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B A OB 7eks, 1985, p. 102,

3) B A DREERFRERE, AR, 1985, p, 80.
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1. ATHIPRGHE TR EEHER B

o] Fgrol A MY 156~495% PEMFIEA 5094% Zh2u] 1mILLE A THEER T AEEER o)
A= WA 21604, 2@ILLE LRl U= MAS 9784, 3ELLE o] e MAL
442% 0% UesTh o] AES] ATHHRPHE Bkl oA MMEBERTE X1y
2t

ANTHEgR P HEREER I A 21604 oA fEIA THEgRF 4 Aol #HrZe 256 A=
(553#)%1aL o] & 87.5HAE(484% )7} MHEFEIRS MM L Jo = (694) = it
Wes FHErstA T 2eiu 16074 2] BMEIEEREE TolM e ATMRFHS KRS %
of 852%0°] #HE-e A H UL, 7554 IR EEIFEEER Gol UAJUTh F W
B A THER P HE-S KBS Litke 619HAIE (13364 ) 7F M-S TSN 381HAE
(824 %)= BEMES 3FA] FATh REMATHRPES KBS @A 9784 FolA g
Aol MR E = 3224 01A=Hl, o] 7heu 2958 0] MMl A M-S SH AL, 6564

Table 1. Relationships between Parctitioners and Nonpractitioners Before and After a Specific
Order of Abortion and Transitional Probabilities
ATHERFHE BTR BEHEERES 2%

Afrer” P(X?)value
Practitioner Nonpractitioner Total

1st Abortion Practitioner 484 0.875 69 0.125 553 (25.6%) €0.001
Before? Nonpractitioner 852 0.530 755 0.470 1607 (74.4%)
Total 1336(61.9%) 824(38.1%) 2160(100.0%)

2nd Aborion  Practioner 295 0916 27 0084  322°(329%) <0001_
Before Nonpractitioner 362 0.552 294 0.448 656 (67.1%)
Total 657(67.2%) 321(32.8%) 978(100.0%)

3rd Abortion  Practiioner 148 0.897 17 0103 165 (37.3%) <E)001
Before Nonpractitioner 140 0.505 137 0.495 277 (62.7%)
Total 288(65.2%) 154(34.8%) 442(100.0%)

Note : 1) Time before is before the specific order of abortion.
2) Time after is after the abortion.
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rhigs Aol BEAMES EEESIA W AL 1650 A=H, Hie ol 1484 0] EEHES Al
2Tt T3 S ERSIA FUY AL 277%0lA=d ©] 7h&H 14040]
%0l M-S o] 373HAMER T BWMERAELS 656 2HAERZ Winsldoh

LlEo] #5582 o] Hol ATLHRFMAER LItk R BEc] 433 mMmstids
S & g Jon Pgxo REFNE D2 ATHHRFET SEFERI= A2 B
BR7; ol RS &S AU

e

2. ATHftRepie & EHTRE ML

ATHEgR P4 % BHEEE e 1Y 939 2o (%2 82R)

EEHCE R P ATLHRFE %ol BMUHS AS ‘BRESI= F2 wdHiask 0875,
TR g 0916, AHA g 0.897TEA BT %A UEelwth o2 Hol ATHE
RrhAe Biol EATERES S o e %ol oA BRI o] & FAoE UE
WSk HESh A TR ROl BHES ERESIA Uit Hhie & A Eo] MHES A
H A& wElFiais 0530, FHA FiEg 0552, AHA Fiagol= 050524 FEERE

#7F 22 JEEBEE Job AA 2B 7 (HEl 0470, FHA 1 0.448, AW :

Table 2. Transitional Probabilities of Contraceptive Status Among Prior Practitioners and Prior
Nonpractitioners Before Abortion, by Order of Abortion
ATHERPHE % BHEIKAE 8L

Prior Practitioners Prior Nonpractitioners

Order of Transitional probability of :
et Practice Practice Nonpractice Nonpractice
Practice Nonpractice Practice Nonpractice
1st 0.875 (484) 0.125 (69) 0.530 (852) 0.470 (755)
2nd 0916 (295) 0.084 (27) 0.552 (362) 0.448 (294 )
3rd 0.897 (148) 0.103 (17) 0.505 (140) 0.495 (137)
Total 0.891 (927) 0.109(113) 0.533(1354) 0.467(1186)
X*=10.332 X?=1.882
df=2 df=2
p<0.01 p>0.05

Note : Figures parentheses indicate number of women.
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byt o] ¥ Bk FHA s %o 9ol 00849 0552, AW A e o] A
o /] 0.0429} 05052 yteERFal Utk o gk HolA B Ao FHA FEHS Lot

EolA &3 U

3. ATEfRPHEFEER @O LS BEMEREE

ATHESR e 8o wheh mEgEzse] sMbi %37 prh. B ko)A A THHEPE %
o) TR ASILE Hie BT st YERR i

