Es FRPR TRV E S RS

% %5 ¢ CNHA95-04

G B2 S E RSN EER o

HEHPF 905+ 12 1p3xo5&E122 31p

O &2 % Ol w2l &
FRALEL PEAEA A
R R

PERAROGE 2 27



PR

r%ﬁ;fﬁﬁ%ﬁ?jj:ﬁ_;;%&
E&%’%%mﬁ;;i%ﬂwﬂ@aﬁg@q\
L gFWrRNEFM 3»14]‘,5?5%3”4*
71,069 2 570 =& 3 4 + - & 2,243
2 1,104 g ¥ R IR R4S o 2 ¥TS K
ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁ%?%—‘ﬁ/é%%‘?x§%ﬁ’lq\;j\éf%

B é:tfkiﬂ-ﬁq#aﬂ:?’*#’bﬁ'l’;’ Fz-50p

ﬂgﬂJ’T Lt kdpiRd > 52 3
AR F R FRIATFRF? dpthd
ﬂz—é“Lm%ﬁamﬁ”’ﬁﬁﬁi$
MEFRETE Y for LHPFFR A F
?ljliﬁ'.?gc’,u‘\)g]{_l-—_&.l.n_ﬂ—]_
iJJ&m”—B7nh@$pfﬁf@
& BRI 69,2825 ¢ 5+ A
THEL SRS PEL e 2L T
X 110844’%\#}?“1‘%%‘#&71‘{
2905&—”’ H 4,013 A x5 AATHR A

IR i fué*ﬁ**%ﬁiﬁﬁéil‘%alk’
;}é—t}_(ar,@/\;fg—.t}_\#iw\ﬁ;}%g] ...... 5
TR RN S L R R
£z P - BB RkSpA LT 5 e R
£ AP A B AR B8 LT S
Tl pm 4 s kR~ B d Moo
% “‘#!tf?l‘”ﬁi“'i“éﬁéﬂ?‘%%f%%
AR A sﬁfﬁu@&?h?%wﬁﬁ)?:flr?wi’»tt
A %@ 5 DRGs * 4B pFFIE dfasri R
f%”’“?%ﬂ-“ﬁpﬁl‘mé»# B4l 2 2>
R F R PRI E S0 % 2 ¥ 2 85287
LA B ME L i 5 o

et £ @ (readmission) » ¥R
# (Quality of care )
BE it ( Outcome indicators )
Abstract

Cost, quality and accessibility to
healthcare are the three factors constituting
the public’s purchase of medical care service.
However, since the national health insurance
was enforced in 1995, the outpatient and
hospitalization medical care expenses have
increased from 106.9 billion and 57 billion
NTD to 224.3 billion and 115.4 billion NTD
in 2002. The increasing medical care
expenses will definitely affect the cost and
quality of the public’s medical care.
Therefore, the Bureau of National Health
Insurance promoted one control project for

“Self-management”, which defines the
various indicators. The medical care expenses
are paid according to the filling rates of these
indicators and limited growing rates. One of
the indicators is “readmission rate within 14
days”. The degree of such indicator is a
factor material to the quality and income of
the hospital. This study takes some of the
medical center’s hospitalization information
and disease classification files from October
1, 2004 to April 1, 2006, totaling 69,282
patients, as the population.  After processing
the information, we found readmitted patients
within 14 days in 2005 was 1,108 persons and
patients who were not readmitted were
sampled as 2,905 persons. As a result, a
total of 4,013 persons were taken as the
analysis samples. This study analyzes the
correlation between re-hospitalization in
different areas (such as, features of patients,
types of departments and types of diseases,
etc.) and combinations of patients of different
features and readmission, according to
descriptive statistics and chi-square test.
The outcome shows whether readmitting the
patients within 14 days is relevant to the sex
and age of the patients, whether they are
patients invoiced according to their case
history, source of hospitalization and days of
hospitalization. The outcome may enable the
management of hospitals, doctors and the
Bureau of National Health Insurance to avoid
patients’” arbitrary readmission and the waste
of medical care expenses and increase in
hospitals’ costs caused by readmission when
the DRGs payment system is enforced, and
may form the standard for the national
medical care service and quality and serve to
be a reference for following studies and
governmental  authorities”  drafting  of
important policies.

Key words: Readmission, Quality of care,
Outcome indicators
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