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Abstract
Background: Taiwan's National Health Insurance (NHI), implemented in 1995, substantially increased the
number of health care facilities that can deliver free prenatal care. Because of the increase in such facilities, it is
usually assumed that women would have more choices regarding prenatal care facilities and thus experience
reduction in travel cost. Nevertheless, there has been no research exploring these issues in the literature. This
study compares how Taiwan's NHI program may have influenced choice of prenatal care facility and perception
regarding convenience in transportation for obtaining such care for women in rural and non-rural areas in Taiwan.

Methods: Based on data collected by a national survey conducted by Taiwan's National Health Research
Institutes (NHRI) in 2000, we tried to compare how women chose prenatal care facility before and after Taiwan's
National Health Insurance program was implemented. Basing our analysis on how women answered questionnaire
items regarding "the type of major health care facility used and convenience of transportation to and from prenatal
care facility," we investigated whether there were disparities in how women in rural and non-rural areas chose
prenatal care facilities and felt about the transportation, and whether the NHI had different influences for the two
groups of women.

Results: After NHI, women in rural areas were more likely than before to choose large hospitals for prenatal
care services. For women in rural areas, the relative probability of choosing large hospitals to choosing non-
hospital settings in 1998–1999 was about 6.54 times of that in 1990–1992. In contrast, no such change was found
in women in non-rural areas. For a woman in a non-rural area, she was significantly more likely to perceive the
transportation to and from prenatal care facilities to be very convenient between 1998 and 1999 than in the
period between 1990 and 1992. No such improvement was found for women in rural areas.

Conclusion: We concluded that women in rural areas were more likely to seek prenatal care in large hospitals,
but were not more likely to perceive very convenient transportation to and from prenatal care facilities in the
late 1990s than in the early 1990s. In contrast, women in non-rural areas did not have a stronger tendency to
seek prenatal care in large hospitals in the late 1990s than in earlier periods. In addition, they did perceive an
improvement in transportation for acquiring prenatal care in the late 1990s. More efforts should be made to
reduce these disparities.
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Background
Although there is some dispute over how prenatal care can
improve child health, its potential in this regard is well
recognized [1-3]. It is thought to benefit child health and
reduce maternal mortality, and it is thought to be a good
vehicle for the delivery of health care, health education,
and psychosocial services to women [4,5]. Ensuring access
to adequate prenatal care has been an important task for
both developed and developing countries; thus, barriers
to the utilization of prenatal care services have attracted
much attention from health policy researchers.

Level of utilization of prenatal care has been associated
with age, marital status, educational level, occupation,
income, higher parity, difficulties in dealing with health
service organizations, and health insurance status [6-10].
It has also been associated with conditions during preg-
nancy, including gaining excess weight during pregnancy,
having a baby for the first time, carrying twins or triplets,
being at a higher obstetric risk, being attended to by a doc-
tor rather than other types of caregivers, and switching to
another health care facility during pregnancy [6,10].
Among various factors associated with prenatal care utili-
zation, the provision of public health insurance to cover
prenatal care has been a policy instrument of interest to
many advanced or newly industrialized countries.

Literature specifically discussing the effect of public health
insurance on prenatal care utilization is quite limited.
Some studies have found that it has a positive effect. Grif-
fin et al. (1999), comparing enrollees of a Medicaid man-
aged care program in Rhode Island and their counterparts
with private insurance, concluded that the implementa-
tion of the Medicaid program resulted in significant
improvement in adequacy of prenatal care utilization
[11]. Chen et al. (2001), using data from two cross-sec-
tional surveys conducted in 1989 and in 1996 to investi-
gate the utilization pattern of prenatal care in Taiwan,
found that utilization of expensive prenatal services, such
as amniocentesis and German measles testing, was sub-
stantially higher in 1996 than in the late 1980s, suggesting
that the implementation of the NHI may induce greater
demand for expensive prenatal services [12]. In contrast,
they also found that from late 1989 to 1996 the propor-
tion of women receiving consultation services remained
stable and the proportion of women receiving family
planning consultation declined [12].

