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Background

11 In order to meet the requests from
Government policy bureaux and departments for
statistical data on various social issues, the Census
and Statistics Department (C& SD) started a series
of Thematic Household Survey (THS) in 1999
such that certain enquiries for statistical
information on social topics proposed by
individual bureaux / departments are packaged
together to form different rounds of THS and
contracted-out to private research firms.

1.2 Each round of THS is an independent,
territory-wide survey commissioned to a private
research firm. The C&SD plays a co-ordination
and management role in the THS and is
responsible for monitoring the work of the
contractor to ensure that the service delivered by
the contractor in connection with the THS is
statistically acceptable.

Topicsincluded in thisreport

13 A round of THS, comprising a
household survey and an ingtitutions survey
conducted separately, was carried out during May
to July 2002. The surveys collected information
on the health status of the Hong Kong residents
(including residents in domestic households and
residents in institutions with residential services),
and their patterns with respect to doctor
consultation, hospitalization, dental consultation,
the provision of medical benefits by employers /
companies and the coverage of medical insurance
purchased by individuals.

14 A similar THS was conducted during
January to May 2001 However, as the
population coverage and the reference periods
used in defining “doctor consultation”,
“hospitalization” and “dental consultation” were
different between the present survey and the
survey in 2001, the findings of the two surveys are
not comparable.
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Brief description of survey method
Household survey

15 Some 10000 households within a
scientifically selected sample were successfully
enumerated, constituting a response rate of 78%.

16 In each enumerated household, all
household members (excluding foreign domestic
helpers) were asked about their health status; their
pattern of doctor consultation during the thirty
days before enumeration; their pattern of
hospitalization during the twelve months before
enumeration; and their utilization of dental
services during the twelve months before
enumeration. Then, all household members were
asked whether they were entitled to medical
benefits provided by employers / companies and
whether they were covered by medical insurance
purchased by individuals.

I nstitutions survey

17 Similar information was also collected
from the selected inmates of ingtitutions
concurrently.  Such institutions included, for
example, elderly homes, hostels for mentaly
handicapped persons and haf-way houses for
ex-mentaly ill persons. Some 2 100 institutional
residents within a scientifically selected sample
were successfully enumerated, constituting a
response rate of 97%.

1.8 Based on information collected from the
intervieved  households and inmates of
institutions, the situation related to the entire
population of Hong Kong can be inferred (please
see Appendix 1 of this report for more detailed
description of the survey coverage and
methodol ogy).

Rounding of figures

19 Owing to rounding, there may be a dlight
discrepancy between the sum of individual items
and the total as shown in the tables and charts.
Symbol

1.10 ‘- signifiesnil.
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Health status of Hong Kong residents

S f-perceived health condition as compared with
people of same age

*

21.5% of persons aged 15 and over
considered their health condition better or
much better than people of their age.

65.9% thought that their health condition was
more or less the same as people of their age.

12.5% considered their health condition
worse or much worse than people of their

age.

Self-perceived health condition as compared with
that twelve months ago

*

8.4% of persons aged 15 and over considered
their present health condition better or much
better than that twelve months ago.

68.6% thought that their present health
condition was more or less the same as that
twelve months ago.

23.0% considered their present health
condition worse or much worse than that
twelve months ago.

Self-perceived general health condition

125% of persons aged 15 and over
considered their general health condition as
very good or excellent.

40.0% thought that their general health
condition was good.

40.4% considered their
condition asfair.

general  hedlth

7.0% thought that their general health
condition was poor.

Whether had diseases that required long-term
follow-up by doctors

*

1285 000 persons had diseases that required
long-term follow-up by doctors, representing
19.8% of the population.
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¢ The more commonly cited diseases that
required long-term follow-up by doctors were
disease of the heart or circulatory system
(cited by 38.1% of those 1 285 000 persons);
endocrine and metabolic disease (21.1%);
musculoskeletal disease (19.0%) and disease
of the ear / nose/ throat (12.3%).

Whether had health-related problems during the
thirty days before enumeration

e 1488800 persons had health-related
problems during the thirty days before
enumeration, representing 22.9% of the
population.

e 78.2% of those 1488 800 persons consulted
practitioners of Western medicine for
treatment of the hedth problems. Other
commonly cited treatments were “taking
Western medicine bought from pharmacy”
(9.8%) and “consulting herbalists /
bone-setters / acupuncturists’ (9.7%).

Doctor consultation

Whether had consulted a doctor during the thirty
days before enumeration

e 1267800 persons had consulted a doctor
during the thirty days before enumeration,
representing 19.5% of the population.

e 91.9% of those 1267800 persons had
consulted practitioners of Western medicine
during the thirty days before enumeration,
while 11.4% had consulted practitioners of
Chinese medicine. These percentages do
not sum to 100 as a person might have
consulted both a practitioner of Western
medicine and a practitioner of Chinese
medicine during the thirty days before
enumeration.

Doctor consultations made during the thirty days
before enumeration

¢ The total number of consultations recorded
for those 1 267 800 persons during the thirty
days before enumeration was 2 245 000.
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¢ 565% of the those 2245000 doctor
consultations were attributed to private
practitioners of Western medicine, while
practitioners of Chinese medicine accounted
for 19.6%.

o The median net consultation fee per
consultation made with a private medical
practitioner was $150.

Pap smear / mammography

o 943600 females aged 15 and over had

performed Pap smear before, representing
34.9% of al females aged 15 and over.

e 193000 females aged 15 and over had

undergone mammography before,
representing 7.1% of all females aged 15 and
over.

Hospitalization

e 412600 persons had been admitted into
hospitals during the twelve months before
enumeration, representing 6.3% of the
population.

o Of those 412600 in-patients, 327 500
(79.4%) were admitted into hospitals under
the Hospital Authority (HA) while 91 000
persons (22.1%) were admitted into private
hospitals. These percentages do not sum to
100 as a person might have been admitted
into both HA hospital and private hospital
during the twelve months before
enumeration.

s 79.9% of those 412 600 in-patients had been
admitted into hospitals once; 14.6%, twice;
3.1%, thrice; and 2.5%, four times and more
during the twelve months before
enumeration.

o The total number of hospital admissions
recorded for those 412 600 in-patients during
the twelve months before enumeration was
545 600.
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Their median duration of stay of in-patients
in the hospital for those 545 600 admission
was 3 days.

For 99 800 admissions into private hospitals,
the median amount of hospital charges paid
by in-patients was $14,500.

For 215% of those 463500 hospita
admissions that required the in-patients to
pay for the hospital charges, part or all of the
hospital charges paid by the in-patients were
covered by medical insurance or subsidized
by employer.

Dental consultation

1608800 persons had regular teeth
check-up, representing 24.7% of the
population.

2127200 persons had dental consultation

during the twelve months before
enumeration, representing 32.7% of the
population.

82.9% of the 2127200 persons who had
dental consultation during the twelve months
before enumeration had made only one
consultation during that period.  Their
average number of dental consultations was
1.4.

60.1% of the last dental consultations for
those 2 127 200 persons were made in private
dental clinics. Another 36.5% were madein
Government dental clinics and 3.4% in other
types of dental clinics.

Of dl the last dental consultations made by
those 2127200 persons, 67.1% were for
“teeth check-up”; 63.4% for “scaling and
polishing”; 21.8% for “filling”; and 11.0%
for “extraction of teeth”.

The median net consultation fee per dental
consultation made in non-government dental
clinics was $300.
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Provision of medical benefits by employers
/ companies and coverage of medical
insurance purchased by individuals

Entitlement to medical benefits provided by
employers / companies and coverage of
medical insurance purchased by individuals

*

2974 600 persons were entitled to medical
benefits provided by employers / companies
or covered by medical insurance purchased
by individuals or had both kinds of medical
protection at the time of enumeration,
representing 45.7% of the population.

L 4

42.4% of those 2974600 persons were
entitled to medical benefits from employers /
companies only; 34.7% were covered by
medical insurance only; and 23.0% had both
kinds of medical protection.

s 89.2% of those 2974600 persons had the
coverage  of hospitalization; 68.6%,
consultation  with  Western  medicine
practitioner; and 31.5%, dental consultation.

Entitlement to medical benefits provided by
employers/ companies

e 1943700 persons were entitled to medical
benefits provided by employers / companies,
representing 29.9% of the population.

e 97.4% of those 1943700 persons had the
coverage of consultation with Western
medicine practitioner; 75.2%, hospitalization;
and 45.2%, dental consultation.

o Of al 1943700 persons with medica
benefits provided by employers / companies,
about 78.0% had their medical benefits
provided by employers / companies in the
private sector. Another 24.6% had their
medical  benefits provided by the
Government.
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Coverage of medical insurance purchased by
individuals

1714 400 persons were covered by medical
insurance  purchased by individuals,
representing 26.4% of the population.

*

e 98.3% of those 1714400 persons had the
coverage  of hospitalization; 15.4%,
consultation  with  Western  medicine
practitioner; and 11.4%, consultation with
herbalist / bone-setter / acupuncturist.

Persons not entitted to medical benefits
provided by employers / companies and not
covered by medical insurance

¢ 3529 600 persons or 54.3% of the population
were not entitlted to any medical benefits
provided by employers/ companies and were
not covered by medical insurance.

Health status of institutional residents and
their utilization of medical services

Self-perceived health condition

o 3.9% of the institutiona residents considered
their general health condition as very good;
23.6%, good; 43.4%, fair; and 29.1%, poor.

e 153% of the indtitutiona residents
considered their present health condition
better or much better than people of their age;
52.1%, more or less the same as people of
their age; and 32.6%, worse or much worse
than people of their age.

e 103% of the ingtitutional residents
considered their present health condition
better or much better than that twelve months
ago; 49.4%, more or less the same as that
twelve months ago; and 40.2%, worse or
much worse than that twelve months ago.

e 52700 institutional residents had diseases
that required long-term follow-up by doctors,
representing 90.6% of al institutiona
residentsin Hong Kong.
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e 22900 institutional residents had
health-related problems during the thirty days
before enumeration, representing 39.3% of all
institutional residentsin Hong Kong.

Doctor consultation

s 21200 ingtitutional residents had consulted a
doctor during the thirty days before
enumeration, representing 36.4% of al
institutional residentsin Hong Kong.

o The total number of consultations recorded
for those 21 200 institutional residents during
the thirty days before enumeration was
29 400.

o 43.7% of those 29400 doctor consultations
were attributed to doctors in out-patient
departments of hospitals under the Hospital
Authority while private practitioners of
Western medicine accounted for another
32.3%. Doctors in clinics under the
Department of Health had a share of 16.8%.

Hospitalization

e 21000 ingttutional residents had been
admitted into hospitals during the twelve
months before enumeration, representing
36.1% of al ingtitutional residents in Hong
Kong.

o The total number of admissions for those
21000 institutional residents during the
twelve months before enumeration was
37 400.

o The median duration of stay of institutional
residents in the hospital for those 37 400
admissions was 5 days.

Dental consultation

e 4200 institutional residents had regular teeth
check-up, representing 7.2% of adll
ingtitutional residents in Hong Kong.
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6600 ingtitutiona residents had dental
consultation during the twelve months before
enumeration, representing 11.3% of all
institutional residentsin Hong Kong.

40.5% of the last denta consultations for
those 6 600 institutiona residents were made
in Government dental clinics.  Another
34.8% were made in private dental clinics
and 24.7% in other types of dental clinics.
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Self-perceived  health  condition
compared with people of same age

as

3.1 About two-thirds (65.9%) of persons
aged 15 and over thought that their health
condition was more or less the same as people of
their age. Another 21.5% considered their health
condition better or much better than people of
their age while 12.5% said the opposite. (Table
3.1a)

Age and sex

3.2 A larger proportion of older persons
perceived their health condition worse or much
worse than people of their age. Such proportion
was 28.3% for those aged 65 and over, but less
than 10% for those aged below 45. Anaysed by
sex, a larger proportion of females (14.5%) than
males (10.6%) considered their health condition
worse or much worse than people of their age.
(Chart 3.1 and Tables 3.1aand 3.1b)

Whether had a cigarette smoking habit

3.3 Analysed by cigarette smoking habit,
persons who previously had a cigarette smoking
habit had a larger proportion perceiving their
health condition worse or much worse than people
of their age, a 26.0%. The corresponding
percentages for persons who currently had a
cigarette smoking habit and those who never had a
cigarette smoking habit were 11.7% and 11.9%
respectively. (Table 3.1¢)

34 Further analysed by age group, among
persons aged 35-54 and those aged 55 and over,
persons who previously had a cigarette smoking
habit also had a larger proportion perceiving their
health condition worse or much worse than people
of their age, at 18.5% and 32.4% respectively.
(Table 3.1¢)

Whether had a habit
alcoholic drinks

of consuming

35 Analysed by drinking habit, the
proportion of persons perceiving their health
condition worse or much worse than people of
their age was significantly higher for persons who
previously had a habit of consuming acoholic
drinks, at 30.6%, as against 9.8% for those
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persons who currently had a habit of consuming
alcoholic drinks and 12.4% for those who never
had a habit of consuming acoholic drinks.
(Table 3.1d)

3.6 Among persons in al age groups,
persons who previously had a habit of consuming
alcoholic drinks also had a higher proportion
perceiving their health condition worse or much
worse than people of their age. The respective
percentages for persons aged 15-34, 35-54 and 55

and over were 25.6%, 23.3% and 34.0%. (Table
3.1d)
Self-perceived  health  condition  as

compared with that twelve months ago

3.7 The magjority (68.6%) of persons aged 15
and over thought that their present hedth
condition was more or less the same as that twelve
months ago. Some 8.4% considered their health
condition better or much better than that twelve
months ago while 23.0% said the opposite.
(Table 3.1e)

Age and sex

3.8 A higher proportion of older persons
perceived that their present health condition was
worse or much worse than that twelve months ago,
being 43.3% for those aged 65 and over but less
than 20% for those aged below 45. Analysed by
sex, a larger proportion of females (24.8%) than
males (21.2%) considered their present health
condition worse or much worse than that twelve
months ago.  (Chart 3.2 and Tables 3.1e and
3.1f)

Whether had a cigarette smoking habit

3.9 Anaysed by cigarette smoking habit,
persons who previously had a cigarette smoking
habit had a higher proportion perceiving their
health condition worse or much worse than that
twelve months ago, at 36.6%. The corresponding
percentages for persons who currently had a
cigarette smoking habit and those who never had a
cigarette smoking habit were 23.7% and 22.0%
respectively. (Table 3.1g)

3.10 Further analysed by age group, among
persons aged 35-54 and those aged 55 and over,
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persons who previously had a cigarette smoking
habit also had a higher proportion perceiving their
health condition worse or much worse than that
twelve months ago, a 30.8% and 43.2%
respectively. On the other hand, persons aged
15-34 who currently had a cigarette smoking habit
had a lower proportion perceiving their health
condition better or much better than that twelve
months ago, when compared with persons who
previously had or never had a cigarette smoking
habit. (Table3.1g)

Whether had a habit
alcoholic drinks

of consuming

311 Analysed by drinking habit, the
proportion of persons perceiving their health
condition worse or much worse than that twelve
months ago was significantly higher for persons
who previousdy had a habit of consuming
alcoholic drinks, at 40.7%, as against 22.2% for
those persons who currently had a habit of
consuming alcoholic drinks and 22.6% for those
who never had a habit of consuming acoholic
drinks. (Table 3.1h)

3.12 Among persons in al age groups,
persons who previously had a habit of consuming
alcoholic drinks also had a higher proportion
perceiving their health condition worse or much
worse than that twelve months ago. The
respective percentages for persons aged 15-34,
35-54 and 55 and over were 19.1%, 35.3% and
45.7%. (Table3.1h)

Self-perceived general health condition

3.13 Overall speaking, 12.5% of persons aged
15 and over considered their general heath
condition as excellent or very good; 40.0%, good;
40.4%, fair; and 7.0%, poor. (Table 3.1i)

Age and sex

314 A higher proportion of younger persons
perceived that their general health condition was
excellent or very good, being 17.1% for those
aged 15-24 but less than 6% for those aged 65 and
over. Anaysed by sex, a larger proportion of
males (14.4%) than femaes (10.7%) considered
their general health condition as excellent or very
good. (Tables3.1li and 3.1j)
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Whether had a cigarette smoking habit

3.15 Anaysed by cigarette smoking habit,
persons who previously had a cigarette smoking
habit had a higher proportion perceiving their
genera health condition as poor, at 18.3%. The
corresponding percentages for persons who
currently had a cigarette smoking habit and those
who never had a cigarette smoking habit were
6.2% and 6.5% respectively. (Table 3.1k)

3.16 Further analysed by age group, among
persons aged 35-54 and those aged 55 and over,
persons who previously had a cigarette smoking
habit also had a higher proportion perceiving their
genera hedth condition as poor, a 10.0% and
24.8% respectively. Nevertheless, persons aged
15-34 who currently had a cigarette smoking habit
had a higher proportion perceiving their general
health condition as fair or poor, as compared to
those who previously had or never had a cigarette
smoking habit. (Table 3.1k)

Whether had a habit of consuming
alcoholic drinks

3.17 Anaysed by drinking habit, the
proportion of persons perceiving their genera
health condition as poor was significantly higher
for persons who previously had a habit of
consuming acoholic drinks, at 23.2%, as against
5.5% for those persons who currently had a habit
of consuming alcoholic drinks and 6.7% for those
who never had a habit of consuming alcoholic
drinks. (Table3.1l)

3.18 Among persons in al age groups,
persons who previously had a habit of consuming
alcoholic drinks also had a higher proportion
perceiving their general headth condition as
poor. The respective percentages for persons
aged 15-34, 35-54 and 55 and over were 9.8%,
14.5% and 28.3%. (Table 3.1l)

Persons who had diseases that required
long-term follow-up by doctors

3.19 Among all population in Hong Kong
(including those aged below 15), some 1 285 000
persons (or 198 per 1000 persons) reported to
have diseases that required long-term follow-up
by doctors. (Table 3.2a)
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Age and sex

3.20 Of those 1285000 persons who had
diseases that required long-term follow-up by
doctors, 38.9% were aged 65 and over and another
17.0% were aged 45-54. Their median age was
58. Anaysed by sex, 53.0% were femaes and
47.0% were males. (Table 3.29)

3.21 Older persons had a much higher rate of
having diseases that required long-term follow-up
by doctors than persons in other age groups. The
rate was less than 80 per 1 000 persons for those
aged below 35. For those aged 35 and over, the
rate increased with age of persons, rising from 131
per 1 000 persons for those aged 35-44 to 648 per
1 000 persons for those aged 65 and over. (Chart
3.3 and Table 3.2a)

3.22 Analysed by sex, except for children
aged below 15, females had higher rate of having
diseases that required long-term follow-up by
doctors than males, especialy those in higher age
groups. The overal rate was 211 per 1000
persons for females and 184 per 1 000 persons for
males. (Table 3.2a)

Economic activity status

3.23 Some 64.8% of those 1 285 000 persons
were economically inactive while the remaining
35.2% were economically active. The former
had a higher rate of having diseases that required
long-term follow-up by doctors, probably because
they comprised more older persons. (Table 3.2b)

Type of diseases that required long-term
follow-up by doctors

3.24 Of those 1285000 persons who had
diseases that required long-term follow-up by
doctors, 38.1% suffered from disease of the heart
or circulatory system (e.g. high blood pressure);
21.1%, endocrine and metabolic disease (e.g.
thyroid disease, diabetes mellitus and high
cholesterol); 19.0%, musculoskeletal disease (e.g.
arthritis, rheumatism and osteoporosis); and
12.3%, disease of the ear / nose / throat (e.g.
sinusitis allergic rhinitis and tinnitus). (Table
3.2¢)
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3.25 Further analysed by age, the proportion
of those aged 45 and over who suffered from
disease of the heart or circulatory system was
much higher than the corresponding proportionsin
other age groups. On the other hand, more than
40% of persons aged below 25 suffered from
disease of the ear / nose / throat, much higher than
those in other age groups. (Table 3.2¢)

Type of medicine regularly consumed

3.26 Some 63.2% of those 1 285 000 persons
who had diseases that required long-term
follow-up by doctors only took Western medicine
prescribed by doctors regularly during the six
months before enumeration. A very small
proportion of them only took Chinese medicine
(1.8%) or took both Western and Chinese
medicine (1.4%). 33.7% of them did not take
any medicineregularly. (Table 3.2d)

Whether had a cigarette smoking habit

3.27 Analysed by cigarette smoking habit,
persons aged 15 and over who previously had a
smoking habit had a higher rate of having diseases
that required long-term follow-up by doctors, at
535 per 1000 persons. The corresponding rate
was 182 per 1 000 persons for those persons who
currently had a smoking habit and 218 per 1 000
persons for those who never had a smoking habit.
(Table 3.39)

3.28 Among persons in al age groups,
persons who previously had a smoking habit also
had a higher rate of having diseases that required
long-term follow-up by doctors. The respective
rates for persons aged 15-34, 35-54 and 55 and
over who previously had a smoking habit were
134, 313 and 707 per 1000 persons. (Table
3.3a)

3.29 As compared to persons who currently
had or never had a cigarette smoking habit,
persons who previously had a smoking habit had
relatively higher proportions suffering from
disease of the heart or circulatory system, lung
disease, disease of the eye, disease of the nervous
system and cancer. (Table 3.3b)
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Whether had a habit
alcoholic drinks

of consuming

3.30 Analysed by drinking habit, persons
aged 15 and over who previously had a habit of
consuming alcoholic drinks had a higher rate of
having diseases that required long-term follow-up
by doctors, at 605 per 1000 persons. The
corresponding rate was 187 per 1 000 persons for
those persons who currently had a habit of
consuming alcohalic drinks and 221 per 1000
persons for those who never had a habit of
consuming alcoholic drinks.  (Table 3.3c)

331 Among persons in al age groups,
persons who previously had a habit of consuming
alcoholic drinks also had a higher rate of having
diseases that required long-term follow-up by
doctors. The respective rates for persons aged
15-34, 35-54 and 55 and over who had a habit of
consuming alcoholic drinks were 241, 395 and
734 per 1 000 persons.  (Table 3.3c)

3.32 As compared to persons who currently
had or never had a habit of consuming alcoholic
drinks, persons who previously had a habit of
consuming alcohaolic drinks had relatively higher
proportions suffering from disease of the heart or
circulatory system, endocrine and metabolic
disease, lung disease, disease of the eye, disease of
the nervous system and cancer.  (Table 3.3d)

Persons who had health-related problems
during the thirty days before enumeration

3.33 Some 1488800 persons (or 229 per
1000 persons) reported to have heath-related
problems during the thirty days before
enumeration. (Table 3.4a)

Age and sex

3.34 Of those 1488800 persons who had
health-related problems during the thirty days
before enumeration, 19.8% were aged 35-44,
16.6% were aged 65 and over and 15.7% were
aged 45-54. Their median age was 40.
Analysed by sex, 55.2% were females and 44.8%
were males. (Table 3.4a)

3.35 Young children aged below 5 had the
highest rate of having health-related problems
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during the thirty days before enumeration when
compared with persons of other ages, at 329 per
1000 persons. This was followed by older
persons aged 65 and over, with a rate of 320 per
1000 persons. For those aged between 15 and
54, the rate increased with age of persons, rising
from 149 per 1 000 persons for those aged 15-24
to 235 per 1000 persons for those aged 45-54.
(Chart 3.4 and Table 3.4a)

3.36 Further analysed by sex, the rate for
females aged below 5 was dlightly lower than that
for males in the same age group. However, for
all other age groups, the rates for femaes were
higher than those for males. The overall rate for
females was 254 per 1 000 persons, as against 204
per 1 000 persons for males. (Table 3.4a)

Economic activity status

3.37 Over haf (52.1%) of those 1488 800
persons were economically inactive while the
remaining 47.9% were economically active. The
former had a higher rate of having health-related
problems during the thirty days before
enumeration, probably because they comprised
more young children and older persons. (Table
3.4b)

Treatment of the health-related problem
during the thirty days before enumeration

3.38 Some 78.2% of those 1 488 800 persons
who had health-related problems during the thirty
days before enumeration consulted practitioners of
Western medicine for treatment of the health
problems. Other treatments, in descending order
of popularity, included taking Western medicine
bought from pharmacy (9.8%), consulting
herbalists / bone-setters / acupuncturists (9.7%),
taking Chinese herbs / proprietary medicine
(2.8%), and taking rest (2.6%). Another 1.1% of
the persons with health problems did nothing.
(Table 3.4c)

3.39 Anaysed by age, athough consulting
practitioners of Western medicine was the most
commonly used treatment among persons in all
age groups, the proportions of persons using such
treatment were higher for persons aged below 5
(97.1%) and persons aged 5-14 (87.1%). (Table
3.4¢)
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Whether had a cigarette smoking habit

3.40 Anaysed by cigarette smoking habit,
persons aged 15 and over who previously had a
cigarette smoking habit had a higher proportion
having health-related problems during the thirty
days before enumeration, at 313 per 1000
persons. The corresponding rate was 198 per
1000 persons for those who currently had a
cigarette smoking habit and 229 per 1 000 persons
for those who never had a cigarette smoking habit.
(Table 3.5a)

341 Further analysed by aged group, among
persons aged 35-54 and those aged 55 and over,
persons who previously had a cigarette smoking
habit aso had a higher rate of having
health-related problems, at 275 and 352 per 1 000
persons respectively. Nevertheless, among
persons aged 15-34, those who currently had a
cigarette smoking habit had a dightly higher rate
of having health-related problems than those who
previoudy had or never had a cigarette smoking
habit. (Table 3.59)

Whether had a habit
alcoholic drinks

of consuming

342 Analysed by drinking habit, the rate of
having health-related problems during the thirty
days before enumeration was significantly higher
for persons aged 15 and over who previously had
a habit of consuming alcoholic drinks, at 352 per
1000 persons, as against 208 per 1 000 persons
for those who currently had a habit of consuming
acoholic drinks and 227 per 1000 persons for
those who never had a habit of consuming
alcoholic drinks.  (Table 3.5b)

3.43 Among persons in al age groups,
persons who previously had a habit of consuming
alcoholic drinks also had a higher rate of having
health-related problems. The respective rates for
persons aged 15-34, 35-54 and 55 and over who
previously had a habit of consuming alcoholic
drinks were 277, 268 and 393 per 1 000 persons.
(Table 3.5b)

Limitations

3.44 In this survey, respondents were asked to
report if they had any health-related problems
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during the thirty days before enumeration, and
such information was recorded as reported without
being verified. There might thus be inaccurate
reporting of health problems by respondents.
Firstly, health problems might be regarded as a
very personal and sensitive matter, and so some
respondents might be unwilling to disclose such
information to enumerators.  Secondly, since
respondents reported health problems based on
their own subjective assessment, even for the same
disease or symptom, a person might regard it as a
health problem while another person might not.
Especially for persons who had not consulted any
doctor, they might not be aware of the disease or
symptom, because they lacked the relevant
knowledge.

345 Besides, the various estimates of persons
who had health-related problems referred only to
the situation during the thirty days before
enumeration, which took place during May to July
2002. They were subject to seasonal effect and
hence did not necessarily give a representative
picture about the health status of Hong Kong
residents over alonger period (e.g. ayear).
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Chart 3.1 Percentage distribution of persons aged 15 and over by self-perceived
health condition (as compared with people of same age) and age

Aqge group
15-24 711 7.0
25-34 71.6 7.9
35-44 66.6 9.2
45-54 65.8 11.3
55-64 62.4 17.2
> 65 54.3 28.3
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
(%)
Percentage (%)

Self-perceived health condition as compared
with people of same age :

/
. Better / much better

More or less the same

/
Worse / much worse
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3.2

Chart 3.2 Percentage distribution of persons aged 15 and over by self-perceived
health condition (as compared with that twelve months ago) and age

Age group
15-24 74.4 12.0
25-34 74.1 15.3
35-44 72.3 19.7
45-54 68.7 25.0
55-64 64.6 29.7
> 65 51.8 433
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
(%)
Percentage (%)

Self-perceived health condition as compared
with that twelve months ago :

/
. Better / much better

More or less the same

/
Worse / much worse
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3.3
Chart 3.3 Rate of persons who had diseases that required long-term follow-up by
doctorsby age

( )
Rate (per 1 000 persons)

700 r
648

600

500

401
400

300
219

200
131

<15 15-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 > 65

Agegroup
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Chart 3.4 Rate of persons who had health-related problems during the thirty days
befor e enumer ation® by age

( )
Rate (per 1 000 persons)

350 r 329

320

300

250 229 235 234
211

204

200

149
150

100

50 F

<5 5-14 15-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 > 65

Agegroup

: @ Note: @ In this survey, persons who had
health-related problems during the thirty
days before enumeration were included;
while in the previous rounds of similar
survey on health status, persons who had
health-related problems during the fourteen
days before enumeration were included.
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Table3.1a Personsaged 15 and over by self-perceived health condition (as compar ed
with people of same age) and sex

bl + S
i Male Female veral
Pl ~ 1 pOf
SR E 1255 S ‘g S
Self-perceived health No. of No. of No. of
condition as compared persons  Fisibe persons  FioiE persons  FioiE
with people of same age ('000) % ('000) % ('000) %
R % 52.8 19 36.1 1.3 88.9 16
Much better
/s 582.7 21.5 495.2 18.3 10779 19.9
Better
A % 1789.8 66.0 1778.0 65.9 3567.8 65.9
More or less the same
i 261.9 9.7 361.6 134 623.5 115
Worse
2 24.6 0.9 28.9 11 535 1.0
Much worse
A 27118 100.0 2699.9  100.0 54117 100.0
Totd
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Table3.1b Personsaged 15 and over by self-perceived health condition (as compar ed
with people of same age) and age

= el
Age group
At
b 15-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 > 65 veral
PeSsfli - [
AN 1 e e e " e i "
Self-perceived health No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of
condition as compared persons  persons  persons  persons  Persons  persons - persons
with people of same age ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000)
E 2 17.8 15.6 20.9 15.6 9.0 10.0 88.9
Much better (21%) (1.6%) (1.6%) (1.6%) (1.8%) (1.3%) (1.6%)
R/ 169.9 185.2 290.9 211.8 96.4 1237 10779
Better (19.9%) (18.8%) (225%) (21.2%) (18.7%) (16.0%) (19.9%)
A% 605.5 705.0 860.3 656.5 322.1 4184  3567.8
More or less (71.1%) (71.6%) (66.6%) (65.8%) (62.4%) (54.3%) (65.9%)
the same
e 75.2 110.8 104.2 80.3 194.6 623.5
Worse 59.0 (7.6%) (8.6%) (10.4%) (15.6%) (25.2%) (11.5%)
0,
HFL (7.0%) 34 8.0 9.1 8.2 24.2 53.5
Much worse (0.3%) (0.6%) (0.9%) (1.6%)  (3.1%) (1.0%)
AWAFE 852.3 9844 129038 997.2 516.0 771.0 54117
Total (100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%)

-26-



ﬁﬁ’?[%ﬁl@ﬁﬁi’?&#’iﬁd Health status of Hong Kong residents

% 3. 5 g S BT F IS O T AR T B0 T
R3le B O S RSN S R A PRSI 2
Table3.1c Persons aged 15 and over by age, self-perceived health condition (as

compared with people of same age) and whether had a cigar ette smoking

habit
o . | EE
i Hjjg%@%% Whether had Hldigarétte smoking habit
=g [\jl’ 5 > E ,_[ = 4 g J‘ AAI'—.A + ﬁu s ,&},J‘;:‘
i f% i | cutentyher _ previddhar  Nek hbo Yot
Apgdel sttt — 2y % T
; No. of No. of No. of No. of
compared with people persons  fis5E* persons FiijEe persons FiijE persons i b
of same age ('000) % ('000) % ('000) % ('000) %
15-34
T E % 68.4 21.0 35 13.1 3165 213 3884 211

etter / much better

%1 % 226.7 69.6 20.7 782 10632 716 13105 714
More or less the same
>z [ 5 % 30.4 9.3 2.3 8.7 105.0 7.1 1377 75
Worse / much worse
gfjt o 3255 100.0 265 1000 14847 1000 1836.6 100.0
-to
35-54
K =2 101.0 23.0 135 18.8 4248 239 539.3 236
etter / much better
3&1 % 296.9 67.6 45.1 626 11748 66.1 15168 66.3
More or less the same
iz [ 55 % 41.3 94 13.3 185 1774 10.0 2320 10.1
Worse/ much worse
gﬁft o 439.1 100.0 719 1000 17770 1000 2288.0 100.0
-to
>55
K = 37.8 18.2 26.8 17.4 1746 189 239.2 186
etter / much better
21 % 128.0 61.5 775 50.2 535.0 579 7405 575
More or less the same
k2 [ % 424 20.4 50.0 324 2150 232 3074 239
Worse/ much worse
gﬁ% a 208.3  100.0 154.2 100.0 924.6 100.0 1287.1 100.0
-to
4t
OVerall
K =2 207.2 21.3 43.8 17.3 9159 219 11669 216
etter / much better
3&1 % 651.6 67.0 143.2 56.7 27730 66.2 3567.8 659
More or less the same
{}j{(}%/%?f%h 114.1 11.7 65.6 26.0 497.3 11.9 677.0 125
orse/ much worse
5[@% 9729 100.0 252.6 1000 4186.2 1000 5411.7 100.0
0]
Skg - % TIEIEE IR AEAY A ST SRS Notes: * “Persons who currently had a smokin
PR D;EE?, %’J iiﬁ;,[f[; _ggé gg;g ‘fZE , habit referred to those persons who had &
A AE,F,, i 7= = fi 25 habit of smoking at least one cigarette per
SV pvEER t d]gy or sven cigarettes per week at the time
of ‘'enumeration.
T DIRE AR S R TR R " “Persons who previously had a smokin
- Ji LJ E[LPF_ ; fI[E Fgﬁ ;;j%fﬁ{'lgij éf habit” referredIO to _tho)ge persons whg
= ot e ey R :E' = b previously had a habit of smoking at least
SR D g e (L AR = one cigarette per day or seven cigarettes per
IR A week for a continuous period of six months
or more but had given it up at the time of
enumeration.
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Table3.1d Persons aged 15 and over by age, self-percewed health condition (as
compared with people of same age) and whether had a habit of consuming
alcoholic drinks

