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A Study of Medical Utilization Among Hospitalized Patients
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I FHRAFREL CHAID CART
vYsm2 p-value p-value Improvement
R
Fln 0.086 0.004 **
el 0.001 0.264
B[R 0.037 0.000 *** 0.000 ***
feba R+ 0.001 0.426
RIS 0.001 0.400
BE IR PS 0.000 0.963
LA 0.021 0.000 *** 0.002 ** 1.7E+07
MASHIR 0.002 0.151
e 0.004 0.058
A i 0.007 0.039 *
R, 0.021 0.000 *** 0.041 *
B IE
PV 0.052 0.000 *** 0.000 *** 2.0E+06
PrEe 0.012 0.001 ** 0.038 * 2.3E+07
IR 0.084 0.000 ***
EASEE 0.007 0.011 *
T dicid 5 0.033 0.000 ***
TR I &5 0.000 0.979
PEBG IR E 0.000 0.950
PSS I 4 0.002 0.227
BTG B g R 0.001 0.299
PR 7 BB U8 0.014 0.000 *** 0.003 **
FE B E Do R 0.001 0.250
SHBEARAL B e 0.007 0.010 *
BRI B 0.016 0.000 ***
R R 2RI
DFEIE 0.239 0.000 *** 0.000 *** 7.4E+08
FRRZRER 0.169 0.000 *** 0.000 *** 3.6E+08
oAt 0.042 0.000 ***
EELIvA 0.030 0.000 ***
1BIEAE R 0.225 0.000 *** 0.000 *** 5.1E+07
T KR8 0.257 0.000 ***
FH30H FHE 0.074 0.000 ***
fiat

1. rs=Spearman’s rho ~ n’=Eta’

2.*:0.01<p=0.05, **: 0.001<p=0.01, ***: p=0.001
3. Improvement measure= diversity index of parent node-weighted diversity index.
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Ge HUIBHED 64% 720 99 66,562 15.0 4,477 2.84
Node5 T&F 12.2 41,344 8.3 1,647 2.21
ERTRE - 39 712 42 196,156 18.2 12,126 6.94
BOFFEE ~ BRIR
G7 42%  73.0 91 149,147 20.0 12,089 6.37
FHEAL
Node6 12.5 153,055 9.7 6,036 8.17
fifiat -

EPtE H =R —fHEERTE AR (PR 1R85E) SEERTE AR (PO - REE) &
&40
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* 4 EREEERNRDERRIVERE

TR AR E H HIERA TR H

Group N(%) meantSD fZ#E7 TR R (BB % P E#%E TR LR HFYRE SEEEE e
Gl 485(52) 28,249 18,730 9,520 46,979 36 60% 35,124 23,822 11,302 58,946 5 31 86%
G2 135(15) 38,131 19,865 18,266 57,996 5 8% 35259 4,457 30,802 39,716 0 5 100%
G3 748 44,432 26,021 18,410 70,453 3 5% 35631 7,930 27,701 43,562 0 3 100%
G4 101(11) 45,721 24,909 20,811 70,630 3 5% 50,981 35,250 15,732 86,231 1 2 67%
G5 37(4) 69,655 41,866 27,788 111,521 3 5% 66,310 58,800 7,510 125,109 1 2 67%
G6 60(6) 76,452 41,344 35108117,795 4 7% 115,077 40,268 74,808 155,345 2 2 50%
G7 39(4) 196,156 153,05543,101 349,211 6 10% 144,705 87,864 56,842 232,569 0 6 100%

G1-G5832(89) 35254 24,115 11,250 52,544 50 83% 37,991 25845 12,146 63,835 7 43 86%

G6-G7 99(11) 123,608 116,484 11,140 59,369 10 17% 132,854 71,158 61,696 204,012 2 8 80%

G1-G3 694(75) 31,897 20,647 7,124 240092 44 73% 35174 21,603 13571 56778 5 39 8%
friaE