Results from another study using data from the same Tai-
wanese cross-sectional surveys showed that Taiwanese
women were more likely to receive adequate prenatal care
in 1996, one year after the launch of the NHI, than in
1989 [6]. That same study found that before the NHI was
inaugurated, female farmers and blue-collar workers used
prenatal care services more frequently than women in

other occupations, but afterwards female civil servants
were the group seeking prenatal care most frequently [6].
It has also been found that Taiwanese women who visited
clinics were more likely to receive adequate prenatal care
than those visiting hospitals after the NHI started, though
this was not found in the late 1980s [6,10]. However, pre-
vious studies have not well investigated the differences in
the choice of prenatal care facility and perceived conven-
ience in transportation for acquiring such care between
women living in areas with different levels of urbaniza-
tion in Taiwan.

Since it established its national health insurance program
in 1995, Taiwan has stopped using its public health sys-
tem of community health care centres as the major vehicle
of providing free prenatal care, and began to provide it
through the NHI system, which allows expectant mothers
to seek prenatal care from a variety of healthcare facilities.
Before 1995, Taiwan already had three major types of
public insurance programs covering about 57% of the
population. The Labor Insurance program, launched in
1950, covered employees such as workers of government-
run enterprises, private company employees, blue-collar
employees and members of professional unions who were
over 15 years of age and under 60 years of age. Established
in 1958, the Government Employee Insurance (GEI) pro-
gram, covered officers and full-time employees of govern-
ment agencies, teaching and administrative staff of
government-owned schools and private schools, and reti-
rees from these organizations. In 1988, the Farmer's Insur-
ance program extended coverage to members of farmers'
associations and individual farmers who were over 15
years old. The three programs had similar benefits pack-
ages, covering outpatient visits, hospitalisation, diagnos-
tic tests and prescription drugs. However, only the GEI
program covered dependents, and offered free prenatal
care to its enrolees through health care facilities that had
contracts with this public health program.

While GEI was the only public health insurance program
to provide prenatal care before the launch of the NHI, Tai-
wan's government had been promoting prenatal care long
before the introduction of the NHI system through its
public health system of community health care centres.
Before 1980, each township had its own health station.
Additionally, by recruiting physicians from non-rural
areas to support services in rural public health stations,
Taiwan's government had strengthened the functions of
these public health stations and improved health care
resources in remote areas by the mid-1990s. Taiwan's
public health stations played an important role in provid-
ing health care to people in rural areas. For instance, most
Taiwanese people in remote areas thought that the local
public health station was the health care facility most
close to them [13]. The public health stations also played
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an important role in disseminating health knowledge in
rural areas in the early 1990s. A study in 1991 indicated
that the major source of medical information for families
in rural areas in Taiwan came from the public health
nurses from these stations who made home visits [14].
Through this network of public health stations, Taiwan's
government delivered free prenatal care to pregnant
women long before the NHI was implemented.

Taiwan's NHI in 1995 substantially extended insurance
coverage to all its citizens with an equal and comprehen-
sive benefits package. By the end of 1995, it covered 97%
of the population; by 1998, the coverage was over 99%.
Since 1995, Taiwan's government has been providing ten
free prenatal care visits to each pregnant woman in Tai-
wan through the NHI delivery system. Almost all hospi-
tals and over 90% of clinics have contracts with the NHI
program, and this has substantially expanded women's
choice of health care facilities from which they can seek
prenatal care. Because of the increase in facilities, it would
seem natural that the NHI may substantially reduce the
travelling costs for seeking prenatal care. Nevertheless,
physician and health facility registration data in the NHI
database show that the density of gynaecologists and
obstetricians and that of health care facilities providing
gynaecologic and the obstetric care were a lot lower in
rural areas than non-rural areas, suggesting that the NHI
could substantially expand women's prenatal health care
choices only in non-rural areas.