.. %7‘ ‘a’kg{ J1E
F R HJJ/ f*ﬁﬂ; Whether had a habit bf €0 |ng alcohol|c drinks
= EA) E’{ 35& - UE\ J S, E ‘rF:J‘—‘f
FIE5E I Currently had* Prevloml)} had* Never hgd otal
Age grcfup/ Self-perceived Sgr ~ g g g
health condition as No.of No.of _ _ _ No.of _ _ _ No.of
compared with people persons Tl 7}F— persons Fi77F=  persons TiijF persons EIJJ'_“
of same age ('000) ('000) % ('000) % ('000)
15-34
T % 35.7 23.2 1.8 15.6 3509 210 3884 21.1
etter / much better
TIT 106.4 69.1 6.9 588 11973 716 13105 714
More or less the same
i 4% 11.8 7.7 3.0 25.6 122.9 7.4 137.7 75
Worse/ much worse
éu' 154.0 100.0 11.7 1000 16710 100.0 1836.6 100.0
b-total
35-54
T % 79.9 274 51 16.8 4542 231 539.3 23.6
etter / much better
Ti 187.7 64.2 18.3 509 13108 66.7 15168 66.3
More or less the same
E =% 24.6 84 7.1 23.3 200.3 10.2 2320 10.1
Worse/ much worse
éu' 292.2 100.0 30.6 100.0 1965.3 100.0 2288.0 100.0
b-total
>55
e % 31.7 25.0 13.1 15.8 1944 18.0 239.2 18.6
etter / much better
mT 74.8 59.2 41.6 50.2 624.1 579 7405 575
More or less the same
N =2 19.9 15.8 28.2 34.0 259.2 241 3074 239
Worse/ much worse
éu 126.4 100.0 829 1000 1077.7 100.0 1287.1 100.0
b-total
b@ral
T % 147.3 25.7 20.1 16.1 9995 212 11669 216
etter / much better
%1 368.9 64.4 66.8 533 31321 664 3567.8 65.9
More or less the same
fE =% 56.3 9.8 38.3 30.6 5824 124 677.0 125
Worse/ much worse
JIF;I%T;I 572.6 100.0 125.2 1000 47140 100.0 54117 100.0
o)
=5 el gmpr,?iﬂffgf,p Jffi;ﬁﬂfﬁ Notes: * *“Persons who currently had a habit of
f s Son B RS A consuming alcoholic drinks’ referred to
FICHARKTY * g i [l Jﬁf\@ R those persons who consumed  alconolic
WFREER | B R drinks ‘on a regular basis at the time of

enumeration, dISI’ arding their frequency
and amount of alcohol consumptlon

il Eigj\@?f Bifiy A7 }‘Flﬁngi;?Jié * “Persons wrzicl) pﬁelvlougly khg\d aefhate)lc} (t)f
> consumin coholic drin referr 0
EFJE}M PV TR 'i“ﬁﬁjrﬁ g AU thosepersgonswho reviously had a habit of
consuming alcoholic drinkS on a regular
basis but "had given it up at the time of

enumeration.
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Table3.1le Personsaged 15 and over by self-perceived health condition (as compar ed
with that twelve months ago) and sex

Bl + £
et g Male Femae verall
o e N[
SR 1P S ‘g g
Self-perceived health No. of No. of No. of
condition as compared persons  FisjE* persons  Fisik persons  FisiE
with that twelve months ago ('000) % ('000) % ('000) %
5 4% 7.0 0.3 6.5 0.2 13.6 0.3
Much better
qrk 4 221.6 8.2 218.3 8.1 439.9 8.1
Better
A% 1909.0 70.4 1805.7 66.9 3714.7 68.6
More or less the same
S 545.3 20.1 629.2 23.3 1174.4 21.7
Worse
EEL 28.9 11 40.3 15 69.2 13
Much worse
AT 2711.8 100.0 26999  100.0 5411.7 100.0
Total
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Table3.1f Personsaged 15 and over by self-perceived health condition (as compar ed
with that twelve months ago) and age

=y il
Age group
At
S SR 15-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 > 65 verall
o | =
A IZS 1 S S S S S g S
Self-perceived health No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of
condition as compared persons  persons  persons  persons  Persons  persons  persons
with that twelve monthsago  ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000)
E 2 5.2 11 3.3 2.0 13 0.7 13.6
Much better (0.6%)  (0.1%) (0.3%) (0.2%) (0.3%) (0.1%) (0.3%)
R/ 110.6 102.8 100.4 61.2 27.9 37.0 439.9
Better (13.0%) (10.4%) (7.8%) (6.1%) (5.4%) (4.8%) (8.1%)
A% 634.2 729.5 932.9 685.2 3334 399.6 37147
More or less (74.4%) (74.1%) (72.3%) (68.7%) (64.6%) (51.8%) (68.6%)
the same
ik = 99.2 147.9 247.8 240.9 1435 2951 11744
Worse (11.6%) (15.0%) (19.2%) (24.2%) (27.8%) (38.3%) (21.7%)
EFL 31 31 6.5 7.9 9.9 38.6 69.2
Much worse (04%)  (0.3%) (0.5%) (0.8%) (1.9%) (5.0%) (1.3%)
AT 852.3 9844 129038 997.2 516.0 771.0 54117
Total (100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%)
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Table3.1lg Persons aged 15 and over by age, self-percewed health condition (as
compared with that twelve months ago) and whether had a cigarette

smoking habit
7\m§ﬁﬁg
[j} il F%E%_{l Whether had [di esmokl ng habit
£ J 5l £ SBIE
T F ET Curten Ithad* Previ JJJQJ had® Never hé\d Yo
Age grou / f -perceived “Er s g e
health condition as No.of  _ _  No.of No. of __ No. & L
compared with that persons  [1J3E persons fijil= persons 3P persons fijiEe
twelve months ago ('000) % ('000) %" ('000) % ('000) %
15-34
K ) = 34.4 10.6 6.3 23.8 179.0 121 219.7 120
etter / much better
= 1 235.9 725 16.6 628 11112 748 13637 742
More or less the same
st 255 % 55.2 17.0 3.6 134 1945 131 253.3 138
Worse/ much worse
él; 325.5 100.0 265 100.0 14847 100.0 1836.6 100.0
b-total
35-54
K = 27.2 6.2 51 7.1 134.6 7.6 1669 7.3
etter / much better
Tfi 311.9 71.0 447 622 12614 710 16180 70.7
More or less the same
st [ % 100.0 22.8 22.1 30.8 381.0 214 503.1 220
Worse/ much worse
é; 439.1 100.0 719 1000 1777.0 100.0 2288.0 100.0
b-total
>55
I % 9.1 4.4 9.3 6.0 48.4 5.2 669 5.2
etter / much better
rji 1234 59.2 78.2 50.7 5314 575 733.0 57.0
More or less the same
st [ FF % 75.7 36.4 66.7 43.2 3448 37.3 487.2 379
Worse/ much worse
éu# 208.3 100.0 154.2  100.0 924.6 100.0 1287.1 100.0
b-total
bl
OVerall
M % 70.8 7.3 20.7 8.2 362.0 8.6 4534 84
etter / much better
Ti 671.2 69.0 139.5 552 29039 694 37147 686
More or less the same
TR EFT S 230.9 23.7 924 36.6 9203 220 12436 230
Worse/ ‘much worse
_[F’ 972.9 100.0 2526 100.0 4186.2 1000 54117 100.0
ota
SERy . * ;ﬂ R 4[4;4 OIS R e = Notes: * “Per E ef s, whq cutrrently had a sm(r)llgjn
i o E'iﬁ ? é/p‘/ J@Eﬁfﬁ gt Hgglt of SMo mo Oggecr)?\%ns%ar%te per
3Py ?7[;@ .l or seven cig ett&s per w time
of enumeration.
tTT IR MR S R T * ‘r‘llaDSrs;pns wh%dprewouslg/ had a smok|ﬂ
ik i %J?ﬂ Uil o o i B
E}J% J[Fj' GV RO [ Week For 2 COMINUBUS period o Gx month
S or more but had given'it up at the time of

enumeration.
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Table3.1lh Persons aged 15 and over by age, self-percewed health condition (as
compared with that twelve months ago) and whether had a habit of
consuming alcoholic drinks

ff“a’kiﬁl gl
Paraln J I8 = Whether had a habit bf consli |ng alcohol|c drinks
[:E“: E’{'@Eﬂ;{k

B

_Lw

L[ = s * [\ AAI'—.L +
Cuaivhar  Prevididyhad  Nevar hag

e
‘Cﬁ

otal
Age grou;g / f -perceived K X K x
health condition as Noggc - Nogg: o Noggc o Noggc
compared with that persons [ 7? P persons i ;5E= persons Fi73F persons T 71 i
twelve months ago ('000) ('000) % ('000) % ('000)
15-34
i = % 14.7 9.6 1.4 11.6 203.7 122 219.7 120

etter / much better

TIT 1154 75.0 81 69.3 12402 742 13637 742
More or less the same
it [ EF 4% 23.8 155 2.2 19.1 2272 136 253.3 138
Worse/ much worse
éu 154.0 100.0 11.7 1000 1671.0 100.0 1836.6 100.0
b-total
35-54
T % 19.3 6.6 37 12.1 143.8 7.3 166.9 7.3
etter/ much better
fi 207.8 711 16.1 526 13941 709 16180 707
More or less the same
it L EF % 65.0 223 10.8 35.3 4273 217 503.1 220
Worse/ much worse
éu 292.2 100.0 30.6 1000 19653 100.0 2288.0 100.0
b-total
>55
e % 8.0 6.4 4.6 55 54.3 5.0 66.9 52
etter / much better
LT 80.1 63.3 40.5 48.8 6125 56.8 733.0 57.0
More or less the same
N =2 38.3 30.3 379 45.7 411.0 381 487.2 379
Worse/ much worse
gu 126.4 100.0 829 1000 10777 1000 1287.1 100.0
b-total
b@ral
TR % 42.1 7.4 9.6 7.7 401.8 8.5 453.4 8.4
etter/ much better
fi 403.3 70.4 64.6 51.6 32467 689 37147 68.6
More or less the same
it L EF % 127.2 22.2 50.9 407 10655 226 12436 230
Worse/ much worse
_[F’I;’r 572.6 100.0 125.2 1000 47140 1000 5411.7 100.0
=t * TR gl e S SRR Notes: * “Persons who currently had a habit of
Y - ;—F'Litjgjl\ﬁ)\[{ﬂ?lr E” X %/Fqﬁﬁjﬁi“ﬁj% consuming alcoholic drinks’ referred to
CRIBKEIENY © 2 TFF” Py FIFVERIET e those persons who consumed acoholic
WITRERRS [ BERE - drinks ‘on a regular bass at the time of

enumeration, dlsreﬁardmg their frequency
and amount of alcohol consumption.

+ il Eiﬁ)\@lﬁf By L 7Y F TR * “Persons wrzicl) pﬁelvlougly khg\d aefhate)lc} (t)f
) 5 consuming alcoholic drinks’ referred to
EF@N 'F”F“ o fH 'iWﬁEJFEf TR{E i thosepersgonswho reviously had a habit of

consuming alcoholic drinkS on a regular
basis but "had given it up at the time of
enumeration.
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Table3.1i Pefsons aged 15 and O\fer by self-perceived general health condition and

b £
Male Female OE/eral I
ol o e

ﬁg HSGPppY i&* [?‘, No. of No. of No. of

f-perceived general persons  FisiE" persons  FlsiE* persons  FisiE*

health condition ('000) % ('000) % ('000) %
Tyt 331 12 179 0.7 51.0 0.9
Excellent
[ 359.1 13.2 271.3 10.0 630.4 11.6
Very good
J/as 11440 42.2 1021.5 37.8 21655 40.0
Good
- j 10224 37.7 1164.8 43.1 2187.2 40.4
Fair
= 153.2 5.6 224.4 8.3 377.6 7.0
Poor
AT 27118 100.0 2699.9 100.0 5411.7 100.0
Total

-33-



FH S R

Health status of Hong Kong residents

Exic MO 1 i SRRl Rt i AL St N o
Table 3.]] Pefsons aged 15 and O\fer by self-perceived generaJ health condition and
age
‘»HH”
Age group

A5t

15-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64  >65 verall

e e e g s e s

ng@%ﬁﬂw AYE [i&* [ﬁr, No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of
f-perceived general persons  persons  Persons  persons  persons  persons  persons

health condition ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000)
iitad 12.8 14.1 9.8 8.9 4.0 1.3 51.0
Excellent (15%) (14%) (0.8%) (0.9%) (0.8%) (0.2%) (0.9%)
Svia 133.3 132.9 169.8 108.0 46.2 40.1 6304
Very good (15.6%) (13.5%) (13.2%) (10.8%)  (9.0%) (5.2%) (11.6%)
e 4154 4499 561.7 384.0 157.2 1972 21655
Good (48.7%) (45.7%) (43.5%) (38.5%) (30.5%) (25.6%) (40.0%)
'3 275.5 361.0 501.8 436.1 258.2 3547 2187.2
Fair (32.3%) (36.7%) (38.9%) (43.7%) (50.0%) (46.0%) (40.4%)
e 15.2 26.4 47.8 60.2 50.4 1776 3776
Poor (1.8%) (27%) (3.7%) (6.0%)  (9.8%) (23.0%) (7.0%)
A 852.3 9844  1290.8 997.2 516.0 7710 54117
Total (100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%)
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Table3.1k Persons aged 15 and over by age, self- perce|ved general health condition
and whether had a cigar ette smoking habit

T;,J‘E‘l 4 E‘,
Whether had Eféu garétte smokmg habit
IR E ) A
Curtenly had Previdiidy had NEver hid o
fT J/EEFF—I 3{}[&75.][} K ES K E K E K EL
J‘[fﬁ %\f R No?gf I Noggfa,h No.%g‘a,h
Age gr(§u /' self perceived ersons Fioib=  persons  fisjb= persons Fiojb  persons Fiogb™
general health condition (000) % (‘000) % (‘000) % (‘000) %
15-34
@( 1) S 50.3 15.4 4.7 17.7 238.2 16.0 2932 16.0
cellent / very good
150.6 46.3 12.2 46.0 702.5 47.3 865.3 47.1
Good
|~: i 114.7 352 8.9 335 512.9 34.5 6365 34.7
ar
9.9 31 0.7 2.7 31.0 21 41.7 2.3
Ijoor
éu 325.5 100.0 26.5 100.0 14847 100.0 1836.6 100.0
b-total
35-54
@( 1) L 62.7 14.3 7.9 11.0 225.9 12.7 296.5 13.0
cellent / very good
183.6 41.8 275 38.2 734.7 41.3 945.7 413
Good
|~: i 172.8 39.3 293 40.7 735.8 414 9379 410
ar
20.1 4.6 7.2 10.0 80.6 45 107.9 4.7
Ijoor
éu 439.1 100.0 71.9 100.0 17770 100.0 2288.0 100.0
b-total
>55
@; 1) U 15.6 7.5 8.7 5.6 67.4 7.3 91.7 7.1
cellent / very good
62.5 30.0 359 23.3 256.1 27.7 3545 275
Good
|~: i 99.6 47.8 71.3 46.2 442.0 47.8 6129 476
ar
30.6 14.7 38.3 24.8 159.1 17.2 2280 17.7
Ijoor
éu 208.3 100.0 154.2 100.0 924.6 100.0 1287.1 100.0
b-total
aral
@7 1) U 128.6 13.2 213 84 531.5 12.7 681.3 126
xcellent / very good
396.6 40.8 75.6 29.9 1693.3 40.4 21655 400
Good
IE 2 387.0 39.8 109.4 43.3 1690.7 40.4 21872 404
ar
Z 60.6 6.2 46.3 18.3 270.7 6.5 377.6 7.0
Poor
;\\m?ial 972.9 100.0 252.6 100.0 4186.2 100.0 5411.7 100.0
o)
Sk - % e S s Y Notes: * “Persons who currently had a smoking habit”
F}%J ' | j;L;!,P FEJ,I—IK/PILEJgFJﬁ J,E Tjiﬂza—‘f 19 £ referred to those persgns who had a habit of
IP’ : f ? smoking at least one cigarette per day or seven
E 'F cigarettes per week at the time of enumeration.
T TR e A Y S TR = D * “Persons who previously had a smoking habit”
=+ |EJ{F J*EJJ jf % E TyH'T J f\f ' ij% J/ F]%fbertre(fj to tEoge gtelrgggg who pr%tousl?/dhad a
s et e R it of smokin one cigarette per or
e ?? i ﬁﬁfﬁ K"}T 9t seven agarettegs er week fgr a c%ntm%us

period of six months or more but had given it up
at the time of enumeration.
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Table3.1l Persons aged 15 and over by age, self-perceived general health condition
and whether had a habit of consuming alcoholic drinks

Z[E'-I

Whether had ahabl COESJM ng alcohollc drinks

I E* IIFE E S
Curtently hed Previoiy had’ Nebvar hd o
%“ il e * g * g * g * g
ﬂuﬁ a %‘T R No.gg‘ R No.gg‘ R Nogjgf L
Age grcﬁu / Self- -perceived persons Fropbs persons  fioE- persons FioiEe ersons {1
general health condition ('000) % (‘000) % (‘000) % (OOO) %
15-34
@(H [ 27.2 17.7 0.7 6.1 265.2 15.9 293.2 16.0
cellent / very good
70.2 45.6 4.4 37.7 790.7 47.3 865.3 47.1
Good
IE i 51.6 335 54 46.5 579.5 34.7 6365 34.7
ar
5.0 3.2 1.1 9.8 35.6 2.1 41.7 2.3
Ijoor
é‘l 154.0 100.0 11.7 100.0 1671.0 100.0 1836.6 100.0
b-total
35-54
@(w‘/ [ 50.5 17.3 2.1 6.9 243.9 12.4 2965 130
cellent / very good
119.2 40.8 9.2 30.0 817.3 41.6 9457 413
Good
IE i 110.0 37.7 14.9 48.6 813.0 41.4 9379 410
ar
12.5 4.3 4.4 14.5 91.0 4.6 107.9 4.7
Ijoor
é‘l 292.2 100.0 30.6 100.0 1965.3 100.0 2288.0 100.0
b-total
>55
@( eI/ 15.5 12.3 29 35 73.2 6.8 91.7 7.1
cellent/very good
40.6 321 16.1 19.4 297.8 27.6 3545 275
Good
IE i 56.0 44.3 40.5 48.8 516.4 47.9 6129 476
ar
14.3 11.3 234 28.3 190.3 17.7 228.0 17.7
Ijoor
é‘l 126.4 100.0 82.9 100.0 1077.7 100.0 1287.1 100.0
b-total
bveran
@(+/le 1 93.2 16.3 5.8 46 5824 124 681.3 126
cellent / very good
/ias 230.0 40.2 29.7 23.7 1905.8 40.4 21655 40.0
Good
IE 2 217.6 38.0 60.7 48.5 1908.9 40.5 21872 404
air
317 55 29.0 23.2 316.9 6.7 377.6 7.0
Poor
?i%:,]’;l 572.6 100.0 125.2 100.0 47140 100.0 5411.7 100.0
o
FR NN s NS e e g
Mg A 4 T’” S MR ER -~ B i ﬁﬁA consumed alcoholic drinks on a regular basis at
EE] T, fii o the time of enumeration, disregarding  their

frequency and amount of alcohol consumptlon

+

FilE (BT TR e Y - P e T e R o “Persons who previous| a habit of
F EQAEE eIy 3 fF A E | EIIER consuming a|C0h8|IC drlnl¥s’ referred to those
(EIE“? [ ff! vinﬁﬁﬁﬂj“'ﬁ@ﬂl d . persons who previousy had a habit of
consuming alcoholic drinks on a regular basis
but had given it up at the time of enumeration.
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Table3.2a Personswho had dlseasesMat requwed ong-term follow-up by doctors by

age and sex
Pl EZ SaT
Male Female erall
ol e e
No. of No. of No. of
el persons FisjF Fak*  persons FisiEs Peas* persons Fioilt [k

Age group (000) % Rate* (000) % Rate* (000) %  Rate*

<15 36.5 6.0 65 24.1 35 46 60.6 4.7 55

15-24 25.9 4.3 58 27.9 4.1 69 53.8 4.2 63

25-34 354 59 73 41.1 6.0 83 76.6 6.0 78

35-44 79.7 13.2 125 89.5 131 137 169.2 13.2 131

45-54 103.5 17.1 202 114.6 16.8 236 2180 17.0 219

55-64 104.0 17.2 378 103.2 151 428 207.2 16.1 401

> 65 219.0 36.3 615 280.7 41.2 676 499.6 389 648

,*Jr@ 604.0 100.0 184 681.0 100.0 211 1285.0 100.0 198

Everau@ (47.0) (53.0) (100.0)

1 B (%) 57 58 58

Median (years)

ﬁ%t%” e A (=1 S Mblfkli}ﬂy‘” Bk IIF’?E‘ Notes: * Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
o Mg A el }*Elﬂlﬂ" 5 age and sex sub-groups. For example,
i Giac Bl S pl 65 0 A out of every 1000 males aged below 15,
fj"ﬁﬁfglj%gﬂgr a’&ﬂﬁ%ﬁ 65 had diseases that required long-term

follow-up by doctors.
@ = @ in  brackets the

'5
|1«<

}%EFF p@ﬂ T;H riﬂ’rsjﬁjé P'F_

= [J&J’ﬁ po o~ H[F’?[ﬁuf
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Figures represent
percentages in respect of all persons who
had diseases that required long-term
follow-up by doctors.
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Table3.2b Person who had dl%asesth t required long-ter

HAE N )5 Bl ORLE R SR+ o BT

economic act|V|ty status

follow-up by doctor s by

iy T Er e @iwfﬁ*ﬂg‘ﬁ g lﬂ
Bj— T PFET}’JE”:?“'HUFU = H[’ €116

Rt RS R e -

(PN - El@ﬁﬂ“d‘“i" =S 4
Ko
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"
AN No. of persons FIsTEs Pk
Economic activity status ('000) % Rate*
g H:f@pg 4525 35.2 135
Economically active’
R R 8325 64.8 265
Economically inactive
=4 81.7 6.4 60
Sudents
L7 416.3 32.4 608
Retired persons
P55 235.9 18.4 288
Home-makers
e 98.6 7.7 357
Others
Tt 1285.0 100.0 198
verall
F%t%” > IEHU;MEIE‘}J EpoyAEHIP N e Notes: * Rate per 1000 persons in the respective

economic activity status groups.  For
example, out of every 1 000 economically
active persons, 135 had diseases that
required long-term follow-up by doctors.

Economically active persons comprise
employed persons and unemployed
persons.
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Table3.2c Persoris who had diseases thal équwed long-ter m'follow-up by doctors by
type of diseases and age
F g
Age group
4[ ;;{_
<15 15-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 > 65 OE/eraII
ol o o P MR MEE ol o
No.of No.of No.of No.of No.of No.of No.of No. of
%’ﬁi‘{lﬁjﬂ# PErsonNs persons pPersons Persons Persons pPersons  Persons  persons
Type of diseases’ ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000)  ('000)  ('000) ('000) ('000)
720 r’ﬁf&i—??ﬁ&ﬁ 2.6 1.9 40 26.4 70.9 97.8 286.3 489.9
Disease of the heart or (43%) (3.6%) (5.2%) (15.6%) (32.5%) (47.2%) (57.3%) (38.1%)
circulatory system
REZRGLS i %TJ%”FJ 14 3.9 8.0 29.4 43.9 54.3 130.2 2711
Endocrine and metabolic (2.3%) (7.2%) (10.4%) (17.4%) (20.1%) (26.2%) (26.1%) (21.1%)
disease
,:ﬂ”ﬁf EIIEN Jﬂ%ﬂ 17 2.1 8.3 28.1 459 435 114.0 243.6
Muscul oskeletal disease (27%) (3.9%) (10.9%) (16.6%) (21.0%) (21.0%) (22.8%) (19.0%)
EUE R | 25.8 23.3 20.1 27.1 19.6 14.1 28.4 158.3
Disease of the ear / (425%) (43.3%) (26.2%) (16.0%) (9.0%) (6.8%) (5.7%) (12.3%)
nose/ throat (ENT)
Qﬁﬁfj 20.0 8.1 6.8 10.1 11.6 12.3 45.3 114.2
Lung disease (33.1%) (15.0%) (8.9%) (6.0%) (5.3%) (5.9%) (9.1%) (8.9%)
IRE 3.0 2.2 2.7 40 8.4 13.7 74.0 108.1
Disease of the eye (5.0%) (4.1%) (35%) (24%) (3.9%) (6.6%) (14.8%) (8.4%)
gl EF JWTEJ 0.4 2.0 6.9 15.7 13.7 12.8 24.0 75.4
Stomach and intestinal (0.7%) (3.7%) (9.0%) (9.3%) (6.3%) (6.2%) (4.8%) (5.9%)
disease
"%?EEVTFJ 12 3.2 6.9 14.2 13.6 8.5 235 71.0
Mental disorder (1.9%) (6.0%) (9.0%) (8.4%) (6.2%) (4.1%) (4.7%) (5.5%)
HRE —F?ﬁ&ﬂ 0.5 0.8 11 1.8 3.6 6.7 33.2 47.7
Disease of the nervous (0.8%) (1.5%) (14%) (1.1%) (1.7%) (3.2%) (6.6%) (3.7%)
system
r%?% D P e FA',“;;t Notes: * Multiple answers were allowed.
F59E ngg\%ﬁ"%i AR el N Figures in brackets represent the
+ ELFEJ]'E":%ﬁfﬁiﬁ"i??ﬁ@”@ﬁﬁ"i s percentages in respect of al persons who
[’FA,]E[UF | Eﬂj o had diseases that required long-term
follow-up by doctors in the respective age
groups.
[153 lg;;f PR DREIOEIEEATH > Some estimates are based on only a small
AR 'J% ° number of observations and thus should be
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interpreted with caution.
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(To be cont’d)
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Table3.2c Per uired long-ter m'follow-up by doctors by
(Cont’d) type of diseases and age
= g Bl
Age group
it
<15 15-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 > 65 erall
" “He o T HE “He o THe T HEE S HE "
No.of No.of No.of No.of No.of No.of No.of No.of
J@ﬁﬁfﬂ ez PErSONS PErsoNS pPersons Persons Persons persons  persons  persons
Type of diseases” (Cont'd) ~ ('000)  ('000)  ('000)  ('000)  ('000)  ('000)  ('000)  (‘000)
RLE:;’JT%J 5.0 3.6 4.4 8.4 5.0 4.6 8.7 39.6
Skin disease (82%) (6.7%) (5.7%) (5.0%) (2.3%) (22%) (1.7%) (3.1%)
Jﬁﬁlﬁj 0.6 0.6 12 4.4 8.5 7.3 13.3 359
Cancer (1.0%) (1.1%) (1.6%) (2.6%) (3.9%) (35%) (2.7%) (2.8%)
ﬁiﬂﬁj - 2.7 7.6 11.7 6.0 34 3.6 35.0
Liver disease (-) (5.0%) (10.0%) (6.9%) (2.8%) (1.6%) (0.7%) (2.7%)
?‘Vﬁ 0.9 0.9 11 4.3 6.0 4.3 104 27.9
KJidney disease (14%) (L7%) (L4%) (2.5%) (2.8%) (21%) (21%) (2.2%)
i"”ﬁjﬁ\}j"fi[ﬁ{”ﬁj 12 1.9 31 5.2 4.5 2.0 4.0 219
Disease of the blood (1.9%) (3.6%) (4.0%) (3.1%) (21%) (1.0%) (0.8%) (1.7%)
ES ’775 —Fw’ﬁf@ﬁ 0.2 ~ 0.9 4.3 3.9 3.0 6.4 18.9
Genital disease (04%) (0.1%) (1.2%) (2.6%) (1.8%) (15%) (1.3%) (1.5%)
F)il@—?q’o’fﬁ)@ﬁ 0.5 0.2 0.7 2.2 2.0 1.6 5.6 12.7
Immune disease (0.7%) (04%) (0.9%) (1.3%) (0.9%) (0.8%) (1.1%) (1.0%)
B E A - 0.7 0.9 17 0.7 0.6 3.1 7.8
Complications of previous ) (@14%) (1.2%) (1.0%) (0.3%) (0.3%) (0.6%) (0.6%)
injury
H Y 13 13 1.7 3.7 49 2.8 4.7 20.3
Other diseases (21%) (24%) (2.2%) (2.2%) (2.2%) (13%) (0.9%) (1.6%)
S5t 60.6 53.8 76.6 169.2 218.0 207.2 499.6 12850
verall
ﬁ%‘%ﬁ DR TR RS Notes: * Multiple answers were allowed.
i Figures in brackets represent the

157 L DRI -
AR -
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percentages in respect of all persons who
had diseases that required long-term
follow-up by doctors in the respective age
groups.

Less than 0.05.

Some estimates are based on only a small
number of observations and thus should be
interpreted with caution.
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Table3.2d sons who had diseases that required long-term follow-up by doctors by
type of medicine regularly consumed during the six months before
enumeration

ARSI (3 F] P T R stk g

Type of medicine regularly consumed during No. of persons Fiorks

the six months before enumeration ('000) %

Y E R S 432.6 33.7

Did not consume any medicine regularly

AL/ ETAE S 811.7 63.2

Western medicine only

U= THBE 23.2 18

Chinese medicine only

ﬁJE?EﬁP/ SITAE egelE 'S 17.6 14

oth Western and Chinese medicine
SEEt 1285.0 100.0
Total
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Table3.3a Persons aged 15 and over who had diseases that required long-term
follow-up by doctors by age and whether had a cigar ette smoking habit

Rl
Whether had a cigarette smoking habit
S E) Pl (7
Currently had* Prewously had” Never had
M " S
No. of No. of No. of
il parsons FiiiE @ persons TiSiES @ persons ik Fesk@
Age group (‘000) % Rate®  ('000) % Rate®  ('000) %  Rate®
15-34 256 144 79 35 2.6 134 101.3 11.1 68
35-54 60.8 343 139 225 166 313 303.9 33.3 171
>55 91.1 513 438 109.1 807 707 506.6 55.6 548
St 1775 100.0 182 1351 100.0 535 911.7 100.0 218
verall
ﬁ%ﬁ‘%ﬁ D r%& PVT'?WI’E’I pu s 475 rinﬁ%]ﬂj Notes: * “Persons who currently had a smoking
T EF Ll ATl ga g habit” referred to those persons who had a
=3y ? ‘“’EJ ~ 4 o habit of smoking at least one cigarette per
day or seven cigarettes per week at the time
of enumeration.
fOT R Jp&}%;?ﬂ?ﬂpj ~ A f@?ﬂ%:ﬁwgﬂ * “Persons who previously had a smoking
=D E] EJ—ZJE PR L EyE B habit” referred to those persons who
Bt ppsigt= iy ﬂlsr » {E) mﬁ#Eﬁ“'f& previously had a habit of smoking at least
BN R A e one cigarette per day or seven cigarettes per
week for a continuous period of six months
or more but had given it up at the time of
enumeration.
@ TR T~ AR kélr B @ Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
3 BT i - g, groups. For example, out of every 1000

3“ﬂ “‘F&IFT[E
i Q#I&F Eig}
79 *RAE

Al

i

:IZ%INE}: %D /p JB‘{JFE

J"—{HI’ 3
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persons aged 15-34 who currently had a
cigarette smoking habit, 79 had diseases
that required long-term follow-up by
doctors.
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Table3.3b Persons aged 15 and over who had diseases that required long-term
follow-up by doctors by type of diseases and whether had a cigarette

smoking habit
|
Whether had a cigarette smoking habit
HEE PIEET fE € AT
Currently had* Prewously had” Never had Total
" s s M
No. of No. of No. of No. of
Jyﬁ @H] persons  FisiE-  persons FisiET persons Fisib: persons fisjEe
Type of diseases’ ('000) % ('000) % ('000) % ('000) %
o %ﬁﬁf( EAECTTNES 56.9 321 61.8 457 368.5 404 487.3 39.8
F! |
Dlsease of the heart or
circulatory system
[*]77 98 i %j*&ff 36.2 20.4 29.8 22.1 2036 223 269.7 220
Endocrine and metabollc
disease
ﬁj Jﬁﬂﬁr ‘A 30.1 16.9 27.4 20.3 1845 20.2 2420 198
Mueculoskeletal disease
EE | 18.1 10.2 114 8.4 1030 113 1325 108
Dlsease of the ear /
nose/ throat (ENT)
’iﬁ)ﬁ 21.7 12.2 22.8 16.8 49.8 55 942 1.7
Lung disease
E,iﬂff 135 7.6 16.3 12.1 75.2 8.3 105.0 86
Disease of the eye
ﬁ%? JWFJ 13.1 74 9.0 6.7 52.9 5.8 750 6.1
Stomach and intestinal
disease
‘%Hﬂﬂﬁ 11.1 6.2 4.1 3.0 54.7 6.0 699 57
Mental disorder
THIARE 5 e Jﬁj 4.6 2.6 10.3 7.6 324 35 472 39
Disease of the nervous
system
SER ok TIRIEEE IAOAHEY A 75 = Notes: * “Persons who currently had a smokin
A %Eﬁ il f}'!f% ) gﬁ i‘ﬁﬁﬁ' habit" referred to those persons who had &
Fl B [T EJ’P F’k’ =R b habit of smoking at least one cigarette per
Py TR s ay or seven cigarettes per week at the time
of enumeration.
tTT I ?,“ i~ Jiﬁ CTE R 5 * sons who previously had a smoking
TR LR ! - hablt referred to those persons who
=t [[?{F Il Pl P ij’?’#’ﬁj previously had a habit of smgklng at least
e ppelgt= L 1?4[5' > (e AR one C|]garette per day or seven cigarettes per
SR or a conti nuous period of six months

or more but had given it up at the time of
enumeration.

#  Multiple answers were allowed.

G
(To be cont’d)
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Table3.3b Persons aged 15 and over who had diseases that required long-term
(Cont’d) follow-up by doctors by type of diseases and whether had a cigarette

smoking habit
EJ N PT;,J‘TI fq[
Whether had a cigarette smoking habit
Hp e NN e AEE
Currently had* Previously had” Never had Total
i "B " e
No. of No. of No. of No. of
)i’ff Z?FIHH &) persons  FisiE:  persons Fis7ET persons Fisib persons fisjEe
Type of diseases’ (Cont’ d) ('000) % ('000) % ('000) % ('000) %
H ;-Nﬁj 51 29 3.6 2.7 26.0 2.8 34.6 2.8
Skin disease
Jg’ﬁfﬁ 35 2.0 6.6 4.9 25.2 2.8 363 29
Cancer
qrvﬁ 7.1 4.0 35 2.6 24.4 2.7 360 29
Liver disease
ikl 5.6 3.2 3.8 2.8 17.6 1.9 271 22
KJidney disease
f"ﬁﬁ‘)j‘fﬁ[ﬁdﬁ 24 14 1.0 0.7 17.3 19 20.7 1.7
Disease of the blood
_i’y‘rﬁ-?ﬁfﬁ)iﬂ 2.8 16 2.7 2.0 13.2 14 187 15
Genital disease
Fﬂ[@—?%ﬁﬂ‘{’ﬁ 2.0 11 0.7 0.5 9.6 1.0 122 10
Immune disease
BRI 1.5 0.9 11 0.8 52 06 78 06
Complications of previous
injury
TP 31 18 2.3 1.7 13.6 15 190 16
Other diseases
T 1775 135.1 911.7 12244
verall
Fz;t%” Do rfﬁﬁ E |z gf A 7y E FI kAR S Notes: * “Persons who currently had a smoking
B P pRE - LS Eplﬁjiﬁ P hahit” referred to those persons who had a

=3 Elfj?ﬁi']\‘gj pu kA habit of smoking at least one cigarette per
day or seven cigarettes per week at the time

of enumeration.

Torr F]'J“EJPB@E (U P = TR 1%* * “Persons who previously had a smoking
=Dk [ E]E Lj [l P-4 gy & habit” referred to those persons who
sk g “ip‘f?ﬂgl > (E e AR f f& previously had a habit of smoking at least
AR I one cigarette per day or seven cigarettes per

week for a continuous period of six months
or more but had given it up at the time of
enumeration.

