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Table 1. Differences in Socio-Economic Characteristics between C-section Acceptors and Vaginal Delivery Accep-

tors M| EIHZCHXI}

EAPNI=1=15N

=l sy wi

[2bel Abs|Zx

X EAMH|D

s B I =

Socio-economic Total C-Section Vaginal D. C-Section Rate
characteristics Number % Number % Number % (%)
Total 2874 100.0 342 100.0 2532 100.0
Education
Under Middle School 1295 451 100 29.3 1195 472 77
High School 1256 43.7 178 52.0 1078 42.6 14.1
College and above 323 1962 64 18.7 259 10.2 19.8
X 46.5**
Occupation
None 2045 7.2 241 70.6 1804 71.2 11.8
Professional 129 45 28 8.3 100 4.0 22.0
Others 700 244 72 21.1 628 24.8 10.3
X2 142+
Income
Under 499,999 1475 51.3 144 42.2 13381 52.6 9.8
500,000 and over 1398 487 198 57.8 1201 474 14.1
X 12.7%*
Residence
Large City 1267 44.1 197 57.6 1071 42.3 15.5
Other City 859 29.9 88 25.7 772 30.5 10.2
Rural Area 747 26.0 57 16.8 690 27.2 T
X2 30.9**
* 1 PC0.05 ** 1 PC0.01
o EXE Bolu . ¥ole ¥ A%d AT AFAY 29.9%, THEAFAIL 26.0% 5
Aeerge A%, AT WLy DFHZE AAST ol WEAAFAS Hgo] 7+
ZABHE A Zo] 22.0% 24 7HA AR 28 ALY Eotoh. ALAMETAY] 57.6%7F A
71Et Al FAbs= of vt iAo R AFea Y 25.7%2 FTaEAN AFSa
e ASEMETES Hola o] AGHNETAIL Ao AFdt= H &
pugeEe dRFaSe $ES N A Axuniael vae B3Rtk @, AFAGE
A7) kRt 57.8%7F 505t ol el A5S 7t AGHANEREL FHY A 7.7% ] E33|
Aed wetd ANEGA Aol dolME el BEA AFAFANE 1 287k W 15.5
47.4% o] 509rdo]de A5 & A Ae= % = At
GER A S R ek A S o] AR ehael vl skl e AHE U BW nFAAZF, nF
125 F0 Bxvt gtk 4, oleig 4yt Azo| FASIE AZE, BIE 250 2 AF
A5z AFAALRLS Y DLSAF 2 EAAZANAN B AFBARVEES B
AGAHNETFE] £2 g EQle) A ol2 = gty o]g3 AMHLE WKFFO &
Ao BE2 Bw AFAT} 4.1%, 2 AGAALRRE A BibEe) B



A X EE] &ol3tal ol Aaxe oFHY o) Zulo] 28.6%, 30tholido] 14.2% 9 REE
F7o] LASALAFE A 53] ALHANF 7P k. A ne Aol FE4E A
S AAY F de HYgdolyd 9EAHe FAEANETEE F7heke 3 (10.4% A4 14.1
gE=Ald FFEol Qo] Al AFALFH %)E BAFL dou FAHSE {9 Aol
Hojde H2xrt £7] EoE2 AgdT. = oty
5. oAl B ZA ALY 9F1/30] = % U 2] 2/37}
Aol olHE HFol e YW
E9EEH e g A 2 24 AolE FHERE 2olE HoFa glon AgHfRt
TH37] 98t HFol E4HA] B AH, F BolFoll A oF57% 7h ZAtoldom ZAbol H| &
Zolo]l 249, FYUMIS 9 AF /AL o] 35%° B#}g FARykzlol H|dte] AP
TS AESAT. 244 R AHEEZE 204 NEDAFTAE 249 ¥ &o] &), H
Fuko] 57.3% 2 A HHEEE AFA|SAL o 20 ZAMROIZE oF[8% 7} AYAARUNLS sHga A