Table 3. Changing Proportion of Contraceptive Practitioners and Nonpractitioners After a Specified
Order of Abortion

ATHEfRPIE % BHERBRES Bt

Matrix of Transitional
Probability

Contraceptive Status Before the abortion

Contraceptive ~ Contraceptive
Status Before  Status After

Practice Nonpractice Abortion Abortion

After the Practice 0.8757 r0.125 0.256 0’6197
1st Abortion [ O:' X l: ] = ,:

Nonpractice 0.530- ~0.47 0.744 0.381-
After the 1 Practice [ 09167 00847 06197 ~07777
2nd Abortion l: X |: :l =

Nonpractice 0.552- -0.448- 0.381 ~0.223 -
After the  Pracice 08977 | F00427  r 07777 ﬁbjél_o_T -----
3rd Abortion { X |: J =

Nonpractice 0.505- -0.495- 0.223 ~0.190-
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e ko] BEMERAS 0 61.9FME, T7.7HAE, 83.1HAER oFH Hinste
BAHS BT 53] wEA LR Eigol By FAZo] A3 11 Ligole &
L7 e AR Wol RMAATLHIRFMO] ol R = W wrE a8
ol Fhkat I ofn] 2 $Efco] w3Esoh

Table 4. Number and Percentage of Practitioners and Nonpractitioners of Contraception Before
the First Abortion and After Each Successive Abortion amomg the Cohort of 2,160 Women
Who Have Had at least One Abortion
ATHIRPEEEE DS EG U EBE

: After the
Contraceptive Before the
Status Ist Abortion 1st Abortion 2nd Abortion 3rd Abortion
Practitioners
Number 553 1,336 1,671 1,794
Percent 25.6% 61.9% 77.4% 83.1%
Nonpractitioners
Number 1,607 824 489 366
Percent 744% 38.1% 22.6% 169%
Total
Number 2,160 2,160 2,160 2,160
Percent 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

4. ATHEIRFAEFEERO| LS HEKER BHYE W

FHEKERNZ ME A THIR P % AR Mk £59 2
EEYER B E 7L Al A BHES TSI RS EWRSIA 2 He FeeE & K
Hok#EC] wEt & #ERIF gle o Jebgo T3 EAIFERETT NS RS
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Table 5. Transitional Probabilities of Contraceptive Status Among Prior Practitioners and Prior
Nonpractitioners Before the First abortion, by Level of Education
HEKER MEATHIRRIEE BEHEIREE B4

Prior Practitioners Prior Nonpractitioners
Transitional Probability of :

Level of Practice Practice Nonpractice Nonpractice
Education (N) Practice Nonpractice Practice Nonpractice
No Schooling 0.913 (21) 0.087 (2) 0.366 (34) 0.634 (59)
Primary School 0.874(152) 0.126(22) 0.514(319) 0.486(302)
Middle School 0.882(149) 0.118(20) 0.568(256) 0.432(195)
High School 0.884(129) 0.116(17) 0.541(209) 0.459(177)
College or More 0.800 (32) 0.200 (8) 0.600 (33) 0.400 (22)
Total 0.875(483) 0.125(69) 0.530(851) 0.470(755)

X?=2531 X?=14.603

df=4 df=4

p>0.05 p<0.05

Note : Figures in parentheses indicate number of women.

A ZEHA =HE AeE dAE HEK#EC] FolFAFE o v AZIE & F
ALA EEBSIE B #HEKEC] FolAFE 1 byl FolAE € F YA

S FE kAR wEl A THHRTFHE %] BMUFEBREE K6 2ol

o R FHEAKEES et A THHIRTFEEIE7T Mnd TS smrEgEas 4 L
AR HEKES B B, FEK B, KK DEeR UFEAS o Kwel
= 198HAE, 219HANE, 272HANE, 274HANE 42 1HMNE S =0 AMHA i@ %ol
= 313HAE, 602HANE, 7T14HANE, 724HHMNE 842 AN E 2 el webr] #HE
ko] e tFAJE] EMEEEEAC] HEKEES] ¥ BET 1 o] Hked ole
aEC] thelA AR EMEHES #HANES st KEATHRFIES KLEgetA] &
T8 3l Kikit#l Aolv]Ert sfbElojor & Aol
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Table 6. Percentage of Contraceptive Practice by Level of Education by a Specified Order of Ab-
ortion
HEKER BHERE

unit : percent

Level of Education

Order of No Primary Middle High College or Total
Abortion Schooling School School School More

Before the 1st 198 219 272 274 421 256
After the 1st 474 59.2 654 63.5 68.4 619
After the 2nd 426 64.0 70.7 72.1 783 672
After the 3rd 81.3 60.2 714 724 842 65.2

5. ALHEIRFIBITERO (2 F o803 B4R B

WHEFCE) bl N THER R 1% LS B K73 2o HFERE7F A THEHR
i %ol = AlES3iA BREREE Qe HAHES ool BIERle]l =o v BirIERRE
H7F MZ2o] WS A B ES Tl 24£Y u 057302 M =da, Tk

