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The Estimation of Pregnancy Wastage in Korean Women
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Table 1. Trends of mean number of pregnancy by
marriage cohort

Marriage

No. of No. of Mean Number

Cohort Women  Pregnancies of Pregnancy
~1950 142 1,023 7.20
1951~1955 600 3,984 6. 64
1956~1960 770 4,727 6.07
1961~1965 922 4,774 5. 18
1966~1970 1,103 4,136 3.70
1971~1975 1,265 ,acl 1.86
1976~ 43 43 1.G0
Total 4, 854 21,638 4.33
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Table 2. Pregnancy wastage rates by year

Pregnancy Wastage Rates(%0)

Year F rtgsanct Tnduced S
Q regnancnes nauce: pontaneous . .
Total(No.> Abortion(No.) Abortion(No.) Stillbirth (No.)
~1950 59 33.9(2) —(—=) 16.9(1) 16.9C1)

1951~1955 769 48.1(37) 5.2(4) 32.5(25) 10. 4(8)
1956~1960 2,367 64.2(152) 27.5(65) 28.3(67) 8. 4(20)
1961~1965 4,104 144.7(594) 91.9(377) 44.8(184) 8.0(33)
1966~1970 6,105 250.9(1, 532) 191.2(1,167) 52.1(318) 7.7(47)
1971~1976 7,634 385.3(2, 941) 311.8(2, 3800 67. 3(514) 6.2(47)
Total 21,038 249.9¢5, 258) 189. 8(3, 993) 52.7(1, 109 7. 4(156)
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Table 3. The change of pregnancy wastage rates by woman’s characteristics: age and residence

Pregnancy Wastage Rates(%.)
Variables No. of  Total No.

Women of Pregnancies Total(No.) Aboi?ﬁ)ﬁ&?q,) Mi);())c:gg;rit&lg‘) St(illélgi'gth

Age
15~19 18 15 133.3(2) 66. 7C1) 66.7(1) — (=
20~24 517 767 209.9(161> 123.9(95) 78.2(60) 7.8(6)
25~29 1, 168 3,077 209. 6(645) 136.8(421) 66. 3(204) 6.5(20)
30~34 1,120 4,927 264.1(1,301) 201. 199D 55.8(275) 7.1(35)
35~39 1,113 6, 307 273.7(1,726) 216.6(1, 366) 45.8(314> 7.3046)
40~44 918 5,945 239. 4(1, 423) 188.2(1,119) 42.9(255) 8.2049)
Total 4, 854 21,038 249.9(5, 258) 189.8(3,993) 52.7(1,109) 7.4(156)
Longest Residence*
Urban 1,507 6, 322 349.7(2, 211 277.3(1,733) 66. 4(420) 6.0038)
Rural 3,336 14,674 206.9(3, 036) 152.2(2,234) 46.7(685) 8.00117)
Total 4, 843 20, 996 249.6(5, 24D 189.9(3, 987) 52.6(1, 105) 7.4(155)