There has not been much research on the effect of public
health insurance on utilization patterns of prenatal care.
What little there is has focused on the number of prenatal
care visits made and when they are made. This study com-
pares the differences in how women in rural and non-
rural areas chose prenatal care facilities before and after
the implementation of the NHI. To do this, we analysed
women's responses to a national survey in Taiwan. We
focused on their replies to questions about "the type of
major health care facility used," and "the convenience of
transportation to and from prenatal care facility." We
compared the difference in how they answered these
questions for children born before and after the imple-
mentation of the NHI.

The first indicator was chosen because it can be related to
quality of care. Although many people tend to believe that
health care delivered in large hospitals, which are usually
better equipped, is better than that provided by clinics,
some studies in Taiwan have suggested that one would be
more likely to get more adequate prenatal care in a clinic
than in a large hospital [6,10]. The second indicator, "the
convenience of transportation to and from prenatal care
facility," can be related to "the physical accessibility" to
care. This indicator is worthy of investigation, especially

for Taiwan, where one of the major goals of its national
health insurance program was to improve accessibility to
health care.

Results obtained by this investigation may help set future
directions of prenatal care provision in Taiwan, and may
also be used by countries hoping to improve prenatal care
delivery. In particular, Taiwan's case offers a unique
opportunity to study the influences of national health
insurance on women's choice of prenatal care facility in a
situation in which they were once able to receive it free at
designated public health facilities but now can seek it in
any facility they want to go to as long as it has a contrac-
tual agreement with the Bureau of National Health Insur-
ance. Other countries may also face such policy options in
the future. Therefore, Taiwan's lesson can be useful to
them.

Methods
Study design and data
We wanted to know whether Taiwan's National Health
Insurance influenced the aforementioned indicators dif-
ferently in rural and non-rural areas. We examined what
disparities existed in these indicators between women in
rural and non-rural areas in various periods before and
after the NHI was launched. Specifically, we selected two
periods before NHI, which were the early 1990 to 1992
and 1993 to the early 1995, and two periods after NHI,
which were 1996 to 1997, and 1998 to 1999.

This study used second-hand data. The data were collected
retrospectively from a national face-to-face interview sur-
vey conducted by Taiwan's National Health Research
Institutes in the latter half of 2000. This national survey,
which was for investigating child health and related
health care utilization, collected data for two national rep-
resentative samples – one for children born between
March 1 of 1995 and February 28 of 1996 (1,853 chil-
dren), and the other for children born between March 1 of
1996 and February 28 of 1999 (2,207 children). The sur-
vey was administered to the caregivers of these children.
The respondents were also asked to report information for
these children's siblings born on or after March 1 of 1990.
Therefore, the database of this survey included records for
children born between 1990 and 2000. The response rate
was 76%, with over 98% of the respondents being the
children's mothers. In total, the survey collected data for
7,817 children in 3,934 families.

For each child, the survey data include the child's and the
mother's demographic background, the socioeconomic
conditions of the family, the child's location of residence,
and childcare and health care utilization for the child.
Regarding the choice of prenatal care facility, the mother
was asked to reply the following question: "What was the
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name of your major health care facility for acquiring pre-
natal care during this pregnancy, and in which township
was this facility located?" Based on information collected
by this question, the interviewer subsequently recorded
the type of the health care facility referring to a corre-
sponding database constructed by Taiwan's Department
of Health. The mother was further asked to evaluate her
perceived convenience of transportation to and from this
health care facility, by the following question: "Was it
convenient for you to go to this prenatal care facility?" The
corresponding responses were "very inconvenient,"
"somewhat inconvenient," "moderate," "convenient,"
and "very convenient."

