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Abstract

Purpose: This study aimed to provide fundamental in-
formation about childbirth and antenatal care for preg-
nancy women and to find differences in mother's antenatal
care and delivery service satisfaction between vaginal de-
livery and cesarean section. Methods: This study was con-
ducted in 4 residential areas and a study sample of 184 post-
partum mothers who agreed to collect data. Data was col-
lected from September 1 to October 20 2007 and a structured
questionnaire were recruited by the survey. The data was
analyzed by t-test and chi-squire test using SPSS/WIN 12.0.
Results: There was a significant difference in delivery place
between vaginal delivery and cesarean delivery. Only 10.7%
of vaginal delivery group delivered in general hospitals,
however 24.5% of the cesarean section group delivered in
general hospitals. Early antenatal care also showed statisti-
cal difference in mode of delivery. 43.5% of vaginal delivery
mothers visited hospitals for the detection of pregnancy but
28.3% of cesarean section mothers did that. Vaginal delivery
mothers more satisfied with her own delivery method and
suggested a vaginal delivery to others. Conclusion: These

results suggest that cesarean section mother's sensitivity of
early antenatal care was less than vaginal delivery mother.
Satisfaction related to delivery care services were higher in
the vaginal delivery group.

Key Words : Antenatal care, Childbirth experience, Vaginal
delivery, Cesarean section
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Table 1. Differences in sociodemographic characteristics between the two groups

t orx (o)

CS (n=53)
n (%) or M=SD

=131)

VD (n
n (%) or M=SD

=184)
n (%) or M=SD

Total (n

Categories

Characteristics

30.1+3.4 31.3+4.9 2.47 (56)

31.0+4.1

Age (year)

5.03 (.17)

D=0
0 G D O
S AQUQUS
< W0 N
DI O

Daejeon - Chungnam

Seoul - Gyeonggi
Honam

Kangwon

Residential area

9.14 (.00)

=

67.9

=~

17 (32.1

17 (13.0)
114 (87.0)

34 (18,5
150 (81.5

<300
=300

Monthly income
(10,000 won)

0.43 (:81)

66.0
5(9.4)

=~

13 (24.5

P

=~ —

40 (21.7
124 (67.4
20 (10.9

High school
College or university
Post graduate

Education

cesarean section.

vaginal delivery; CS=

VD=
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Table 2. Differences in obstetric and delivery facility characteristics between the two groups

-

.

e

48.9

~

94 (51.1
<)

Primi
Multi

0.91 (22)

Baby sex

=

39.6

~

32 (60.4

101 (54.9)
83 (45.1)

Male
Female

0.21 (.83)
-0.21 (.84)
5.83 (.05)
-9.44 (.00)
-9.46 (.00)

3.2+0.4
13.3+4.4
6.9+2.0
108.3+50.5

3.2+0.4
13.1+4.2
14 (10.7
104 (79.4
13(9.9)
3.6+2.1
44.7+30.7

3.2+0.4
13.2+4.2
27 (14.7)
139 (75.5)

18(9.8)

46+25
62.7+47.0

cesarean section.

Private clinic

General hospital
Hospital

vaginal delivery; CS
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Body Wt. of baby (kg)

Wt. gain during pregnancy (kg)
Length of hospitalization (day)
Medical cost for delivery (10,000 won)

Delivery facility

VD
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ok A7 (30,4%), ANEIY(25,0%), Tt 23 (21.7%),