* 11 Cases were excluded
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W Fo] #ilivl 349.72 529 206.92c B4l ¥ HES 2 BHMo T MEAES o KRISE
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& »M- el JEMQ) g e Fz grl W ol
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Table 4. The change of pregnancy wastage rates by woman’s characteristics: education level and working
experience
) No. of Total No. Pregnancy Wastage Rates(%,)
Variables Women Pre nozfr;cies Total (No.) Induced Spontaneous Stillbirth
g . Abortion(No.)  Abortion(No.) (No.)
Education
No Schooling 495 2,902 150. 2(436) 103.0(299) 38.6(112) 8.6(23)
Primary School 2,555 11,601 225.2(2,613) 170.7(1, 980) 46. 4(538) 8.2(95)
Middle School 983 3,678 320.3(1,178) 254.5(936) 60.1(221) 5.7(21)
High School 662 2,333 359.2(838) 273.9(639) 80.6(188) 4.7011)
College— 159 524 368.3(193) 265.3(139) 95. 4(50) 7.604)
Working Experience
Ever Worked 2,638 11,189 247.902, 77D 187.9(2, 102) 52.1(583) 7.9 (89}
(Non-manual job) (541 (1,795) (367.1) (659) (283.0) (508) (76.3) (13D (7.8)(14)
(Manual job) (2,007 (9, 394) (225.2)(2,115)  (169.7)(1,594)  (47.5) (446> @B.0063)
Never Worked 2,216 9, 849 252.2 (2, 484) 192.0 (1,891) (53.4) (526) 6.8 (67)
Total 4, 854 21,038 219.9 (5,258) 189.8 (3,993) 52.7(1, 109} 7. 4\106)
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Table 5 Pregnancy wastage rates by No. of living children and pregnancy order
Vasiabl No. of Total No. Pregnancy Wastage Rates(%.)
arabies Women Pregnancies Total {No,) @i?fgl;c(%i_o_)_ ASb%Ttlits:e?f\lIf).) Sti(]llitg.r)th
No. of Living Children
0 191 89 764.0(68) 337.1030) 359. 6¢32) 67. 1(6)
1 1,032 1,147 315.6(362) 180. 5(207) 124.7(143) 10,5712
2 1,068 3,242 294. 3(954) 211.67686) 73.1023D 0.6(31)
3 1,063 4,969 311.7(1, 549} 253.6(1, 260) 51.1(254) 7.0{33)
‘ 1 878 4,980 230. 4(1, 247) 200. 0(996) 13.00214) T 4737
5+ 930 6,611 163.1(1,078) 123.1(814) 31.6{229) 5.3735)
‘ Pregnancy Order
1st 1,745 92.1(437) 33.5(159) 49.1(223) 0.5{45)
2nd 1,179 123.5(516) 71.5(299) 45. 2(189) G.7(28)
3nd 3,501 187.9:658) 128. 5(450) 53. 4(187) 6. 0421}
1th 2,833 262,674 197.0(558) 56. 8(161) &.8(25)
5th 2,111 362. 9(766) 301. 8(637) 54. 0(114) 7.1(15)
Gth 1, 432 451. 8(647) 390. 4(559) 53.8(77) 7.700D
7th or over 2,237 666. 1(1, 490) 593.0(1, 331) 66. 2(148) L9011
Total 21,028 249.9(5, 258) 189. 8(3, 993) 52. /\1 109 7. 4156)
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Table §. Number of pregnancy by family planning practice behavior

No. of Women

No. of Pregnancies

Marri Mean No. Pregnancies
arriage
Cohort Ever Practice Never Practice Ever Practice Never Practice Ever Practice Never Practice
~1950 93 49 703 320 7.56 6.53
1951~1955 427 173 3,018 966 7.07 5.58
1956~1960 627 152 3,967 760 6.33 5.00
1961~1965 718 204 3,906 868 5.44 4.25
1966~1970 793 310 3,169 967 4.00 3.12
1971~1976 469 839 1,077 1,317 2.30 1.57
Total 3,127 1,727 15, 840 5,198 5.07 3.01
Table 7. Pregnancy wastage rates by family planning practice behavior
Family Planning Total No. of Pregnancy Wastage Rates
Practice Pregnancies Total(No.) Induced Spontaneous Stillbirth
o 0. Abortion (No.) Abortion{No.) (No.
Ever Practice 15, 840 282.8(4, 479) 227.2(3,599) 48.2(7649) 7.30116)
Never Practice 5,198 149.9(779) 75.8(394) 66. 4(345) 7.7040)
Total 21,038 249.9(5, 258) 189.8(3,993) 52.7(1,109) 7.4(156;
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—ABSTRACT -

The Estimation of Pregnancy Wastage
in Korean Women

Bong Ja Yun and Im Jun Lee*

College of Medicine, Secul National University
and Korea Institute for Population and Health*

The present study is aimed at the estimation of
the level of pregancy wastage from the data collected
retrospectively in 1976 for the probability sample of
4,854 Korean women hetween age I5 to 44 living
with their husbands in both urban and rural areas
throughout the country For the purpose of the
present study on pregnancy wastage is classified into
three groups: (1) pregnancies terminated by induced
abortions, (2) pregnancies terminated by spontane-
ous abortions, and (3) pregnancies terminated by
stillbirths. The distinction of each event is reco-
rded on the given questionnaire on the basis of verbal
report of the respondents.

An average number of prenancy is found to be
4.33 per woman. Of these, decreasing tendency in
the number of pregnancy by marriage cohort was
clearly shown from 7.20 per woman before 1920 to
1.85 in the period of 1971~1973

The level of pregnancy wastage is 250 per 1,000
pregnancies. The present data have consistently
shown that induced abortion is a critical factor
affecting the level of pregnancy wastage. The total
pregnancy wastage rate, 250 per 1,000 pregnancies
were consisted of the rate of 190 caused by induced
abortion, the rate of 53 by spontaneous abortion,
and the rate of 7.4 by stillbirth. The preganancy
wastage rate increases consistently with the order of
pregnancy and its effect is mainly the result of
association with induced abortion.

In short, the most important features emerge from
this analysis: (1) the level of pregnancy wastage
rate in Korean women is significantly associated
with induced abortion, (2) an increasing tendency
of pregnancy wastage in Korean women can not be

interpreted as a result of maternal health problem.
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