We extracted data from this database for our study based
on the following criteria. First, we excluded records
reported by caregivers other than the mothers. Second, we
excluded records for children born between March 1 of
1995 and December 31 of 1995, because the mothers
would be pregnant both before and after the NHI was
implemented. Third, we also excluded children born in
2000, a special year in Taiwan. It was the start of the new
millennium, and also the year of dragon, the preferred
year for having babies for Taiwanese, especially male
babies. Because this year was not a typical year in Taiwan
in terms of the level of fertility as well as the obstetrical
care market for years after the mid-1990s, but there were
not enough children born in 2000 to form a sub-sample,
we excluded cases for 2000. Fourth, we excluded children
whose main caregivers in infancy were not the mothers,
since we had to use information on the district where a
child lived in infancy to construct a proxy variable reflect-
ing the mother's living place during pregnancy. Fifth, we
excluded children whose mothers were covered by the GEI
during pregnancy, since women with the GEI were a spe-
cial group with public insurance covering prenatal care in
the pre-NHI period.

We were left with 4,820 children after these selection
processes. Within these cases, 1,575 were children from
mothers who contributed one record each to these 4,820
cases, and the other 3,245 cases were children from moth-
ers who contributed at least two records each to these
4,820 cases. This paper reports results based on data for
the 1,575 children, out of a concern regarding correlation
among multiple cases from a same woman. While our
analytical sample did not end up being a nationally repre-
sentative sample for children born in these years, it should
still be appropriate for this present study, as the focus of
this study is based on multivariate statistical analysis, and
a rich set of explanatory variables were included in its esti-
mation.

Unfortunately, we did not have a sufficiently large sample
size to compare the experiences of prenatal care utiliza-

tion for a specific cohort before and after the implementa-
tion of the NHI. We could only find 168 women who gave
a birth between March 1 of 1990 and February 28 of 1995
and another in the period between 1998 and 1999. This
prohibited us from comparing a cohort of women's
behaviours before the NHI and in the late 1990s.

Sample characteristics
The characteristics for the 1,575 cases are presented in
Table 1. As shown in Table 1, in our sample, women who
delivered children during the pre-NHI period tended to
deliver their first children, and also reported a younger age
at delivery. This is related to the data collection process for
the NHRI survey, from which we obtained our second-
hand research data. To be included in the original sample
for this survey, a child born in the pre-NHI period must
have had at least one younger sibling born in the post-
NHI period. Therefore, the sampled children born in the
pre-NHI period were more likely to have a lower birth
order than those born after the NHI was implemented,
and women in the sample also tended to report a younger
age at delivery for children born before the launch of NHI.
In our analytical sample, each child born in the pre-NHI
period had a younger sibling who was excluded in our
sample selection process. Most of such siblings were born
between March 1, 1995 and December 31, 1995, and this
is related to the reasons why the proportion of males was
higher and more children were born in rural areas in the
cohort of children born in 1993–1995. Rural women tend
to have a shorter space between having their first two
births, and appear to have more baby boys. That there
were more boys in the sample in years after the mid-1990s
is consistent with the facts that the traditional Taiwanese
culture has a strong son preference, and that high sex
ratios at birth have been observed. There has been some
argument over artificial selection of the gender of off-
spring by medical technology since the 1990s [15,16].

For each cohort of children, almost all of their mothers
were married in 2000. The proportion of aboriginal or for-
eign-born mothers was higher for children born after
1995. The proportion of mothers who immigrated to Tai-
wan from Mainland China was also higher for children
born after 1995. This is consistent with the fact that Tai-
wan has more and more children who have mothers
immigrating to Taiwan from Mainland China or some
countries in south-eastern Asia. Women who delivered
children after 1995 tended to have more education, and
those delivering children in the late 1990s tended to have
lower family income. This should be related to the fact
that the mothers of children born after 1995 tended to be
younger than the women delivering children during the
pre-NHI period.
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Table 2 compares the choices of prenatal care facility of
women living in rural areas and those in non-rural areas.
These descriptive statistics suggest that women living in
rural areas were less likely to choose medical centres or
regional hospitals (large hospitals) than women in non-
rural areas in the pre-NHI period. However, women in
rural areas were more likely to choose large hospitals as
their major health facility in the late 1990s than earlier in
the 1990s, while women in non-rural areas did not have
such a trend. A smaller proportion of women in rural
areas perceived very convenient transportation to and
from prenatal care facility in the late 1990s than earlier. In
contrast, more women in non-rural areas felt that their

transportation for acquiring prenatal care was very con-
venient in years after 1992 than in 1990–1992.