7} 4% Ll E duiE 047524 71 RodT) o]l A& Tl B2 Aol BMMERS

Table 7. Transitional Probabilities of Contraceptive Status among Prior Practitioners and Prior Non-
practitioners Before the First Abortions by Number of Living Children
Fx 8RB WEIATHERPHERE BHEAREE B4L

Prior Practitioners Prior Nonpractitioners

Number of Transitional Probability of :
Living Children Practice Practice Nonpractice Nonpractice
(N) Practice Nonpractice Practice Nonpractice
1 0923 (48) 0.077 (4) 0505 (104) 0.495(102)
2 0.835(172) 0.165(34) 0.573(338) 0.427(252)
3 0.878(159) 0.122(22) 0.536(217) 0.464(188)
4+ 0.921(105) 0.079 (9) 0.475(193) 0.525(213)
Total 0.875(484) 0.125(69) 0.530(852) 0.470(755)
=6.360 X=9797
df=3 df=3
p>0.05 p<0.05

Note : Figures in parentheses indicate number of women.,

31



siof Stk #aEEo] 2 Zolgte #HmTE Yol 238 FaBol 3 Aol 3k
BEAJATT RBEEE = kiFo] =4 JeEth o)AS HHEKEDS Bl AS
Aoz WA= v, TaH7l FL WMALTS FRE7 B @BART HEKEO]
o 7] gEQ Aoz Fold F AU} (X9 BW)

T FREOIE ATHRPAE % SRS B (RS 28) Elfie Aol 20.27
HAE, 25 8HAE, 309HAME, 21 9HAME A}rt AR Hi %9 68.8FAE, 71.67
AME, 699HAE, 526HAERZ Fobyrh vyt #EFH# Fitgols 3x4d o] &
Beaso] 7 wdtou O L#EE 2F %Y Wb 7 =T &, AR AaEE}
AFHFE THHE 3 WA HEERELEC] Fo1lde & & Uth

Table 8. Percentage of Contraceptive Practice by Number of Living Children by a Specified Order
of Abortion
F B BEHER B

unit . percent

Number of Living Children

Order of <1 2 3 4> Total
Abortion

Before the 1st 20.2 258 30.9 219 256
After the 1st 589 64.1 64.2 573 619
After the 2nd 71.0 73.7 66.4 57.6 672
After the 3rd 68.8 71.6 69.9 52.6 65.2

Table 9. Educational Level of Women by Number of Living Children
FLHF BMEKE 5%

unit : percent

Level of Education

Number of
g;g&%en No Primary Midde  High  College or Total
Schooling School School School More
<1 48 83 247 376 347 20.6
2 7.7 198 369 93.1 411 29.2
3 18.6 276 255 16.6 25.0 236
4= 68.9 443 129 6.7 32 26.7
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Table 10. The Significant Change of Contraceptive Status by a Specified Order of Abortion through
McNemar’s Test

ATHERFHE0| BEHER O O0|R|= Gt

Order of After the
Abortion 1st 2nd 3rd
st p<0.05
Before the  2nd p<0.05
3rd p<0.05
V. #& &

o] FfFEolM = ATHEgRPIEFEERC] BUEBE VX = BES dolr7] fdted A
THEgRPAE A% BEMEEEEA MLE ofeldct. MAY &= T19854F tES %
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Abstract

The Effect of Induced Abortion on Subsequent Contraceptive Practices

Yeon-Woo Park*

The purpose of this sutdy is to find out the effect of induced abortion on subsequent con-
traceptive practices. The target of this study was current married women aged 15-49 years.
The transitional probability of contraceptive status before and after abortion was analysed.

The major findings of this study can be summarized as follows :

1. Before the first abortion 25.6 percent among a total of 2160 women had been practicing
contraceptions, And the proportion of contraceptors was increased to 65.2 percent among
women who had had three abortions.

2. The transitional probability among the group of contraceptive practitioners prior to the
abortion was 0.891. This implies that those who have practicing contraceptives before
an abortion, are most likely to resume practice after the abortion. About an half of the
prior nonpractitioners accepted contraceptions after the abortion, but the remainder did
not.,

3. The percentage of contraceptive practitioners before the first abortion is 25.6 among the
cohort of 2160 women who have had at least one abortion, but the percentage after
the third abortion is 83.1.

4. Educational level did not affect the transitional probability of the practitioner prior to
the abortion. But that of the nonpractitioner prior to the abortion was affected si-
gnificantly by the level of education.

5. The transitional probability of the prior nonpractitioner who had two children, was the

highest in accepting contraceptions after the first abortion.

* Researcher, Korea Institute for Population and Health.
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6. It was found through the McNemar's test that each of abortions affected significantly

contraceptive status before and after the abortion.
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