olxjo} HEAL(13,6%)2] 2 4S WR00] AR Abwol 4

B 28.7%01 u} SrRRIE ) A ek s
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Table 3. Differences in preconception and early antenatal care behaviors between the two groups (N=184)
: Total (n=184) VD (n=131) CS (n=53) .
Variables torx® (o)
n (%) or M=SD n (%) or M=SD n (%) or M=SD
Preconception care at clinic 0.17 (.40)
Yes 55 (29.9) 38 (29.0) 7 (32.08)
No 129 (70.1) 93 (71.0) 36 (67.92)
Preconception self care 0.99 (41)
Yes 18 (9.8) 11 (8.4) 7(13.2)
No 166 (90.2) 120 (91.6) 46 (86.8)
Planned pregnancy 0.75 (.39)
Yes 88 (47.8) 60 (45.8) (52.8)
No 96 (52.3) 71 (54.2) 47.2)
Prenancy wareness behavior
Selftest  Yes 157 (85.3) 114 (87.0) 43 (81.1) 1.05 (.36)
No 27 (14.7) 17 (13.0) 10 (18.9)
Clinic visit  Yes 72 (39.1) 57 (43.5) 15 (28.3) 3.67 (.04)
No 112 (60.9) 74 (54.2) 38 (71.7)
Time at diagnosis of pregnancy (week) 49+1.9 4717 52+2.1 2.83(17)
VD=vaginal delivery; CS=cesarean section.
Table 4. Characteristics of pregnancy womens' antenatal care facility (N=184)
Total (n=184) VD (n=131) CS (n=53) g
Antenatal care contents torx®(p)
n (%) or M=SD n (%) or M=SD n (%) or M=SD
Childbirth education class 0.84 (.24)
Attendance 43 (23.4) 33 (25.19) 10 (18.9)
Did not attend 141 (76.6) 98 (74.81) 43 (81.1)
No. of facility visited for antenatal care 0.06 (.97)
One 108 (58.7) 77 (58.8) 31 (58.5)
Two 59 (32.1) 41 (31.3) 18 (33.9)
More than three 10 (5.4) 7 (5.3) 3(.7)
Missing 7(3.8) 6 (4.6) 1(1.9
Facility identify for antenatal care and delivery 0.12 (.43)
Same 142 (77.2) 102 (77.9) 40 (75.5)
Different 42 (22.8) 29 (22.1) 13 (24.5)
Time to antenatal care facility (min) 24.6=27.0 25.6+30.8 22.2+22.8 0.70 (.49)
Time to delivery facility (min) 28.7+30.2 26.2+29.8 29.1=315 -0.57 (.57)
Childbirth information sources 3.23 (.52)
Books 56 (30.4) 40 (30.5) 16 (30.2)
Internet 46 (25.0) 32 (24.4) 14 (26.4)
Friends & relatives 40 (21.7) 26 (19.9) 14 (26.4)
Doctors & Nurses 25 (13.6) 18 (13.7) 7(13.2)
Previous delivery experiences 17 (9.2) 15 (11.5) 2(3.8)
VD=vaginal delivery; CS=cesarean section.
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1. ATOhARI] ALE) QITEY S

& Aol A A Ak o] et A2 31041 2007
Yool B syt ¢lo] 30, 6MI1Q1 SAI 0] Haret FAFSH
Tt} (Statistics Korea, 2007). B4=¢40] 3009t o]/4d<] Abk=
A ERE AP O] 79 87 0%, Al 2Rt 4ke] -
67.9%3ct, o= AP Balek e-2luet 2007d <] 2/4
7] 7Y € A50] 3097k 23U At vlwgh w
(Statistics Korea, 2007), Bal-< AIS|eH= &0 Zlo g o
T & Ate] Ao Az oA o] Fofxlof E
0] Bl Alwdhs ARz dolls tiAl= AAlA o= o
T A AHLE0] aste] A5o] 52 4| HlEo] ol
Zog Y7heETt T o|ge]o} (Giulia, Francesco, & Carlo,
2008), & (Pascal & Beatrice, 2001), W=+ (Jeffery, Bar —
bara, & Randall, 1989)°ll4] o]Fo1 Aol AHiLeo] Al
BAIA A$P7E w2 Al ko] WoA|= Alos
LR TRl Harsto] p-2jubetoll A e AHRLO] ALS] A4 A

Table 5. Facility selection criteria for antenatal care and delivery (N=184)

Considerations Total (n=184) VD (n=131) CS (n=53)
n (%) n (%) n (%)

Good quality of medical services 67 (36.4) 46 (35.1) 21 (39.6)
Convenience (visiting/time) 42 (22.8) 31 (23.7) 11 (20.8)
Familiarity with previous visits 42 (22.8) 28 (21.4) 14 (26.4)
Recommended by resource persons 24 (13.0) 18 (13.7) 6(11.3)
Availability of female doctor 9(4.9) 8(6.1) 1(1.9)

VD=vaginal delivery; CS=cesarean section.

Table 6. Differences in delivery services satisfaction between the two groups (N=184)
Contorts Total (n=184) VD (n=131) CS (n=53) o

n (%) or M=SD n (%) or M=SD n (%) or M=SD

Satisfaction with the delivery method 3.93+1.03 4.26+0.82 3.13+1.03 7.77 (.00)
Wish to have the same method for future delivery 3.76+1.12 4.16+0.81 2.75+1.16 9.26 (.00)
Recommendation of the delivery method to others 3.57+1.14 4.05+0.80 2.38+0.97 11.78 (.00)
Satisfaction with physicians 3.90=0.90 3.91=0.89 3.86=0.93 0.30 (.76)
Satisfaction with general medical service 3.73+0.85 3.72+0.85 3.74+0.85 -0.09 (.93)
Satisfaction with maternity service 2.62+0.90 2.53+0.88 2.85+0.92 -2.22 (.03)

VD=vaginal delivery; CS=cesarean section.
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