Empirical specification and statistical models
This study defined three types of health care facilities, and
four levels of the convenience of transportation. (The
detailed definitions of the outcome variables can be
found in Table 3.) The indicator regarding "the type of
major health care facility used" is a 3-point nominal vari-
able, and we adopted the multinomial model to investi-
gate factors related to this indicator [17]. We used a 4-
point ordinal variable as the indicator for "the conven-
ience of transportation" and applied the ordered probit

Table 1: Sample characteristics

Children born in 1990/3/
1~1992/12/31
(n = 190) %

Children born in 1993/1/
1~1995/2/28
(n = 230) %

Children born in 1996/1/
1~1997/12/31
(n = 696) %

Children born in 1998/1/
1~1999/12/31
(n = 459) %

The gender of the child
Male 51.05 57.39 54.31 53.59
Female 48.95 42.61 45.69 46.41
The birth order of the child
Rank 1 71.05 91.30 46.55 56.86
Rank 2 23.68 6.52 45.40 38.13
Rank 3 or higher 5.26 2.17 8.05 5.01
Maternal age when the child was born
Younger than 30 86.84 86.09 66.67 69.93
30–34 13.16 12.61 25.00 23.31
35–39 0.00 1.30 7.47 6.10
40 or over 0.00 0.00 0.86 0.65
Any abnormal condition during this pregnancy
Yes 11.58 9.13 10.20 12.20
No 88.42 90.87 89.80 87.80
The urbanization level of residence during this pregnancy
Large cities 47.89 38.70 46.70 47.06
Small cities/towns 34.21 39.13 37.21 36.82
Rural areas 17.89 22.17 16.09 16.12
The year when the mother was born
After 1970 10.53 31.74 43.39 60.57
1960–1969 82.11 64.78 52.44 37.91
Before 1959 7.37 3.48 4.17 1.53
The number of children for the mother in 2000 (the survey year)
1 child 0.00 0.00 30.46 42.05
2 children 67.37 83.91 58.48 51.20
3 children or over 32.63 16.09 11.06 6.75
Maternal ethnic background
Fu-Chien 75.79 78.70 70.55 73.64
Hakka 12.11 8.26 10.63 8.93
Mainland China 8.95 9.57 14.08 11.33
Aboriginal/foreign 3.16 3.48 4.74 6.10
Maternal marital status in 2000
Currently married 98.95 99.13 96.98 98.69
Not currently married 1.05 0.87 3.02 1.31
Maternal educational level in 2000
No more than junior high 
school

25.26 22.61 15.80 14.81

Senior high school 54.21 55.22 57.18 57.95
College or above 20.53 22.17 27.01 27.23
Monthly family income in Taiwanese dollar in 2000
Less than 50,000 38.42 40.87 39.37 45.32
50,000–69,000 38.95 37.83 36.49 31.37
70,000 or more 22.63 21.30 24.14 23.31
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model in our multivariate analysis [17]. The Huber/
White/sandwich estimator was employed to obtain robust
variance estimates. This method is a commonly used esti-
mator of standard errors, and it is robust without assum-
ing that the standard errors are independent from the
explanatory variables and are identically distributed [18].
We used the Stata Statistical Software for our multivariate
analysis.