FOEEE 2T Fe'fzi o # Multiple answers were allowed.
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Table3.3c Persons aged 15 and over who had diseases that required long-term
follow-up by doctors by age and whether had a habit of consuming

alcoholic drinks

ymee
Whether had a habit of consuming alcoholic drinks
TFIRE E I £ £
Curren Ithad* Previouély} had” Never h!ad
e g s
No. of No. of No. of
Sy ol persons Fis3E =@ persons FiiiF k@ persons Py Fk©
Age group ('000) % Rae®  ('000) % Rate® (000) %  Rate®
15-34 115 10.7 75 2.8 3.7 241 116.1 111 69
35-54 43.0 40.2 147 12.1 159 395 3322 319 169
>55 525 491 415 60.9 80.3 734 5934 57.0 551
106.9 100.0 187 75.8 100.0 605 1041.7 100.0 221
5vera||
I?E‘?%” Dox %lﬁj £ BRI AT TE 4 /J#’[@ﬁ;’rﬁﬁ Notes: * “Persons who currently had a habit of
g ] *j ﬁé%mﬁuﬁ;\@ T consuming acoholic drinks’ referred to
b@ﬁﬁ/\ ! EE %F’ those persons who consumed alcoholic
drinks on a regular basis at the time of
enumeration, disregarding their frequency
and amount of alcohol consumption.
YTl BRI ?4[ [y s J/'JiF REE " “Persons who previously had a habit of
HF ﬁ)\{ IEJ?4 er o {E rinﬁJrEf %& Iy - consuming alcoholic drinks’ referred to
those persons who previously had a habit of
consuming alcoholic drinks on a regular
basis but had given it up at the time of
enumeration.
@ EHIRE I SIS ~ B 1) @ Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
= [“ WIF‘E ﬁMp Aferpy > 4 £ groups. For example, out of every 1000
il o EJ* 1B 71, = I J A persons aged 15-34 who currently had a
75 "E %lmﬁF f;gu Al J&f‘r habit of consuming alcoholic drinks, 75 had
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diseases that required long-term follow-up
by doctors.
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Table3.3d Persons aged 15 and over who had diseases that required long-term
follow-up by doctors by type of diseases and whether had a habit of
consuming alcoholic drinks

| T
Whether had a habit of consuming alcohalic drinks

R VIiTES et ) A
Currently had* Previously had” Never had Total
M " i e
No. of No. of No. of No. of
)i’ff 711 persons  FisiE:  persons Fis7ET persons Fisib: persons fisjEe
Type of diseases’ ('000) % ('000) % ('000) % ('000) %
=P l‘/fFﬁ—rﬁEH{JﬁJ 38.3 35.8 38.8 51.2 4102 394 487.3 39.8
Disease of the heart or
circulatory system
[*]73 7% Friif f*%ﬂ@ﬁ 20.0 18.7 20.6 27.2 229.1 220 269.7 220
Endocrine and metabolic
disease
gj FQEj“ 21.8 20.4 16.0 211 204.2 196 242.0 19.8
Muscul oskeletal disease
EE | 129 121 5.9 7.8 1137 109 1325 10.8
Disease of the ear /
nose/ throat (ENT)
’iﬁ)ﬁ 10.3 9.6 9.9 131 74.0 71 942 7.7
Lung disease
Efilﬁ 8.5 79 11.0 145 85.6 8.2 1050 8.6
Disease of the eye
’iﬂﬂﬂﬁ 8.1 7.6 6.2 8.2 60.7 5.8 750 61
Stomach and intestinal
disease
"%ﬁﬁvﬁj 3.3 31 3.7 4.8 62.9 6.0 69.9 57
Mental disorder
THIAE = e Jﬁj 1.7 16 75 929 38.1 3.7 472 39
Disease of the nervous
system
Ske - % CIEIREE AT e Ry A SE L S Notes: * “Persons who currently had a habit of
A Eiﬁ EA?ME' R T 2] consuming alcoholic drinks’ referred to
£ IRy %[Fﬁuﬁj\@ HC
R ARy v those persons who consumed alcoholic
WIPREERP B - drinks ‘on a regular basis at the time of
enumeration, dlsr arding their frequency
and amount of alcohol consumption.
* G R T R * “Persons who previousy had a habit of
lﬁ)\?@?? e F kS consuming alcoholic drinks’ referred to
EFﬁM PV TR 'i“ﬁﬁjrﬁ TR'E 9k thosepersgonswho reviously had a habit of

consuming alcoholic drinkS on a regular
basis but "had given it up at the time of
enumeration.

# st 4] F,;Tii» . Multiple answers were allowed. -
GED)
(To be cont’d)
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Table3.3d Persons aged 15 and over who had diseases that required long-term
(Cont’d) follow-up by doctors by type of diseases and whether had a habit of
consuming alcoholic drinks

F\,QA{EI e
Whether had a hablt of consuming alcohalic drinks
FUR PR (4 %] AT
Currently had* Previously had" Never had Total
i i i e
No. of No. of No. of No. of
Jyﬁ @H] &) persons  Fi;iE-  persons FisiET persons FisiE: persons fisiEe
Type of di seases# (Cont’d) ('000) % ('000) % ('000) % ('000) %
Hr ;-Hﬁ 3.6 34 15 2.0 295 28 34.6 2.8
Skin disease
’E‘ﬁ? 2.3 2.2 35 4.6 295 2.8 35.3 2.9
Cancer
%Iﬂffj 2.8 2.6 24 31 29.9 2.9 35.0 2.9
Liver disease
i ‘J 2.3 2.1 2.7 3.6 221 2.1 271 2.2
KJidney disease
- 'Jﬁ e '*]%’ﬁ 0.8 0.8 0.7 1.0 19.2 1.8 20.7 1.7
Dlseaseof the blood
E3 7;127356’&9%% 1.6 15 1.2 15 16.0 15 18.7 15
Genital disease
m@?ﬁo’*ﬁ&ﬁ 1.0 0.9 1.2 16 10.0 1.0 12.2 1.0
Immune disease
B EE 0.2 0.2 11 15 6.5 0.6 78 06
Complications of previous
injury
Py 13 1.2 1.0 13 16.7 1.6 19.0 1.6
Other diseases
106.9 75.8 10417 12244
5vera||
FEE%” DX rfﬂﬁjﬁﬁ’m e & J#’&qﬁtﬁﬁij‘ Notes: * “Persons who currently had a habit of
EgRgnpy A i |*’1|FEJE J’éj\@l Ve consuming alcoholic drinks’ referred to
KLEER | & EE[F those persons who consumed alcoholic

drinks on a regular basis at the time of
enumeration, disregarding their frequency
and amount of alcohol consumption.

MY RES ?W[?’IEJ M /J#F’[ TR * “Persons who previously had a habit of
ﬁfjﬁmjpjlg\ ?’H? o {E riﬂﬂaﬂﬁf jf SIS~ consuming alcoholic drinks’ referred to
4 those persons who previously had a habit of

consuming alcoholic drinks on a regular
basis but had given it up at the time of
enumeration.

POE s 2T Ffif:i o # Multiple answers were allowed.
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% 3.4a
Table3.4a Persons who had health-rel
enumeration® by age and sex

7 gk TR IR] T P RE f[ed probl eﬁ

| BRI * o Rt !

s durin

the thlrty days before

o +
Male Female OE/eraII
ol ol ol
No. of No. of No. of
=y el persons F173E= E=5*  persons Fisibe ERgks* persons FioiEe Pkt
Age group ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate*
<5 46.2 6.9 331 42.2 51 326 88.4 59 329
5-14 85.8 12.8 202 82.7 10.1 207 1684 113 204
15-24 56.1 8.4 125 712 8.7 176 127.3 86 149
25-34 86.9 13.0 179 121.2 14.8 243 208.1 140 211
35-44 126.3 18.9 199 1689 20.6 258 2952 198 229
45-54 100.8 151 197 133.1 16.2 274 2339 157 235
55-64 57.7 8.6 210 62.9 1.7 261 120.6 81 234
> 65 107.9 16.2 303 139.1 16.9 335 2470 166 320
,;’r@ 667.6 100.0 204 821.3 100.0 254 1488.8 100.0 229
Bverall@ (44.8) (55.2) (100.0)
1 5550 39 40 40
Median (years)
ﬁ:ﬁ%” D@ PERREES W ES N Notes: @ In this survey, persons who had
?J Bﬁi{ifﬂ A B ﬁnji@’é? FJEE&L% RS health-related problems during the thirty
NIRRT b e TR e "Tjég Hr]—{ pY days before enumeration were included;
f\mﬁﬁﬂ@;{?&ﬁﬂ Fipo A while in the previous rounds of similar
survey on health status, persons who had
health-related  problems during the
fourteen days before enumeration were
included.
* T %“’I‘iHIJ SRRk IIF’?l * Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
p A Bl I Zegpl Fuf, [itn ]ﬂ 3| age and sex sub-groups. For example,
- ?,%T}‘JE?F%%EH[JE‘J s Ei 331 * 7 out of every 1000 males aged below 5,
digjrﬂ = H= ‘J |§3¢§4F} 331 had health-related problems during the
thirty days before enumeration.
@ BT uggﬂ N Iiﬂ’rsj ,imﬁ*’rﬂ 1= - @ Figures in brackets represent the

;{Jﬁf t @;Qﬁ fgp A A F[F’ﬁﬁuﬁm

-

percentages in respect of all persons who
had health-related problems during the
thirty days before enumeration.
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Table3.4b Personsfwho had health-relat problem u Ing the thirty days before
enumeration® by economic activity status

"
AR ) 3 No. of persons FIsvEs [ gex
Economic activity status ('000) % Rate*
ﬁ?@ﬁ:f@%]pj 713.8 479 213
Economically active’
B N 775.0 52.1 246
Economically inactive
ks 262.2 17.6 192
Sudents
2t A 209.9 14.1 306
Retired persons
FIZEF 5 206.3 139 252
Home-makers
FH P 96.5 6.5 349
Others
Sat 1488.8 100.0 229
verall
ﬁ%t?% O PEAFEEA WIS A N Notes: @ In this survey, persons who had
d @@%ﬂ% PRl ﬁlji@é?%%[’jéi@;k health-related problems during the thirty
NATERE TN P ﬁig‘[EJ[J ST %‘g%rfﬂfﬁ P days before enumeration were included;
?ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ%mgwkgo while in the previous rounds of similar
survey on health status, persons who had
health-related  problems during the
fourteen days before enumeration were
included.
* riﬁfrjﬂwﬁfﬁﬁéﬁ SRS JDI FlIF * Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
[{EJ Mg | Hi?‘?ﬁﬁ, R AR economic activity status groups.  For
- - £ ’Eﬁﬂﬁ”ﬁ “”H[J N} flro & fl 213 example, out of every 1000 economically
[iqﬁﬂfﬂrj H = ﬁlE ﬁi’iﬁ fE active persons, 213 had health-related
problems during the thirty days before
enumeration.
i pip - “”r‘ﬁﬁi‘f P RSH # Economically active persons comprise
M employed persons and unemployed
persons.
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. 3.4c rﬁﬁ %E& ST ; IRERREE 3 W 5 R 5 P S =
F 1T IJ K
Table3.4c ns who ealth-related problems during the thirty days before
enumeratlon by treatr_nent of the health-related problem during the thirty
days before enumeration® and age
ﬁ:f 4= e
kA M=~ Age group
[ Ipe J%% h o
iR £5
Treatmentofthe <5 5-14 15-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64  >65 erall
health-rel ated , , , , , , , . ,
oroblemduring M0 “Ee o MEr we Ee W W B M
the thirty days No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of
before PErsONS  PErsons  persons  Persons  Persons  Persons  Persons  pPersons  persons
enumeration” ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000)
7 AP 85.8 146.7 86.3 163.8 208.7 169.5 93.8 2102 11649
éonsultmg (97.1%) (87.1%) (67.8%) (78.7%) (70.7%) (72.5%) (77.8%) (85.1%) (78.2%)
practitioners
of Western
medicine
’%F/“ EEE 1BE iy 11 114 20.7 24.3 42.9 24.5 9.1 12.1 146.0
aE< (1.3%) (6.8%) (16.2%) (11.7%) (14.5%) (10.5%) (7.6%) (4.9%) (9.8%)
Taking Western
medicine bought
from pharmacy
F' [[@([ E[/F' S| 2.1 79 9.6 194 39.8 33.2 16.1 17.0 145.1
])/g l%' (2.4%)  (4.7%) (7.6%)  (9.3%) (13.5%) (14.2%) (13.3%) (6.9%) (9.7%)
F ?/ b
HIgR 2
Consultlng
herbalists/
bone-setters /
acupuncturists
EJF/ SRIEJENE 0.5 3.0 3.1 1.8 7.6 10.5 5.8 9.6 41.8
S (05%)  (1.8%) (2.5%) (0.9%) (2.6%) (4.5%) (4.8%) (3.9%) (2.8%)
Taking Chinese
herbs/
proprietary
medicine
i EL - 26 7.3 6.5 8.4 6.2 3.0 4.9 38.9
Taking rest () (6% (5.7%) (31%) (28%) (26%) (25%) (2.0%)  (2.6%)
TPy 0.2 0.7 0.2 0.9 2.9 3.7 13 19 11.7
Others (0.2%)  (0.4%) (0.2%) (0.4%) (1.0%) (1.6%) (1.1%) (0.8%) (0.8%)
iiéjﬁfﬁl - 0.6 52 2.6 41 2.6 0.6 0.9 16.5
Did nothing () (04%) (41%) (1.3%) (1.4%) (1L1%) (05%) (0.3%)  (1.1%)
Sl 88.4 168.4 127.3 208.1 295.2 2339 120.6 2470 14888
5vera|l
S - @ erEisg IE S =P 6T Notes: @ In this survey, persons who
= % @;}i %ﬁ: WL “ﬁEIJ ;EI' gﬁp{ health-related  problems. during the thlég/
?ﬂm'* TSRS EJ‘E:,\ A days before enumeration were includ
H“{;% i ﬁﬁ i,E;U‘k'ﬁl'i" il while in the previous rounds of similar
AT J'ff"{ PSR survey on hedlth status, persons who had
health-related problems duri ng the fourteen
days before enumeration were included.
pER CEA R #  Multiple answers were allowed.
TSRS 14 < Fir 5 F Some estimates are based on only a small
gi;’[";!é %%F LR S Fr number of observations and thus émuld be

interpreted with caution.

-50-



AR ORI

Health status of Hong Kong residents

H35a S YL LI PR AR P ETE ERRE 2
W)~ é
Table3.5a Persons aged 15 and over who had health- related problems during the
thirty days before enumeration by age and whether had a cigarette
smoking habit
R
Whether had a cigarette smoking habit
HE PIRET (£
Currently had* Previously had” Never had
" " 'l
No. of No. of No. of
i el persons Ti53E F" persons Fioibe BT persons FioiEe Pk
Age group ('000) % Rate  ('000) % Rate’ ('000) % Rate’
15-34 64.2 333 197 51 6.4 191 266.2 277 179
35-54 80.9 42.0 184 19.8 25.0 275 428.4 446 241
>55 47.7 24.7 229 54.2 68.6 352 265.7 277 287
192.7 100.0 198 79.0 100.0 313 960.3 100.0 229
5vera||
ﬁéj:%“ DX F*ﬂj JFB}T' e S A 7Y AR Notes: * “Persons who currently had a smoking
j? 2l Ts’«*;ig~ ig& JFJEL ppe habit” referred to those persons who had a
ey [ﬂFH[*"pJ o habit of smoking at least one cigarette per
day or seven cigarettes per week at the time
of enumeration.
tOTTIETE pW‘:E SR if,ﬁ%:jﬁ " “Persons who previously had a smoking
= JH (i E] ¢ JE'E&J/VT' EL e habit” referred to those persons who

B e g “qfﬁ”?[‘?' ’ IE mﬁ#ﬁf
“'f&ﬁ‘lgu k4 o

@
=
'l
==
>
_L_ﬂ
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previously had a habit of smoking at least
one cigarette per day or seven cigarettes per
week for a continuous period of six months
or more but had given it up at the time of
enumeration.

Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
groups. For example, out of every 1 000
persons aged 15-34 who currently had a
cigarette  smoking habit, 197 had
hedlth-related problems during the thirty
days before enumeration.
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2350 R G KR PR A P e 2 6
Table3.5b Persons aged 15 and over who had health-related problems during the
thirty days before enumeration by age and whether had a habit of
consuming alcoholic drinks
j|:|§)h\( [ 7[1[?’
Whether had a habit of consuming alcoholic drinks
S Pl g4
Currently had* Prewously had” Never had
s " "
No. of No. of No. of

ey il persons [i53E 5" persons FioiEt *%" persons Fiojbe PR

Age group ('000) %  Rae  ('000) % Rate’ ('000) % Rate’

15-34 32.0 26.9 208 3.2 7.3 277 300.2 28.1 180

35-54 59.7 50.2 204 8.2 18.6 268 461.2 43.1 235

>55 27.2 22.9 215 32.6 74.0 393 307.7 28.8 286

St 1189 100.0 208 44,1 100.0 352 1069.1 100.0 227

verall
ﬁ%%ﬁ% Do r%ﬂEﬁ }Jﬁ)’(@ ?[’é’lpf 4 7Y AR Notes: * “Persons who currently had a habit of
E iﬁ ﬁ’K( N i[“ﬂFF ESETE consuming alcoholic drinks’ referred to
o T

EIIJ"—{ N 7@( ﬁ?;:?

i
£HF i<l [ﬁj? £ o [H liqﬁﬂfﬁﬁul YILIpY

rilﬁHlJ”HU 5)
o 17;08“ 3 ﬁ#*l -
] 208 " aEt] =
JE
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those persons who consumed alcoholic
drinks on a regular basis at the time of
enumeration, disregarding their frequency
and amount of alcohol consumption.

“Persons who previously had a habit of
consuming alcoholic drinks’ referred to
those persons who previously had a habit
of consuming alcoholic drinks on a regular
basis but had given it up at the time of
enumeration.

Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
groups. For example, out of every 1 000
persons aged 15-34 who currently had a
habit of consuming acoholic drinks, 208
had health-related problems during the
thirty days before enumeration.
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F’?EJ k- %:J‘F&F k/FJr e ﬁﬁ’i

i l’“ﬁlFmﬁlF’*fﬂ [ AR I ﬂ*IHI
FlTg = [f'f[@)if‘ﬂﬁ‘ﬁ IF% o ”EJ\T
P R o Hlw
cholﬁﬁ ’?]EI JT [?( E[J}‘F'I‘ #\?
TNE 0 2 s g
E@ FIJ _k j/\rﬁ'ﬁ g I? & 0.5% > %}%\F)J‘F‘.[ T;t[?"/:
@"zﬁfr/fi@w%%} [:%“ﬂ?%}?i‘,ﬁ’?pfjp“[%o%? | 4.0%

o AT G EER - (F-4.19)

(96.0%)p~ * %tm ﬂ
TF' 74

4.2 }%’#ﬁm”ﬁjﬂmﬁ J ?Jﬁiflﬁ} Pt
S0 LN E: E,/@ﬁ%m
EEE TN A ﬁ@q\ HS 2%) oA =
= A PUERpY S A (27.6%) B U D= DA
ZRpY ~ 4 (20.9%) o i T Bk B g0 T
U= [“"F&Eﬁ S (86.7%) F Trnl )
0 (83 0%) ﬂﬁ F RIS o 1
][ E3K Al [ft?fw [ iR o Bl [iB%
SUAEAEIT] o (3 4.1a % 4.1b)

4.3 P 1 }EIEU EJ’]? qu\ﬁ

(A fEl
SR AT Y (fé(f [ﬂ%,aj;a“r
FOP IR Z G I EY 80.9% % 76.6%) - xs_L
= El” ﬁ%?ﬁ“ﬁln"‘lﬂﬁf fglék
(i AR b ER N ATV R T 2 (46.6%)
4.1¢)

4.4

B0 A Fﬂ& 3

1267800 *

-B3-

Type of medical practitioners usually
consulted

41 All persons were asked whether they
would usualy consult Chinese medicine
practitioners (including herbalists, acupuncturists
and bone-setters) or Western  medicine
practitioners when they had health-related
problems. The majority (96.0%) indicated that
they would usually consult Western medicine
practitioners, including 74.2% who would usually
consult Western medicine practitioners in private
clinics (including doctors in out-patient
departments of private hospitals); 21.3%, Western
medicine practitioners in clinics under the
Department of Health / Hospital Authority; and
0.5%, Western medicine practitioners in exempted
clinics / clinics of institutions and charitable
organizations. About 4.0% claimed that they
would usualy consult Chinese medicine
practitioners. (Table4.149)

4.2 Analysed by age group, a much larger
percentage of persons aged 65 and over would
usually consult Western medicine practitioners in
clinics under the Department of Health / Hospital
Authority (48.2%). This was followed by
persons aged 55-64 (27.6%) and those aged 45-54
(20.9%). On the other hand, relatively more
persons aged 25-34 (86.7%) and children aged
below 5 (83.0%) would usually consult Western
medicine practitioners in private clinics.
Analysed by sex, males and females had broadly
similar pattern regarding the choice of the type of
medical practitioners. (Tables4.1laand 4.1b)

4.3 Anaysed by economic activity status,
economically active persons and students had
higher percentages usually choosing Western
medicine practitioners in private clinics (80.9%
and 76.6% respectively). A dgnificant percentage
of retired persons would usually consult Western
medicine practitioners in clinics under the
Department of Health / Hospital Authority
(46.6%). (Table4.1c)

Per sons who had consulted a doctor during
thethirty days before enumeration

4.4 When asked about whether they had
consulted a doctor during the thirty days before
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4.9 Hfﬁ’\iﬁi”‘ﬁ(éf}ﬂ JiFT > 5% 1267 800

?ﬁi%’ﬁfﬁ?rﬁfj}j ﬁﬁﬁ“}*%ﬁlﬁ A 5

53.9%}LZ F P ED o Ty 46,1964 15 1

enumeration, some 1 267 800 persons (or 195 per
1000 persons) gave an affirmative answer.
(Table 4.2a)

45 ‘Doctor consultation’ referred to an
occasion on which a person consulted a doctor but
excluded the following:

(8 doctor consultations by
during their stay in hospitals;

in-patients

(b) attendance in clinics to get medicine or
to have injections without seeing a
doctor; and

(c) dental consultations.

However, check-ups conducted by a doctor and
consultations which occurred in out-patient
departments and Accident and Emergency
departments of hospitals, whether or not the
person concerned was subsequently admitted into
hospital, were included.

Age and sex

4.6 Of those 1 267 800 persons, 18.7% were
aged 35-44, while 17.6% were aged 65 and over
and 15.2% were aged 45-54. Their median age
was40. (Table4.2q)

4.7 Children aged below 5 had the highest
doctor consultation rate of 323 per 1 000 persons,
followed by older persons aged 65 and over, with
a rate of 289 per 1 000 persons. For those aged
between 15-64, the rate generally increased with
age of persons, rising from 110 per 1 000 persons
for those aged 15-24 to 204 per 1 000 persons for
those aged 55-64. (Chart 4.1 and Table 4.2a)

4.8 Analysed by sex, 55.4% of those
1 267 800 persons were females and 44.6% were
males. Both males and females had a median age
of 40. Females had a higher doctor consultation
rate of 218 per 1 000 persons, as compared to 173
per 1 000 persons for males. (Table 4.2a)

Economic activity status

49 Anaysed by economic activity status,
53.9% of the 1267800 persons who had
consulted a doctor during the thirty days before
enumeration were economically inactive and
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46.1% were economically active. The former
had a higher doctor consultation rate of 217 per
1 000 economicaly inactive persons as compared
to the latter (with a rate of 174 per 1000
economically active persons). This difference
was probably due to the different age distribution
of persons in the two economic activity status
groups, as a significant share of the economically
inactive persons were children and older persons.
(Table 4.2b)

Whether had medical benefits and medical
insurance

4.10 Among those 1 267 800 persons, 21.8%
were only entitled to medical benefits provided by
employers / companies; 15.8%, only covered by
medical insurance; 12.8%, entitled to medical
benefits provided by employers / companies and
covered by medical insurance concurrently; and
49.5%, neither of them. Persons who had both
kinds of medical protection had the highest doctor
consultation rate, at 238 per 1000 persons.
(Table 4.2¢)

Whether had diseases that
long-term follow-up by doctors

required

411 Some 36.8% of those 1 267 800 persons
had diseases that required long-term follow-up by
doctors while the remaining 63.2% did not have
such diseases. The former group of persons had
a higher doctor consultation rate of 363 per 1 000
persons, as compared to 154 per 1 000 persons for
the latter group. (Table 4.2d)

Self-perceived general health condition

4,12 Of those 1 029 200 persons aged 15 and
over who had consulted a doctor during the thirty
days before enumeration, some 8.4% perceived
their general health condition as excellent / very
good; 30.8%, good; 45.6%, fair; and 15.2%, poor.
Persons who considered their general health
condition as poor had the highest doctor
consultation rate, at 413 per 1000 persons.
(Table 4.3)

Type of medical practitioners consulted
4.13 Of those 1267800 persons who had

consulted medical practitioners during the thirty
days before enumeration, some 1 164 900 persons
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(91.9%) had consulted Western medicine
practitioners during that period. Western
medicine  practitioners  included private

practitioners of Western medicine, whether
registered or not, and doctors in out-patient
departments of hospitals under the Hospital
Authority, out-patient departments of private
hospitals, clinics under the Department of Health,
Accident and Emergency departments of clinics
under the Department of Health and of hospitals
under the Hospital Authority, clinics of
institutions and charitable organizations and
exempted clinics. (Table 4.4a)

4.14 About 145100 persons (11.4%) had
consulted Chinese medicine practitioners during
the thirty days before enumeration, including
herbalists, acupuncturists and bone-setters.
(Table 4.4a)

Per sons who had consulted practitioners of
Western medicine during the thirty days
before enumeration

Age/ sex

4,15 Of those 1164900 persons who had
consulted Western medicine practitioners during
the thirty days before enumeration, 18.0% were
aged 65 and over. Another 17.9% were aged
35-44 and 14.6% were aged 45-54. Ther
median age was 39. Children aged below 5 had
the highest rate of having consulted Western
medicine practitioners, at 319 per 1 000 persons.
This was followed by older persons aged 65 and
over, with a rate of 273 per 1000 persons.
(Table 4.4a)

4.16 Analysed by sex, 45.3% were males and
54.7% were females. Females had a higher rate
of having consulted Western medicine
practitioners (198 per 1 000 persons), as compared
to 161 per 1 000 personsfor males. (Table 4.4a)

Number of consultations

417 Of those 1164900 persons who had
consulted Western medicine practitioners during
the thirty days before enumeration, 68.3% had
consulted Western medicine practitioners once
during that period, 19.8% twice and 11.9% three
times and more. Their average number of
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consultations made during the thirty days before
enumeration was 1.5. (Table 4.4b)

Per sons who had consulted practitioners of
Chinese medicine during the thirty days
before enumeration

Age/ sex

4.18 Of those 145100 persons who had
consulted Chinese medicine practitioners during
the thirty days before enumeration, 27.4% were
aged 35-44 and 22.9% were aged 45-54. Their
median age was 43, higher than the median age
(39) of those who had consulted Western medicine
practitioners.  The rate of having consulted
Chinese medicine practitioners was the highest for
persons aged 45-54, at 33 per 1000 persons.
This was followed by those aged 35-44 and those
aged 55-64, both at 31 per 1 000 persons. (Table
4.43)

4.19 Analysed by sex, 35.2% were males and
64.8% were females. As compared to those who
had consulted Western medicine practitioners,
females seemed to be more inclined to consult
Chinese medicine practitioners. Females also
had a higher rate of having consulted practitioners
of Chinese medicine (29 per 1000 persons), as
compared to 16 per 1000 persons for males.
(Table 4.4a)

Number of consultations

4.20 Of those 145100 persons who had
consulted Chinese medicine practitioners during
the thirty days before enumeration, 41.4% had
consulted Chinese medicine practitioners once
during that period, 22.1% twice and 36.4% three
times and more. Their average number of
consultations made during the thirty days before
enumeration was 3.0, which was significantly
higher than the average number of consultations
(1.5) for persons who had consulted Western
medicine practitioners during the thirty days
before enumeration. (Table 4.4b)

Doctor consultations made during the thirty
days before enumer ation

421 Information on each episode of doctor
consultation made during the thirty days before
enumeration was also collected in the survey.
The total number of consultations recorded for
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those 1267800 persons who had consulted a
doctor during that period was 2 245 000. (Table
4.5)

Type of medical practitioners consulted

4.22 Private Western medicine practitioners
turned out to be the most common type of medical
practitioner consulted. Some 56.5% of those
2 245 000 consultations were attributed to them,
followed by Chinese medicine practitioners
(19.6%), doctors in out-patient departments of
hospitals under the Hospital Authority (13.5%),
and doctors in clinics under the Department of
Health (8.1%). (Chart 4.2 and Table 4.5)

Whether consultation fee was covered by
medical insurance or subsidized by
employer

4.23 Of the 1701900 consultations made
with private medical practitioners (including
Chinese medicine practitioners), the consultation
fee for 5.6% of such consultations was fully or
partly covered by medical insurance or subsidized
by employer. (Table 4.6a)

Net consultation fee

4.24 After deducting the amount reimbursed
by employer and / or insurance company and
excluding consultations of which the consultation
fees were unknown, the median net consultation
fee per consultation made with a private medical
practitioner (covering expenses such as fees for
prescription, X-ray and laboratory test) was $150.
(Table 4.6b)

Females who had performed Pap smear
before

4.25 Of al females aged 15 and over, 943 600
females had performed Pap smear before,
representing 34.9% of al females aged 15 and
over. (Table4.7a)

Age

4.26 Of those 943600 females who had
performed Pap smear before, 39.7% were aged
35-44 while 25.9% were aged 45-54 and 20.3%
were aged 25-34. Females aged 35-44 had the
highest rate of having performed Pap smear
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before, at 571 per 1000 females. This was
followed by females aged 45-54 (502 per 1000
females) and those aged 25-34 (384 per 1000
females). (Table4.7a)

Economic activity status

4.27 Some 57.3% of those 943 600 females
were economicaly active. Another 37.5% were
home-makers and 4.1% were retired persons.
The rate of having performed Pap smear before
was the highest for home-makers, at 438 per 1 000
females, followed by economically active persons
(406 per 1 000 females). (Table 4.7b)

Place of last screening

4.28 For those 943 600 females, 46.0% had
their last Pap smear screening made in private
clinics / hospitals / laboratories. Another 18.5%
had made the screening in clinics / hospitals under
Hospital Authority and 17.9% in Hong Kong
Family Planning Association. (Table 4.7¢c)

Self-perceived general health condition

4.29 Among those 943 600 females, 43.8%
perceived their general health condition as fair;
38.6%, good; and 10.6%, very good. The rate of
having performed Pap smear before was the
highest for those females who perceived their
general health condition as very good, at 369 per
1000 females. (Table4.7d)

Females who had

mammogr aphy before

undergone

4.30 Of al females aged 15 and over, 193 000
females had undergone mammography before,
representing 7.1% of all females aged 15 and over.
(Table 4.7a)

Age

431 Of those 193000 femaes who had
undergone mammography before, 35.7% were
aged 45-54 while 32.9% were aged 35-44 and
13.4% were aged 55-64. Females aged 45-54
had the highest rate of having undergone
mammography before, at 142 per 1 000 females.
Thiswas followed by females aged 55-64 (108 per
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1 000 females) and those aged 35-44 (97 per 1 000
females). (Table4.7a)

Economic activity status

4.32 Some 60.0% of those 193 000 females
were economically active. Another 32.9% were
home-makers and 5.1% were retired persons.
The rate of having undergone mammography
before was the highest for economicaly active
persons, at 87 per 1000 females, followed by
home-makers (79 per 1000 females). (Table
4.7b)

Place of last screening

4.33 For those 193 000 females, 41.2% of the
last mammography screening were made in
private clinics / hospitals / laboratories.  Another
34.7% were made in clinics / hospitals under
Hospital Authority. (Table 4.7¢)

Sl f-perceived general health condition

4.34 Among those 193 000 females, 45.0%
perceived their general health condition as fair;
35.8%, good; and 11.0%, very good. The rate of
having undergone mammography before was the
highest for those females who perceived their
general health condition as very good, at 78 per
1000 females. (Table4.7d)
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doctor during the thirty days before
enumeration were included; while in the
previous rounds of similar survey on
doctor consultation, persons who had
consulted a doctor during the fourteen days
before enumeration were included.
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departments of private hospitals.
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departments of private hospitals.
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employed persons and

persons.

unemployed

Including aso doctors in out-patient
departments of private hospitals.
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enumeration® by age and sex

) + 2t
Male Femae verall
SR ol i
No. of No. of No. of
F RS persons fisiES Eeds* persons Fioj P Ees* persons Fiijbe PRk
Age group ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate*
<5 44.8 7.9 322 41.9 6.0 324 86.7 6.8 323
5-14 773 137 182 746 10.6 187 1519 120 184
15-24 41.2 7.3 92 52.9 7.5 131 9.1 74 110
25-34 70.7 125 146 106.1 151 213 176.8 139 180
35-44 101.3 17.9 159 1351 192 206 2365 187 183
45-54 823 146 161 1109 158 228 1933 152 194
55 - 64 50.8 9.0 185 54.6 7.8 227 105.4 83 204
> 65 2.8 17.1 272 126.3 18.0 304 2231 176 289
&5 565.4 100.0 173 702.5 100.0 218 1267.8 100.0 195
verall” (44.6) (55.4) (100.0)
Fl B (%) 40 40 40
Median (years)
ﬁé_t%” @ 1ﬁ#%§ Elf?ﬁ 't ﬁdrpi 267 Notes: @ In this survey, persons who had consulted
g“[ja@u ;5’ f} jiFA ﬂ;dﬁu;% a doctor_ during the thirty days before
) dﬁajr%@* ‘[J nﬂ? liq E 'H J enumeration were included; while in the
Vdﬁ%ﬂi previous rounds of similar survey on

doctor consultation, persons who had
consulted a doctor during the fourteen days
before enumeration were included.

* T AR R e A HIFP?[ , * Rate per 1000 persons in the respective

FU Ao IIZiggl | 7 ps H[fkt’n KRS age and sex sub-groups. For example,

- ‘{IFET}‘JE?P::%E’HUFLJ Sl 322 ¢ out of every 1000 males aged below 5,

AEEFR = H f\[‘jﬁﬂ“{jﬂ% 322 had consulted a doctor during the
thirty days before enumeration.

