1) 11,975(20.8) 57,480(100)
Yes 223(26.0) 167(19 4) 155(18) 118(13.7) 196(22.8) 859(100)
Diabetos No 15,251(26.3) 11,568(19. 9) 10,356(17.9) 8,728(15.0) 12,096(20.9) 57,999(100)
Yes 85(25.0) 63(20 61(17.9) 51(15.0) 75(22.1) 340(100)
Taking medication

Stroke No 15,336(26.3) 11,633(19. 9) 10,416(17.9) 8,778(15.0) 12,170(20.9) 58,333(100)
Yes 000.0) 3(50. 1(16.7) 1(16.7) 1(16.7) 6(100)
Heart discase No 15,328(26.3) 11 629(19 Q) 10,412(17.9) 8,774(15.0) 12,167(20.9) 58,310(100)
Yes 8(27.6) 7(24. 1) 5(17.2) 5(17.2) 4(13.8) 29(100)
. No 15,130(26.3) 11,483(20. 10,274(17.9) 8,672(15.1) 11,992(20.8) 57,551(100)

Hypertension R
Yes 206(26.1) 13’%(19 4) 143(18.1) 107(13.6) 179(22.7) 783(100)
Diabetos No 15,260(26.3) 11 57b(19 9) 10,360(17.9) 8,735(15.1) 12,102(20.9) 58,032(100)
Yes 76(24.8) 61(19.9) 57(186) 44(14.3) 69(22.5) 307(100)

Family History

Stroke No 15,075(26.3) 11 401(19 9) 10,221(17.9) 8,606(15.0) 11,923(20.8) 57,226(100)
Yes 261(235) 35(21.1) 196(17.6) 173(15.5) 248(22.3) 1,113(100)
Heart discases No 15,174(26.4) 11 479(19 9) 10,303(17.9) 8,646(15.0) 11,972(20.8) 57,574(100)
Yes 162(21.2) 157(20.5) 114(14.9) 133(17.4) 199(26.0) 765(100)
Hypertensions+ No 14,725(26.5) 11 086(19 9) 9,{317( 17.8) 8,340(15.0) 1 1,556}(20.8) 55,624(100)
Yes 611(22.5) 550(20.3) 500(184) 439(16.2) 615(22.7) 2,715(100)
Diahetess No 14,775(26.4) 55(?)() 0) 9971(17.8) 8,361(15.0) 11,611(20.8) 55,873(100)
Yes 561(22.7) 48 (195) 446(18.1) 418(17.0) 560(22.7) 2,466(100)
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(Table 6) Numbers of health rescreening by physical measurement, blood and urine examination on