We specified three major types of explanatory variables –
the time period a child was born in, the level of urbaniza-
tion in the area where a woman resided while being preg-
nant, and the interaction of these two factors. In addition
to these major explanatory variables, we also controlled
for a detailed set of other factors: some related to children,
and some related to the mother and the family. The child
characteristics included gender and birth parity. The
maternal characteristics included her age when she bore
the child, her abnormal obstetric health problems during
this pregnancy, the year when she was born, and her eth-

nic background. Maternal characteristics also included the
number of children she had, and her marital status and
educational attainment at the time of the interview.
Regarding the family, we included "the average monthly
family income in the year in which a mother was inter-
viewed" as an explanatory variable. Due to data availabil-
ity, the explanatory variables included a mother's marital
status and educational attainment at the time of inter-
view, and the average monthly family income of the year
in which the interview was administered, instead of those
variables at the time of pregnancy.

The empirical specification used to compare the influ-
ences of the NHI on the choice of prenatal care facility
between women living in rural areas and those in non-
rural areas is as follows:

Y Rural

Ru
i i i i i= + + + +

+
β β β β β

β
0 1 2 3 4

5

1993 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999_ _ _

rral Rural Rurali i i i i i∗ + ∗ + ∗

+

1993 1995 1996 1997 1998 19996 7_ _ _β β

β88
’ Xi

c
i+ ε

Table 2: The type of major health facility used for prenatal care

Rural areas Non-rural areas

Children born in 
1990~1992
(n = 34) %

Children born in 
1993~1995
(n = 51) %

Children born in 
1996~1997
(n = 112) %

Children born in 
1998~1999
(n = 74) %

Children born in 
1990~1992
(n = 156) %

Children born in 
1993~1995
(n = 179) %

Children born in 
1996~1997
(n = 584) %

Children born in 
1998~199

(n = 385) %

Medical centres or 
regional hospitals 

as the type of 
major health care 
facility used for 
prenatal care

8.82 9.80 11.61 25.68 27.56 26.26 30.31 25.71

Very convenient 
transportation to 
and from prenatal 

care facilities

35.29 25.49 29.46 17.57 26.92 37.99 34.42 37.14

Table 3: Definitions of the outcome variables and major explanatory variables in multivariate analysis

Variable Definition of the variable

Outcome variable
The type of major health care facility used for prenatal care 1 = obstetrics in medical centres or regional hospitals; 2 = obstetrics in local 

hospitals; 3 = obstetric clinics, health stations, midwives or others.
The convenience of transportation to and from prenatal care 
facilities

1 = inconvenient (very inconvenient or somewhat inconvenient); 2 = moderate; 3 
= convenient; 4 = very convenient.

Major explanatory variables
Rural = 1 if a mother lived in a rural area during pregnancy, and 0 otherwise.
1993_1995 = 1 if a pregnancy was during January 1, 1993 and February 28, 1995, and 0 

otherwise.
1996_1997 = 1 if a pregnancy was during January 1, 1996 and December 31, 1997, and 0 

otherwise.
1998_1999 = 1 if a pregnancy was during January 1, 1998 and December 31, 1999, and 0 

otherwise.
Rural*1993_1995 The interaction term of "Rural" and "1993_1995"
Rural*1996_1997 The interaction term of "Rural" and "1996_1997"
Rural*1998_1999 The interaction term of "Rural" and "1998_1999"
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Y is one of the two indicators mentioned previously. Xc

denotes explanatory variables other than the major ones.
1993_1995, 1996_1997, and 1998_1999 were used to
capture the time trend, with the base period being from
March 1, 1990 to December 31, 1992. The three interac-
tion terms were for investigating the differences in the
time trend between rural women and their counterparts in
non-rural areas (The detailed definitions of the major
explanatory variables can be found in Table 3).

Estimation of changes in the relative probability of 
choosing hospitals and in the probability of perceiving very 
convenient transportation from 1990–1992 to later years 
in the 1990s
Using coefficients and the corresponding covariance
matrices estimated by the multinomial logit model, we
calculated the probability of choosing a specific type of
setting as the type of major health facility used for prena-
tal care [17,19,20]. We further estimated the relative prob-
ability of choosing hospitals to choosing non-hospital
settings for each time period, and the changes in the rela-
tive probability from 1990–1992 to the three later periods
in the 1990s [19,20].