# ff PR B B EJ} }aﬁﬁr}f - # Figures in brackets represent the

N da@pj M [[F’?]IJ-]EI 3o percentages in respect of all persons who

had consulted a doctor during the thirty
days before enumeration.
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Table4.2b PersonsF Who had consulted a doctor crurlng the th|rty days before
enumeration® by economic activity status

e
AERE S ) No. of persons Fioibs e
Economic activity status ('000) % Rate*
rﬁéi]h\f@?ﬁﬂ;u 583.9 46.1 174
Economically active’
ZEEH iﬁ’ﬁ;;{é‘?ﬁﬁgj 683.9 53.9 217
Economically inactive
e 230.8 18.2 169
Sudents
2t A 188.5 14.9 275
Retired persons
FIEIF 55 174.0 13.7 212
Home-makers
2P 90.7 7.2 328
Others
1267.8 100.0 195
5vera||
ﬁéii‘?%“ . @ ﬁ;’rﬁﬁ\ c[ijE rijﬁ% 187 Notes: @ In this survey, persons who had consulted
97:?&51 * 5 ﬁ [ 1}}ng J;\Eﬁ a doctor during the thirty days before
] ﬁﬁrgﬁfﬁ E‘]J c[lf ,iﬁé rﬁ [ «H enumeration were included; while in the
[l N previous rounds of similar survey on
doctor consultation, persons who had
consulted a doctor during the fourteen days
before enumeration were included.
* T RS E'IEU EpoyAEHIP R * Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
Lﬁu SR | @ZJh;” E(,E* MRS 7J economic activity status groups.  For
- T ’E‘;}‘JE":? “”H[J SR N ¢ | 174 example, out of every 1 000 economically
=) @“PF =1~ F[ﬂ“j:% o active persons, 174 had consulted a doctor
during the thirty days before enumeration.
K [Fse. N Fih ~ 4 cufiﬁi’ R # Economicaly active persons comprise
L
.l employed persons and unemployed
persons.
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. 4.2 %L
rj:;|‘ =3 - —{ _\
Table4.2c
enumeration®

sepd
J M
Persons who ha consu ted a doctor during the thirty days before
by whether entitled to medical benefits provided by

&

E‘f‘g*&'ﬂjbi A PG [l e (R 1 55

employers/ companies and whether covered by medical insurance

;\L_E:gré | ﬁ%‘—’é’i’rﬁf’?ﬁ L PV AR
VIERRr  f (L

Whetheﬁ entitled to medical benefits provided

S

by employers/ companies and whether No. of persons Frorbs [

covered by medical insurance ('000) % Rate*

PO E = F WE&*EF’?ﬁqﬁ FUER AR 276.7 21.8 220
OnIy entltled to medical benefits provided

by employers/ companies
b BRI (i e e 5 200.4 15.8 194
Only covered by medical insurance

Eﬂj FHE) = F B R PR AR A 162.7 12.8 238

bﬁ?%%%#&
Entitled to medical benefits provided by

employers/ companies and covered

by medical insurance concurrently
[ ’g“[ 12E 627.9 49.5 178
Neither of the two
Sl 1267.8 100.0 195

verall

P O S g R
= ST gl)é@ ﬁdﬂ

Vdﬁ?&uk i F.r~
) “ﬁfgﬁ‘ﬂ* ‘[ cw? 'iw
‘B“dﬁ?ﬁ“

* e RIS kH""’?I,JT”*E‘F
Bk Y

F E? [ IW%Wr“F”TTEIﬂE
=R fzw;ﬂ'wwuw
F[[,?JZZO ,iqﬁ*fﬂj -

P
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Notes: @ In this survey, persons who had consulted

a doctor during the thirty days before
enumeration were included; while in the
previous rounds of similar survey on
doctor consultation, persons who had
consulted a doctor during the fourteen days
before enumeration were included.

Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
groups. For example, out of every 1 000
persons who were only entitled to medical
benefits provided by employers /
companies, 220 had consulted a doctor
during the thirty days before enumeration.
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Table4.2d Persons Who had consulted a doctor during the thirty days before
enumeration® by whether had diseases that required long-term follow-up

by doctors
PRE T R R ‘g
W ether ha!ll diseases that required No. of persons Fiorks [P S
long-term follow-up by doctors ('000) % Rate*
i | 466.2 36.8 363
Yes
12 | 801.7 63.2 154
No
S 1267.8 100.0 195
évadl
ﬁ%t‘?‘%“ ;@ ghﬁ#?‘ﬁ\ cp}‘ﬁ rinﬁ# 8 , Notes: @ In this survey, persons who had consulted
iﬁ?&u g ;5‘ E [ j]}JFlJ 7 a doctor during the thirty days before
] ﬂﬂ“f%fﬁ E'[J E[J? riﬁ'é iRl [ «H enumeration were included; while in the
B”#@U previous rounds of similar survey on

doctor consultation, persons who had
consulted a doctor during the fourteen days
before enumeration were included.

] e i S L e *gr * Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
ELE Jﬁ? ~HE u&)ﬁ * 4 t groups. For example, out of every 1 000
L F% Il * 363 persons who had diseases that required
FEARER S H N ﬁ'ﬂ”}ﬁ% long-term follow-up by doctors, 363 had

consulted a doctor during the thirty days
before enumeration.
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343 SRERIARIOE S B RS 1 P R 2
Table4.3 Persons aged 15 and over who had consulted a doctor during the thirty
days before enumeration® by self-per ceived general health condition

e

73% PRI | 19 i I No. of persons Frosk= e

f-perceived general health condition ('000) % Rate*
iy 5.2 0.5 103
Excellent
fias 814 7.9 129
Very good
ES 317.0 30.8 146
Good
- 469.6 45.6 215
Far
# 156.0 15.2 413
Poor
ot 1029.2 100.0 190

veral

ﬁ:ﬁ%” . @ IFJ“IJE;Jr%f ,nﬂ}”ﬁ Lol €7 Notes: @ In this survey, persons who had consulted
Vdﬁ?&u ¥ i £r~ fk#@ wJ]EH a doctor during the thirty days before
E “ﬁ%%‘g‘ [[ EIJ? liq J enumeration were included; while in the
B“dﬁ?ﬁu previous rounds of similar survey on
doctor consultation, persons who had
consulted a doctor during the fourteen days
before enumeration were included.

TR

* |WJ[J“”H[J{ B A AR A gre I * Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
= t'r fle IEJ%Z’E‘EJ }iﬂl&d TR RIS R I groups. For example, out of every 1 000
= EWE& HIJEU S persons who perceived their general health
103 T ﬁ’iﬁm ﬂF T ﬂﬂij‘:% o condition as excellent, 103 had consulted a
doctor during the thirty days before

enumeration.
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% 4.4a

= FMERIR] 53 PO RS =
Table4.4a Persons who ha

consult

pracUUonErg

I /P 3 Cgiet

of Western / Chinese medicine

during the thirty days before enumeration® by age / sex

] F FJEI%T‘H/ [ JH[\@T‘D/
Having consulted practitioner Having consulted practitioner
of Western medicine of Chinese medicine
SHE S
No. of No. of
= g IR persons  Froibe PRk persons  fiiybT Bk
Age group / Sex ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate*
":F %#rrlﬂ“
Age group
<5 85.8 7.4 319 2.1 15 8
5-14 146.7 12.6 178 7.9 54 10
15-24 86.3 7.4 101 9.6 6.6 11
25-34 163.8 14.1 166 194 134 20
35-44 208.7 17.9 162 39.8 274 31
45-54 169.5 14.6 170 33.2 22.9 33
55-64 93.8 8.1 182 16.1 111 31
> 65 210.2 18.0 273 17.0 11.7 22
TEHI
Sex
Bl 527.2 45.3 161 51.0 35.2 16
Male
¥ 637.7 54.7 198 9.1 64.8 29
Female
&5 1164.9 100.0 179 145.1 100.0 22
verall” (91.9) (11.4)
FlAk Bl (%) 39 43
Median (years)
Sty . @ ﬁa{»fﬁfg\ CIE fijﬁﬁr P l Notes: @ In this survey, persons who had consulted
k doctor. d the thirty d bef
i BP#F&F” - % FJF” gnur?wer%onur\;vnegre n?cluoir W%Se in ?ﬁg

W
Il ﬂﬁ%ﬁ E'IJ ENT w%%‘ 'H [
‘ﬁt@“

ST

riﬁfdﬂﬁ‘@/lﬂfwﬂu e, Hiffrlﬁ
ukgr F)= l;*p MR B
£ w Sl E 319
wﬁ%m TSP EeER -
1 \7‘1} [7 7 FJ"I"E i 1}55‘{'
ﬂ E:g %&ﬁjﬂf% irIF’?[ ,liJ mi‘
=i &%ﬁ:f*’ Eﬁ
[?k’ ['%i‘u’ ’ “[ uiﬁlm (’f

[J{F’I% 7\ %2100 «
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previous rounds_ of similar survey on
doctor consultation, . persons who™ had
consulted a doctor during the fourteen days
before enumeration were included.

Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
age / sex groups. For example, out of
every 1 000 persons aged below 5, 319 had
consulted practitioners,  of  West
medicine, during the thirty days before
enumeration.

Figures in  brackets represent the
Rercent ages in respect of all persons who
ad consSulted a doctor during the thirty
ays before enumeration, These
percentageﬁ do not sum to 100 as a person
might have consulted both a practitioner of
Western medicine and a practitioner of
Chinese medicine during the thirty days

before enumeration.
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2 4.4b
Table 4.4b

&ﬁ%ﬂ

SRR 1Ot

A P PVERR RS T B ARET S A P IR R

Persons who had consulted practitioners of Western / Chinese medicine
during the thirty days before enumeration® by number of consultations

during thethirty days before enumeration

F f Tl?j\n/ F H[\@dj‘u/
Having ‘consulted pract|t|oner Having consulted practitioner
of Western medicine of Chinese medicine
B M "
G ISR I L o e No. of No. of
Number of consultations during the persons Fioyb= persons Fiorb
thirty days before enumeration ('000) % ('000) %
1 795.2 68.3 60.1 41.4
2 230.2 19.8 321 22.1
3-4 1134 9.7 32.8 22.6
>5 26.1 2.2 20.1 13.8
AT 1164.9 100.0 145.1 100.0
Total* (91.9) (11.4)
i N T 15 3.0
Average number of consultations
ﬁ:ﬁ%” . @ [Pﬁqﬂﬁ%@ n,@{& HEEL e Notes: @ In this survey, persons who had consulted
HiERR RS gy i FT =% fk wgu T a doctor during the thirty days before
] 1%%%‘3 [[ EIJ? liqié J g enumeration were included; while in the
B“dﬁ?ﬁu previous rounds of similar survey on

* fﬁ”umf‘f@?ﬂ'%iﬁf’ﬁ liwﬁ”rL it

j},\ijﬁTmf%E@ k%{ﬂ{‘[)—'}}l IU l]}

{‘\_‘ Cl ! F[J_I‘i/:l'\\ﬂ = IE
p‘[%u%[@;@z [AII F ﬂi mr ij’r
FURRA EH
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doctor consultation, persons who had
consulted a doctor during the fourteen days
before enumeration were included.

Figures in brackets represent the
percentages in respect of all persons who
had consulted a doctor during the thirty
days before enumeration. These
percentages do not sum to 100 as a person
might have consulted both a practitioner of
Western medicine and a practitioner of
Chinese medicine during the thirty days
before enumeration.
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Table4.5 Consultationsmade during thethirty days before enumeration by type of
medical practitioners consulted

VHE
A ] No. Fiorks
Type of medical practitioners consulted ('000) %
S S 1268.2 56.5
Private practitioners of Western medicine*
m%%{%w[ﬁﬁhﬁuﬁwg¥%;ﬁﬁi 440.0 19.6
Herbalists/ Eonesetters/ acupuncturists
?B?EET%’ RN BRI AR 302.5 135
Doctorsin out-patient departments of hospitals under
Hospital Authority
1R e AR S (T Ep I 182.3 8.1
FPL)
Doctorsin clinics under Department of Health (other
than those in Accident and Emergency departments
of clinics)
B SR IR BRI A PR 52.0 23
AR R
Doctorsin Accident and Emergency departments of
clinics under Department of Health and of hospitals
under Hospital Authority
AT 2245.0 100.0
Total
e oo :EPJEW EUE %‘Jl?@ IR E Note: * Including private practitioners of Western
* %P?EF liE2 / < T "T [ medicine, whether registered or not, and
b%%‘ = l?ﬂ%’ﬁﬁ =22 ﬁ BT o doctors in out-patient departments of

private hospitals, exempted clinics and
clinics of ingtitutions and charitable
organizations.
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% 4.6a H%‘%ff@‘ E'IFJ;?NMMF‘E FHPR= ERRE ) Py s = H PR

o ot vy Y EH f

Table4.6a Consultatlons made with private medical practitioners during the thirty
days before enumeration by whether consultation fee was covered by

medical insurance or subsidized by employer

R P R O 1

R
Whether consultation fee was covered T
by medical insurance or subsidized No. Frorks
by employer ('000) %
Fl. 96.1 5.6
Yes
= ff/ IR (R P _5'/[////;&‘ fjf,z;f 27.1 1.6
Fully covered by medical insurance
or subsidized by employer
/37‘777/ L3 W e 7 ;:Ff/ﬁ[/ 17> ,ﬁﬁ/:}k 69.0 41
Partly covered by medical insurance
or subsidized by employer
E\[ 1363.1 80.1
TP (R 2) 221.9 13.0
Not applicable (free of charge)
THFZEpVEAE 20.8 1.2
Did not know the amount of consultation fee
AT 1701.9 100.0

Totd
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Table4.6b Consultations made with prlvate m

@*’%F‘fﬁ* 2 VR VB
ical practitioners during the thirty

days before enumeration by net consultation fee*

e
&g (W) No. Fioet
Net consultation fee* (HK$) ('000) %"
sl 1681.1 98.8
Known
0 249.0 (14.8)
1-<100 317.7 (18.9
100 - < 200 663.1 (39.4)
200 - < 300 284.1 (16.9)
300 - < 500 101.6 (6.0
=500 65.6 (3.9
T HI 20.8 12
Unknown
AET 1701.9 100.0
Total
A S (7 ) 150
Median® (HK$)
P ?F‘ 2 Jrr ML SRR #\Fai 138 Notes: * Referred to the net payment made by a
E Jjﬂlp%[%ﬂ b/ﬁ‘; (i > ]EI JFF ré, patient to the private medical practitioner

_43 %El |¢ -3 H ]E”'é”ﬂ y Elji[‘
Pr X R E%ﬁﬁ%ﬁur

T O

i Ay LI TR

® ks LT A1

&R o

consulted, including expenses such as fees
for prescription, X-ray and laboratory test
after deducting the amount reimbursed by
employer and / or insurance company.

Figures in brackets represent the
percentages in respect of all consultations
of which the net consultation fees were
known.

Excluding consultations of which the net
consultation fees were unknown.
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Table4.7a Females aged 15 and over who had performed Pap smear before / had
under gone mammogr aphy before by age

T O SRR i S
H;VI ng perf rmed Pap smear Havlng undergone mammography
S S
No. of No. of
F g persons  Fioibe Bkt persons  FioiEe PRk
Age group ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate*
15-24 154 16 38 21 11 5
25-34 191.4 20.3 384 231 12.0 46
35-44 374.3 39.7 571 63.5 32.9 97
45-54 244.3 25.9 502 68.9 35.7 142
55- 64 79.1 8.4 328 25.9 134 108
> 65 39.0 4.1 94 9.5 49 23
Sl 943.6 100.0 349 193.0 100.0 71
verall
Fit?%” S 1 s | T S Note: * Rate per 1000 females in the respective
MR e NI 2oz T A PUBRRYE IEELRT age groups. For example, out of every
= S I 3 - 1000 females aged 1524, 38 had
ﬁﬁ}% A fl,f JE?F” ﬁ%ﬁ performed Pap smear before.
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01 gt
Table4.7b Femal% aged 15 and over who had performed Pap smear before / had
under gone mammogr aphy befor e by economic activity status
T S B (138 7 T
H;vlng perf rmed Pap smear Havmg undergone mammography
S "
No. of No. of
iﬁiﬁﬁﬂﬁgﬁﬁyﬁ} persons Fioib= e persons  FisiEe PRk
Economic activity status ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate*
r‘@mﬁ\i“;ﬁ 541.0 57.3 406 115.8 60.0 87
Economically active’
ZEEY iﬁ“xfﬁ:{’}’?%ppj 402.6 42.7 294 77.2 40.0 56
Economically inactive
Py 38.3 4.1 132 9.8 51 34
Retired persons
FIEIF 75 353.7 375 438 63.4 32.9 79
Home-makers
R 10.6 11 39 3.9 20 14
Others®
Sat 943.6 100.0 349 193.0 100.0 71
verall
ﬁ%t%” R f[ﬁ*ﬁj[ﬁ: Vi 'EI*J ’y; AR B Notes: * Rate per 1000 females in the respective

economic activity status groups.  For
example, out of every 1000 femae
economically active persons, 406 had
performed Pap smear before.

Economically active persons comprise
employed persons and unemployed
persons.

Including students and other economically
inactive persons.
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% 4.7c TR A PR LR PV ETE O USRS W 6T O PR S AR
%‘F’H -ﬁiﬁy&%\ﬁ—i‘/ I&E‘UEJ'F dEaal it DR T HEh
Table4.7c Females aged 15 and over who had performed Pap smear before / had

under gone mammogr aphy before by place of last screening

T4 O SR (o5 BEs
H;VI ng performed Pap smear Havi ng undergone mammography
" S
OV R R No. of persons  F155 = No. of persons Froybe
Place of last screening ('000) % ('000) %
i S = e 433.8 46.0 79.6 41.2
Prlvate clinics/ hospitals/
laboratories
B (i TN U A R 174.6 185 66.9 34.7
Clinics/ hospitals under Hospital
Authority
F[i%F%ﬁEfa, U#’,ﬁln‘“ 168.9 17.9 18.8 9.8
Hong Kong FamHy Iglannmg
Association
ok %{%1 HIRZ A T My & 139.1 14.7 19.0 9.8
PESLEL
Clinics/ hospitals/ woman health
centres under Department of
Health
E Yy 27.2 29 8.7 4.5
Others
AWAFE 943.6 100.0 193.0 100.0
Total
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% 4.7d E«L;in];d
Eﬁ% é%ﬂ a
Table4.7d em

ST R RO i R 1 0T 0

les aged 15 and over who had performed Pap smear before / had

undergone mammography before by self-perceived general health

condition
755 TR i i
H;vlng perf rmed Pap smear Havmg undergone mammography
e MR
g‘g[@%ﬂk WRYE liy“f 'FL' No. of No. of
f-perceived general health persons  fFisibe PRkt persons  FisiEe PRk
condition ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate*
Tyt 4.0 0.4 224 1.2 0.6 66
Excellent
[ 100.1 10.6 369 21.2 11.0 78
Very good
I+ 364.0 38.6 356 69.0 35.8 68
Good
- 413.7 43.8 355 86.9 45.0 75
Farr
e 61.7 6.5 275 14.7 7.6 66
Poor
= 943.6 100.0 349 193.0 100.0 71
I
veral
ﬁ%t%” = A |[ﬂ}}ﬂ HIP = f AR S Note: * Rate per 1000 females in the respective
) §Jt" I I]El J%[@%ﬁkﬁJ 1 groups. For example, out of every 1000
£ [ittr, Eﬂ £y T f]gj%; HIpuE % females who perceived their general hedlth
flo EJ 224 * ﬁFT ‘‘‘‘ SEIPR A ﬁ@* condition as excellent, 224 had performed
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Persons who had been admitted into
hospitals during the twelve months before
enumer ation

51 It was estimated that some 412 600
persons (63 per 1 000 persons) had been admitted
into hospitals during the twelve months before
enumeration. (Table5.1a)

5.2 In this survey, persons who were staying
in hospitals at the time of enumeration were not
included. ‘In-patients referred to persons who
had been admitted into hospitals during the twelve
months before enumeration but had already been
discharged at the time of enumeration. For
babies born in hospitals during the twelve months
before enumeration, they were not counted if they
|eft the hospital earlier than or on the same day as
their mothers (but their mothers would be included
as having been hospitalized). However, these
badies would be considered as in-patients if they
stayed behind after their mothers had been
discharged.

Age and sex

53 Of those 412600 in-patients, 53.8%
were females and 46.2% were males. Analysed
by age, 29.5% were aged 65 and over, 15.2% were
aged 35-44 and 14.3% were aged 25-34. (Table
5.1a)

54 Older persons and young children had
higher rate of hospitalization than persons in other
age groups. The hospitalization rate of those
aged 65 and over was the highest, at 158 per
1000 persons. It was followed by those aged
below 5 (80 per 1000 persons) and those aged

between 55-64 (79 per 1000 persons). (Chart
5.1 and Table 5.1a)
55 Anaysed by sex, the overdl

hospitalization rate was 69 per 1000 females as
against 58 per 1 000 males. The difference was
more pronounced in the age group of 25-34, with
females in that age group having a rate of 79 per
1000 as against 41 per 1000 males. This was
mainly because females in that age group had a
higher chance of hospitalization owing to
child-bearing. (Table 5.1a)



M= a1

Hospitalization

BT

56 TEFF 412600 £ B~ R
IEFY - (17 39.6% Ak F (i 22.6% R
(T 14.9%M 5 7 10.6%¢ s ff N ok
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Fi T BRI ET R

5.7 if%’ﬁﬁ * [ PR TR 5 A &Fﬁ
412600 {25~ (1> 59 327500 * (79.4%)
O R R (TR ) B PR - )
1000 * (22.1%)&[@“ =R e (3 5.1b)

5.8 R BB Sl R
FASNS B~ (33.6%) skl * 4 (26.9%)5r
[T 190 Py o b e R
sy~ > GRdUAENE D AR TR
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Economic activity status

5.6 Of those 412600 in-patients, 39.6%
were economically active persons, 22.6% were
retired persons, 14.9% were home-makers and
10.6% were students. Retired persons had the
highest hospitalization rate of 136 per 1000
persons. (Table5.1b)

Type of hospital admitted

5.7 Analysed by type of hospital admitted,
some 327 500 persons (79.4%) of those 412 600
in-patients had been admitted into hospitals under
the Hospital Authority (HA), while 91000
persons (22.1%) had been admitted into private
hospitals. (Table5.1b)

5.8 Among in-patients in HA hospitals,
economically active persons (33.6%) and retired
persons (26.9%) had relatively larger shares. On
the other hand, the percentage of economically
active persons among in-patients in private
hospitals was much higher, at 61.8%, whereas that
of retired personswas 5.8%. (Table 5.1b)

Monthly household income

5.9 The median monthly household income
of al in-patients was $17,500. In-patients
admitted to private hospitals had a higher median
monthly household income ($29,200) than those
admitted to HA hospitals ($14,600). (Table 5.1c)

5.10 Persons from households with monthly
income under $5,000 had the highest
hospitalization rate of 103 per 1000 persons.
Among in-patients in HA hospitals, the
hospitalization rates were higher for persons from
lower income households, whereas for in-patients
in private hospitals, the situation was reversed, i.e.
the rates were lower for persons from lower
income households. (Table5.1¢)

Monthly employment earnings

511 Of those 147 500 in-patients who were
employed persons, those with monthly
employment earnings of $20,000-$29,999 had the
highest hospitalization rate of 56 per 1000
persons, followed by those with $15,000-$19,999
(54 per 1 000 persons) and those with $30,000 and
over (53 per 1 000 persons). (Table5.3a)
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512 Analysed by type of hospital admitted, of
those 147 500 employed in-patients, some 95 800
(65.0%) had been admitted into HA hospitals
while 54 600 (37.0%) had been admitted into
private hospitals. The median monthly
employment earnings of all employed in-patients
and those who had been admitted to HA hospitals
were $12,300 and $11,200 respectively.
Employed in-patients admitted into private
hospitals had higher median monthly employment
earnings of $16,500. (Table5.3a)

Industry sector and occupation category

5.13 About 25.7% of the employed in-patients
were in the community, socia and persond
services sector. Another 24.6% were in the
wholesale, retail and import / export trades,
restaurants and hotels sector.  The hospitalization
rates for persons engaged in different industry
sectors were broadly similar to the overal rate
(48 per 1000 persons), except for those in the
community, social and personal services sector
(with arate of 61 per 1 000 persons). (Table 5.3b)

5.14 Analysed by occupation category, about
22.3% of the employed in-patients were
professionals and associate professionals and
19.9% were clerks. Clerks had the highest
hospitalization rate of 56 per 1000 persons,
followed by professionals and associate
professionals, with a rate of 52 per 1 000 persons.
(Table 5.3c)

Number of admissions

5.15 ‘Number of admissions' referred to the
number of times an in-patient had been admitted
into hospitals during the twelve months before
enumeration, including transfers  between
hospitals. An in-patient might stay in more than
one hospital in the same episode.  For example, a
person received operation in a hospital and after
two weeks, that person was transferred to another
hospital and stayed there and received treatment
for three weeks before discharge.  Admission to
each and every different hospital was counted as
one admission.

5.16 Some 79.9% of those 412600
in-patients had been admitted into hospitals once
during the twelve months before enumeration;
14.6%, twice; 3.1%, thrice; and 2.5%, four times
and more. (Table5.1d)
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5.17 Further analysed by age, in-patients who
had been admitted into hospitals once during the
twelve months before enumeration had a much
younger age profile, with a median age of 43.
The median age of those who had been admitted
into hospitals twice and more during that period
was60. (Tableb.1€)

Whether had medical benefits and medical
insurance

5.18 Among those 412 600 in-patients, 16.5%
were only covered by medical insurance; 16.1%,
only entitled to medical benefits provided by
employers/ companies; 10.8%, entitled to medical
benefits provided by employers / companies and
covered by medical insurance concurrently; and
56.5%, neither of them. Persons who were only
entitled to medical benefits provided by employers
/ companies had the lowest hospitalization rate, at
53 per 1 000 persons.  (Table 5.1f)

Whether had diseases that
long-term follow-up by doctors

required

5.19 About half (50.9%) of those 412 600
in-patients had diseases that required long-term
follow-up by doctors while the remaining 49.1%
did not have such diseases. The former group of
persons had a higher hospitalization rate of 163
per 1000 persons, as compared to 39 per 1 000
persons for the latter group. (Table 5.19)

Self-perceived general health condition

5.20 For those in-patients aged 15 and over,
some 7.2% perceived their general health
condition as excellent / very good; 27.5%, good;
43.4%, far; and 21.9%, poor. Persons who
considered their health condition as poor had the
highest hospitalization rate, at 212 per 1000
persons. (Table5.2)

Admissions during the twelve months
before enumeration

521 Information on each admission into
hospital during the twelve months before
enumeration was aso collected from those
412 600 in-patients in the survey. Their total
number of admissions during that period was
545 600. (Table5.4a)
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Type of hospital admitted

5.22 Of those 545600 admissions, 81.7%
were related to HA hospitals while 18.3% were
related to private hospitals. (Chart 5.2 and Table
5.49)

Type of ward admitted

5.23 Of those 545600 admissions, genera
class ward accounted for a very large proportion
(94.8%). Anaysed by type of hospital admitted,
of the 445900 admissions into HA hospitals,
general class ward accounted for 98.8%. Among
the 99800 admissions into private hospitals,
general class ward accounted for 76.7%. (Table
5.43)

Duration of stay in hospital

5.24 ‘Duration of stay in hospital’ referred to
the total duration of stay in all hospitals in the
same episode. Of those 545600 admissions,
52.1% were those in which the in-patients stayed
less than 4 days while 28.2%, a duration of stay of
one week and over. The overall median duration
of stay in hospital was 3 days. (Table5.4b)

5.25 For those 138600 admissions during
which the in-patients had received operation in
operating theatre, 45.0% had a duration of stay of
less than 4 days while 35.3% had a duration of
stay of one week and over. The median duration
of stay for admissions in respect of in-patients
with operation performed was 4 days. (Table
5.4b)

Hospital charges paid by in-patients

5.26 Hospital charges paid by an in-patient
referred to the total amount paid to the hospital
and the doctor concerned, including the amount
covered by medica insurance or subsidized by
employer. Of those 99800 admissions into
private hospitals, the overal median amount of
hospital charges paid by in-patients was $14,500.
Of the 40400 admissions during which the
in-patients had performed operation in operating
theatre, the median amount of hospital charges
was $25,000, higher than that of $10,200 paid by
those in-patients who had not performed operation
in the hospitals. (Table5.5)
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Whether hospital charges were covered by
medical insurance or subsidized by
employer

5.27 Of the 463 500 admissions of which the
in-patients had to pay for the hospital charges
(including admissions into HA hospitals and
private hospitals), 21.5% or 99900 admissions
were partly or fully covered by medical insurance
or subsidized by employer. The corresponding
percentage for those admissions into private
hospitals was much higher, at 70.7%. Regarding
the percentage of hospital charges covered or
subsidized, 64.7% of those 99 900 admissions
were fully covered by medical insurance or
subsidized by employer. (Table 5.6)
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on hospitalization, persons who had been
admitted into hospitals during the six
months before enumeration were included.
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months before enumeration were included;

while in previous rounds of similar survey
on hospitalization, persons who had been
admitted into hospitals during the six
months before enumeration were included.

Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
age and sex sub-groups. For example,
among all males aged below 5, 76 out of
1 000 persons were in-patients.

Figures in brackets represent the
percentages in respect of al in-patients.
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Table5.1b In)Eatlents by economic activity status and type of hospital admitted
during the twelve months before enumer ation
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| hrﬁif,gﬁj 110.2 33.6 56.2 61.8 1635 39.6 49
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ZEEY i%ﬁfﬁ:{*’;’ﬁpgj 217.3 66.4 34.8 38.2 2491 604 79
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Students
A A 88.2 26.9 5.3 58 931 226 136
Retired persons
PIEIF 5 49.2 15.0 131 144 61.3 149 75
Home-makers
P 47.0 144 4.8 53 511 124 185
Others
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who had been admitted into hospitals
during the six months before enumeration
were ncluded.

Multiple answers were allowed.

Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
groups. For example, among al persons
with monthl 3y household income less than
$5,000, 103 out of 1000 persons were
in-patients.

Not applicable for inmates of institutions.

Figures in_ brackets represent the
E?_ercentages in respect of all in-patients.
hese percentages do not sum to 100 as a
erson might have been admitted into
oth HA hospital and private hospital
during the twelve months before
enumeration.

Excluding those who were inmates of
institutions.
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Table5.1d In-patients™ by num er of admlssons durin e twelve months before
enumer ation
AT I B “
Number of admissions during the twelve No. of persons Fiok
months before enumeration ('000) %
1 329.6 79.9
2 60.2 14.6
3 12.7 31
>4 101 25
AT 412.6 100.0
Total
ﬁ%t‘%; @ rEisg S SR TR ﬁlﬁ Notes: @ In this survey, persons who had been
FRNE: %E}“a 19 *i ﬁlj“ﬁ r}*éi admitted into hospitals during the twelve
@g'[ﬁmpfjiﬁg (L S5 A | EpfF months before enumeration were included;
R PJ’%T R fé%f?ﬁfﬁ’ff Mo while in previous rounds of similar survey
on hospitalization, persons who had been
admitted into hospitals during the six
months before enumeration were included.
RN = SN #’H Bﬁag rj:‘ljc_‘{' J ‘Number of admissions referred to the
ZEEID L Fe[i AUTVEe > fEIE R number of times an in-patient had been
Ell?ﬁ? [ admitted into hospitals during the twelve
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months before enumeration, including
transfers between hospitals.
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Table5.1e In-patients- by age and number of adm|ssons during the twelve months
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PR (T ey
Number of admissions during the twelve months before enumeration
- AR 25t
Once Twice and more erall
" " s
No. of No. of No. of
|l persons  FisiE™ persons  FioiE* persons  FlsiE*
Age group ('000) % ('000) % ('000) %
<5 16.0 49 5.6 6.7 21.6 5.2
5-14 22.8 6.9 3.2 3.8 26.0 6.3
15-24 254 7.7 31 3.8 285 6.9
25-34 51.7 15.7 7.2 8.7 59.0 14.3
35-44 56.3 17.1 6.4 7.8 62.7 15.2
45-54 419 12.7 10.1 12.2 52.1 12.6
55-64 30.8 94 10.2 12.2 41.0 9.9
> 65 84.5 25.6 37.2 44.8 121.7 29.5
AT 329.6 100.0 83.0 100.0 412.6 100.0
Total* (79.9) (20.1) (100.0)
g1 5k B (%) 43 60 46
Median age (years)
F | =R cp}“&ﬁ;’r 112 W Notes: @ In this survey, persons who had been
f NI l iﬁ” M e admitted into hospitals during the twelve
@%@E 3 ?TF' jﬁﬂfa%ﬁ[“ Eﬂf,i o months  before  enumeration  were
=] f[ﬁ P [;;Eﬁj o f! included; while in previous rounds of
wTl = similar survey on hospitalization, persons
who had been admitted into hospitals
during the six months before enumeration
were included.
T e "5? J iﬁl F% Jir FJ*' ﬂ ‘Number of admissions referred to the
< [E’a R gy Bl 515 N number of times an in-patient had been
E[Jff[ [ﬂ J admitted into hospitals during the twelve
months before enumeration, including
transfers between hospitals.
L AN IS e Ffrs = [i;g/ff * Figures in brackets represent the
Ef’?[’#—,]élflfly}, percentages in respect of all in-patients.
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Table5.1f In -pal ents by whether entitled to medical benefits provided by
employers/ companies and whether covered by medical insurance

R P2 F‘/*&*’rﬁr PR H P R A

7\ R T [ i (L 5
Wheth entltled to medical benefits provided M
by employers/ companies and whether No. of persons g 175 B [t
covered by medical insurance ('000) % Rate*
U E PR B R R AR A 66.6 16.1 53

OnIy entltled to medlcal benefits provided
by employers/ companies

BRI [ i 68.1 16,5 66

Only covered by medical insurance

F‘ Eﬂj%* £ W%%Fﬁﬁ_w AU R ] 447 10.8 65
o TR (i i [ 1

Entitled to medical benefits provided by
employers/ companies and covered
by medical insurance concurrently

RERIEL | 233.1 56.5 66
Neither of the two

412.6 100.0 63
Everall
N R A AR S Notes: @ In this survey, persons who had been
i N %&éu N ;f BE admitted into hospitals during the twelve
@,&f Efﬁd F”?:F'l[ |5k 2 %ﬁ }fg months  before  enumeration  were
Jr», (i F | ,5, e e % included; while in previous rounds of
ATl - similar survey on hospitalization, persons
who had been admitted into hospitals
during the six months before enumeration
were included.
* T AR HU[AJJALF“F Y Mo | * Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
e L E e l‘/iﬁ& j:ﬁ_l[ﬂ [J?ﬁ‘r groups. For example, among all
$Eﬂ?dﬁu*4 t"[’ﬂ :? [J[ B M HTE persons who were only entitted to
53 * £ {E lea}ff medical benefits provided by employers/
companies, 53 out of 1 000 persons were
in-patients.
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# 5.1g jRLE E'wﬁﬁ?ﬁan /E\J& (Bl B 2 e~ OBt !
Table5.1g In- pa[hents y whether iseases that required long-term follow-up
by doctors
7 F,_iE EIWEF P ,pJH‘{)f‘rJ o
W ether h diseases that required No. of persons Fioib= [ S
long-term follow-up by doctors ('000) % Rate*
O 210.0 50.9 163
Yes
12E 202.6 49.1 39
No
Sat 412.6 100.0 63
verall
S - @ ,gl%ﬁﬁfﬁ qJ}L riﬂ;’r { Z |ﬁFJ Notes: @ In this survey, persons who had been
f [T %f‘iﬁ” M e admitted into hospitals during the twelve
@@E 354 ”?TF'“ 5 5 a%ﬁ[“ Eﬂf,i v months  before  enumeration  were
=l fl included; while in previous rounds of

fii] PR

[—[}Z 1J¢F, T l#

rirl[*HlJ’”HlJ 5 LH"”"TJ’TUL@F )
ERLE %’: IWHFD@E/,[ J&gf i A
e i o T g

et -
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similar survey on hospitalization, persons
who had been admitted into hospitals
during the six months before enumeration
were included.