Table 2. Differences in Pregnancy Related Factors Between C-Section Acceptors and Vaginal Delivery Acceptors
MYEEIRISL HAROIRIS] 214l Y HAtH|D

Pregnancy Total C-Section Vaginal D. C-Section Rate

Related Factors Number % Number % Number % (%)
Total 2874 100.0 342 100.0 2532 100.0

Mother’s Age at Delivery
—24 821 28.6 85 25.0 736 29.1 104
25~29 1646 57.3 199 58.2 1447 57.1 12.1
30— 407 14.2 57 16.8 349 13.8 14.1
Xt 3.7

Birth Order
First 1078 375 194 56.7 885 349 18.0
Second and Above 1796 62.5 148 43.3 1648 65.1 8.2
X 59.8**

Total Number of Pregnancies
One 501 174 93 273 407 16.1 18.6
Two 906 3.5 124 36.2 783 30.9 13.6
Three 725 25.2 65 19.1 660 26.0 9.0
Four 384 134 32 9.3 352 13.9 8.3
Five and Above 359 12.5 28 8.1 331 13.1 7.9
Xe 40.8**

Total Number Induced Abortions
None 1576 54.8 203 59.5 1373 54.2 12.9
One 797 207 92 27.0 705 27.8 11.6
Two and Above 501 174 46 13.6 454 17.9 9.2
X2 49

* 1 P<0.05 ** L PCOOL
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Table 3. Differences in Pre-natal Care Status Between C-Section Acceptors and Vaginal Delivery Acceptors

C-Section Vaginal D. C-Section Rate

Total
Number
2874

Pre-natal

(%)

%
100.0

Number
2532

Number %

342

%

Care

100.0

100.0

Total

Pre-natal Care

14
13.3

12.9

327
2205

1.3
98.7

11.5

332
2542

None

87.1

337

88.5

Received

XZ
Number of Pre-natal Care

38.6™*

100.0

2204

100.0

336

100.0

2540

Total

71
10.8
17.5

3156
313
16.4

694
690
361

15.8
24.7
22,6

53
83
76
124

294
30.5
172

747
774
437

”m O &

— o~

212

20.8

459

36.9

229

582

10 and Above

68.3**

Time for First Visit

100.0

2205
1619

100.0

337

100.0

2541

Total

14.1

734

74.1 266 78.9

1884

Within 3 months
4—6 months
After 7 months

5

11.0

19.1

422

15.4

52

18.7

474

10.4

74

164

5.6

19

7.2

183

4.5

: P<0.01

ok

: P€0.05

*
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Table 4. Distriimtion of C-Section Acceptors and Vaginal Delivery Acceptors by Place of Delivery

IH

(%)
11.9
25.6
10.9

C-Section Rate

19.9
54.0
12.3
13.7

%
100.0

Vaginal D.
Number
2528
503
1366
312
347

C-Section
Number %
340 100.0
173 50.9

49.1

167

121

U Include Mid-wife, Health Center, MCH Center, etc.

? Exclude 6 Missing cases

%
100.0
236
53.5
10.9

Total
Number

2868
676

1533
312
347

Hospital
Clinic
Mid-wife"
Home

Delivery
Place
Total
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Table 5. Reasons for C-Section Among C-Section Acceptors by Birth Order

MYEHSOIRIS M

FHSEMolw7

Reasons for Total First Birth Second and over
C-Section Number % Number % Number %
Total 342 100.0 194 100.0 148 100.0
Fetopelvic Disproportion 70 20.5 53 273 17 115
Malpresentation 63 184 39 20.1 24 16.2
Rupture of Membrane 55 16.1 39 20.1 16 10.8
Repeated C-Section 57 16.7 — = 57 38.5
Toxemia 14 4.1 11 57 3 2.0
Prolonged Labor 13 3.8 11 BT 2 14
Over due 14 4.1 7 3.6 7 4.7
High Age 10 29 8 4.1 2 14
Personal Reason 28 8.2 16 8.2 12 8.1
Others 18 5.3 10 52 8 5.4
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Table 6. Results of Multivariate Log-Linear Analysis
ChHziEAl Ao