subjects (n(%))
Categories 0 1 2 3 4 Total
Obesity(BMD™
Underweight 1,166(29.4) 864(21.8) 740(18 7) 545(13.8) 648( 16.4) 3,963(100)
Normal weight 8,695(29.3) 6,074(20.5) 284(17.8) 4,266(14.4) 359(18.1) 29,678(100)
Overweight 4,483(28.1) 3,110(19.5) 77(16.8) 2314(14 5) 363(21.1) 15,952(100)
Morbidly obese 6,035(29.3) 4,032(19.5) 3 51 1(17.0) 900(14.1) 4 147(20.1) 20,625(100)
Physi Subtqtal 20,334(29.0) 14,030(20.1) 12,212(17.4) 10 025(14.3) 13517(19.3) 70,218(100)
cal | Waist™
meas Abdominal obesity 10,171(29.5) 6,831(20.0) 5,797(16.8) 4,810(14.0) 6,798(19.7) 34,457(100)
ureme Normal 9567(27.8) 6,953(20.2) 6,244(18.1) 5075(14.7) 6,571(19.1) 34,410(100)
nt Subtotal 19,733(28.7) 13,834(20.1) 12,041(175) 9,385(14.4) 13,369(19.4) 68,867(100)
Blood pressure”™
Normal 1() 211(29.4) 7,166(20.6) 6 149(17.7) 5,007(14.4) 6,211(17.9) 34,744(100)
Prehypertension 9,328(285) 6,408(19.6) 5,625(17.2) 4,641(14.2) 6,757(20.6) 32,759(100)
Hypertension 837(31 0) 506(18.7) 436( 16.1) 375(13.9) 547(20.3) 2,700(100)
Subtotal 20,376(29.0) 14,079(20.1) 12,210(17.4) 10,023(14.3) 13515(19.3) 70,203(100)
Hemoglobin®
Normal 18,203(28.9) 12,612(20.0) 10,940(17.4) 9,034(14.3) 12,212(19.4) 63,001(100)
Anemia 2,165(30.2) 1,454(20.3) 1,266(17.7) 985(13.8) 1,291(18.0) 7,161(100)
Subtotal 20,363(29.0) 14,066(20.1) 12,206(17.4) 10,019(14.3) 13,503(19.3) 70,162(100)
Fasting blood sugar
Normal 19,851(29.0) 13,736(20.1) 11,933(17.4) 9,796(14.3) 13,171(19.2) 68487(100)
Diabetes 507(30.9) 323(19.7) 263(16.0) 218(13.3) 332(20.2) 1,643(100)
Subtotal 20,358(29.0) 14,059(20.1) 12,196(17.4) 10,014(14.3) 13,503(19.3) 70,130(100)
Total cholesterol”
Normal 13,379(29.0) 9,359(20.3) 8,091(17.5) 6,607(14.3) 8,746(189) 46,182(100)
Suspected disease 6,962(29.1) 4,697(19.7) 4,096(17.1) 3,393(14.2) 4,755(19.9) 23,903(100)
Subtotal 20,341(29.0) 14,056(20.1) 12,187(17.4) 10,000(14.3) 13501(19.3) 70,085(100)
Labor | HDL cholesterol ™
atory Normal 14,648(28.7) 10,026(19.7) 8,833(17.4) 7,322(14.4) 10,133(19.9) 51,012(100)
test- Suspected disease 3,120(32.2) 1,902(19.6) 1,600(16.5) 1,268(13.1) 1,794(1855) 9,684(100)
Blood | gubtotal 17768203) | 119280197 | 10483(17.3) 8590(142) | 119270197 |  60,696(100)
LDL cholesterol”
Normal 12,769(29.6) 8,542(19.8) 7506(17.4) 6,025(13.9) 8,358(19.3) 43,200(100)
Suspected disease 4,268(29.7) 2,775(19.3) 2,368(16.5) 2,013(14.0) 2,926(20.4) 14,350(100)
Subtotal 17,037(29.6) 11,317(19.7) 9,874(17.2) 8,038(14.0) 11,284(19.6) 57,550(100)
Triglyceride™
Normal 14,914(29.3) 10,312(20.3) 8978(17.6) 7,243(14.2) 9,433(185) 50,830(100)
Suspected disease 5,306(28.0) 3,662(19.3) 3,186(16.8) 2,747(14.5) 4,045(21.4) 18,946(100)
Subtotal 20,220(29.0) 13,974(20.0) 12,164(17.4) 9,990(14.3) 13478(19.3) 69,826(100)
HbAlc
Normal 1,207(33.3) 853(236) 654(18.1) 518(14.3) 390(10.8) 3,622(100)
Suspected disease 39(35.8) 26(23.9) 15(13.8) 12(11.0) 17(15. 109(100)
Subtotal 1,246(33.4) 879(23.6) 669(17.9) 530(14.2) 407010 3,731(100)
Albuminuria
Normal 19,737(29.0) 13,640(20.0) 11,824(17.3) 9,759(14.3) 13,192(19.4) 68,152(100)
Labor | Suspected discase 193(296) 133(204) 117380) 810124) 1270195) 651(100)
atory Subtotal 19,930(29.0) 13,773(20.0) 11,941(17.4) 9,340(14.3) 13,319(19.4) 68,803(100)
test= | Serum creatine
Urine Normal 20,291(29.0) 14,014(20.0) 12,162(17.4) 9,990(14.3) 13,475(19.3) 69,932(100)
Suspected disease 49(34.0) 32(22.2) 19(13.2) 17(11.8) 27(18.8) 144(100)
Subtotal 20,340(29.0) 14,046(20.0) 12,181(17.4) 10,007(14.3) 13502(19.3) 70,076(100)
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(Table 7) Numbers of health rescreening according to health behavior on subjects (n(%))