Rate per 1 000 persons in the respective
groups. For example, among all
persons who had diseases that required
long-term follow-up by doctors, 163 out
of 1 000 persons were in-patients.
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# 52 BRALSIAOE (S5ER ] B | e ) e
Table5.2 In1|‘o s- aged 15 an er by self- percelved general health condition
s

ﬁg@ﬁiﬁwdgu iy*[ﬁ, No. of persons Fioib= [

f-perceived genera health condition ('000) % Rate*
iy 1.2 0.3 23
Excellent
[ 25.0 6.9 40
Very good
Jias 100.2 275 46
Good
- j 158.5 434 72
Fair
A 80.1 219 212
Poor

365.0 100.0 67

5vera||
Sy . @ IF‘ﬁfgﬂj =t Notes: @ In this survey, persons who had been

i Ellf 'iwt“f’ 1= IW

Lt 1 e
F{ E‘E Hi%lﬂ ﬁ;’r%ﬁ'ﬂ & i Gl
a“l‘ﬂl ﬁ{ IPf il

[ij‘fau"-{

L i e
E WE e [AY 4~ HNJ
“F?y[ EF fqm?;}@ JIY ")EF[][IEE

(= f‘?f'”ﬁ koo

A=
RIS
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admitted into hospitals during the twelve
months  before  enumeration  were
included; while in previous rounds of
similar survey on hospitalization, persons
who had been admitted into hospitals
during the six months before enumeration
were included.

Rate per 1 000 persons in the respective
groups. For example, among all
persons aged 15 and over who perceived
their genera health condition as
excellent, 23 out of 1000 persons were
in-patients.
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Z. 5.3a

¥ = j?
Table5.3a Emplo

e AR S I OB o

BrE!

in-patients® by monthly employment earnings and type of

hospital admitted during the twelve months before enumeration

FEARFR O EI T po R e e
Type of hospital admltted during t e twelve months before enumeration”
?WE m FIJ—tI
iRl KA BRIk
Hospitals under Private
Hospital Authority hospitals OE/eraII

3 o s S s
o) FI R s (H ) No. of No. of No. of
Monthly employment persons  fisib™ persons  F15jE* persons fisibe Dk

earnings (HK$) ('000) % ('000) % ('000) % Rate*
< 5,000 9.8 10.3 18 3.3 11.7 8.0 48
5,000 - 9,999 30.3 31.6 11.1 20.4 40.2 27.3 41
10,000 - 14,999 25.2 26.3 119 21.8 36.9 25.0 47
15,000 - 19,999 10.9 114 8.3 15.2 19.2 13.0 54
20,000 - 29,999 11.9 124 10.6 195 217 14.7 56
> 30,000 7.7 8.0 10.8 19.8 17.8 121 53
A 95.8  100.0 54.6  100.0 1475  100.0 48

verall” (65.0) (37.0)
=) E[ i s pli B 11,200 16,500 12,300

(Fh)
Median monthly employment

earnings (HK$)

Notes: In this survey, persons who had been

e @ g ngi B AR = J

ﬁ“[T’Xz [Jk

]
b Ui%'ﬂ FE
S e

£ F%J
%ﬁa‘lj ]: [ 13’5

B?EU”

lpj%g%ﬁﬁ“

ot it B[l = 7] ﬁ#iﬂ’““fﬂl BT g

o L g | ffrajf e

L[sr‘ ST A [Jﬂ’j:i’ M ERT BT
CHliE) 48 f B ¢

BT PuRr “EH &F”TE L= §RIE 5
%W]Iﬂﬂ fF1T e HMJ‘” ‘/’ﬁsi *
B rinﬁa’rrﬁ R ﬁf*' S F‘
i VR e E i?‘ﬁ% NI

F@gﬂ u;?l% j 2100 o
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admitted into hospitals during the twelve
months  before  enumeration  were
included; while in previous rounds of
similar survey on hospitalization, persons
who had been admitted into hospitals
during the six months before enumeration
were included.

Multiple answers were allowed.

Rate per 1 000 employed persons in the
respective monthly employment earnings
groups. For example, among all
employed persons with  monthly
employment earnings less than $5,000,
48 out of 1 000 persons were in-patients.

Figures in brackets represent the
percentages in respect of all employed
in-patients. These percentages do not
sum to 100 as an employed person might
have been admitted into both HA hospital
and private hospital during the twelve
months before enumeration.
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% 5.3b

1 5 LRI T poig =

| - B!

Table5.3b Employed in-patients™ by industry sector

s

&= &1l No. of persons Froib [ S
Industry sector ('000) % Rate*
§J St 4 19.3 13.1 48
Manufacturlng
g@ ot § 13.7 9.3 44
Constructlon

S AE R RL ~ BRA T $i 36.2 24.6 43
Whol%@lef retail and import / export tr

restaurants and hotels
fﬁﬁﬁ? . 1?[7;/ At 4 17.4 11.8 44
Transp rt, storage and communications
BN R T RIE 757 § 21.4 14.5 47
Financing, insurance, real estate and business services
whgh ~ T e [ N AR 38.0 25.7 61
Commum , social and personal services
i 14 0.9 44
Others
1475 100.0 48

5vera||
F%?% . @ Z‘E{ WA A S Notes: @ In this survey, persons who had been

il My if g '__+.
i %éuqﬁ%iﬁj %JFE&;L%

76
[F [ ?W FlJi%I[I
Bl f %W

TG ﬁ"l

E—L‘E@* T

E b AL INEN S BET!
i e %@¥W#¥*4t
5 CfliE) 48~ F B~
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admitted into hospitals during the twelve
months  before  enumeration were
included; while in previous rounds of
similar survey on hospitalization, persons
who had been admitted into hospitals
during the six months before enumeration
were included.

Rate per 1 000 employed persons in the
respective industry  sectors. For
example, among all employed personsin
the manufacturing sector, 48 out of 1 000
persons were in-patients.
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#53c WGP PR =B * Ot
Table5.3c Employed in-patients™ by ocCupation category
S HE

B No. of persons ~ Fi5ibH= g

Occupation category ('000) % Rate*

AR 5 ke &R 18.2 124 44

Managers and administrators

Pﬁi bggﬁ”ﬂjg 32.9 22.3 52

ofessionals and assou ate professionals

Ry 294 199 56

Clerks

%5 (B R 22.7 15.4 46

Service workers an shop sal esworkers

3}3‘1“?JE}% " H 155 105 42

Craft and related workers

&“‘“F | MBS AR (R O BETR 7.9 54 43

Plant and machine operators and assemblers

R T b 20.0 135 44

Elementary occupations

Rl 0.9 0.6 116

Others

St 1475 100.0 48

verall

Sty ©@ =T A Ay c|J}L ,iﬁ;’r =] Notes: @ In this survey, persons who had been

f NI %{; (N d e admitted into hospitals during the twelve
@@E[ i1 ”?TF'“ 5 5 a%ﬁ[“ E[;fﬁ,i Sk months  before  enumeration  were
S l[ﬁ ‘LJ[ﬁF, e [;;Eﬁj o fl included; while in previous rounds of

T RIS “”HPJ Sl =il *
FIEIE ® Be R R R e
E@lJ - *HVEJ44 FEREROR S e

(55 28 LR DRl E R >
et e i
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similar survey on hospitalization, persons
who had been admitted into hospitals
during the six months before enumeration
were included.

Rate per 1000 employed persons in the
respective occupation categories. For
example, among al managers and
administrators, 44 out of 1000 persons
were in-patients.

Some estimates are based on only a small
number of observations and thus should
be interpreted with caution.
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PN T B
Table54a A missons |nto hosp|tals during the twelve months before enumeration
by type of ward admitted and type of hospital admitted

* PR TR
Type of hospital admitted
@ﬂ?ﬁ m HJ
HORRRE el )
Hospitals under Private SaT
Hospital Authority hospitals verall
o s s s
E E‘JF?B%:T 6 JETH ] No. Fiok No. Froik= No. Fio5ks
Type of ward admitted ("000) % ('000) % ('000) %
e 0.2 ~ 35 35 3.7 0.7
First
= 40 0.9 19.7 19.8 23.7 4.3
Second
440.4 98.8 76.5 76.7 517.0 94.8
&eneral
I = 12 0.3 - - 12 0.2
Others*
FE 445.9 100.0 99.8 100.0 545.6 100.0
Total” (81.7) (18.3) (100.0)
F%t%” ox d [’%Eu?ﬁ% fj\%‘\"vfrj%ﬁﬁé’f’liﬁ>’§tﬁ[€ o Notes: * Others include semi-private ward and
intensive care unit.
~ ’p#* 0.05% - ~ Lessthan 0.05%.
# p nggﬂ B FFrEJ rinﬁﬁf J—{ = * Figures in brackets represent the
IP HIECARNES 3 %(HIF’?I’J‘EJEUJ percentages in respect of al admissions
into hospital during the twelve months
before enumeration.
B3 @?r PUELES DRl i FT?EI Some estimates are based on only a small
= T P number of observations and thus should be

interpreted with caution.
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. 5.4b H BRHAT W (= oy €A = PR 0 RS PO R
T b e

Table5.4b Admissions into hospitals during the twelve months before enumeration
by duration of stay in hospital and whether in-patients had operation
performed in operating theatre

R * 67 = g o
ad Jpefr £

Whether in-patients ation performed in operating theatre

| 12 T
Yes No verall

(SR 1 0) i F e
Duration of stay in hospital No. Fiorbs No. FioiE= No. Fioib=

(days) ('000) % ('000) % ('000) %
1 25.5 18.4 78.8 194 104.3 19.1
2 16.6 11.9 71.1 175 87.6 16.1
3 20.4 14.7 72.1 17.7 925 16.9
4 121 8.7 43.3 10.6 55.3 10.1
5 11.2 8.1 24.7 6.1 35.9 6.6
6 4.0 29 12.0 29 16.0 29
7-13 30.4 21.9 67.2 16.5 97.6 17.9
>14 18.6 134 37.8 9.3 56.4 10.3
AET 138.6 100.0 407.0 100.0 545.6 100.0
Totd
(= e SR F 5 Bl (RECE ) 4 3 3
Median duration

(complete days)
ﬁéf%%” : FI [k HARE | ;L;?[H[ﬂ qiﬁr@g{#f Note: ‘Duration of stay in hospital’ referred to

F@ﬁi‘aﬂﬁ&?&ﬂ i e the total duration of stay in al hospitalsin

the same episode.
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#*. 55
Tableb.5

B EBof ~ B fJf—I‘%é'“‘ = NS el i B
e T = E*J %F‘I‘%H‘Jl@rr =

Admissions into prlvate hospltals during the twelve months before
enumeration by amount of hospital charges paid by in-patients and
whether in-patients had operation performed in operating theatre

B~ 67 e g g0 i
Whether in-patients ad cfpefratlon performed in operating theatre

| 9% ab
- Yes No verall
= e J ML Y
1o 18 ) 4 4 H
Hospital charges paid by No. FioiE= No. Fioib= No. Fiorbs
in-patients® (HK$) ('000) % ('000) % ('000) %
=1l 39.0 96.5 54.6 92.0 93.6 93.8
Known
< 5,000 0.5 12 7.4 12.4 7.9 7.9
5,000 - 9,999 4.7 11.6 16.6 28.0 21.3 21.3
10,000 - 19,999 9.8 24.3 19.2 323 29.0 29.1
20,000 - 29,999 6.7 16.5 6.7 11.3 134 134
230,000 17.3 429 4.8 8.0 22.1 22.1
T HI 14 35 4.7 8.0 6.1 6.2
Unknown
AT 40.4 100.0 59.3 100.0 990.8 100.0
Total* (40.5) (59.5) (100.0)
= A E Pl B (HR ) 25,000 10,200 14,500
Median amount of hospital
charges’ (HK$)
ﬁ%t‘%” : @ iy ?Ff, FHE (e 1) Eﬁﬁ‘} fd = Eﬁﬂﬁ & Notes: @ Including the amount covered by medical
dei o insurance or subsidized by employer.
* AN Jgﬂ B E T AR il 11 = * Figures in brackets represent the
IE‘ ‘ PEE i?‘ﬁ?‘ﬁﬁﬁ@mlm[ﬁwﬂ percentages in respect of all admissions
into private hospitals during the twelve
months before enumeration.
# s B A (] BR[O e # Excluding admissions of which the
Bl o hospital charges were unknown.
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Table5.6

= BS'é‘ﬁ'“'JfO‘ 'IF@’( M@’ﬁ

Hospitalization

'll*é:iﬁﬂ ﬂ*j”f? B I_F%’é'*
JEJJEIJJ R b ﬂ%%ﬂﬁﬁfﬁi g{ = ] #&:

B354 Sl f—

Admissionsinto hospltals with hospital charges during thetwelve months

before enumeration by whether hospital charges were covered by medical

insurance or subsidized by employer / percentage of hospital charges

covered or subsidized and type of hospital admitted

b pVER R TR
Type of hospital admitted
P R RO PRI i —
;/*7@;"; 9 L il e B

/6% E/" [,/ /L ey f/? /7/'# Hospitals under Private E
Whether hosp| ¢ aI charges were covered Hospital Authority hospitals verall

by medical insurance or subsidized by s TREY TR

employer / percentage of hospital No. 173 B No.  Froib No. 173 5

charges covered or subsidized ('000) %* ('000) %* ('000) %*
L 29.3 8.1 70.6 70.7 99.9 21.5
Yes

< 50% 3.7 (12.5) 3.6 (5.0 7.2 (7.2)

50% - 99% 2.2 (7.6) 21.6 (30.6) 238 (239

100% 21.7 (74.2) 42.9 (60.8) 646  (64.7)

TEZE 17 (5.8) 25 (3.5) 4.2 4.2

Unknown
A 334.5 91.9 29.2 29.3 363.6 785

o
AT 363.8 100.0 99.8 100.0 463.5 100.0
Total
SRR ¥ I%FF I* Jp Nt @? TATE J%’ﬁ F&Jﬁ% (W e Note: * Figures in brackets represent the

b = FH R F%E"“ ERARNES 7 U
fl"[ﬁllﬁ[jj

percentages in respect of al admissions
with hospital charges covered by medical
insurance or subsidized by employer.
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6.1 FE | kﬂ@f WE
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T

Fgw 7 ditg
BT

R CP dtghpy t

6.2 #&%@ﬁ;{iﬁg pAEH > 1608 800 * (=
- MHEp 247 k) | ﬂﬂﬁﬁ (%
6.1a)

6.3 ?igf, 1608 800 * HI ) 69.7%% Bﬁﬁ‘* ]'[E{
p#m i ﬁﬁ@ Z ﬂfh 1 34%% B]% Pt ]ﬁ
FIR 7l (%L 6.1b)

LF R [E)

6.4 5% 1608800 ¢ F I T kg Ay
ot 340%?%%{ ?rﬁw J7™ 5 21.3%:
BT 2 TR PUERR 16.2%5F & 0
A=A M e TR datag o - A
b= Dol R R g > BRE Tt
[ITE) SOL * » rfop i P P TS g
PR [ RS o B RLT A S0 S A PHERAY -
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FEEE T M plEp 265 M) (i 6.1 %A 6.19)

6.5 5 1608800 *fl1 > 51.9%kL ¥ %k
48.1%EL P o & 14 E O r%ﬁfﬁg%@ pubs
gy T "HIEJ 258 & o i pIEAu SR e T

“HIE 236~ o (3 6.19)
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6.6 }%’?imﬁéf'ﬁ} JiFT > 5% 1608 800

M 48.9%E ﬂ,.—ZJH:@"%%F,;I*J M0 51.1%E%
ZErEE m:%?p&lﬂ s - 3 A S LSS
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FbE T BiZ 1) 463 o (3 6.10)
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6.1 All persons were asked whether they had
regular teeth check-up and their utilization of
dental services during the twelve months before
enumeration.

Personswho had regular teeth check-up

6.2 It was estimated that 1 608 800 persons
(247 per 1000 persons) had their teeth regularly
checked up. (Table6.1a)

6.3 Of those 1608 800 persons, 69.7% had
their teeth checked up once every six months to
less than a year; 24.9% once a year to less than
two years; and 3.4% more often than once every

six months. (Table 6.1b)
Age and sex
6.4 Of the 1 608 800 persons who had their

teeth regularly checked up, 34.0% were aged
below 15; 21.3% were aged 35-44 and 16.2%
were aged 25-34. The rate of persons having
their teeth regularly checked up was the highest
for children aged below 15, at 501 per 1000
persons, probably because a substantial proportion
of them were €ligible for the School Dental Care
Service. This was followed by persons aged
25-34 and persons aged 35-44 (both at 265 per
1000 persons). (Chart 6.1 and Table 6.1a)

6.5 51.9% of those 1 608 800 persons were
females and 48.1% were maes. The rate of
females having their teeth regularly checked up
was 258 per 1000 persons, as against 236 per
1000 males. (Table6.1q)

Economic activity status

6.6 Anaysed by economic activity status,
48.9% of those 1608800 persons were
economically active and 51.1% were
economically inactive. About 76.9% of the latter
were students who had the highest rate of having
their teeth regularly checked up, at 463 per 1 000
students. (Table6.1c)

Monthly household income

6.7 Of the 1 608 800 persons who had their
teeth regularly checked up, 28.4% were from
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households with a monthly household income of
$40,000 and over. The rate of persons having
their teeth regularly checked up increased with
their monthly household income, being 105 per
1000 persons for those with monthly household
income less than $5,000, and 450 per 1000
persons for those with monthly household income
of $40,000 and over. (Table 6.1d)

consultation
before

Persons who had dental
during the twelve months
enumer ation

6.8 Some 2 127 200 persons had their teeth
checked or treated during the twelve months
before enumeration (327 per 1000 persons).
(Table 6.2a)

Whether had regular teeth check-up

6.9 Of those 2127 200 persons, 1471 300
persons (69.2%) had their teeth regularly checked
up. The dental consultation rate for those who
had their teeth regularly checked up (915 per
1 000 persons) was much higher than the rate for
those who did not have their teeth regularly
checked up (134 per 1000 persons). (Table
6.2a)

Age and sex

6.10 Of those 2 127 200 persons, 26.7% were
aged below 15, 21.0% were aged 3544 and
16.0% were aged 25-34.  Children aged below 15
had the highest dental consultation rate of 520 per
1000 persons, followed by persons aged 25-34
(346 per 1000 persons) and persons aged 35-44
(345 per 1000 persons). (Chart 6.2 and Table
6.2b)

6.11 51.4% of those 2 127 200 persons were
females and 48.6% were males. Generally
speaking, females had higher dental consultation
rate than males. The overall dental consultation
rate for females was 339 per 1000 persons, as
against 316 per 1 000 males. (Table 6.2b)

Economic activity status
6.12 Some 51.7% of those 2 127 200 persons

were economically active. The remaining 48.3%
were economically inactive, with 31.7% being



Dental consultation

M W BLT7%ERER S > 9.6%E LRI F T
73’61%t bl ff A °‘:+}%m_j§ EF”P}

ﬁi TE T ESE[1E] 494 & o H RIS
IEI*J” (&7~ 827 *)- (% 620
EXNETRTARN 34
6.13 fj:j,;/2127 200 []lj—ﬁ’la‘{‘ﬂrj—{ ]ﬁF J
ETHE fi S Al 240% 15 ] R
Z$4000073»JJJ—FU[§*[0 T R Jk4
R 1aae it cr RN C R R B AR3 ] +f[ o fEE

By F| 7 ELPAS$5,000 EJ*4 By F?‘uxf IFIJF
FEE T AT 190 & o bR B = 2

E] R $40,000 ® 1) g b A pusy - kH'EJ
506 * - (3 6.2d)

#7 ﬁffz,ﬁj v
6.14 ?I?Y/ 2127200 * [[74\3#2[7J(829%)
ARG < L T E e

9.9%7 15 < iy ﬁﬂ%ﬂﬁbn%ﬁgy ; x,
NNl & A el e s o B R R E= 5

il iHEJ VIECREEEL 140 (K 6.2€)

y.

7 R A R

615 7 2127200 “fl1 > 28.0%] i ¢
= Fl‘/q{%wfﬁ”' ”TF]:EAﬁ FUERActE A 17.9%) VR i
W (R 5 16.5% » [FII 11 €] Ml FoRpHE g o
F‘@*E*H“ﬁ?%ﬂiﬁﬁlﬁﬁﬁ ;K 37.6% Py
Fr=Ey o [ e FK“H]HBJF“?’*IME" R
H?‘uxfpﬂﬁ“}ﬁfé » ELE T R p[1Ep B14 8 e
(3 6.2f)

O B 3F1F[‘J[?3FJ

13{;%5&@‘[ MR EE 2127200 H R
Filfb R - 5& s
SR PN

6.16
37
g - IE'EJ[JFx'm
i -

-105-

students, 9.6% home-makers and 6.1% retired
persons. The dental consultation rate was the
highest for students, at 494 per 1000 students,
followed by economically active persons (327 per
1000 persons). (Table6.2c)

Monthly household income

6.13 Of the 2 127 200 persons who had dental
consultation during the twelve months before
enumeration, 24.1% were from households with a
monthly household income of $40,000 and over.
The dental consultation rate of persons increased
with their monthly household income. The
dental consultation rate was 190 per 1 000 persons
for those with monthly household income less
than $5,000, and it increased to 506 per 1000
persons for those with monthly household income
of $40,000 and over. (Table 6.2d)

Number of dental consultations

6.14 The mgjority (82.9%) of those 2 127 200
persons had made one dental consultation during
the twelve months before enumeration, while
9.9% had two and 7.2% had three and more. The
average number of dental consultations during the
twelve months before enumeration was 1.4.
(Table 6.2e)

Whether had medical benefits and medical
insurance

6.15 Among those 2 127 200 persons, 28.0%
were only entitled to medical benefits provided by
employers / companies; 17.9%, only covered by
medical insurance; 16.5%, entitled to medical
benefits provided by employers / companies and
covered by medical insurance concurrently; and
37.6%, neither of them. Persons who had both
kinds of medical protection had the highest dental
consultation rate, a 514 per 1000 persons.
(Table 6.2f)

Thelast dental consultation

6.16 Information on the last dentd
consultation made by those 2 127 200 persons was
also collected in the survey. This referred to the
last dental consultation made during the twelve
months before enumeration.
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Government dental clinics referred to clinics
under the Department of Heath and the Hospital
Authority while other dental clinics included
Prince Philip Dental Hospital and dental clinics of
charitable organizations or tertiary ingtitutions.
(Chart 6.3 and Table 6.2g)

6.18 Further analysed by economic activity
status, the majority (75.5%) of students had their
last dental consultation made in Government
dental clinics, in particular the Student Dental
Clinics under the Department of Health. For
economically active persons, 79.0% had their last
consultation made in private dental clinics.
(Table 6.29)

Major type of dental treatment received

6.19 Of al the last consultations made by the
2127 200 persons who had dental consultation
during the twelve months before enumeration,
67.1% were for “teeth check-up”; 63.4% for
“scaling and polishing”; 21.8% for “filling” and
11.0% for “extraction of teeth”. (Table 6.2h)

6.20 Further analysed by age group, a large
proportion (90.4%) of children aged below 15 had
“teeth check-up” in their last dental consultation.
“Scaling and polishing” was relatively more
common for persons aged 25-34 (76.1% of the last
consultation) and those aged 35-44 (73.8%). For
older persons aged 65 and over, the common types
of dental treatment were “teeth check-up” (34.8%)
and “prosthesis treatment” (29.5%). (Table 6.2h)

Whether consultation fee was covered by

medical insurance or subsidized by
employer
6.21 Of the 1350900 Ilast denta

consultations made in non-government dental
clinics, some 3.2% had the consultation fee fully
or partly covered by medical insurance or
subsidized by employer. (Table 6.33)
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Net consultation fee

6.22 “Net consultation fee” referred to the net
payment in respect of the last dental consultation
made in a non-government dental clinic after
deducting the amount reimbursed by employer
and / or insurance company. Of the 1350900
last dental consultations made in non-government
dental clinics, 31.8% were with a consultation fee
ranging between $200 and $399. Excluding
consultations of which the fee was settled by
annual lump sum or unknown, the median net
consultation fee per dental consultation made in
non-government dental clinics was $300. (Table
6.3b)
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6.1 EHIT PR T TS Wk g - o pubeak
hart 6.1 Rate of personswho had their teeth regularly checked up by age

P (T )
Rate (per 1 000 persons)

600
501
500 |
400 |
300 265 265
201
200 F 167
132
100 } .
O 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
<15 15- 24 25- 34 35- 44 45 - 54 55 - 64 > 65
F gt W)
Age group
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|62 ﬁ#ﬁﬂjj Fl\][i;ﬂ:—‘l‘ﬁj—{ — '[—“: _Tg»ér‘ﬁ? IFI\J k_{ *FI\J[_._}
hart 6.2 Rate of persons who "had dental onsultatlon dbrlng the twelve months
before enumeration* by age

k(1)
Rate (per 1 000 persons)

600 r
520
500 F
400 F
346 345
309
300 F 258
243
200 161
100
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
<15 15-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 > 65
F g Wl
Age group
FRRi A (e Po s e :Tﬁ“ Gl ¢1ﬁ~’rﬂlﬁ EIE! Note: * Persons who had denta consultation
! ZE R %333 FEJ S R % during the twelve months before
f;g e ;m ngf‘%ﬂ% TP FjH EJ u enumeration were included in this survey;
i f = | 7 j' he F while in the previous round of similar
«l “ﬁfgﬁ gl °'J {f =5 ‘ﬁﬁfF'J (i survey on dental consultation conducted in
ﬁF' R F[IE' Y 2001, persons who had dental consultation
during the six months before enumeration
were included.

- 109 -



BYF B ?E[I‘?ﬂﬂ Dental consultation

6.3 w1 “‘F} LR AR e e bl P e s A S
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Chart 6.3 ercentage d| rlbutlon of personst 0 had dental consultation during the

twelve months befor e enumer ation® by type of dental clinic attended for the
last dental consultation

Tt
Others’
3.4%

KA P EIZF
Private dental clinics

60.1%
B E[Z A
Government dental clinics*
36.5%
SRR @ PG R BT RE i = LT Notes: @ Persons who had denta consultation
f ﬁ:fég;\;p %Ei F,FML ;H e zi during the twelve months before
L7 e oo ' o B ez ;J o enumeration were included in this survey;
Iﬁu : ISRV R B j'l H while in the previous round of similar
s Wﬁ“fﬁﬁ HI ‘”? 'iﬁ“fF'J it F LT survey on dental consultation conducted in
ﬁg}% T % = F ]EIJ ° 2001, persons who had dental consultation
during the six months before enumeration
were included.
* NP R[E »??‘F’[f%];& %{b%gﬁgﬁ,wﬂy% * Government dental clinics referred to
YBR[ o dental clinics under the Department of

Health and the Hospital Authority.

L ) f[fr»;cpi;q;ﬁ%ﬁ BR[| BR Other denta clinics include Prince Philip

263E EHEES A 97 B[ Dental Hospital and dental clinics of
Tr FEF[ Pt Ba charitable  organizations or tertiary
institutions.
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% 6.1a 5 g PRI e SO B Wt v~ o Bt
Table6.la Personswho had the|r teeth regularly checked up by age and sex
12 EZ b
Male Female verall
" S e
No. of No. of No. of
F S persons Fi55E= ES&*  persons Ti5iET Pedk* persons Fiijbe [kt
Age group ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate*
<15 287.8 37.2 510 259.7 311 492 5475 340 501
15-24 62.2 8.0 139 80.3 9.6 199 1425 8.9 167
25-34 104.8 135 216 155.7 18.7 312 2605 16.2 265
35-44 157.7 204 248 1845 221 282 3422 213 265
45-54 102.5 13.2 201 97.8 11.7 201 2003 125 201
55-64 37.3 4.8 136 30.8 3.7 128 68.2 4.2 132
> 65 22.2 29 62 255 31 61 47.6 3.0 62
,ﬂf@ 7745 100.0 236 8344 100.0 258 1608.8 100.0 247
5vera||@ (48.1) (51.9) (100.0)
ﬁ%t%” D* (W A N A Notes: * Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
R J\}Epfﬁgj—{ SRRl H RRAYES: 'r age and sex sub-groups. For example,
B> &7 MplE; 510~ EEHE AR dE among all males aged below 15, 510 out of
1}%@ o 1000 persons had their teeth regularly
checked up.
@ ﬂj‘ p PR B T B J? | &P @ Figures in  brackets represent the
1@%3 pu A HIP’?]IJ-]EUF[ JyE=e percentages in respect of all persons who

had their teeth regularly checked up.
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2.01b U On S O EERRIL e O o g o B
Table6.1b Persons who had their teeth regularly checked up by time interval of
regular teeth check-up

S
LT rﬁ?ﬁﬁ@ gfjﬁlﬁgﬁﬁf i No. of persons Fiogb
Timeinterval of regular teeth check-up ('000) %
[RERSINNS 33.7 2.1
Two years and over
= 2 A 400.5 24.9
One year to less than two years
e E| = PRS- 1120.8 69.7
Six months to less than one year
DA | 53.9 34
L ess than six months
AFE 1608.8 100.0

Total
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%.6.1c FEVA IS 0 I O Kot - B
Table 6.1c Personsfwho had their teeth regularly c ecked up by economic activity

status
e
RPN EIE) o) No. of persons ~ Fis5iE= Peigex
Economic activity status ('000) % Rate*
CEH AR [;w 787.3 48.9 234
Economically active’
JEE NGB ;u 8215 51.1 261
Economically inactive
&Y 632.1 39.3 463
Sudents
A A 57.5 36 84
Retired persons
FEE 7 119.5 7.4 146
Home-makers
e 12.3 0.8 45
Others
1608.8 100.0 247
5veral|
ﬁ%:%” Dok rirHHlJ%iMf,gﬁ Epoi WP = A e Notes: * Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
'gﬂ Mo T @:Jiwﬁ‘??'?ﬁ = economic activity status groups.  For
R kH[EJ 234 A EJL,\FH% SVara example, among al economically active
1;‘@*[ persons, 234 out of 1 000 persons had their
teeth regularly checked up.
# (XFZ]i ffﬁ{,éﬁ ~ A EIJ? AT SRS # Economicaly active persons comprise
! employed persons and unemployed
persons.
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#. 6.1d W= E] T JRDTpVE L %A“F}r&i‘ﬁ% TS el

Table6.1d Persons who had their t eeth regularly ch ked up by monthly household
income

(= E7E E] 7 EL(H ) s g

Monthly household No. of persons  Fi175* [ae? S

income (HK$) ('000) % Rate*

< 5,000 56.1 35 105

5,000 - 9,999 141.2 8.8 155

10,000 - 14,999 208.7 13.0 193

15,000 - 19,999 168.5 10.5 196

20,000 - 24,999 191.2 11.9 244

25,000 - 29,999 148.0 9.2 274

30,000 - 39,999 234.7 14.6 326

> 40,000 456.2 284 450

S 4.2 0.3 72

Not applicable’

25 1608.8 100.0 247

verall

=i ] 7 ELHA @ 26,200

(#7)
Median monthly household income®
(HK$)

ﬁ%t‘;’%” =" f[ﬁa‘ﬁj[ﬁé* I;JFJ R |25~ plie Notes: * Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
[y S B PIAE e pra B % JLpAs monthly household income groups. For
fw]au* K []aJ SRR BT M p1E) 105 example, among al persons from

Jiﬁﬂﬁf“ﬂ i Jlfgﬁ households with monthly  household

jﬁ“ #L[Jﬁﬂrﬁa oA e
@ #@eﬁpp# IJE/‘[’?E oA .
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income less than $5,000, 105 out of 1 000
persons had their teeth regularly checked

up.
Not applicable for inmates of institutions.

Excluding those who were inmates of
institutions.
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#6.2a J ! j}@ﬁétﬁ’ﬂ%“‘ﬁ G 53 PO AR © WEIP ISP BB
Table6.2a Persons who had dental consultation during the twelve months before
enumeration® by whether had their teeth regularly checked up

"
T EE o No. of persons FIsTEs Fesger
ether had teeth regularly checked up ('000) % Rate*
L 1471.3 69.2 915
Yes
E]\] 655.9 30.8 134
2127.2 100.0 327
5vera||
ﬁ%t%” D @ \?r%@j EH}“ﬁTﬁﬁ%ﬂrﬁ (ERANH Notes: @ Persons who had denta consultation
ﬂ% s [,f»,if",ﬁf@ M T R T during the twelve months before
B FEEAUE JF%H% gy ,aj%i"‘,’[‘éﬂid 5] enumeration were included in this survey;
TR S IJ?E*[&%“ﬁaerﬁf ki T while in the previous round of similar
ﬁﬁ}%& Iz %mq’ﬁﬂ’v 4. survey on dental consultation conducted in
2001, persons who had dental consultation
during the six months before enumeration
were included.
* ,_JHWJ[J“ W ;H’ Hlﬂ’r[,ﬁu kgljro I * Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
et | EHE O i ,p MRV groups. For example, among all persons
] k Hl 915 * li1ﬁ~’r rﬁ fWEI T who had their teeth regularly checked up,
ﬁﬁ}%a 7 /,iF 915 out of 1000 persons had dental

consultation during the twelve months
before enumeration.
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#6.2b B g TEHIE] ) P sRE T REID %TJ% UT BBIGH0 - gt
Table6.2b Persons who had dental consultation during the twel e months before
enumeration® by age and sex
2 K2 b
Male Female verall
" " "
No. of No. of No. of

F S persons [isiES EEE* persons FiojE Bt persons Fiojbe PRk
Age group (000) % Rate* ('000) 9% Rate* (000) %  Rate*
<15 2996 29.0 531 2682 245 508 567.8 26.7 520
15-24 88.9 8.6 198 1182 10.8 292 207.1 9.7 243
25-34 146.2 141 301 1947 178 391 341.0 160 346
35-44 2108 204 332 2350 215 359 4458 210 345
45 - 54 156.3 151 306 1518 139 312 3081 145 309
55-64 73.6 71 267 59.5 54 247 133.1 6.3 258
> 65 58.4 5.7 164 65.9 6.0 159 124.3 58 161
& = 1033.8 100.0 316 1093.3 1000 339 21272 1000 327
g)verall# (48.6) (51.4) (100.0)
F%t%” N i W TR I Notes: @ Persons who had denta consultation

gj% U %5’4?’,‘[5@ R s Sy during twelve months  before

R FEERY Jr«fg}ggg P %;@,jﬂ'[ N, enumeration were included in this survey;

K TAFE SR P [ij,&%ﬁg il i W EIT while in the previous round of similar

BT AT %.{//f’,‘ N survey on dental consultation conducted in

{ fif

i [ AR P 2 e
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2001, persons who had dental consultation
during the six months before enumeration
were included.

Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
age and sex sub-groups. For example,
among all males aged below 15, 531 out of
1000 persons had dental consultation

during the twelve months before
enumeration.
Figures in brackets represent the

percentages in respect of al persons who
had dental consultation during the twelve
months before enumeration.
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Table6.2c Personsfwho had dental consultation duri g the twelve 'months before
enumeratlon by economic act|V|ty status
s
st fi GEIE) S No. of persons ~ Fis5iE= Peigex
Economic activity status ('000) % Rate*
(| iqwﬁ?ﬁf [;w 1098.9 517 327
Economically active’
ZEEH HIJ';'?%F, it 1028.3 48.3 327
Economically inactive
&4 674.4 317 494
Sudents
L7 129.5 6.1 189
Retired persons
FIZEF5E 204.1 9.6 249
Home-makers
H P 20.2 10 73
Others
2127.2 100.0 327
5veral|
ﬁ%:%” @ RS é%jﬁ EIJ}Lﬁ}%“ﬁ*’rH'H BRI Notes: @ Persons who had denta consultation
ﬂ}% g [Ez%",gf@ ! I‘fﬁ'}rr#* S during the twelve months before
Fo FRESRVE Fj%}% TR %?@iﬂ‘[@iﬁd fi+J enumeration were included in this survey;
F LR 3y F [J?Ej&f{&'i;;fﬁfji ot E T while in the previous round of similar
fﬁ%ﬁ T %W/iﬁp@ 4 survey on dental consultation conducted in
2001, persons who had dental consultation
during the six months before enumeration
were included.
* f[ﬁiﬁﬂqfﬁﬁf,gﬂ Sy, HIF’? Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
(RS~ B IERE qu—-th?”‘?\?il;l 4 % economic activity status groups.  For
s &+ [[ 327 ~ quﬁ'HrH'ﬁ (it example, among all economically active
EJPJQ}% ;/7 I?Cif, o persons, 327 out of 1000 persons had

dental consultation during the twelve
months before enumeration.