Dep. vars

Number of Pre-natal care

Place of Delivery

Type of Delivery

Exogeneous (10+=1) (Hospital=1) (C—Section=1)
Variables Coeff.(SE) Sig Coeff.(SE) Sig Coeff.(SE) Sig
Constant —.693(.043) ** —.464(.041)** —.839(.051)**
Education :

College and over .293(.049) ** .252(.047)** .036(.062)
High School .023(.035) .049(.033) .046(.043)
Under Middle School(r)
Occupation :

Professional .038(.073) .125(.069) .036(.086)
Other —.112(.056)* —.116(.051)* .025(.063)
None(r)
Monthly Income :

500,000+ .136(.027)** .119(.025) ** .019(.033)
499,999 (r)
Residence -

Large City .138(.035)** 076(.032)* .144(.042) **
Other City .026(.038) —.023(.035) .054(.048)
Rural (r)
Birth order :

First .291(.026) ** 074(.024)** .159(.032) **
Second+ (r)

Number of Pre-natal Care

10+ 114(.027) ** .111(.034) **
-9 (r)

Place of Delivery

Hospital .298(.032) **
Other(r)

Likelihood Ratio ChiSquare 81.7 1952 332.2

d £ 79 149 260

p .394 .007 002

% 1 PL0.05

** 1 P€0.01

Note : (r) refers reference category.
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Education College +
High  School
Middle  School  (r)
(&)
Occupation Professional Number of Pre-natal Care
Others 10+ =1
None (r)
Income High
Low (1) (43
(+)
L
Residence Large City/ Place of Delivery
Other City Hospital=1
(+)
Rural (r)
\\ (+) (+)
(+) i L
-
; : (+)
Birth order First . Type of Delivery
2. —IPE o SUVERY
Sevncd +{x) C-Section=1
Fig. 3. Socio-economic and other Factors Related with Type of Delivery.
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(Summary,

A Study on Socioeconomic Factors Related to Cesarean
Section in Korea

Eung-Suk Kim*, Yong-Chan Byun** Sang-Hun Lee***

An attempt was made to study the difference
between Cesarean section(C-section) acceptors
and vaginal delivery acceptors in terms of their
socioeconomic characteristics, pregnancy related
factors, and pre-natal care status by using data
from the National Fertility and Family Health
Survey conducted by the Korea Institute for Po-
pulation and Health in 1988. Information about
2,874 mothers, who had their last children bet-
ween 1983 and 1988, were used in this analysis.

According to the survey results, an over-all rate
of about 11.9 percent of women accepted C-sec-
tions in Korea. Those who had higher levels of
education or who had higher monthly incomes
are more likely to accept C-sections than their
counterparts. Those who reside in large cities
also are more likely to accept C-sections than

those who reside in rural areas. Women who

were delivering their first child were more likely
to accept C-sections than women who had given
birth more than twice, but the mother’s age at
delivery and the number of induced abortion did
not seem to affect the likelihood of accepting a
C-section. The amont of pre-natal care received
during pregnancy atfected the likelihood of accep-
ting a C-section, whereas time of the first visit
for pre-natal care did not seem to affect it. Fina-
lly, those who select hospitals for their deliveries
are much more likely to accept a C-section.
These findings indicate that women with higher
socioeconomic status seem more likely to accept
C-sections than women with a lower socioecono-
mic status, reflecting that those who can afford
a relatively expensive delivery method such as
a C-section seem more likely to accept the C-sec-

tion as a delivery method.

*  Senior Fellow, Korea Institute for Health and Social Affairs.
** Senior Researcher, Korea Institute for Health and Social Affairs.
*%* Researcher, Korea Institute for Health and Social Affairs.
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