Categories 0 1 2 3 4 Total
Diet behaviors™
Vegetarian 1,725(29.2) 1,154(19.5) 000(16.9) 847(14.3) 1,177(19.9) 5,903(100)
Vegetarian+Meat 11,655(26.0) 8,945(20.0) 8 ,035(17.9) 6,716(15.0) 9,449(21.1) 44,800(100)
Meat 1,736(26.0) 1,355(20.3) 1,202(18.0) 1,060(15.9) 1,332(19.9) 6,685(100)
Subtotal 15,116(26.3) 11,454(20.0) 10,237(17.8) 8,623(15.0) 11,958(20.8) 57,383(100)
Alcohol Intake™
Less than 2~3 a month 9,185(27.1) 6,965(20.5) 6,124(18.1) 4,980(14.7) 6 671(19.7) 33,925(100)
1~2 a week 4 ,602(24.6) 3,589(19.2) 3,311(17.7) 2,966(15.8) 261(22.8) 18,729(100)
3~4 a week 087(26.4) 792(19.2) 710(17.2) 606(14.7) 9?0(22 5) 4,125(100)
everyday 18 (33.8) 103(18.8) 98(17.9) 62(11.3) 100(18.2) 548(100)
Subtotal 15,059(26.3) 11,449(20.0) 10,243(17.9) 8,614(15.0) 11,962(20.9) 57,327(100)
Smoking status™
Non smoking 10,102(26.7) 7,711(20.4) 6,848(18.1) 5574(14.8) 7,551(20.0) 37,786(100)
Smoking 4,536(25.3) 3,444(19.2) 3,145(17.5) 2,301(15.6) 4,025(22.4) 17,951(100)
27 14,638(26.3) 11,155(20.0) 9,993(17.9) 8,375(15.0) 11,576(20.8) 55,737(100)
Smoking period™
Under 5 534(27.1) 399(20.2) 346(17.5) 271(13.7) 422(21.4) 1,972(100)
5~9 1,151(25.0) 904(19.6) 862(18.7) 745(16.2) 939(20.4) 4,601(100)
10~19 2,634(24.9) 2,052(19.0) 1,914(17.8) 1,689(15.7) 2,436(22.6) 10,775(100)
20~29 1,107(22.9) 914(18.9) 807(16.7) 758(15.7) 1,251(25.9) 4,337(100)
30+ 376(33.7) 233(20.9) 162(14.5) 134(12.0) 212(19.0) 1,117(100)
Subtotal 5852(25.1) 4502(19.3) 4,001(17.6) 3597(15.4) 5,260(22.6) 23,302(100)
Phyqlcal exercise(day of
week)"™
Never 383(27.9) 5,350(20.2) 4679(17.7) 3909(14.8) 5,153(19.5) 26,474(100)
1~2 5, 189(24 4) 4,233(19.9) 3,782(17.8) 3,343(15.7) 4 716(22.2) 21,263(100)
3~4 1,822(25.0) 1,418(19.5) 1,361(187) 1,069(14.7) 604(22.1) 7,274(100)
5~7 629(28.8) 435(19.9) 391(17.9) 289(13.2) 442(202) 2,186(100)
Subtotal 15,023(26.3) 11,436(20.0) 10,213(17.9) 8,610(15.1) 11,915(20.8) 57,197(100)
Stress (1 month)™
Frequently 931(30. 3) 596(19.4) 540( 17.6) 457(14.9) 549(17.9) 3,073(100)
Sometimes 5,627(27 4192(20.2) 587(17.3) 3,195(15.4) 4,115(19.9) 20,716(100)
Never 6,819(24 5,459(19.9) 005(18.2) 4,109(15.0) 6,050(22.0) 27,442(100)
Uncertain 1,493(27 0) 1,113(20.1) 007(18.2) 788(14.3) 1,125(20.4) 5,528(100)
Subtotal 14,872(26.2) 11,360(20.0) 1()139( 179) 8,549(15.1) 11,839(20.9) 56,759(100)