Economically active persons comprise
employed persons and unemployed
persons.
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Table6.2d Persons who had dental consultation during the twelve months before

enumeration® by monthly household income

S

EREES R B SN ¢C S No. of persons ~ Fi173F= [e® S

Monthly household income (HK$) ('000) % Rate*

< 5,000 101.6 4.8 190

5,000 - 9,999 207.2 9.7 227

10,000 - 14,999 299.0 141 276

15,000 - 19,999 240.3 11.3 279

20,000 - 24,999 271.0 12.7 346

25,000 - 29,999 198.7 9.3 368

30,000 - 39,999 290.6 13.7 403

> 40,000 512.2 24.1 506

2l 6.6 0.3 113

Not applicable’

SEt 2127.2 100.0 327

verall

(=75 F] 2RI B 23,900

() .
Median monthly household income
(HK$)

ﬁ:;t%% A 3@1 BT T INECRIN Notes: @ Persons who had dental consultation
ﬂ}% U %mi'jfffl M il e S during the twelve months before
me FESR E| Fjg}%g P % [@ﬁd 5] enumeration were included in this survey;
KRS A ME‘& AR while in the previous round of similar
ﬁﬁﬁf TR %miﬁﬁﬁ 4 survey on dental consultation conducted in

2001, persons who had dental consultation
during the six months before enumeration

were included.
* ri (B0 = *'I'JFJ FRGERIP A * Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
S e IJAE H» FIE E] 7 BUpie = monthly household income groups. For

fmgur*qgu*% L T A E[1E 190
. SRR = I yﬁﬁ?
fre

lﬁ}:l jj*/‘hlj]‘/‘l'g’i{ﬁ EJ
frigfi = &IEAF?E i

[ L_L
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example, among all persons with monthly
household income less than $5,000, 190
out of 1000 persons had dental
consultation during the twelve months
before enumeration.

Not applicable for inmates of institutions.

Excluding those who were inmates of
institutions.
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Table6.2e ersons who rﬁad dental consultation during the twelve months before
enumeration® by number of dental consultations during the twelve
months before enumeration

FEARFHI T BP0 BT ‘i
Number of dental consultations durlng the No. of persons FiorE=
twelve months before enumeration ('000) %

1 1763.7 82.9

2 210.3 9.9

>3 153.2 7.2

AT 2127.2 100.0

Total

BB B Pt O 14

Average number of dental consultations

ﬁ%t%” . @ IF“f‘EIﬁHr%f i q@*&%’ﬁﬁﬂj—[ RN Note: @ Persons who had denta consultation
Q}%’ U R il FF 4 I_Fﬁ_]r*ii”* o during the twelve months before
T FEARY EJFY,H%’ Nl = = I?j{i]}d IJ enumeration were included in this survey;
K5k “Jr%‘ﬁ Hl gﬂ?‘fﬁiqﬁﬁf while in the previous round of similar

survey on dental consultation conducted in
2001, persons who had dental consultation
during the six months before enumeration
were included.

(138 50 B
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?‘w 6.2f I i [

s ~‘£fr lﬁ
Persons who had d
enumeration®

Table 6.2f

AV‘F

%;%ﬁiﬁﬁh?

ZIHpY F
taJ consultat on during the twelve months before
by whether entitled to medical benefits provided by

@i—_—E‘ TERRE (P (LR ] 55 pY

employers/ companies and whether covered by medical insurance

ﬁfjﬁ* ] = F RS R i AR A
R (L
Whether entitled to medical benefits provided

S

by employers/ companies and whether No. of persons Frorks [
covered by medical insurance ('000) % Rate*
U ?J = ﬁ&&‘yﬁij P ot t@ 7| 596.4 28.0 473
Only entitled to medical benefits provided
by employers/ companies
SRR (i (2 379.8 17.9 368
Only covered by medical insurance
[f' Eﬂjﬁt £ F&ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁqﬂ R 1 351.6 16.5 514
R TR e i
Entitled to medica benefits provided by
employers/ companies and covered
by medical insurance concurrently
[ ’ﬁ 1<% | 799.4 37.6 226
Neither of the two
Sl 2127.2 100.0 327
verall
ﬁ:ﬁ% @ r=Fig éf%‘g CIEEEE Jigf rH (ERANR Notes: @ Persons who had dental consultation
fEE Qa5 %g’f, ﬁJ A . H = ﬁ during the twelve months before
R FEERUE J rgﬁg}}f ;‘fv’ i [Fjiﬁdﬂj enumeration were included in this survey;
g1 {1 Jrg‘ﬁ‘ E lfff,riqﬁ% j while in the previous round of similar
ﬁfﬁf}% T P VT2 F survey on dental consultation conducted in
2001, persons who had dental consultation
during the six months before enumeration
were included.
R (1Sl Eo A L A E Rl * Rate per 1000 persons in the respective
P [ I&i@kﬁf’?ﬂ[ﬂﬁ F‘@‘f?mf [J groups. For example, out of every 1 000
MR = ETPF”:%’ ’H[JEJ * ﬂ persons who were only entitled to medical
flio t1 473 li1ﬁ~’rrjrﬁ }%’ benefits provided by employers /
gy ,?Z?F’} companies, 473 had dental consultation
during the twelve months before
enumeration.
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Table6.2g Persons who had El'ental consult t|on durlng the twelve months before
enumeration® by economic activity status and type of dental clinic
attended for thelast dental consultation

e RV ]Eff’ﬁ\ AR ’?;?'FTH]J
Type of dental clinic attended for
the last dental consultation

RS o AP EZAT
Government dental Private dental H oy fre=t
clinics* clinics Others’ Total
ol o i o
No. of No. of No. of No. of
AERE S ) persons  Fis7F  persons Fis7ET persons FioiET persons FioiET
Economic activity status ('000) % ('000) % ('000) % ('000) %
(RGPt ,E*J 192.2 175 868.0 79.0 38.6 35 10989 1000
Economically active’
ZEEH miﬁif;\?ip;u 584.0 56.8 4111 40.0 331 32 10283 1000
Economically inactive
24 509.1 75.5 146.3 21.7 19.0 2.8 674.4 100.0
Sudents
PEY 7l 30.2 23.3 93.6 72.3 5.7 4.4 1295 100.0
Retired persons
PIEIF 5 39.0 19.1 158.4 77.6 6.6 33 204.1 100.0
Home-makers
N 5.7 28.0 12.8 63.1 18 8.8 20.2 100.0
Others
SRt 776.2 36.5 12791 60.1 71.8 34 21272 1000
verall
ik @ j=figkE El SRR AT Notes: @ Persons who had dental consultation
ﬂ}% g [a’//f”]ﬁf@ o D during the twelve months before
R FAEEAVE JF;‘%}?‘,& TR %5@ f"[‘lﬁiﬁdﬁlﬁ enumeration were included in this survey;
SR s | J}ﬁ&%ﬁ%ﬁrﬁ It =17 while in the previous round of similar
fﬁ%ﬁ T %a’dﬁflg 4 survey on dental consultation conducted in
2001, persons who had dental consultation
during the six months before enumeration
were included.
* N E RIS AR e R * Government dental clinics referred to
NNR f;lu/,[ dental clinics under the Department of
Health and the Hospital Authority.
" S IEER = Fﬁ[%ﬁ;‘ab%?,uﬁgﬁ?* " Including Prince Philip Dental Hospital
iR K] ad deta dlinics of chaitable
organizations or tertiary ingtitutions.
# @Qi@ﬁﬁﬁéﬁ A Eli?ﬁﬁij‘a#' RN 4 # Economically active persons comprise
A o employed persons and unemployed
persons.
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% 6.2h j&! RO
HH = T'F
Table6.2h ersons who ad dental co sultat|on durlng the twelve months before
enumeration® by major type of dental treatment received in the last dental

consultation and age

Fl/j IFI‘J A

e = e 53 YRS
BRI 02 F KPR B ik

[—/ ?:{\ ﬁ: %\ZEQHHH
ij [Eaj r»;ﬁmy iS5} Age group
FIF B[ % e
;?FIH]J# f it
| <15 15-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 > 65 Overadl
Major type of
dental treatment e e MR i ol ol . e
received in the No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of No. of
last dental persons  persons  persons Persons  persons  persons persons  persons
consultation” ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000) ('000)
B it 4 5135 125.0 228.2 293.9 165.9 57.0 432 1426.7
Teeth check-up (90.4%) (60.3%) (66.9%) (65.9%) (53.8%) (42.8%) (34.8%) (67.1%)
e 345.4 135.1 259.5 329.1 185.4 61.4 333 13491
Scaling and (60.8%) (65.2%) (76.1%) (73.8%) (60.2%) (46.2%) (26.8%) (63.4%)
polishing
’Eﬁlfv’ 97.3 44.2 74.8 102.5 84.2 36.3 25.1 464.4
illing (17.1%) (21.4%) (21.9%) (23.0%) (27.3%) (27.3%) (20.2%) (21.8%)
iz, 34.6 15.1 30.9 42.6 47.9 29.6 33.2 233.8
Extraction of teeth (6.1%) (7.3%) (9.1%) (9.6%) (155%) (22.2%) (26.7%) (11.0%)
5= Y54 14 35 50 9.4 27.0 20.5 36.6 1034
Prosthesis (0.3%) (1.7%) (1.5%) (2.1%) (8.8%) (15.4%) (29.5%) (4.9%)
treatment
7 AL 4.1 6.1 8.4 10.8 11.7 3.7 3.8 48.6
Root canal (0.7%) (2.9%) (2.5%) (2.4%) (3.8%) (2.8%) (3.1%) (2.3%)
treatment
? 8.6 9.0 19 0.8 - 0.5 0.6 214
rthodontic (1.5%) (4.3%) (0.5%) (0.2%) ) (0.4%) (0.5%) (1.0%)
treatment
St 567.8 207.1 341.0 445.8 308.1 133.1 1243 2127.2
verall
ﬁ%t‘?‘%“ . @ IPFIRREE S & 4 e Ak ﬁrj—{ ZlE] EJ Notes: @ Personswho had dental consultation during
CTHOR %ff/ﬁ R e the twelve months before enumeration
%~ FESRY %%EPSF L "\ﬁi Jpy were included in this survey; while in the
%]’I‘Jﬁ‘ﬁ? A EJ[JJ u?f} AR T previous round of similar survey on dental
DF’[ gor %afoif‘lﬁ’v 4 consultation conducted in 2001, persons
who had dental consultation during the six
months before enumeration were included.
FOpER CERR #  Multiple answers were allowed.
F5RT FOBe T e T ()= a1 [I[i] Figures in brackets represent the
Ff’-lr‘é AR T Pjﬁﬁ U %ﬁc percentages in respect of all persons who
F"[ FARpEIOTE . had dental consultation during the twelve
months before enumeration in the
respective age groups.
152 @#F VR DR Bl > (50 Some estimates are based on only a small
=3 lji f .J%%; number of observations and thus should be
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% 6.3a gf;j i et %@ Hisg ﬁun oSt = R
SIS A
Table6.3a Last dental consultatnlons ma'cTe |F non-gover nment dental clinics during
the twelve months before enumeration by whether consultation fee was
covered by medical insurance or subsidized by employer

242 R F R f e R 1

P
Whether consultation fee was covered i
by medical insurance or subsidized No. Frorks
by employer ('000) %
il 42.9 3.2
Yes
= PR W IR I 1 A 7.9 0.6

Fully covered by medical insurance
or subsidized by employer

/37%/ FIE% @/ﬁ//);?/?;jffl/—fr/&[/ 1/ gﬁfff 35.0 2.6
Partly covered by medical insurance
or subsidized by employer

El\l 1 085.4 80.4
== ET;F&_'}@ RS 184 14
Consultation fee settled by annual lump sum

THEI(EEL) 187.4 139
Not applicable (free of charge)

THEEPUREE 16.7 12
Did not know the amount of consultation fee

AT 1 3509 100.0
Total
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2. 6.3b

l
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g_.l*

&
FAFIFY-
L

Table 6.3b

AL ég'%ﬂnﬁdri;ﬁh‘*l‘ﬁ'r{ it £ PP po

B CIEFN P BB B

dentaJ consultations made in non-government dental clinics during

the twelve months before enumer ation by net consultation fee

o
7 & 5 (7 ) No. (AR
N onsultatlon fee* (HK$) ('000) %
0 195.3 14.5
1-99 444 3.3
100 - 199 95.8 7.1
200 - 299 190.5 14.1
300 - 399 239.4 17.7
400 - 499 101.8 75
500 - 599 118.7 8.8
600 - 999 96.6 7.1
1,000 - 1,999 1194 8.8
2,000 - 2,999 44.5 3.3
3,000 - 4,999 389 2.9
> 5,000 30.4 2.2
= F - Y 72 18.4 14
Consultation fee settled by annual lump sum
7\ ipfa 16.7 1.2
Unknown
AT 1350.9 100.0
Total

72 EANEE 10 BT ()
Median net consultation fee’ (HK$)

300

I AP R wi A Ltk L
fﬂﬂ'f‘?f’é} 78r’/{?{ (W e '\F ]EI J?F" lﬁ,f%alﬁ

A i flagsn] -

¢ i
& ﬁ%aﬂ J:"‘jﬂ S g

HTIH_‘L EZE ,{;[‘/_T HIFZ
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. * Referred to the net payment made to a

non-government dental clinic  after
deducting the amount reimbursed by
employer and / or insurance company.

Excluding consultations of which the fee
was settled by annual lump sum or
unknown.
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Provision of medical benefits by employers/ companies and

coverage of medical insurance purchased by individuals
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I[ B

m@wu%@ﬁﬂJi, PYRAR M= 72
“2]%1‘%5%6“@] TETR W*“ﬁlﬁ SBEDS H A

PR RO e TRE AL
i ﬂW’%%ﬁﬂRéﬁﬁ[i$f

'jJ/HL}fD,VR”: SIS [ﬂl'—llgrﬁ T | E'}%}E
ﬁ?@%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ?@%MﬁﬂF%%W§%
wH) o

74 EEH I OBREEL
EHE o~ Hriflel® f}% KA ILEEJ_/LIﬂ/
B2 o 3, P [ ) 5 R
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71 Within each enumerated household, all
persons were asked a series of questions to
identify those entitted to medical benefits
provided by employers / companies in the private
sector or by the Government to their employees
and their dependants, classified by whether the
benefit provider was one's own current employer,
family member’ s current employer, one's previous
employer or family member’s previous employer.
Respondents entitled to such benefits were further
asked about the coverage of the benefits, i.e
whether consultation with Western medicine
practitioner (including general practitioner and
specialist), hospitdization, dental consultation,
consultation with herbalist / bone-setter /
acupuncturist and annual body check-up were
covered. Females aged 15 and over were further
asked whether they were entitled to the medical
benefit of maternity. In addition, al persons
were asked whether they were covered by medical
insurance purchased by individuals and if so, the
type of medical protection covered.

7.2 Similar information was also collected
from inmates of selected institutions concurrently.

Concepts and definitions

7.3 For the purpose of the survey, “medical
benefits provided by employers / companies’
referred to medica benefits provided to
employees, irrespective of whether they were
currently employed or retired, and their eligible
dependants by their employers / companies in the
private sector or by the Government in whatever
form. For instance, medical benefits may be in
the form of granting cash subsidies /
reimbursements, providing direct medical services
or providing medical benefits indirectly through
medical insurance scheme.

7.4 Regarding the definition of “employees
entitled to medical benefits’, the owner / employer
of a company who assumed a post in the company
and was also entitled to the medical benefits
provided to employees in his / her own company
would also be treated as “employees entitled to
medical benefits’.
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75 For an employee with more than one
job, his/ her main employment, i.e. the job which
he / she spent most of his/ her time at the time of
enumeration, would be referred to. His / her
other jobs were regarded as secondary
employment and were not covered in this survey.

7.6 Regarding “medical insurance”, it
referred to any package of medical insurance
policies purchased by individuals covering any
combinations of medical benefits (such as
consultation with Western medicine practitioner,
hospitalization, dental consultation, consultation
with herbalist / bone-setter / acupuncturist, annual
body check-up, maternity, Pap smear or
mammography) for general health care or a
specific disease, including those packaged in
combination with other types of insurance (such
aslife and accident insurance).

Overall analysis on entitlement of
employees to medical benefits provided by
employers / companies and coverage of

medical insurance  purchased by
individuals
77 At the time of enumeration, some

2974 600 persons or 45.7% of the population of
Hong Kong were entitled to medical benefits
provided by employers / companies or covered by
medical insurance purchased by individuals or had

both kinds of medical protection. (Chart 7.1 and
Table7.1)
7.8 Among those 2974600 persons,

1260300 (42.4%) were entitted to medica
benefits from employers / companies only,
1031000 (34.7%) were covered by medical
insurance only, and the remaining 683400
(23.0%) had both kinds of medical protection.
(Table 7.1)

Age and sex

7.9 Those 2 974 600 persons had a median
age of 35. Some 66.4% of them were aged
25-54. 52.3% were males and 47.7% were
females. Expressed as a percentage of the total
number of persons in the respective age groups,
the rate of persons having the aforesaid medical
protection ranged from 7.9% for persons aged 65
and over to 67.9% for those aged 25-34. (Chart
7.2 and Table 7.24)
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Type of medical
covered

protection entitled /

7.10 For those 2974 600 persons, the most
commonly cited type of medical protection which
they had was hospitalization (89.2%), followed by
consultation with Western medicine practitioner
(68.6%), denta consultation (31.5%) and
consultation with herbalist / bone-setter /
acupuncturist (14.9%). (Table7.2b)

Analysis on persons entitled to medical

benefits provided by employers /
companies
(@) Persons entitled to medical benefits

provided by employers/ companies
Age and sex

711 Of those 2974 600 persons, 1943700
persons were entitled to medical benefits provided
by employers / companies. Their age and sex
profiles were quite close to those of the 2 974 600
persons as a whole. The rate of persons entitled
to medical benefits from employers / companies
ranged from 5.5% for persons aged 65 and over to
51.1% for those aged 25-34. (Tables 7.2a and
7.39)

Type of medical benefits entitled

7.12 Among those 1 943 700 persons, nearly
all (97.4%) were entitled to the medical benefit of
consultation with Western medicine practitioner;
75.2%, hospitalization; and 45.2%, dental
consultation. (Table 7.3b)

Source of medical benefits entitled

7.13 Of dl 1943700 persons entitled to
medical benefits provided by employers /
companies, about 78.0% (or 1515800 persons)
had their medical benefits provided by employers/
companies in the private sector. Another 24.6%
(or 479000 persons) had their medical benefits
provided by the Government. Among the
1515800 persons entitled to medica benefits
from employers / companies in the private sector,
the majority (77.5%) were serving employees.
As for the 479 000 persons entitled to medical
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benefits from the Government, 57.8% were
dependants of civil servants (including serving /
retired civil servants), followed by serving civil
servants (39.9%) and retired civil servants (8.5%).
(Table 7.3c)

(b) Employees in the private sector entitled
to medical benefits provided by their
own employers/ companies

Age and sex

7.14 Among the 1 943 700 persons entitled to
medical benefits provided by employers /
companies, 1 174 200 persons were employees in
the private sector with medical benefits provided
by their own current employers / companies
(accounting for 60.4% of those 1943700
persons). Of those 1 174 200 employees, 55.1%
were males and 44.9% were females. Some
35.7% were aged 25-34, and 32.8% were aged
35-44. Their median age was 36. Males had a
higher median age (37) than females (34). The
overall rate of private sector employees entitled to
medical benefits from their own employers /
companies was 40.7%. The rate, however,
varied among employees in different age groups.
It was the highest for those aged 25-34, at 53.6%,
and the lowest for those aged 65 and over, at
10.6%. (Table7.4q)

Type of medical benefits entitled

7.15 Among those 1174200 private sector
employees, the great mgority (96.6%) were
entitted to consultation with Western medicine
practitioner, followed by hospitalization (65.1%),
dental consultation (25.8%) and consultation with
herbalist / bone-setter / acupuncturist (17.1%).
(Table 7.4b)

7.16 The rate of private sector employees
entitted to the benefit of consultation with
Western medicine practitioner ranged from 9.5%
for those aged 65 and over to 52.0% for those
aged 25-34. The corresponding rate in respect of
hospitalization ranged from 5.2% for those aged
65 and over to 35.5% for those aged 25-34, while
that in respect of dental consultation ranged from
1.6% for those aged 65 and over to 13.8% for
those aged 25-34. On the other hand, the overall
rates of private sector employees entitled to the
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benefits of consultation with herbalist /
bone-setter / acupuncturist, annual  body
check-up and maternity were lower, at 6.9%, 3.6%
and 2.3% respectively. (Table 7.4c)

Monthly employment earnings

7.17 The median monthly employment
earnings of those 1174200 private sector
employees entitled to medical benefits provided
by their own employers / companies was $14,400.
The rate of private sector employees entitled to
medical benefits provided by employers /
companies appeared to be higher for those with
higher monthly employment earnings, ranging
from 6.7% for employees having earnings less
than $5,000 to 65.1% for those having earnings of
$30,000 and over. (Table 7.4d)

Industry sector

7.18 Analysed by industry sector, 23.9% of
those 1174 200 employees were engaged in the
financing, insurance, rea estate and business
services sector; another 23.9%, the wholesale,
retail and import / export trades, restaurants and
hotels sector; and 17.2%, the community, social
and personal services sector. The rate of private
sector employees entitled to medical benefits
varied greatly among different industry sectors.
It was the highest for those in the financing,
insurance, real estate and business services sector
(66.7%), and the lowest for those in the
construction sector (21.2%). (Table 7.4¢€)

Occupation category

7.19 Anaysed by occupation category, the
greatest proportion of those 1 174 200 employees
were professionals and associate professionals
(29.3%), followed by clerks (23.9%) and
managers and administrators (13.7%). The rate
of private sector employees entitled to medical
benefits varied greatly among different occupation
categories. It was relatively higher for
professionals and associate professionals (62.9%)
and clerks (57.4%), and the lowest for plant and
machine operators and assemblers (23.0%).
(Table 7.4f)
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Analysis on persons covered by medical

insurance
Age and sex

7.20 Some 1 714 400 persons or 26.4% of the
population were covered by medical insurance
purchased by individuals. About 51.7% were
males and 48.3% were females. Their median
age was 34. The rate of persons covered by
medical insurance varied among different age
groups, ranging from 2.6% for persons aged 65
and over to 41.0% for those aged 25-34. (Table
7.53)

Type of medical protection covered

7.21 Among those 1714400 persons, the
great majority (98.3%) had the coverage of
hospitalization, followed by consultation with
Western medicine practitioner (15.4%) and
consultation with herbalist / bone-setter /
acupuncturist (11.4%). (Table7.5b)

7.22 The rate of persons having the coverage
of hospitalization ranged from 2.5% for those
aged 65 and over to 40.2% for those aged 25-34.
The overall rate in respect of consultation with
Western medicine practitioner was 4.1%, while
that in respect of consultation with herbalist /
bone-setter / acupuncturist was 3.0%. On the
other hand, the rates of persons having the
coverage of dental consultation, annua body
check-up or other types of medical protection
werevery smal. (Table 7.5¢)

Economic activity status

7.23 Of those 1 714 400 persons covered by
medical insurance, 68.7% were economically
active persons, 17.2% were students and 8.9%
were home-makers. The rate of persons covered
by medical insurance was the highest for
economically active persons, at 35.1%, and the
lowest for retired persons, at 5.0%. (Table 7.5d)
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Analysis on persons not entitled to medical
benefits provided by employers /
companies and not covered by medical
insurance

Age and sex

7.24 At the time of enumeration, some
3529 600 persons or 54.3% of the population
were not entitled to any medical benefits provided
by employers / companies and were not covered
by medical insurance. Their median age was 40.
They were generally older than those 2 974 600
persons with medical benefits provided by
employers / companies and / or covered by
medical insurance (the latter with a median age of

35). (Tables7.2aand 7.6a)
Economic activity status
7.25 Of those 3529 600 persons not entitled

to medical benefits and not covered by medical
insurance, 36.6% were economicaly active
persons, 27.1% were students, 17.1% were retired
persons and 16.6% were home-makers.
Economically inactive persons were less likely
than economically active persons to be entitled to
medical benefits or covered by medical insurance.
Among the economically inactive persons, retired
persons were least likely to have such entitlement
or coverage. (Table 7.6b)

Industry sector

7.26 Anaysed by industry sector, of all
employees in the private sector without medical
benefits provided by employers / companies and
not covered by medical insurance, the largest
proportion (34.5%) were engaged in the
wholesale, retail and import / export trades,
restaurants and hotels sector, followed by those in
the community, social and personal services sector
(15.8%) and the construction sector (15.4%).
Private sector employees in the construction sector
were least likely to be entitled to medical benefits
or covered by medical insurance, when compared
with those in other industry sectors. (Table 7.74d)

Occupation category
7.27 Analysed by occupation category, of all

employees in the private sector without medical
benefits provided by employers / companies and
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%uﬁ (=0 i 8~ F1(19.9%) A1 L E) not covered by medical insurance, 24.5% were
F%ﬁ{ ~Er (16 O%) %Jﬂ kST SEl[(Nry ) workers in elementary occupations, followed by
’Fl% '|[—~§I J[;ﬁr e ?&@&H;”Py@@ service workers and shop sales workers (19.9%)
IJMHB Ijé\f‘—aI pubsse @it (% 7 7b) and craft and related workers (16.0%). Workers

in elementary occupations were least likely to be
entitled to medical benefits or covered by medical
insurance, when compared with those in other
occupation categories. (Table 7.7b)
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Chart 7.1 Percentage dis“ibution of persons by whether entitled to medical benefits
provided by employers / companies and whether covered by medical
Insurance

IR 0 ) = g

F 1 Eﬁ@@tﬁ*ﬂﬁ%
e g 0

Entitled to medical benefits

provided by employers/
companies and covered by
medical insurance
concurrently
10.5%
b UGB e ol
Only covered by medical
insurance

15.9%

M e
Neither of the two
54.3%

PO E PR ﬁ%‘ﬁfﬁ’ﬁﬂfﬁ
Y A
Only entitled to medical
benefits provided by
employers/ companies
19.4%

-133-



= ﬁ&%ﬁ?ﬂfﬁ FREF R Provision of medical benefits by employers/ companies and
O fi B R IR (ol R O fE cover age of medical insurance purchased by individuals

[|E.1'7.2 j%_ir %i” If AU E) 2 ﬁ&){iﬁﬁ PR PR AR F( [R5 TR b e [
4 pvbEss
Chart 7.2 Rate of persons entitled to medical benefits provided by employers /
companiesand / or covered by medical insurance by age

Rate*
70 - 67.9
63.1
60
49.5 49.1
50 F
0 L 38,6 38.3
31.9
30 |
20
10 + 7.9
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
<5 5-14 15-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 > 65
= g )
Age group
Fz;t%” Dor T I I ]'IJT’?["féj FApYEI RS Note: * As a percentage of al persons in the
respective age groups.
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Table7.1 Persons by whether entitled to medical benefits provided by employers/
companies and whether covered by medical insurance

iﬁ‘ £ (e ﬁ%‘*’rﬁr’?ﬁlﬁﬁiﬁ‘%ﬁﬂ

VG [ [~ |
Whetheﬁ entitled to medical benefits provided M Frojb=
by employers/ companies and whether No. of persons As % of total
covered by medical insurance ('000) population
PO E) P ﬁ&fﬁ\‘ﬂﬁﬂ?ﬁqﬁ FER AR 1260.3 194

Only entltled to medical benefits provided
by employers/ companies

bR (i e ([ 1031.0 15.9
Only covered by medical insurance
Eﬂj FHE PR RS AR L PR R A 683.4 105
bj@?ré‘r i i i 51

Entitled to medical benefits provided by

employers/ companies and covered

by medical insurance concurrently
KERREL 3529.6 54.3
Neither of the two

S 6 504.3 100.0
Total
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* 7.2a %ﬁ%ﬁf@ﬂnw@EE*W%ﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
5 o v _ . . :
Table7.2a Persons entitled to medical benefits provided by employers / companies
and / or covered by medical insurance by age and sex
12 K2 et
Male Femae verall
g ol o
No. of No. of No. of
g el persons fisibs Eeds* persons FisiPe Pgk* persons pioibe PR
Age group ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate*
<5 70.7 45 50.7 62.3 44 482 133.0 45 49.5
5-14 164.3 106  38.7 153.8 109 386 318.1 10.7 38.6
15-24 166.6 107 37.2 159.6 11.3 395 326.1 110 38.3
25-34 324.6 209 66.8 343.3 242 68.9 668.0 225 67.9
35-44 4275 275 673 386.8 273 59.0 8143 274 63.1
45-54 267.8 172 524 222.1 157 457 489.8 165 49.1
55-64 100.7 65 36.6 64.0 45 26.6 164.7 55 31.9
> 65 34.7 2.2 9.8 25.8 18 6.2 60.6 20 7.9
s # 15569 1000 475 14178 100.0 439 29746 100.0 45.7
verall” (52.3) (47.7) (100.0)
G () 36 34 35
Median age (years)
I%%%” e IPHIFFMKII*H[J “_H ETEp Y Notes: * As a percentage of al persons in the
177 I'ARE 4 TiE —[ D“lmﬁu% respective age and sex sub-groups. For
’Eﬂ“’r iR , 66. 8% 1 | i [9@’%”’%&13‘ 8] example, among all males aged 25-34,
AR F o 1758 ’%[%ﬁaa @ (e 66.8% were entitled to medical benefits
provided by employers / companies and /
or covered by medical insurance.
AN e e O et * Figures in brackets represent the
#fi ﬁg[ﬁ s J%"@‘r@%“b/;é lyﬁfﬁigﬁfﬁi percentages in respect of al persons
Bﬂ A HIF’?”J‘EJF[;J'““ entitled to medical benefits provided by
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* 7. R E | PR (S
% 7.2b e gL lggﬁrggﬁ;lgfg

TERT

entitled / covered

P:’? FOTE] TR PR PR FORRAE A /R

Table7.2b Persons entitled to medical benefits provided by employers / companies
and / or covered by medical insurance by type of medical protection

B E | o (e K s
Type of medical protection entitled / No. of persons 173 B
covered” ('000) %
TR 2 654.4 89.2
Hospitalization
el 2041.0 68.6
Consultation with Western medicine
Practitioner
/ggfi/ﬁ 2 2005.2 67.4
General medical practitioner
AR 1450.4 48.8
ecialist
B B2 938.0 315
Dental consultation
PR P GRSt 5 1] f%%iﬁ, 443.9 14.9
Consultation with herbalist / bone-setter /
acupuncturist
| 2775 9.3
Maternity
B 2t 175.6 5.9
Annual body check-up
37 [[jg};[;%ﬁ ;ﬁ%@ 174 0.6
smear
?“Ea%a%imfg i 12.3 0.4
Mammography
St 2974.6
verall

AR SN SRR

Note: * Multiple answers were allowed.
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Table7.3a Personsentitled to medical benefits provided by employers/ companies by

age and sex
oL £ ot
Male Female verall
. . s
No. of No. of No. of

F persons fisibs EeE* persons FisiPt Pg* persons piojbt PR
Age group ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate*
<5 37.2 3.6 26.7 345 37 26.7 717 37 267
5-14 87.2 8.5 20.5 87.1 95 21.8 174.3 90 212
15-24 96.7 9.4 21.6 100.6  10.9 24.9 197.3 102 232
25-34 240.4 235 49.5 2622 285 52.6 502.5 259 511
35-44 293.0 28.6 46.1 2549 277 38.9 547.9 282 424
45-54 175.7 17.2 344 131.7 143 27.1 307.4 158 308
55- 64 66.9 6.5 24.3 33.0 3.6 13.7 99.9 51 194
> 65 27.2 2.7 7.6 15.6 17 37 42.7 2.2 55
&5 10243 100.0 313 919.4 100.0 285 19437 1000 299
5verall# (52.7) (47.3) (100.0)
i gangl 15 B () 36 33 3
Median age (years)
ﬁéf%%” DR T (I R TR R S APy Notes: * As a percentage of al persons in the

Fiog e PIRRE 2 A =2 = A PUBRpYp) respective age and sex sub-groups. For

”ii FLfy] > 49.5% 1 E | ﬁ?%ﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁ Ay example, among all males aged 25-34,

EEEF o 49.5% were entitled to medical benefits

provided by employers/ companies.
PO OB B e T R A * Figures in brackets represent the
TR PR AR - fl Iﬁ’?f’J—,ﬂUfl percentages in respect of all persons
I entitled to medica benefits provided by

employers/ companies.
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J 73 R PORREFIFHIALD Y FE2 R PR A

Table7.3b Persons entitled to medical benefits provided by employers/ companies by
type of medical benefits entitled

S

B E ot A No. of persons Frosb=
Type of medical benefits entitled” ('000) %
[l 1892.2 97.4
Consultation with Western medicine

practitioner

FrapIE 1890.2 97.2

General medical practitioner

VI 13254 68.2

ecialist
TR 14618 75.2
Hospitalization
B B2 877.8 45.2
Dental consultation
EE 266.0 13.7
Maternity
FlIE ¢ rﬂ BRI % B F 262.7 135

Consultatl on with herbalist / bone-setter /

acupuncturist
B E'J,lggjfg@ 131.2 6.7
Annual body check-up

£t 19437
verall
F%?% A = %Z‘TFAH( Note: * Multiple answerswere allowed.
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ﬁéﬁnj g A1 4 B b

Table 7.3c sons entitled to medical benefits provided by employers/ companies by
source of medical benefits entitled and relationship with the benefit

provider
g ORI A R A R g
Source of medical benefits entitled and relationship No. of persons FiopbE
with the benefit provider” ('000) %t
I EES A Y M R S TR R T 15158 78.0
From employers/ companies in the private sector
FIHBE 1174.2 (77.5)
Serving employees®
EEHEE ] 145 (1.0
Previous employees
FLBELNEER L% B 424.1 (28.0)

Dependants of serving employees/
previous employees

I L 479.0 24.6
From the Government
HB I TFET 191.0 (39.9)
Serving civil servants
B[ T 40.7 (8.5)
Retired civil servants
HL TN { /‘f/ TEFf 276.9 (57.8)

Dependants of serving civil servants/
retired civil servants

St 19437
verall
ﬁ:ﬁ%” D R f/,glr P Notes: * Multiple answers were allowed.
* R PO B T *EI* MW}U@% * Figures in brackets represent the
ﬁum@p e e ;&fﬁwﬁfwﬂ i percentages in respect of  all  persons
BEdE ki HIF’?ﬁ UFITE entitled to medical benefits provided by

employers / companies vide the respective
sources of medical benefits.