The relative probability of choosing large hospitals to
choosing non-hospital settings was measured as the ratio
of the probability of choosing large hospitals to the prob-
ability of choosing non-hospital settings. It is exp(X'b1),
where X is the set of all explanatory variables and b1 is the
set of coefficients corresponding to the category of visiting
medical centres and regional hospitals. Similarly, the rel-
ative probability of choosing small hospitals to choosing
non-hospital settings is exp(X'b2), where b2 is the set of
coefficients corresponding to local hospitals. The change
in the relative probability from 1990–1992 to a specific
later period was measured as the ratio of the relative prob-
ability for that period to the relative probability for 1990–
1992. (The formulas for calculating the 95% confidence
interval estimates of these changes are presented in the
appendix.)

In the ordered probit model, the values of thresholds (or
called "cut points"), together with the values of coeffi-
cients, determine the probabilities of falling in various
categories of the dependent variable. We used informa-
tion with respect to coefficients, thresholds and their cor-
responding covariance matrices to calculate the
probability of perceiving very convenient transportation,
and estimated the changes in the probability from 1990–
1992 to the three later periods in the 1990s [17,20]. The
change from 1990–1992 to a specific later period was
measured as the probability for that period minus the
probability for 1990–1992. (The formulas for calculating
the 95% confidence interval estimates of these changes
are in the appendix.)

We needed to select a representative case for calculating
the probabilities of choosing a specific type of setting as
the type of major health facility used for prenatal care and
of perceiving very convenient transportation. Referring to
the sample characteristics, we chose the following charac-
teristics for such estimation: the child was male and the
first child; the mother bore the child before thirty years
old, had no abnormal condition during this pregnancy,
and was born before 1970, and her ethnicity was Fu-
Chien; she had two children, was married, and had senior
high school education and an average monthly family
income less than 50,000 Taiwanese dollars when she was
interviewed in 2000. Based on these characteristics, we
calculated the two kinds of aforementioned probabilities
for each time period, and for rural and non-rural women,
separately.

Results
Changes in the relative probability of choosing large 
hospitals from 1990–1992 to later years in the 1990s
The probability of choosing large hospitals for women in
rural areas was significantly higher between 1998 and
1999 than between 1990 and 1992 (Table 4). According
to the point estimates, for women in rural areas, the rela-
tive probability of choosing large hospitals to choosing
non-hospital settings in 1998–1999 was 6.54 times of
that in 1990–1992. In contrast, their relative probability
of choosing local hospitals in 1998–1999 was only 1.92
times of what it was between 1990 and 1992, and it was
not statistically significant.

Changes in the probability of perceiving transportation to 
be very convenient from 1990–1992 to later years in the 
1990s
Regarding the changes in the probability that women
would perceive transportation to be very convenient from
the period between 1990 and 1992 to the three later peri-
ods in the 1990s, only the change corresponding to 1998–
1999 for women in non-rural areas was statistically signif-
icant (Table 5). These women were more likely to feel very
convenient transportation during the period between
1998 and 1999 than during the period between 1990 and
1992. For a non-rural woman with representative charac-
teristics mentioned previously, she had a 26.8% probabil-
ity of perceiving that transportation for obtaining prenatal
care was very convenient in non-rural areas between 1990
and 1992, and was 8.4% more likely to find it very con-
venient there between 1998 and 1999. In contrast,
women in rural areas did not have this trend, and might
be less likely to perceive very convenient transportation
between 1998 and 1999 than between 1990 and 1992.
According to our point estimates, for a rural woman with
aforementioned characteristics, her probability of perceiv-
ing transportation as being very convenient was 34.8%
between 1990 and 1992, and she was 14.5% less likely to
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find it very convenient there between 1998 and 1999. This
estimate, however, was marginally insignificant, with its
upper bound of the 95% confidence interval slightly
larger than 0. If our sample size could be a little larger, we
would expect such a difference to be statistically signifi-
cant.