1. NFE o EBEE AR — (BT e A LEfR e = o

2. b5 BB R4 b e A A e o

3. A PR EREE < N o SRS B -

4. G1-G5:fEGFFEAER TR A ©

5. G6-GT A HFF$iERIE A ©

6. G1-G3: G FhF HGEIRFRE B CERIR A o

ENE: PR FEERE IS ER A > B R

BLHAITS » AR R R T
Pl i o BV A BRPRESTE » BB PRES 1
A NI RE R A T B TR > DUE
B Pt H < BB RN « Hd
PRAIERIRESTETT 20 - n] LURIIR 2B 2
NHIERRREENE, - KAUG 2 ERRLE)
FENRER - WIRERH 2 IHE— N30
BRAVAIFTERTIR © ERPRESIS ERE IR LY
HAEE DU e DFSEIERYPE A - AR R
BERA ~ D ERTH - AT LB R R
KR TG S E Y H [25] o LEAM AR5

BREFEESARE Ry 42

IFRIRRAARER M -

CANERE H 2 EBi B R E B2 2 N
2 —[15,17-19, 22] - FEMTHEGSFEEE
Pz AE 5 IRV SRIE N - DFaSEE52
EEPrE AR E NS - RIOFEIER]
RERLE TRt H B R M BB A - (FEIE
MEG M BEREIE T ZE[26] » g
FEFEH[25, 27, 28] - EE I » Bae F ATE
160 NHURFFEHRTEHT » A IE < HEE
FHHILUHR AT S SR EOEES 30
K (16.3% vs 1.4%) ~ 90 K (29.4% vs
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3.8%) ~ 14F (469vs88) ~ 24 (55.6vs
15.0) ~ 34 (61.3vs19.1) ~ 44F (70.7vs
22.4) » ERMIAEES] 3 £ 11 {529 °
Saxena B HE— 45 HT » B G AR A&
PN o B IEAEREIR B CRERE RS K Ho At AH B
TR » RFEE S 8N 7.68 KAJERE H
[27]

Hh RS R S BRI e i 28 e
JRIEJEGE » Hamidon % A fEH Malaysia
O RY S PN RIS - [ )47 o i) I 7 A NEES
£ 15 1% (OR 14.83; 95% CI 4.31—51.07)
[30] o {45 A P 38 A= il 58 L 45 T R o 28
30 RIETC R 1 SR R E R FA[31] ©
RE—( 7 41 (1991-1997 4F) HURAY
THEAARFSE » 8152 11,286 i1 55— R L)
TN o fli % 584278 5.6% > (£ B E FE EEh
RGN SRS - 1Y
HI NT$459,916 7T (95% Cl NT$ 447,516
to 472,316 7t) » A - HELE 2B A E
it 50 B A AR I HR L T ey » R
A NTS$ 142 [FITE FH TH IR e A i 52
M HI[32]  BESRHREA ~ FE R
7N~ BEA A PR E R AR B AR B R R AT =i
JrEl= N R b PN A i N R =
WA PR E RSS2 S P B A E O 5
JiE > 1E 85 kLA E A R R R g
Z 30 K~ 90 RIETZEIESPRIEEHE

(28.1% vs 16.4% and 46.6% vs 24.6%,
respectively; both p < 0.05) [33] > Hamidon
8 H A P A E BB A A SRR =
FNF R A R P IS EI AR ZE ~ ARt
5 J5% 25 2KAE ~ Glasgow comascore (GCS)
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{2 973 ~ B¢ Barthel index (BI) {£/2 5
73[30] o HARE—TE pF S R & BEE )Y
AR H B ERESE TSR - Relt e fFF8iE
AlmT Uik 1096 /I4ERE H[25] © fEfEffTE
R RE R AN DIZ P LN 3R - RRERE
{55 2 B E A S EfE H o
S/ N OISRk i=Tangit SUESSE NSNS

REAB RS S R O S E R BB 22 A 55
IS E M e BB —2 - i
Tseng S5 AMIIFFEFEER » K58 NIHSS 1953
B ARy g EE A [ Y H RV A H e
R E H IR R HER - R A