2 RlEER = @ Including owners / employers of their own
companies assuming a post in the
companies concerned.
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Table7.4a Employees in the private sector entitled to medical benefits provided by
their own employers/ companies by age and sex

bl K2 b
Male Female verall
e s i
No. of No. of No. of
= g |l persons Fis7E Eesk* persons FioiEe Pesk* o persons projbe PRk
Age group ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate*
15-24 55.0 85 323 60.2 114 412 115.2 98 364
25-34 203.5 314 487 2159 410 59.2 4194 357 53.6
35-44 219.3 339 412 166.3 315 456 385.6 328 43.0
45 - 54 122.7 190 305 70.3 133 298 193.0 164 302
55-64 42.8 66 276 13.8 26 26.0 56.6 48 272
> 65 3.7 06 114 0.6 0.1 75 4.3 04 106
Tk # 6471 1000 378 527.1 100.0 450 11742 1000 407
verall” (55.1) (44.9) (100.0)

RGN B () 37 34 36
Median age (years)
ﬁ%%ﬁ% Do Iiﬁfdﬂf‘ gz?“b [f':frjl 1537 FARE | 7S Notes: * As a percentage of all employees in the

?fﬁ i ﬁ JE B JF’-’F‘J ?, 1 T private sector in the respective age and sex

PRI ?f—im IHIIEF V5] > 32. 3%%&? | sub-groups.  For example, among all male

Flelfd=my f‘)ﬁi?ﬁﬁﬁrﬁw AR g F] employees in the private sector aged

L ARE e T E3aE "EJE[ i
%fa&ﬁfﬁrﬁ L PR S
f
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15-24, 32.3% were entitled to medical
benefits provided by their own employers/
companies.

Figures in brackets represent the
percentages in respect of all employees in
the private sector entitled to medica
benefits provided by their own employers/
companies.

Some estimates are based on only a small
number of observations and thus should be
interpreted with caution.
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Table7.4b Employees’in he private sector entitled to medical benefits provided by
their own employers/ companies by type of medical benefits entitled

%740 HE ¥ iﬁ@@mpﬁwuaunﬁ% JETe T2 A R VPR AR

s

| PR AR A No. of persons Frosb=
Type of medical benefits entitled” ('000) %
p"[%a&/i", 11345 96.6
Consultation with Western medicine

practitioner

FIEEIR 11322 96.4

General medical practitioner

EEIEE 642.2 54.7

ecialist

t R 764.7 65.1
Hospitalization
B B2 303.2 25.8
Dental consultation
FITER gj RS % R F 200.3 171
Consultatlon with herbalist / bone-setter /

acupuncturist
B ¥ ,yﬁgﬁ%ﬁ 102.8 8.8
Annual body check-up
&R 65.5 5.6
Maternity
ST 1174.2

verall
ﬁ:ﬁ%” DR 2T F{;;t o Note: * Multiple answers were allowed.
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74 HEENT 4 F&@mﬁwuaun O FIE | B BB AL
ARV BT
Table7.4c Employees in t prlvate sector entitled to medical benefits provided by
their own employers / companies by age and type of medical benefits
entitled
Fr e ﬁ J?&’iﬁmﬂ’r]ﬁ;ﬂ[ﬂ[
Type of medl cal benefits entitled”
I%u 2 I
Consultatlon W|tlfm Western T EEE B BZ
medicine practitioner Hospitalization Dental consuftation
" s "
No. of No. of No. of
F ) persons  FisjEe PR persons FisjEs Fook* persons 15 Es [+
Age group ('000) % Rate* (0000 %  Rate* (000) % Rate*
15-24 110.8 98 350 54.9 7.2 17.3 294 9.7 9.3
25-34 407.0 35.9 52.0 2776  36.3 355 1080 35.6 138
35-44 3734 329 416 2774 36.3 30.9 1104 364 12.3
45 - 54 185.3 16.3 29.0 122.1 16.0 19.1 44.8 14.8 7.0
55-64 54.1 4.8 26.0 30.6 4.0 14.7 10.0 3.3 4.8
> 65 3.9 0.3 9.5 2.1 0.3 5.2 0.7 0.2 16
SEt 11345 1000 393 764.7 100.0 26.5 303.2 100.0 10.5
verall
R () 36 36 35
Median age (years)
ﬁ:gt%: o %“‘EIF*;;{( o Notes: * Multiple answers were allowed.
* liﬁfrJ[J g 1| JHI[ﬁF’?‘E g )&%fffléiﬁ * As a percentage of all employees in the
EJ 175 I'JA Tz DA PRV private sector in the respective age groups.
ﬁ@ f‘ t‘ {7 9 3%15% Frolf@>m For example, among all employees in the
*ﬁ*ﬂf? HHYE B2t ﬁ‘m ]JJ private sector aged 15-24, 9.3% were

55 EhEF PR PRI -
T i

A= =1
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entitled to the medica benefit of denta
consultation provided by their

employers/ companies.

own

Some estimates are based on only a small
number of observations and thus should be
interpreted with caution.

(F8)
(To be cont’d)
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Table7.4c Employees in t prlvate sector entitled to medical benefits provided by
(Cont’d) their own employers / companies by age and type of medical benefits
entitled
B E | PR AEF R ()
Type of medlcal benefits entitled” (Cont’ d)
FHER Frj F g
515 gt o
Consultation with
herbalist / bone-setter / L) F ) Mfsﬁ] &R
acupuncturist Annual body check-up Maternity
ol o o
No. of No. of No. of
= gl persons  [isiE FEs* persons pioile P persons fisy L FEo*
Age group ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate* ('000) %  Rate*
15-24 185 9.2 5.8 1.7 7.5 2.4 55 8.4 1.7
25-34 78.8 393 101 302 294 39 217 332 2.8
35-44 70.8 354 7.9 423 411 4.7 251 384 2.8
45-54 25.0 125 39 182 177 2.8 100 152 1.6
55-64 6.6 3.3 32 4.0 39 19 29 44 14
> 65 0.7 0.3 16 04 0.4 11 0.2 0.3 0.5
St 200.3  100.0 6.9 102.8 100.0 3.6 65.5 100.0 2.3
verall
F g 1 B (R) 35 38 36
Median age (years)
ﬁéf%% FOE %ﬁﬁi;k Notes: * Multiple answers were allowed.
* Tk (R W R E %, £ &s}e)fﬁ[% * As a percentage of al employees in the
V157 B e TJRTE | T * ~ A Pk private sector in the respective age groups.
E?)é%f éﬁ F’r R 93%;%1? Frel E g& For example, among all employees in the
Bt ’Jﬁﬁﬂ kg arari i IJJ private sector aged 15-24, 9.3% were
entitled to the medical benefit of dental
consultation provided by their own
employers/ companies.
b2 ig“f U DRV EIERTE F”,’sr’:EJ Some estimates are based on only a small
=S P number of observations and thus should be

interpreted with caution.
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% 7.4d

L R

ST P E F e R ﬁ&,ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ:ﬂ [ PR R FEV R B AS

@EF 1R !
Table7.4d ployees in the private sector entitled to medical benefits provided by
their own employers/ companies by monthly employment ear nings

gl
BRI () No. of persons Froobs Fegex
Monthly employment earnings (HK$) ('000) % Rate*
< 5,000 16.3 14 6.7
5,000 - 9,999 260.7 22.2 27.0
10,000 - 14,999 342.2 29.1 45.2
15,000 - 19,999 187.5 16.0 58.0
20,000 - 29,999 183.4 15.6 59.1
> 30,000 184.1 15.7 65.1
Sl 1174.2 100.0 40.7
verall
55 ek B (R ) 14 400
Median monthly employment earnings (HK$)
o ],[E'{I'HH;JF B“jti LIS” A W E 2R Note: * As a percentage of al employees in the

AL
= ¥

i H&uv
P $5,000 fUE. “ﬁ& § £ 7
67%ﬁ£ S Fy%fr; %{a # gu@@

(al
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private sector in the respective monthly
employment earnings groups. For
example, among all employees in the
private sector with monthly employment
earnings less than $5,000, 6.7% were
entitted to medical benefits provided by
their own employers/ companies.



(= PR TR B R @A fepl >

Provision of medical benefits by employers/ companies and
cover age of medical insurance purchased by individuals

i~ B R e (R o I

ATde EH I R B2 PR PR RS B
181
Table7.4e Employees in the private sector entitled to medical benefits provided by
their own employers/ companies by industry sector
..
= 3 | No. of persons Fioib= et
Industry sector ('000) % Rate*
QJ SE & 163.8 139 40.6
Manufacturlng
ﬁ ok & 66.3 5.6 21.2
Constructlon
CAEM R BL ~ BRA MK 280.3 239 33.1
Wholasaler retail and import / export trades,
restaurants and hotels
ﬁ?ﬁ? Jg[ SIS ¢ 169.0 144 43.9
Transert storage and communications
B R B 280.9 23.9 66.7
Financing, insurance, real estate
and business services
GG TR FRE T ¢ 202.1 17.2 41.1
Community, social and personal services
{4 11.9 1.0 49.1
Others
Sat 1174.2 100.0 40.7
verall
ﬁ%%%”: * T ) O [J[u ?J%, ?ﬁz&?fﬁ[% ] Note: * As a percentage of al private sector
JUF1o5E= o IJATE #Z]&”%‘quﬁi Y e employees in the respective industry
ﬁl%ﬁ LR 40 6%{1& ELFIC R A sectors.  For example, among all private
AR YR E A o sector employees in the manufacturing
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sector, 40.6% were entitled to medical
benefits provided by their own employers/
companies.
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Table 7.4f mployees in the private sector entitled to medical benefits provided by
their own employers/ companies by occupation category

gl
AW No. of persons Fioib= e
Occupation category ('000) % Rate*
Rl R i e F‘[I 160.6 13.7 39.0
Managers and administrators
Pﬁi bﬂ,?{”jjg 344.5 29.3 62.9
ofessionalsand assou ate professionals
B4 F}I 281.2 239 574
Clerks
%ﬁjﬁ I‘Pblapg iﬁﬁjé k E 138.6 11.8 30.8
Service workers and shop salesworkers
_ %&E?J%% k F 93.8 8.0 26.2
Craft and related workers
BT BRI (R A 42.2 3.6 23.0
Plant and machine operators and assemblers
JER T 4 112.6 9.6 25.8
Elementary occupations
NANES 0.6 ~ 7.4
Others
SEt 1174.2 100.0 40.7
verall
ﬁ%t‘%” T ]4H[J§‘§9§}K ffJUH'IfF"? Eif 2 [éﬁﬁ Notes: * As a percentage of al private sector
E YEIogEs e IRTE) 2 J/t ﬂy employees in the respective occupation
fHE. E?i&wff % F t"' 39 O%fjx Elfie categories.  For example, among dll
]E” */1%&# r%ﬁi[ﬁ pi J@"@‘rﬁﬂj employees working as managers and
administrators in the private sector, 39.0%
were entitled to medical benefits provided
by their own employers/ companies.
~ ¥ 0.05% - ~ Lessthan 0.05%.
153 ;Jr FURLEE PRPVEIE AT g,’sv’;g Some estimates are based on only a small
R o number of observations and thus should be

interpreted with caution.
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Table7.5a Persons covered by medical insurance by age and sex

i E2 ot
Male Femae verall
s e o
No. of No. of No. of
e el persons fisibs PeE* persons FisiP g% persons pioibt PR
Age group ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate*
<5 415 4.7 29.7 374 45 289 78.9 4.6 29.4
5-14 97.3 11.0 22.9 89.8 108 225 187.1 10.9 22.7
15-24 101.5 114 22.6 90.5 109 224 1919 112 225
25-34 195.7 22.1 40.3 207.6 251 417 403.3 235 41.0
35-44 250.8 28.3 39.5 226.2 273 345 4770 278 37.0
45-54 144.8 16.3 284 127.9 154  26.3 27277 159 27.3
55-64 45.8 5.2 16.7 375 4.5 15.6 834 4.9 16.2
> 65 8.9 1.0 25 11.2 14 2.7 20.1 12 2.6
SR # 886.3 100.0 27.1 8280 1000 257 17144 100.0 26.4
verall” (51.7) (48.3) (100.0)
F g () 35 34 34
Median age (years)

ﬁéf%%” DT |[afﬁj[J¢FM7vaEﬁJ[J7"’ [1ffErE ~ - pY Notes: * As a percentage of al persons in the
Fi177 Ve o)) ‘ﬁ F/H HWJ respective age and sex sub-groups. For
29. 7%%?@*[&&@& [ example, among all males aged below 5,
29.7% were covered by medical insurance.
PR OB B e R i * Figures in brackets represent the
hEk ! Hlf’ﬂﬁlig 153 percentages in respect of al persons

covered by medical insurance.
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Table7.5b Persons covered by medical insurance by type of medical protection

cover ed
"

B E ol i e 2 No. of persons Fioibs
Type of medical protection covered” ('000) %
TR 16855 98.3
Hospitalization
[l a2 264.4 15.4
Consultation with Western medicine

Practitioner

AR 205.1 12.0

General medical practitioner

R 188.8 11.0

ecialist

PR 1 B pL g St % FLRa2Ar 195.9 114
Consultation with herbalist / bone-setter /

acupuncturist
B B 74.0 4.3
Dental consultation
) EJ/?E}&% , 48.9 29
Annual body check-up
;£ VERHRA ?hﬁg} 17.4 1.0

Ssmear

& E| 15.2 0.9
Maternity
TSR 12.3 0.7
Mammaography
Sat 17144

verall
ﬁ%t%” D P ol %ﬂﬁ:;t o Note: * Multiple answerswere allowed.
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Table7.5¢c Persons covered by medical insurance by age and type of medical
protection cover ed
el O R AT
Type of medical protection cover
FIE 1 5]
%‘ S H [@u /?FI
[l a2 Consultation with
RNEY =5 Consultatlon WIﬂE Western herbalist / bone-setter /
Hospitalization medicine practitioner acupuncturist
o g ol
No. of No. of No. of
oy el persons Fisi* Peg* persons FisiPS IS persons Fisibe PRk
Age group ('000) % Rate* ('000) %  Rate* ('000) % Rate*
<5 78.5 4.7 29.2 13.6 5.2 51 8.2 4.2 3.0
5-14 184.5 10.9 224 25.8 9.7 31 21.2 10.8 2.6
15-24 187.7 111 22.0 30.8 11.7 3.6 25.0 12.7 2.9
25-34 395.8 235 402 719 27.2 7.3 47.8 244 49
35-44 470.2 27.9 36.4 73.8 27.9 5.7 55.7 284 4.3
45-54 267.5 15.9 26.8 36.6 13.9 3.7 31.0 15.8 31
55-64 81.9 49 15.9 94 35 18 55 2.8 11
> 65 194 12 25 24 0.9 0.3 1.6 0.8 0.2
Sat 16855 100.0 259 264.4 100.0 4.1 1959 100.0 3.0
verall
G| 1 e (%) 34 33 34
Median age (years)
F%t%” :# pg%%fﬁﬁ:ﬁ Notes: * Multiple answers were allowed.
* Ii I[*HIJEp g {ITFI A e~ puE s * As a percentage of al persons in the
I'JAe JfrFy&'J 2 L] 29.2% respective age groups. For example,
t‘r ﬁ; B[ R P (I AT A among al persons aged below 5, 29.2%

4 o were covered by medical protection with
respect to hospitalization.

(8
(To be cont’d)
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Table7.5¢ Persons cover by medical insurance by age and type of medical
(Cont’d) protection cover ed
B E | R (U KT GEY)
Type of medlcal protection covered” (Cont d)
BB 5 YR 1 4@
Dental consuftation Annual body check-up Others®
S S g
No. of No. of No. of
= g ] persons Fi1sjEs Foof* persons FisiE= Pg* persons Fisjbe PR
Age group (000) %  Rate* ('000) %  Rate* (000) %  Rate*
<5 3.6 49 13 1.0 20 04 - - -
5-14 85 115 10 24 4.9 0.3 - - -
15-24 7.3 9.9 0.9 51 10.4 0.6 29 114 0.3
25-34 176 239 18 18.6 38.1 19 111 444 11
35-44 220 298 17 13.0 26.6 1.0 8.6 34.6 0.7
45-54 114 154 11 7.1 14.6 0.7 22 8.8 0.2
55-64 25 3.3 0.5 10 21 0.2 - - -
> 65 1.0 14 0.1 0.7 13 0.1 0.2 0.7 ~
S5t 74.0 100.0 11 48.9 100.0 0.8 25.0 100.0 04
verall
=+ g1k B (B3) 34 33 32
Median age (years)
r%?% D PR e F%t o Notes: * Multiple answers were allowed.
; @

@GR R SRR AR P Y
B i fi Y

* PHIJEF A i [I]s‘ T S A T
Pe PJERE Tl | M R ] 29.20%
?ﬁﬂ“E%%w?%ﬁbwaﬁ*

~ p¥*0.05% o

[7; [&f ﬂ GRS DRl s

Including maternity,
mammography.

Pap smear and

* As a percentage of al persons in the

respective age groups.

For example,

among all persons aged below 5, 29.2%
were covered by medical protection with
respect to hospitalization.

~ Lessthan 0.05%.

Some estimates are based on only a small
number of observations and thus should be
interpreted with caution.
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Table7.5d Personscovered by medical insurance by economic activity status
"
AP ) T No. of persons FIoyEs =gk
Economic activity status ('000) % Rate*
e 11781 68.7 35.1
Economically active’
JE@E}H}(’}@F’,@ 536.3 313 17.0
Economically inactive
FIEIF 151.9 8.9 185
Home-makers
2t A 34.4 2.0 5.0
Retired persons
s 295.1 17.2 21.6
Sudents
NN 54.8 3.2 19.9
Others
25 17144 100.0 26.4
verall
ﬁ%t%%” DT f[ﬁim[ﬁ;ﬁif;ﬂf@f}ﬁ,%TE’H[JH}fF'T-ﬁfr*EJ kA Notes: * As a percentage of all persons in the

FUFIg e ] ]
(7] > 35.1%EL I v - 4 -

P
L

SCREET S SRR

JEE Py 5
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respective economic activity status groups.
For example, among al economically
active persons, 35.1% were covered by
medical insurance.

Economically active persons comprise
employed persons and unemployed
persons.
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Table7.6a Persons not entitled to medical benefits provided by employers /

companies and not covered by medical insurance by age and sex

! + St
Male Female verall
s s s
No. of No. of No. of
Gy el persons fisjFs Ek*  persons Fioibe kY persons projbe Pk
Age group ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate* ('000) % Rate*
<5 68.7 40 493 67.0 3.7 51.8 135.8 3.8 50.5
5-14 260.5 15.2 613 245.1 135 61.4 505.7 14.3 61.4
15-24 2817 164 628 244 .4 135 60.5 526.1 14.9 61.7
25-34 161.4 94 332 155.1 8.6 31.1 316.4 9.0 321
35-44 2080 121 327 268.5 14.8 41.0 476.5 135 36.9
45 - 54 243.1 141 476 264.2 14.6 54.3 507.4 14.4 50.9
55-64 1745 101 634 176.9 9.8 73.4 351.3 10.0 68.1
> 65 3212 187 90.2 389.2 215 93.8 710.4 20.1 92.1
SR # 17192 1000 525 18104 100.0 56.1 3529.6 100.0 54.3
verall” (48.7) (51.3) (100.0)
=% Gilie ey 39 42 40
Median age (years)
F%t%” e IWJIF‘ mﬂv PR3 A pl e ~ o Notes: * As a percentage of al persons in the
7} o o =] l“lmpu% [ﬂ:tu respective age and sex sub-groups. For

1>32. 7%5} .EJI Al f[‘/?&‘xﬁé FReRL{H AT
ﬁwb%%?%$hﬁh°

B OREBRT Obr B T 4 ) R f&,ﬁ;&
f F’ﬁﬁ—lﬂ VRS AR F]| % %@fﬁf {1 [l i
,f - H[FE—I’J—EJF[NF
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example, among all males aged 35-44,
32.7% were not entitted to medical
benefits provided by employers /
companies and were not covered by
medical insurance.

Figures in brackets represent the
percentages in respect of al persons not
entitled to medical benefits provided by
employers / companies and not covered
by medical insurance.
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Table7.6b Persons not entitled to medical benefits provided by employers /
companies and not covered by medical insurance by economic activity
status
SE
?}@“ﬁﬁéﬁ, |22 No. of persons 15y [
Economic activity status ('000) % Rate*
| HTMF 1291.8 36.6 385
Economically active’
Z E@iﬁﬁiﬁ?ﬁpw 2237.8 63.4 711
Economically inactive
PIEIF5E 585.7 16.6 71.5
Home-makers
i A 601.9 17.1 87.9
Retired persons
24 866.3 24.5 63.4
Sudents
NN 183.9 52 66.6
Others
Sat 3529.6 100.0 54.3
verall
ﬁ%t%% DoF ,iﬁﬁju%:;v;wfjéﬁ Yo As W, FFr?J M Notes: * As a percentage of all persons in the

respective economic activity status groups.
For example, among al economically
active persons, 38.5% were not entitled to
medical benefits provided by employers /
companies and were not covered by
medical insurance.

Economically active persons comprise
employed persons and unemployed
persons.
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Table7.7a Employeesin the private sector not entitled to medical benefits provided
by employers / companies and not covered by medical insurance by

industry sector
s
e &1l No. of persons Fioib= [
Industry sector ('000) % Rate*
IPE ¢ 139.1 13.1 34.4
Manufacturing
HEH 163.8 154 52.4
Construction
9~ FE GEN R SR RURE 367.9 345 43.4
Wholesal€, retail and import / export trades,
restaurants and hotels
Efir > VR R 130.9 123 34.0
Transport, storage and communications
By ) T R T 85.7 8.1 20.4
Financing, insurance, real estate
and business services
WG~ e [l S R 168.2 15.8 38.3
Community, social and personal services
Epy 9.4 0.9 39.0
Others
SEt 1065.1 100.0 37.6
verall
ﬁ%t‘%” =S I & R [’:’Fr‘EJ . gfﬁ%iﬁ pgg Note: * As a percentage of all private sector
ElfJFlﬁ}[f““ o IJFTE é}@ilgi PR E T employees in the respective industry
& IEE LR > 34.4%F 1 E| (R ﬁ‘)?ﬁ%‘-}’éﬁﬁ’? sectors.  For example, among all private
L H PR R | A TG (W fa sector employees in the manufacturing

sector, 34.4% were not entitled to medical
benefits provided by employers /
companies and were not covered by
medical insurance.
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Table7.7b Employees in the private sector not entitled to medical benefits provided
by employers / companies and not covered by medical insurance by
occupation category
i
B W No. of persons Frosb= Peigex
Occupation category ('000) % Rate*
AR (SR Efl 122.4 11.5 29.8
Managers and administrators
ﬁ%ﬁ’ 2 HEIE G 97.4 9.1 18.8
ofessional s and associate professionals
J E[I 110.7 104 229
Clerks
’iﬁ%}: ]"EEF??JEWJF[ Eﬁ 211.5 19.9 475
Service workers and'shop sales workers
Z BT 170.9 16.0 47.9
Craft and related workers
fé%f}@fé%%%ﬁéfﬁgﬁwéf&@;ﬁ 85.0 8.0 46.6
Plant and machine operators and assemblers
El= S G-oali 260.8 245 60.8
Elementary occupations
£ 6.4 0.6 83.0
Others
SET 1065.1 100.0 37.6
verdl
£l Note: * As a percentage of al private sector

K

PR L T (PSS B R R e
o P ETE SRS R (R

B IR0 1] - 20.8% 4 11 € fid
S
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employees in the respective occupation
categories. For example, among all
employees working as managers and
administrators in the private sector, 29.8%
were not entitted to medical benefits
provided by employers / companies and
were not covered by medical insurance.
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Health status
@

8.1 In this survey, al institutional residents
were asked to evaluate their present health
condition. The survey results showed that 3.9%
of the 58 000 institutional residents considered
their general health condition as very good;
23.6%, good; 43.4%, fair; and 29.1%, poor.
Anaysed by sex, a larger proportion of females
(32.1%) than males (22.5%) considered their
general health condition aspoor.  (Table 8.14a)

Self-perceived general health condition

(b) Self-perceived health condition
compared with people of same age

as

8.2 Over half (52.1%) of the institutiona
residents thought that their present health
condition was more or less the same as people of
their age. Another 32.6% considered their health
condition worse or much worse than people of
their age while 15.3% said the opposite.
Anaysed by sex, a larger proportion of females
(35.1%) than males (26.7%) considered their
health condition worse or much worse than people
of their age. (Table 8.1b)

(c) Self-perceived health condition
compared with that twelve months ago

as

8.3 Nearly half (49.4%) of the institutional
residents thought that their present health
condition was more or less the same as that twelve
months ago. Another 40.2% considered their
health condition worse or much worse than that
twelve months ago while 10.3% said the opposite.
Analysed by sex, a larger proportion of females
(41.8%) than males (36.9%) considered their
health condition worse or much worse than that
twelve monthsago. (Table 8.1¢)

Institutional residents who had diseases
that required long-term follow-up by
doctors

(d)

8.4 Some 52 700 institutional residents (or
906 per 1000 ingtitutional residents) reported to
have diseases that required long-term follow-up
by doctors. (Table 8.2a)
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had diseases that required long-term follow-up by
doctors, 84.6% were aged 65 and over and another
9.6% were aged 35-64. Analysed by sex, 68.6%

were females and 31.4% were maes. (Table
8.29)
8.6 Younger institutional residents aged

below 35 had a higher rate of having diseases that
required long-term follow-up by doctors than
ingtitutional residents in other age groups. The
rate was 978 per 1 000 institutional residents for
those aged below 35. The rate for those aged
35-64 was 956 per 1000 institutional residents
and that for those aged 65 and over was 896 per
1 000 institutional residents. (Table 8.2a)

8.7 Analysed by sex, male institutional
residents had a dightly higher rate of having
diseases that required long-term follow-up by
doctors than females. The rate was 917 per
1 000 ingtitutional residents for males and 900 per
1000 institutional residents for females. (Table
8.29)

Type of diseases that required long-term
follow-up by doctors

8.8 Of those 52 700 institutional residents
who had diseases that required long-term
follow-up by doctors, 46.3% suffered from disease
of the heart or circulatory system (e.g. high blood
pressure); 35.1%, mental disorder (e.g. dementia,
schizophrenia and depression); 24.3%, disease of
the nervous system (eg. stroke, Parkinson's
disease and epilepsy); 21.7%, musculoskeeta
disecase (eqg. arthritis, rheumatism  and
osteoporosis); 21.0%, disease of the eye; and
19.2%, endocrine and metabolic disease (e.g.
thyroid disease, diabetes mellitus and high
cholesteral). (Table 8.2b)

Type of medicine regularly consumed

8.9 The majority (86.7%) of those 52 700
institutional residents who had diseases that
required long-term follow-up by doctors took only
Western medicine prescribed by doctors regularly
during the six months before enumeration. Some
13.2% did not take any medicine regularly.
(Table 8.2¢)
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days before enumeration

8.10 Some 22 900 institutional residents (or
393 per 1000 ingtitutional residents) reported to
have hedlth-related problems during the thirty
days before enumeration. (Table 8.3a)

Age/ sex

8.11 Of those 22900 ingtitutional residents
who had health-related problems during the thirty
days before enumeration, 83.1% were aged 65 and
over, 10.4% were aged 35-64 and 6.5% were aged
below 35. Analysed by sex, 68.8% were females
and 31.2% were males. (Table 8.3q)

8.12 Institutional residents aged below 35 had
the highest rate of having health-related problems
than ingtitutional residents of other ages, at 478
per 1 000 institutional residents. It was followed
by those aged 35-64 (447 per 1 000 ingtitutional
residents) and those aged 65 and over (382 per
1000 ingtitutional residents). (Table 8.3a)

8.13 Analysed by sex, the rate for males was
396 per 1000 institutional residents, as against
392 per 1000 ingtitutional residents for females.
(Table 8.3a)

Treatment of the health-related problem
during the thirty days before enumeration

8.14 The majority (92.4%) of those 22 900
ingtitutional residents who had health-related
problems during the thirty days Dbefore
enumeration consulted practitioners of Western
medicine for treatment of the health problems,
followed by taking rest (4.0%) and taking Western
medicine bought from pharmacy (2.8%). (Table
8.3b)

Doctor consultation
(@ Type of medical practitioners usually
consulted

8.15 All institutional residents were asked
whether they would usually consult Chinese
medicine practitioners (including herbalists,
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acupuncturists and bone-setters) or Western
medicine  practitioners when  they  had
health-related problems. The majority (98.8%)
indicated that they would usually consult Western
medicine practitioners, with Western medicine
practitioners in clinics under the Department of
Health / Hospital Authority accounting for 85.2%
while Western medicine practitioners in private
clinics (including out-patient departments of
private hospitals) and exempted clinics / clinics of
ingtitutions and  charitable  organizations
accounting for 13.6%. Some 1.2% of the
ingtitutional residents claimed that they would
usually consult Chinese medicine practitioners.
(Table 8.4a)

8.16 Anadysed by age group, elderly
institutional residents had a higher tendency to
consult Western medicine practitioners in clinics
under the Department of Heath / Hospita
Authority.  The percentage was 87.0% for
institutional residents aged 65 and over while the
corresponding figures for institutional residents
aged 35-64 and those aged below 35 were 79.6%
and 65.3% respectively. Analysed by sex, the
patterns for males and females were broadly
similar in thisrespect. (Tables 8.4aand 8.4b)

Institutional residents who had consulted
a doctor during the thirty days before
enumeration

(b)

8.17 When asked about whether they had
consulted a doctor during the thirty days before
enumeration, some 21 200 institutional residents
(or 364 per 1000 ingtitutional residents) gave an
affirmative answer. (Table 8.53)

Age/ sex

8.18 Of those 21 200 institutional residents,
83.9% were aged 65 and over, while 10.0% were
aged 35-64 and 6.1% were aged below 35.
Institutional residents aged below 35 had the
highest doctor consultation rate of 415 per 1 000
ingtitutional residents, followed by those aged
35-64, with a rate of 398 per 1000 institutional
residents. (Table 8.5a)

8.19 Analysed by sex, 68.2% of those 21 200
ingtitutional residents were females and 31.8%
were males. Maes had a higher doctor
consultation rate of 373 per 1000 institutional
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who had consulted a doctor during the thirty days
before enumeration, 73.9% had consulted doctor
once, 18.7% twice and 7.4% three times and more.
Their average number of consultations during the
thirty days before enumeration was 1.4. (Table
8.5h)

(c) Doctor consultations made during the
thirty days before enumeration

8.21 Information on each episode of doctor
consultation during the thirty days before
enumeration was also collected from those 21 200
ingtitutional residents. Their total number of
consultations during that period was 29 400.
(Table 8.6)

Type of medical practitioners consulted

8.22 Doctors in out-patient departments of
hospitals under the Hospital Authority represented
the most common type of medical practitioners
consulted. Some 43.7% of those 29400
consultations were attributed to them, followed by
private practitioners of Western medicine (32.3%)
and doctors in clinics under the Department of
Health (16.8%). (Table 8.6)

Net consultation fee

8.23 Excluding consultations of which the
fees were unknown, the median net consultation
fee per consultation made with a private medical
practitioner (covering expenses such as fees for
prescription, X-ray and laboratory test) was $50.
(Table 8.7)

Hospitalization
(@ Ingtitutional residents who had been
admitted into hospitals during the twelve
months before enumeration

8.24 It was estimated that some 21000
institutional residents (361 per 1 000 institutional
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residents) had been admitted into hospitals during
the twelve months before enumeration. (Table
8.89)

Age/ sex

8.25 Of those 21000 ingtitutional residents
who had been admitted into hospitals, 66.0% were
females and 34.0% were males. Regarding their
age distribution, 89.6% were aged 65 and over,
7.6% were aged 35-64 and 2.9% were aged below
35. (Table8.8a)

8.26 Older institutional residents had a higher
rate of hospitalization than institutional residents
in other age groups. The hospitalization rate for
those aged 65 and over was 378 per 1000
ingtitutional residents; those aged 35-64, 299 per
1 000 institutional residents; and those aged below
35, 193 per 1 000 institutional residents.  (Table
8.89)

8.27 Analysed by sex, the hospitalization rate
was 396 per 1000 ingtitutional residents for
males, as against 345 per 1000 ingtitutiona
residentsfor females. (Table 8.849)

Number of admissions

8.28 Some 60.0% of those 21000
ingtitutional residents had been admitted into
hospitals once; 24.7%, twice; 7.4%, thrice; and
7.9%, four times and more during the twelve
months before enumeration.  (Table 8.8b)

(b) Admissions during the twelve months
before enumeration

8.29 Information on each admission into
hospital during the twelve months before
enumeration was also collected from those 21 000
institutional residents. Their total number of
admissions during that period was 37 400.
(Table 8.9)

Type of hospital admitted / type of ward
admitted

8.30 Of those 37400 admissions, all were
related to hospitals under the Hospital Authority,
of which admissions into general class ward
accounted for avery large proportion (99.6%).
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were those in which the in-patients stayed less
than 4 days while 40.8%, a duration of stay of one
week and over. The overall median duration of
stay in hospital was 5 days. (Table 8.9)

Dental consultation

8.32 All institutional residents were asked
whether they had regular teeth check-up and their
utilization of dental services during the twelve
months before enumeration.