# p<0.05, ** p<0.01

(Table 8) Analysis of decision factors on numbers of health rescreening using negative binomial

regression
Categories B exp([3) Standard error X 2 D

Intercept -0.2083 0.81 0.1821 1.31 02515

Sex Male 0.0793 1.08 0.0286 77 0.0055
Female(Ref)

Age 30~39 0.0839 1.09 0.0247 1149 0.0007
40~49 01632 1.18 0.0226 52.03 <0001
50+(Ref)

Region Gangwon 0.3948 1.48 0.1912 4.26 0.0390
Gyeonggi 0.2349 1.26 0.1615 212 0.1457
Gyeongnam 04158 152 0.1657 6.3 0.0121
Gyeongbuk 0.2429 127 0.1663 213 0.1441
Gwangju 0.4531 157 0.1634 7.69 0.0056
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(Table 8) continue

Categories I5] exp((3) standard error

Region Daegu 05596 175 0.1637 11.69 0.0006
Daejeon 0.2095 1.23 0.2038 1.06 0.304
Busan 0.3719 145 0.1623 525 0.0219
Seoul 0.2344 1.26 0.1613 211 0.1463
Ulsan 0.3204 1.38 0.1904 283 0.0924
Incheon 0.3902 148 0.1645 563 0.0177
Jeonnam 0.3881 147 0.1685 53 0.0213
Jeonbuk 0.2615 13 0.192 1.8 0.1733
Jeju 0.6654 051 04919 1.83 0.1762
Chungnam 0.2303 1.26 0.1727 1.78 0.1824
Chungbuk(Ref)

Diet behaviors Vegetarian 0.0301 103 0.0281 114 0.2848
Vegetarian+Meat 0.0167 1.02 0.0176 09 0.3424
Meat(Ref)

Alcohol intake Less than 2~3 a month 0.1905 121 0.054 1245 0.0004
1~2 a week 0.2057 1.23 0.0538 146 0.0001
3~4 a week 0.1611 1.17 0.0556 839 0.0038
everyday(Ref)

Smoking Non smoking 0.0174 1.02 0.0142 151 0.2192
Smoking(Ref)

Smoking period Under 5 0.0786 1.08 0.0409 37 0.0546
5~9 0.1107 112 0.037 8398 0.0027
10~19 0122 113 0.0343 1267 0.0004
20~29 01235 113 0.0335 1358 0.0002
30+(Ref)

Physical exercise Never 0.0178 1.02 0.0325 03 0.5841
1~2 0.0528 1.06 0.032 273 0.0987
3~4 0.0686 1.07 0.0343 4 0.0455
5~7(Ref)

Stress Frequently(Ref)
Sometimes 0.0194 1.02 0.029 045 0.5035
Never 0.0598 1.06 0.0288 433 0.0375
Uncertain 0.0297 1.03 0.0331 08 0.3699

Obesity(BMI) Underweight 0.0138 1.01 0.0436 0.1 0.7515
Normal weight 0.003 1.00 0.0198 0.02 0.8811
Overweight 0.0358 104 0.0157 522 0.0224
Morbidly obese(Ref)

Waist Abdomianl obesity -0.0347 097 0.0168 4.28 0.0387
Normal(Ref)

Blood pressure Noraml 0.0473 1.05 0.0293 2,61 0.1065
Prehypertension 0.0962 1.06 0.0281 4 0.0455
Hypertension(Ref)

Hemoglobin Normal 0.0143 0.9 0.0249 0.33 0.5663
Suspectd disease(Ref)

Total cholesterol Normal 0.0035 1 0.019 0.03 0.8520
Suspectd disease(Ref)

HDL cholesterol Normal 0.0148 0.99 0.0175 0.72 0.3952
Suspectd disease(Ref)

LDL cholesterol Normal 0.0052 0.9 0.0202 0.07 0.7961
Suspectd disease(Ref)

Triglyceride Normal 0.0000 1 0.0136 0 0.9994
Suspectd disease(Ref)

Overdispersion 0.1102 0.0082

Deviance/degree of freedom 24174/18585-1.301

Pearson chi-square 17734.16

Log Likelihood -11709.08
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