(NIHSS 7-15) {EMHREEEE [ LUK DRERY
UEEE L E R A (NIHSS 16-38) A
TR EARISHARE - (HDUARAS 2 s
i HEAE EF (P vsEE : OR=5.18Vs
4.12) » BIEAERCIERS N Ffn ~ faba A% -
(OB sh B e BRI RE RS - TR B
NIHSS 6§82 2 5o 2 H DT RF VR RS 2R
[FIRESE N 2[34] » Saposnik 5 AtfgH -
r g B8 S A B A R A I A L R R
HREURE A 7 K~ 30 KR LSRR A E
FLRFA[31] o BIEAE AR H E P A

B2 R E RIS B BeRE A RERYARIL
hEREEMB (p<0.001) [35] ° &FEFFE
H5FE R B A R A P S s AR
WK R A TR A B S22 3] »

e T ZE SR SR I FEE BT

Ik MRS 7} #3E S (BREE) ~ 502 Bl K

(KAERENE ) KRB BB H T RE I8 &
[12] - Dawson HIBEEARERIFEH > HBTIRERY
mRS BB A 1 R 0 2 I B A R
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mRS HH 0732 4 73 » R H 09I E H
17 REERE 79 K » B8 H 2SR
H] B ( 24933412 ¢ ) & m =
(10,095-11,141 JT.) > MEAAR (MRS577)
ZAEBEE M RE&E (11,772 JT-13,560
L) o PR » SR AR e R i R T
EHEEHEREEH (2,623 7T-3,321 JT)
[36] ° EHAFFFE A » Bl K BEFR &
(mRS) BB RF A RE[36] @ Mk
e g ) R e L P e e A TR A B S AR
o B HH e (2 SR L R S I SO B R [37) © T
B 72 ) HE e AR Vol B s i ~ BB 2
J& ~ v R sE B S Y NIHSS 73306 Bl
[38] > LA} BRERERE I (B =T NIHSS
O Ab O FEERB) R AR ENAR. O Bt
B = [ el R BRAS SR A B [39] » BUR
HEIR S (comorbid conditions) /25 %
5 NIRRT B LR 55 o
BRAT S IHE BRI R
ARIHR A AR MG R ~ Shinfte o
B s 55 S [13] o 17T A & e i 158 28 X 3 JE
HR D R ZE AR RV A H By
A B LN HHEER R H KB FeG R » A
e B IR AR SR EBE H [14] © L7
BHEDA B S A R B AR R
WA BE R ~ 1= 1 SR 3R B FE 8
A DR o BEO EERE) KB I O
e ARG U R G AN BT B R BRI EE
P E R, 40] : A OB & iR
P PRI B RE AR - B Ry 5 5
PR R B IR 55 [33)] - #U4F 18% YLK
PR ZER R T DUBAREFR i RS

BREFEESARE Ry 42

MR » DL EERE) (39%) K
PREIFLAEA (patent foramen ovale) (33%)
Bt HfeZER et EFEEE R » 70 5%
L E#72 50 gLl NERY 10 f5[41] © P
15 i B 72 (1) HA Be A B 2% BE A i A5 o
[33, 38] » (AL » 80 Bk LA _EAEZHEE AL
80 kL FEAE EI 30 K (34.6 vs
13.4%) Jz LAFSET°ZE (51.6 vs 22.3%) »
HEFR AL LFEAE] (30.2 vs 20.7%)
KR AREIAR OB (31.0 vs 23.4%) 3
TR SR LI 5 > e AE 30 REk 19
Ui » LB ERMEREE 14 5
[42] o AL » A ~ Ol s B HAh s
BRER> WEMERE H K AR B R &
R E B 2K 313, 39, 41] ° TEATE
R FRAMT o B A SO RS 1 R B A
v I TERER AR > BUREEH
[ém A P N BELEC At 5] SR A FE A MR DU AS
% o

+=o
fi=E

et (i o B R Bl N\ < B IR & R
H > SR AR R R E - DL
BrIEOFFEE < FE2E - 35 Cag A PR E N
FRACETE > DU P B
DIREME L RRRERRIE » M5
FIPLREL S DUMAREEY) - A /OB s /Y
fiti e N FEPREE R E 58 SRR
H > DIk R R R > A e
R PR A B BB R A
HAZRBR !

KT FEES R FEFEE FIREHERT H R
30 HELA - TR ERTE ] 2.3 m e ke A
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