(@

Institutional residents who had regular
teeth check-up

8.33 It was estimated that 4 200 institutional
residents (72 per 1 000 institutional residents) had
their teeth regularly checked up. (Table 8.10)

Age/ sex

8.34 Of the 4 200 institutional residents who
had their teeth regularly checked up, 44.7% were
aged below 35; 42.6% were aged 35-64 and
12.7% were aged 65 and over. The rate of
ingtitutional residents having their teeth regularly
checked up was the highest for ingtitutional
residents aged below 35, a 600 per 1000
institutional residents. This was followed by
ingtitutional residents aged 35-64 (336 per 1 000
institutional residents) and those aged 65 and over

(11 per 1000 institutional residents). (Table
8.10)
8.35 52.2% of those 4200 institutional

residents were males and 47.8% were females.
The rate of maes having their teeth regularly
checked up was 121 per 1000 institutional
residents, as against 50 per 1000 ingtitutional
residents for females. (Table 8.10)

Institutional residents who had dental
consultation during the twelve months
before enumeration

(b)

8.36 Some 6600 ingtitutional residents had
their teeth checked or treated during the twelve
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35-64 and 24.1% were aged below 35.
Ingtitutional residents aged below 35 had the
highest dental consultation rate of 509 per 1 000
ingtitutional residents, followed by those aged
35-64 (377 per 1000 institutional residents) and
those aged 65 and over (60 per 1 000 institutional
residents). (Table8.11a)

8.38 55.1% of those 6600 institutiona
residents were females and 44.9% were males.
Generaly speaking, males had higher dental
consultation rate than femaes. The dental
consultation rate for males was 164 per 1000
ingtitutional residents, as against 90 per 1 000
ingtitutional residents for females. (Table 8.11a)

Whether had regular teeth check-up

8.39 For those 6600 institutional residents
who had dental consultation during the twelve
months before enumeration, 48.5% had their teeth
regularly checked up. The dental consultation
rate for those who had their teeth regularly
checked up (761 per 1 000 institutional residents)
was much higher than the rate for those who did
not have their teeth regularly checked up (63 per
1 000 institutional residents). (Table 8.11b)

Number of dental consultations

8.40 The majority (85.3%) of those 6 600
institutional residents had made one denta
consultation during the twelve months before
enumeration while the remaining 14.7% had two
consultations and more. The average number of
dental consultations during the twelve months
before enumeration was 1.4. (Table 8.11¢)

(c) Thelast dental consultation

8.41 Information on the last denta
consultation was also collected from those 6 600
ingtitutional residents. This referred to the last
dental consultation made during the twelve
months before enumeration.
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Another 34.8% were made in private dental clinics
and 24.7% in other types of dental clinics.
Government dental clinics referred to clinics
under the Department of Health and the Hospital
Authority while other dental clinics included
Prince Philip Dental Hospital and dental clinics of
charitable organizations or tertiary ingtitutions.
(Table 8.11d)

Major type of dental treatment received

8.43 Of al the last consultations made by
those 6 600 institutional residents who had dental
consultation during the twelve months before
enumeration, 52.8% were for “teeth check-up”;
34.3% for “scaling and polishing”; 24.9% for
“extraction of teeth”; and 15.6% for “prosthesis
treatment”. (Table 8.11¢)

Net consultation fee

8.44 “Net consultation fee” referred to the net
payment in the last dental consultation made in a
non-government dental clinic after deducting the
amount reimbursed by employer and / or
insurance company. Of the 3900 last dental
consultations made in non-government dental
clinics, 30.7% had a net consultation fee of
$1-$399. Excluding those consultations of
which the fees were unknown, the median net
consultation fee per dental consultation made in
non-government dental clinics was $130. (Table
8.12)
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with that twelve months ago) and sex
P4 K7 SaT

et o e a Male Femae erall
PR 2 E ] e s

AP IS FE [ ol o o
Self-perceived health No. of No. of No. of

condition as compared persons  Fisibe persons  FioiE* persons  FlsiE*

with that twelve months ago ('000) % ('000) % ('000) %
I 2 2 g 2.3 12.7 3.7 9.2 6.0 10.3
Much better / better
= j % 9.0 50.4 19.7 49.0 28.7 49.4
More or less the same

RS 5.8 324 14.3 35.8 20.2 34.7
Worse
HEY 0.8 4.5 24 6.0 3.2 55
Much worse
AT 17.9 100.0 40.1 100.0 58.0 100.0
Total
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% 8.2a 2 g TR IR 53 PO RNE | T S PR RO R B A & BT
Table8.2a Institutional resdentsw% had diseases tha req[ured IE)ng term follow-up
by doctors by age/ sex
"
F g W No. of persons Fioyks [
Age group / Sex ('000) % Rate*
F R |
Agegroup
<35 31 58 978
35-64 5.1 9.6 956
> 65 44.6 84.6 896
1351l
Sex
bl 16.6 314 917
Male
< 36.2 68.6 900
Female
SaT 52.7 100.0 906
verall
ﬁ%t‘?‘%“ DR W S TERIAT I ]ﬁ”ﬂ;‘a Note: * Rateper 1000 ingtitutional residentsin the
N I'”’Tlﬁ” e T } ﬂ 1T respective age / sex groups.  For example,
EIJF rf" AR B ’?E}#Ei out of every 1000 institutional residents
;ﬁ[ﬂ U it | 978 "FJEJ%JZ%IW A aged below 35, 978 had diseases that
7 ?ZE\N%J?J required long-term follow-up by doctors.
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% ; 7] mE —~ Frn/ F‘" _ZPL_{ [
# 8.2b Insm’ﬁiffﬂuau YR VJ?JEI 2 ES EATNEER IJF“ FS'é Bt

Table 8.2b |onal residents had diseases th uwed ong -term follow- up
by doctors by type of diseases

.. o
;fFIH[ No. of persons Firoib=
’[_El of diseases’ ('000) %
. R EOTEES 24.4 46.3
Disease of the heart or circulatory system
\,_%swyﬁ 18.5 35.1
Mental disorder
FHIRE 2 ’f‘fj 12.8 24.3
Disease of the nervous system
B ﬁ»“ﬁ“ A Jff 114 21.7
M uscul oskel etal disease
feb 11.1 21.0
Disease of the eye
[*]73 9% Frfifi p%jﬁdﬁ 10.1 19.2
Endocrine and metabolic disease
i f‘r 5.3 10.0
Lung disease
BET 4.0 75
Stomach and intestinal Disease
EUIE R 2.8 5.3
Disease of the ear / nose/ throat (ENT)
s 21 4.0
Skin )(E?sease
Jﬁﬁ’f‘r 19 3.6
Cancer
ik 'Vﬁﬁ%' '*il&”ﬁ 15 2.8
Disease of the blood
?‘Vﬁj 14 2.7
KJidney disease
B 1.0 1.9
Complications of previousinjury
Y 3.4 6.5
Other diseases
L\l =f 52.7
verall
ﬁ%‘%ﬁ D OpER e ’F&r;;t Note: * Multiple answerswere allowed.
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[Jh _43

Table8.2c }Tﬂstlttjtlond resdentswho had diseases that required long-term follow-up
by doctors by type of medicine regularly consumed during the six months
before enumeration

% 8.2c e sk St e é iﬁﬂ%“ FOB PO 73 PO RYE [Tl R IR
=i

o AREF ] ] R TP g S
Type of medicine regularly consumed during No. of persons Fiorks
the six months before enumeration ('000) %
J2E RV B 6.9 13.2
Did not consume any medicine regularly
AL T S 457 86.7
Western medicine only
R R VIRIEE IS TE SEgiiE S 0.1 0.1

Chinese medicine only / both Western and
Chinese medicine

W 52.7 100.0

Total

ﬁ%t%” : ; (55 ;ﬁ LS DR Note: Some estimates are based on only a small
[ [ R o number of observations and thus should be

interpreted with caution.
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2838 RIS IORRREHS | S T WREihes ¢ g
Table8.3a Institutional residents who had heaJ reI ated problem durlrfg theth|rty
days before enumer ation by age/ sex
"
s W] No. of persons FIoyk [
ge group / Sex ('000) % Rate*
=8 el
Age group
<35 15 6.5 478
35-64 2.4 10.4 447
> 65 19.0 83.1 382
£
Sex
bl 7.1 31.2 396
Made
< 15.7 68.8 392
Femae
SEt 229 100.0 393
verall
ﬁ%t‘%” = |[a']§j[J¢FM/IfEH[J frJ[J ",L‘[JE?F;%’ Note: * Rate per 1000 institutional residentsin the
9{ =N ]IFJ’nﬁu Lgr { ol respective age / sex groups. For example,
R £ ';J~ ’?EPF”W out of every 1000 ingtitutiona residents
%@[ fitJ kj [t Ei 478 * rjﬁ’ﬂﬁ‘ﬁq—‘{ aged below 35, 478 had hedlth-related
:\Pj £TE 1@’3&} R - problems during the thirty days before
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% 8.30 g&gﬁ@g%sgﬁgiyﬁmﬁﬂwﬁﬁﬁm&%%mzﬂamg
£ fEtA N2 4 B

Table8.3b HﬁMMGmﬂ&MmﬁWMth&mnmmwpmMamdwmgmemMy
days before enumeration by treatment of the health-related problem
during thethirty days before enumeration

AR | PR

VR 1
Treatment of the health-related MEe
problem during the thirty days No. of persons Fiorks
before enumeration” ('000) %
['ljﬁ“lﬁﬁ*?@ﬁ 211 924

onsulting practitioners of
Western medicine

i kL 0.9 4.0
Taking rest

Taking Western medicine bought
from pharmacy

NANG| 04 1.6
Others
glgf‘{' 22.9
verall
ﬁ%t?%“ D P e e ‘ril“;gt o Note: # Multiple answers were allowed.
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3 b IR

84 HIATRHOPS I RS © 3 B
Table8.4a Insti uLuonaI residents by type of medlcg pracﬁltloners usually consulted
and age
g
Age group
it
<35 35-64 > 65 erall
o e S S
iﬂf&’ﬁ’?ﬁ*?@ﬁmﬁé 2pl No. of No. of No. of No. of
Type of medical practitioners persons [isiE= persons FisiE: persons FisiEe persons FioiEe
usually consulted (000) % (000) %  ('000) % (000) %
[l 31 100.0 53 100.0 49.1 986 575 98.8
Western medicine
practitioners
far %ﬁﬁﬁfﬁ’éf 2.0 65.3 4.2 79.6 43.3 87.0 496 852
Ea
Western medicine
practitionersin
clinics under
Department of
Health / Hospital
Authority
fff%?f;ﬁ?ﬂ?ﬁ* 11 34.7 11 204 5.8 11.6 79 136
Western medicine
practitionersin
private clinics*
Fl I - - - - 0.7 14 0.7 1.2
Chinese medicine
practitioners
T 3.1 100.0 53 100.0 49.8 100.0 58.2 100.0
Total
ﬁ:ﬁ%” Dox ‘IJ?,%%?B@T”*T???’ﬁtﬁ’?lﬁ[gﬂw%i[gﬂﬁg Note: * Alsoincluding doctorsin exempted clinics
T AT 1 ’J)Hfj\%&?ﬁﬁ%’F'Jwﬁﬂﬂd / clinics of ingtitutions and charitable
B

=Y
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% 8.4b Hf;tﬂ;[ﬁ B Vg S S IR T PR RS -
Table8.4b ional residents by type of medic pracﬁltloners usually consulted
and sex
bl E4 b
Male Femae verall
s s S
g A2 R S K No. of No. of No. of
Ty éof medical practitioners persons Fi5iF*  persons FisiF: persons  FiiiEe
usually consulted ('000) % ('000) % ('000) %
P"l% 17.8 98.6 39.8 98.9 57.5 98.8
Western medicine practitioners
Bt /ﬁ/&%ﬁf:ﬁ/ JEE R Z I 15.3 85.1 34.3 85.2 49.6 85.2

i
Western medicine practitioners

in clinics under Department

of Health / Hospital Authority

Z %?25?;7 1 24 135 55 13.7 7.9 13.6
Western medicine practitioners
in private clinics*
FlTER 0.3 15 0.4 11 0.7 1.2
Chinese medicine practitioners

A 18.0 100.0 40.2 100.0 58.2 100.0
Total

ﬁ%t%%” N TR o v i r?c AR RN R B4 [%ﬂ Note: * Alsoincluding doctorsin exempted clinics/

= Fﬁﬂa YT TR R SRR ﬁt‘,[ﬁ fi~ clinics of ingtitutions and charitable

7 F& organizations, and those in out-patient
departments of private hospitals.

“@—HHL#

g_'s‘l
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# 8.5a 2 IR ) Py RS = | ETHPEREN R Fﬁ'éf‘ =
Table8.5a Institutional residents Who had consuIFed a doctor dur'ing the thirty days
before enumeration by age/ sex
s
F g I No. of persons FIoyk R
Age group / Sex ('000) % Rate*
EF |
Agegroup
<35 13 6.1 415
35-64 2.1 10.0 398
> 65 17.8 83.9 357
TR
Sex
Pl 6.7 318 373
Mae
£ 14.4 68.2 359
Female
St 21.2 100.0 364
verall
ﬁ:ﬁ%” F T I IR H[J }JF”B;% Note: * Rateper 1000 ingtitutional residentsin the
g dr ll”’?l’J‘EJ Mg = gl respective age / sex groups. For example,
RS & |7J ;P f ‘/ Fg‘ﬁ”ﬁ out of every 1000 ingtitutional residents
AR L H[ ) EJ 415 * @ﬁ;’rﬁf { aged below 35, 415 had consulted a doctor
=~ %Tﬁ“dﬁ}% during the thirty days before enumeration.
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%*. 8.5b et il e IR 38T v o g P N e B J'igﬁfﬂ“dtﬁﬁfﬁr[ﬁ?
3=l Q\TE'

Table 8.5b Ingfiltutional residents who had consulted a doctor during the thirty days
before enumeration by number of consultations during the thirty days
before enumeration

BRI A ol b ..

Number of consultations during the No. of persons Fiorbs
thirty days before enumeration ('000) %

1 15.6 73.9

2 4.0 18.7

>3 1.6 7.4

T 21.2 100.0

Total

ISR 14

Average number of consultations
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2 8.6 R ] T PR e A - riﬁE‘JrJ PPV VR
Table8.6 Consultationsmade by |JE15t|tut|E)naJ residentsduring the thirty days before
enumer ation by type of medical practitioners consulted

VHE

e argl No. Fi5yEe
Type of medical practitioners consulted ('000) %
BRI I R PR T 12.9 43.7
Doctorsin out patient departments of hospitals under

Hospital Authority
o0 Ul 9.5 32.3
Private practitioners of Western medicine*
TR e AT N (7\ &) fo e miwf_:a‘r\'ﬁg) 4.9 16.8
Doctorsin clinics under Department of Health (other

than those in Accident and Emergency departments

of clinics)
Rk S AR R R e R RO 21 71

AR

Doctors in Accident and Emergency departments of
clinics under Department of Health and of hospitals
under Hospital Authority

FHERH( R pi R0 (B pl R ST 5 g ~ 0.1

Herbalists / bone-setters / acupuncturists

St 29.4 100.0

Total

ﬁ%‘:‘%ﬁ DoF EIJ}LI,%P'JEW%P'JK KPR NP E Notes: * Including private practitioners of Western
%’%R%FH?Z 5 E e ﬁﬁl?ﬁ%ﬁr et [E medicine, whether registered or not, and
%"%‘fﬁ’?w%f} [Ei'?%?@>,\£ﬁ?329f$l@?f§ doctors in out-patient departments of

private hospitals, exempted clinics and
clinics of ingtitutions and charitable
organizations.

~ ’PH-0.05 - ~ Lessthan 0.05.
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% 8.7 gﬁﬁgiﬂi% 53 FI\JEk[J'J"‘l?%—/P M ._Jc,%“\&li%ﬁfj_: 4 =77 ffﬂi’%:‘%g TEpE
K

Table 8.7 C[onsultatlons made by institutional residents during the thirty days before

enumer ation with private medical practitionersby net consultation fee*

o
ZEEEEr (o) No. F‘” pe#
Net consultation fee* (HK$) ('000) %"
=1l 9.0 93.9
Known
0 25 (28.1)
1-<100 23 (25.5)
100-< 200 34 (37.8)
=200 0.8 (8.6)
T HI 0.6 6.1
Unknown
AR 9.5 100.0
Totd

P EVRE B ()
Median net consultation fee® (HK$)

50

A N Tkiﬁ'#ﬁfi?iﬁﬁ#
0 g L.

Q%EH&FE‘?L l‘jﬂ}‘é"“ ’ :[J}‘E

I X Eﬁfﬂaﬁu'&

R B B T S A 20
R % o] 15T B

@ PRI I S AT -
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Notes :

*

Referred to the net payment made by a
patient to the private medical practitioner
consulted, including expenses such as fees
for prescription, X-ray and laboratory test
after deducting the amount reimbursed by
employer and / or insurance company.

Figures in brackets represent the
percentages in respect of all consultations
of which the net consultation fees were
known.

Excluding consultations of which the net
consultation fees were unknown.
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% 8.8a = w1 HIE] ) Elffr‘i%"ﬁ%mnﬂ = RN O ERBEE AR S * T BE
Table8.8a Institutional residents who had been admitted into héspltaJJdurmg the
twelve months before enumeration by age / sex

MR
= g P No. of persons FIoyk R
Age group / Sex ('000) % Rate*
=+ g )]
Agegroup
<35 0.6 29 193
35-64 1.6 7.6 299
> 65 18.8 89.6 378
TEHI
Sex
Pl 7.1 34.0 396
Male
EZ 139 66.0 345
Femae
a6 21.0 100.0 361
verall
H%F%” DR T (I RS ?[FFIJE?B%% Note: * Rateper 1000 institutional residentsin the
M RS S R IR S A T‘y&?“ respective age / sex groups.  For example,
NAVRIASERE S S A LR B T out of every 1000 ingtitutional residents
F::f/,%’EHIJF'@ Sl 193 R TR aged below 35, 193 had been admitted into
TEEIT 'SFT REY A hospitals during the twelve months before

enumeration.
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2880 37 BEVECHIS fUa S T ERRBRR RS S g
Table8.8b Institutional residents who had been a mltted into hI:OSpIta]E durlng the
twelve months before enumeration by number of admissions
S
RS No. of persons Fioks
Number of admissions ('000) %
1 12.6 60.0
2 5.2 24.7
3 16 7.4
>4 17 7.9
T 210 100.0
Tota
ﬁj:%“ F o e »gh igﬁ [i;lag k.émﬁ*’r ﬁ Note : ‘Number of admissions’ referred to the
COEEIP F&[ﬁ FUTREr > i . number of times an in-patient had been
E[J fﬁ& [7 J o admitted into hospitals during the twelve
months before enumeration, including
transfers between hospitals.
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* 8.9 (= R o) E'Jhlﬁ”fiﬁ'éﬁ‘ a3 i B RS N A Y o o g
Table89 Admissions into hdF |tals in respect of Institutional residents during the
twelve months beforeenumeratlon by duration of stay in hospital

FH

(= IR (E 1 50) No. Froyb

Duration of stay in hospital (days) ('000) %

1 2.8 75

2 4.2 11.3

3 6.0 16.1

4 4.6 12.3

5 29 7.6

6 1.7 45

7-13 7.6 204

>14 7.6 204

AT 374 100.0

Total

(= [ IR Pl 1 Bl (R 1) 5

Median duration o?bstay in hospital

(complete days)

H%F%” : F[ [k HARMT | }\_}E[ﬂ[ﬂ :]iﬁfiﬁ??{ﬂ\ﬁ Note : ‘Duration of stay in hospita’ referred to

il JBTZF&W the total duration of stay in all hospitalsin

the same episode.

-182 -



RAFTHR A S R ERGERIp Health status of institutional residentsand
> & ] -'Jﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁﬁlﬁ‘[ﬁiﬁd their utilization of medical services

% 8.10 T F IR e B O B Mg FURPI S * A E
Table8.10 Institutional residents who had their teeth regularfly checked up by age /

Sex
s
= g HIEH] No. of persons Fioyk =
Age group / Sex ('000) % Rate*
= g 1]
Agegroup
<35 19 44.7 600
35-64 18 42.6 336
> 65 0.5 12.7 11
TR
Sex
Pl 2.2 52.2 121
Male
+ 20 47.8 50
Female
SRt 4.2 100.0 72
Everall
F%?% Cox T I SRR IR ?[FF'IJJ‘:”[%’ Note: * Rateper 1000 institutional residentsin the
B N AR M g e ETE S S respective age / sex groups.  For example,
;]1 F{fjhrf?[i S I U T e 1Y out of every 1000 ingtitutional residents
g@ig,@@ o S dCp s ) 600 At aged below 35, 600 had their teeth
T rfsﬁﬁﬁﬁ, o regularly checked up.
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% 8.11a

= g 1RSI T P R E T = e
ErE!

j% T BRE 3F,pljh|5”5%

Table8.11a Institutional residents who had dental consultatlon during the twelve
months befor e enumer ation by age/ sex

SE
= gt B No. of persons Frosk= [
Age group / Sex ('000) % Rate*
F 55 Wl
Agegroup
<35 16 24.1 509
35-64 2.0 30.5 377
> 65 3.0 454 60
(3511
Sex
Pl 3.0 44.9 164
Male
R 3.6 55.1 90
Female
St 6.6 100.0 113
verall
ﬁ%t%” ¥ Ii lﬁ HIJﬁF M/IiH[J H[J [JE”[% Note: * Rateper 1000 institutional residents in the
A AR S g e I RTE = 4 respective age / sex groups.  For example,
1pJHF"[§ 9[ I A ﬂ 3~ - V’Eﬁ‘ out of every 1000 institutional residents
»??P::i TS S ;i 509 * TEARE [ aged below 35, 509 had dental consultation
4= R J‘{'Qﬁ ?ﬁfoiﬁ during the twelve months before
enumeration.
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%. 8.11b “%—Lﬁﬂ§ g fﬂ#’[ﬁ? HilEARES r;ﬁ;ﬁt“[‘ﬁrj—{ i £l %‘Tj% UF B ffl

Table8.11b Inﬁltutlorﬁal reﬂdents who had dental consultation during the twelve
months before enumeration by whether had their teeth regularly checked

up
s
FEE AR dih g No. of persons Fio3k [
W ether had teeth regularly checked up ('000) % Rate*
FL 3.2 48.5 761
Yes
A 34 51.5 63
No
o 6.6 100.0 113
évadl
ﬁ%t‘?‘%“ Dox @ﬁﬁjﬂ H[J[ JI W‘B;‘zﬁ’ A [[Ffr Note: * Rateper 1000 ingtitutional residentsin the
Mg I e i 3‘% st F'J respective groups. For example, out of
5‘5% M t 5 ;J F' ﬁg[J every 1 000 institutional residents who had
9 *Q flTo 761 M ﬁaﬁfﬂﬁ |BF their teeth regularly checked up, 761 had
[‘Jﬁﬁﬁf T I?Zif‘[ dental consultation during the twelve
months before enumeration.
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4 8.11c %tﬁtgﬁ;ﬂg{ E_J EE'FJ H%” ;FE e SREER T P SRET I = '[E‘FJHFI
A A JT
Table8.11c InstltutloﬁlalF ents (Nho had dental consultation during the twelve
months before enumeration by number of dental consultations during the
twelve months before enumer ation

AR IR BB S
Number of dental consultaIi ons during the No. of persons Fiorkbs
twelve months before enumeration ('000) %
1 5.6 85.3
>2 1.0 14.7
AEE 6.6 100.0
Total
Bop BEn vt sV 14
Average numi)er of dental consultations

- 186 -



RAFTHR A S R ERGERIp Health status of institutional residentsand

> {2 | BRI their utilization of medical services

*eud  #L ?mj D B S HIA f AR - 1T 18
AN ]
Table8.11d Instlltnutl reﬂdénts who had dental consultation during the twelve
months before enumeration by type of dental clinic attended for the last
dental consultation

OB F'EJH SE | 7 -
Type of dental cI inic attended for No. of persons Firoib=
the last dental consultation ('000) %
=B E[F A 2.7 40.5
Government dental clinics*
A E[ZA 2.3 34.8
Private dental clinics
@ 1.6 24.7
Others®
ARET 6.6 100.0
Total
E * ERDRIE ’?}J’[fgyéf O BRI R b Notes: * Government dental clinics referred to
RN AS dental clinics under the Department of
Health and the Hospital Authority.
@ Ep; ;{gJ B %j[%[ﬁ}“ab?\ﬁ B RS @ Including Prince Philip Dental Hospital
% (N F R[S o and denta clinics of charitable

organizations or tertiary institutions.
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Z* 8.11e mF} F’% VIS IF} iy TRV RS R =
Table8.11e Instltut onal resdent o had dental consultat|on during the twelve

months before enumeratlon by major type of dental treatment received in
thelast dental consultation

i L}%yhﬁt #F[Eﬂjﬁ’?ﬁﬁypﬁ fol

il

M a;or type of dental treatment Mg

received in the last dental No. of persons Froibs

consultation” ('000) %
P ﬂ*ﬁ)fp‘%@ 35 52.8
Teeth check-up
®h 2.3 34.3
Scaling and polishing
LMz, 16 24.9
Extraction of teeth
i 1.0 15.6
Prosthesis treatment
E Py 0.9 14.2
Others
SEt 6.6

verall
ﬁé_t%” # T ER 20 Fﬁ*’i Note: * Multiple answers were allowed.
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% 8.12 HT‘,QE%’E% ,ijfl_ikpr[;%_/# L ,ﬁj&%ﬁfj—{ = EEIPIp g OIESR
2IFIY
Table8.12 Last dentalm nsultations made by institutional residents in
non-government dental clinics during the twelve months before
enumer ation by net consultation fee

s
7 & I (7 No. Froic=
Net consultation fee* (HK$) ('000) %
0 14 36.1
1-399 12 30.7
> 400 0.9 22.6
LR 0.4 105
Unknown
S 3.9 100.0
Total
L (7) 130
Medlan net consultation fee” (HK$)
ﬁ%t%“ Do }F{i [ ZE%N B R[ZEOHEE ] Notes: * Referred to the net payment made to a
ST P T e 2 AR 2 4 non-government  dental  clinic  after
s b 5] Elflié'ﬂ'g'f o deducting the amount reimbursed by
employer and / or insurance company.
FOprE T IR & BRI, fi “REp e # Excluding consultations of which the fees
were unknown.
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The Thematic Household Survey (THS)
on Hong Kong residents headth status and
utilization of medical services was organized into
two parts. The first part was a household survey
collecting data from persons who resided in
domestic households. The second part was an
institutions survey collecting data from persons
who resided in institutions with residential
services. (Please refer to paragraph 8 below
regarding the need for the institutions survey.)

Household Survey
Survey coverage

2. The survey covered the land-based
non-institutional population of Hong Kong. The
following categories of people were excluded :

(8 inmates of ingtitutions; and
(b) personsliving on board vessels.

In addition, as the pattern of utilization of medical
services for foreign domestic helpers was quite
different from that of local residents, this survey
did not include foreign domestic helpers. The
survey thus covered about 96% of the Hong Kong
Resident Population (i.e. including both Usual
Residents’ and Mobile Residents?).

“Usual Residents” include two categories of people:
(1) Hong Kong Permanent Residents who have
stayed in Hong Kong for at least three months
during the six months before the reference
time-point or for at least three months during the six
months after the reference time-point, regardless of
whether they are in Hong Kong or not at the
reference time-point; and (2) Hong Kong
Non-permanent Residents who are in Hong Kong at
the reference time-point.

As for “Mobile Residents’, they are Hong Kong
Permanent Residents who have stayed in Hong
Kong for at least one month but less than three
months during the six months before the reference
time-point or for at least one month but less than
three months during the six months after the
reference time-point, regardless of whether they are
in Hong Kong or not at the reference time-point.
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3. The survey was based on a sample of
quarters selected from all permanent quarters and
guarters in segments which are for residential and
partidly residential purposes in Hong Kong in
accordance with a scientifically designed sampling
scheme. The sampling units are permanent
guarters in built-up areas and segments in
non-built-up areas.

4. The survey made use of the frame of
quarters maintained by the Census and Statistics
Department as the sampling frame. The frame
consists of two parts : (i) Register of Quarters
(RQ) and (ii) Register of Segments (RS). The
RQ contains computerized records of al addresses
of permanent quarters in built-up areas (including
urban areas, new towns and other major developed
areas). Each unit of quarters is identified by
unique address with details such as street name,
building name, floor number and flat number.

5. The RS contains records of segments in
non-built-up areas which are delineated by
relatively permanent and identifiable landmarks
such as footpath and river. There are about 10
guarters in each segment. The use of segments
as the sampling unit in non-built-up areas is
necessary since the quarters in these areas may not
have clear addresses and cannot readily be
identified individually.

Survey questionnaire

6. The questionnaire was designed to
collect information on the health status of Hong
Kong residents, and also their patterns of doctor
consultation, hospitalization, dental consultation,
provision of medical benefits by employers /
companies and coverage of medical insurance
purchased by individuals.

Enumeration experience

7. A total of 12 781 households were found
in the sample of 12665 occupied quarters.
Among those 12781 households, 10015
households had been successfully enumerated,
constituting an overall response rate of 78%.
The enumeration experience of the survey is
summarized below :
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I
T il
Non-contacted
2263
(17.7%)

I nstitutions Survey

8. As mentioned in paragraph 2 above, the
household survey covered only the land-based
non-institutional population of Hong Kong. In
other words, persons residing in institutions and
special classes buildings were not covered. As
persons who have long-stay in ingtitutions (e.g.
homes for the elderly and hostels for mentally
handicapped persons) generally have huge
demand for medica services, information
pertaining to these persons should be collected in
this THS as well. In this connection, a sample
survey of the ingtitutional residents (referred to as
“ingtitutions survey”) was separately conducted
during June to July 2002 in parallel with the
household survey.

Survey coverage and sampling frame

9. The ingtitutions survey targeted at
persons who resided in social welfare institutions
(such as elderly homes, hostels for mentally
handicapped persons and haf-way houses for
ex-mentally ill persons) and private elderly homes.
It made use of an up-to-date list of institutions
specialy compiled from the administrative records
of the Social Welfare Department as the sampling
frame. Each record contained a unique address
of the ingtitution such as street name, building
name, floor number and flat number.

10. A two-stage stratified disproportionate
sampling design was employed in the institutions
survey to draw a representative sample of
ingtitutional residents.  In the first stage, a
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random sample of ingtitutions was drawn
systematically from the sampling frame of
ingtitutions stratified by type of service, as the
basic characteristics of institutional residents were
somewhat different among different types of
ingtitutions. In the second stage, a
pre-determined proportion of residents was
selected systematically within each sampled
institution.

Enumeration experience

11. Enumerators conducted face-to-face
interviews with the selected residents to obtain the
required information. The questionnaire for this
institutions survey was broadly the same as the
one used in the household survey. As many of
the sampled respondents were not able to respond
by themselves, arrangement was made with their
carers to provide proxy answers where
appropriate.  Altogether some 90 institutions
were sampled in the survey and around 2 100
residents therein were successfully enumerated,
constituting a response rate of about 97%.

Reliability of the estimates

12. Results of the THS (including the
household survey and the institutions survey) are
subject to sampling error and non-sampling error.
The estimates contained in this report were based
on information obtained from a particular sample,
which was one of a large number of possible
samples that could be selected using the same
sample design. By chance, estimates derived
from different samples would differ from each
other. The ‘sampling error’ is a measure of these
variations and is thus a measure of the precision
with which an estimate derived from a particular
sample would approximate the population
parameter to be measured.

13. It should be noted that since al estimates
contained in this report are subject to sampling
error, a zero figure may mean a non-zero figure of
a small magnitude. These estimates should be
interpreted with caution.

14. For comparing the precision of the
estimates of various variables contained in this
report, the coefficient of variation (CV) can be
used. CV is obtained by expressing the standard
error (SE) as a percentage of the estimate to
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which it refers.

In turn, the SE is computed
according to a formula which is established on the

basis of statistical theory. Generally speaking,
the SE is related to the variability of the elements
in the population, the size of the sample and the
sample design adopted for the survey.

15. ¢ﬁ—7f T Ao = %‘@gﬂﬁl AUBE 15.
LS/ UL
e
Variable

BRSSPI SRR e
F [7J

Percentage of persons who had health-related problems
during the thirty days before enumeration among al
persons

SARETS T SCIERR Y S e A pupr
Percentage of persons who had consulted a doctor during
the thirty days before enumeration among all persons

x+13EEJFFJJ‘{ EAS TR e N RO
Fioik=

Percentage of persons who had been admitted into
hospitals during the twelve months before enumeration
among all persons

riw’*igjrﬂr[ fEIT % j% P Bz jF,pJL4 ]#—F’?E

d Iy

Percentage of persons who had dental consultation during
the twelve months before enumeration among all persons

TE | fR = RS L OB A TR I
fEps ~ A fﬁﬁ?ﬁj ST

Percentage of persons who were entitled to medical
benefits provided by employers / companies and / or
covered by medical insurance among all persons
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Estimate

22.9%

19.5%

6.3%

32.7%

45.7%

The CV of the estimates of the main
variables contained in this report are given below :

LIPS

cv

(%)

1.0

12

21

0.8

0.6
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Thematic Household Survey Report No. 1
Bilingual version, HK$60
(Survey period: 4/2000-6/2000)

Concerns on employment opportunities
— current situation
Concerns on employment opportunities
— career aspirations
Aspirations for setting up own business
Training / retraining courses attended
Plan for attending training / retraining courses
Expectations for the role of the Government
under the economic transformation

Thematic Household Survey Report No. 2
Bilingual version, HK $66
(Survey period: 1/2000-3/2000)

Penetration of personal computer and Internet

Usage of persona computer

Usage of Internet service

Knowledge and usage of Chinese input
methods

Usage of electronic business services

Awareness of Electronic Service Delivery
scheme

Views on the development of information
technology

Thematic Household Survey Report No. 3
Bilingual version, HK $44
(Survey period: 9/1999-11/1999)

Health status of Hong Kong residents

Doctor consultation

Hospitalization

Dental consultation

The usage of Chinese medical products and
food

Thematic Household Survey Report No. 4
Bilingual version, HK$66
(Survey period: 10/1999-1/2000)

Public awareness of the Building Safety
Inspection Scheme

The public’s responses to emergency incidents
and natural disasters

Public awareness of the Office of The
Ombudsman

The characteristics of the ethnic minoritiesin
Hong Kong
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Thematic Household Survey Report No. 8
Bilingual version, HK $46
(Survey period: 1/2001-5/2001)

Health status of Hong Kong residents

Doctor consultation

Hospitalization

Dental consultation

Provision of medical benefits by employers/
companies and purchase of medical insurance
by individuals

Thematic Household Survey Report No. 9
Bilingual version, HK$40
(Survey period: 3/2002-5/2002)

Hong Kong students studying outside Hong
Kong

Knowledge of and participation in source
separation and recycling of domestic
wastes

Foot health of older persons

I nsurance needs and opinions on insurance
services
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Thematic Household Survey Report No. 10
Bilingual version, HK$54
(Survey period: 5/2002-7/2002)

Penetration of personal computer and Internet

Knowledge of using personal computer and
Chinese input methods

Usage of persona computer

Usage of Internet service

Usage of electronic business services

Usage of online Government services

Information security

Thematic Household Survey Report No. 11
Bilingual version, HK$36
(Survey period: 8/2001-10/2001)

Characteristics of dependent parents
Aspiration for improvement in accommodation
Home mortgage interest payment
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The series of Thematic Household Survey Reports
and other publications of the Census and Statistics
Department can be purchased from the following
channels:

Online Purchase

Internet users may purchase the publications online
at the 'Statistical Bookstore, Hong Kong' (Address:
http://www .stati stical bookstore.gov.hk) with
payment made instantly.  Softcopies of the
publications purchased are available for immediate
downloading while hardcopies purchased will be
delivered by mail.  Subscription to regular
publications and advance ordering of upcoming
releases are also availablee  The Statistical
Bookstore is hosted on the ESD portal (Address :
http://www.esd.gov.hk) together with other public
services.

Mail Order Service

A mail order form for ordering or arranging
subscription to hardcopies of publications is
available in most publications of the Census and
Statistics Department. It may be completed and
sent back together with a cheque or bank draft
covering al necessary cost and postage. The
order form is also available for downloading from
the website of the Department (Address:
http://www.info.gov.hk/censtatd/eng/service_desk/
forms_index.html).

Sales Centres

e Government Publications Centre
G/F Low Block
Queensway Government Offices
66 Queensway, Hong Kong
Tel. : (852) 2537 1910
Fax. : (852) 2523 7195

e Publications Unit
Census and Statistics Department
19/F Wanchai Tower
12 Harbour Road
Wan Chai, Hong Kong
Tel. : (852) 2582 3025
Fax. : (852) 2827 1708

o R o — LI TE AT

At present, softcopies of all regular and most ad hoc publications are available for sale at the Online Bookstore.

Apart from publications, softcopies of statistical tables containing more detailed statistics than publications are

also available for sale at the Bookstore.
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Order Form®
Thematic Household Survey Report

To: Socia Surveys Section, Census and Statistics Department
5/F., Fortress Tower, 250 King's Road, North Point, Hong Kong.
(Tel. No. : (852) 2887 5103, Fax. No. : (852) 2508 1501)

Please tick (V) in the appropriate box ().

(HK$)
Price | Loca | Total | No.of | Total
Title of Publication per |postage| price | copies| amount
copy | @&@ | (3) (b) [(@)x(b)
0 | Thematic Household Survey Report No. 9
(J33790009B0) 40.0 8.2 48.2
O | Thematic Household Survey Report No. 10
(J3379001080) 54.0 164 | 704
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