Other factors related to choice of prenatal care facility
Results from our multivariate analysis revealed there were
some other factors related to the choice of prenatal care
facility (detailed results available upon request). Women
with abnormal health conditions were more likely to seek
prenatal health care in large hospitals. Women who bore
their babies between age 30 and 34, women who were
born before 1970, women with higher education and

higher family income were also more likely to seek prena-
tal care in large hospitals.

Discussion
In this study of Taiwanese women's choice of prenatal care
facility from the early 1990s to the late 1990s, we found
that women in rural areas were more likely to go to large
hospitals to obtain prenatal care in the late 1990s than in
the early 1990s. Moreover, women in rural areas were less
likely to perceive that transportation had improved for
acquiring prenatal care in the late 1990s than their coun-
terparts in non-rural areas. Our findings suggest that more
effort is necessary to help reduce the disparities between
women in rural areas and those in non-rural areas.

Table 4: The relative probability of choosing hospitals to choosing non-hospital settings as the type of major health facility used for 
prenatal care

The probability of choosing a specific type of 
setting (%)

The relative probability of 
choosing hospitals to choosing 

non-hospital settings

The change in the relative probability from 1990–1992

Year Medical 
centres or 
regional 
hospitals

Local 
hospitals

Non-hospital 
settings

Medical 
centres or 
regional 
hospitals

Local 
hospitals

Medical centres or regional 
hospitals

Local hospitals

Point 
estimate

95%CI Point 
estimate

95%CI

Rural areas
1990–1992 10.6 56.3 33.1 0.32 1.70
1993–1995 11.8 49.4 38.8 0.30 1.27 0.95 (0.19, 4.73) 0.75 (0.29, 1.95)
1996–1997 14.6 56.1 29.3 0.50 1.92 1.55 (0.38, 6.41) 1.13 (0.47, 2.71)
1998–1999 32.8 51.4 15.8 2.08 3.25 6.54 * (1.55, 27.62) 1.92 (0.73, 5.05)

Non-rural 
areas

1990–1992 25.2 30.2 44.6 0.57 0.68
1993–1995 24.9 31.0 44.0 0.57 0.70 1.00 (0.58, 1.72) 1.04 (0.61, 1.78)
1996–1997 28.6 35.0 36.4 0.79 0.96 1.39 (0.83, 2.33) 1.42 (0.86, 2.34)
1998–1999 25.4 33.2 41.4 0.61 0.80 1.08 (0.62, 1.91) 1.19 (0.70, 2.04)

* p < 0.05.

Table 5: The probability of perceiving very convenient transportation to and from prenatal care facilities

Rural areas Non-rural areas

Year The probability of 
perceiving very 

convenient 
transportation

Point estimate for 
the change from 

1990–1992

95%CI for the 
change

The probability of 
perceiving very 

convenient 
transportation

Point estimate for 
the change from 

1990–1992

95%CI for the 
change

1990–1992 34.8 26.8
1993–1995 27.8 -7.1 (-24.7, 9.9) 32.6 5.9 (-2.4, 13,7)
1996–1997 27.8 -7.1 (-23.7, 9.4) 32.3 5.5 (-2.1, 12.8)
1998–1999 20.3 -14.5 (-33.0, 0.9) 35.2 8.4 * (0.01, 15.9)

The numbers are in percentage.
* p < 0.05.
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Since the launch of NHI, recruiting physicians for certain
specialties has been challenging for hospitals and medical
professional groups, and recruiting for gynaecologic and
obstetric departments have had particularly noticeable
difficulties. The NHI payment scheme has generally been
regarded as a factor associated with such a problem, as
gynaecologists and obstetricians complained that the pay-
ment level for them is not as good as those for many other
specialists [21]. Another factor making gynaecology and
obstetrics become unfavourable specialties is that gynae-
cologists and obstetricians are more likely to be involved
in medical disputes than physicians of many other spe-
cialties [21]. In the 1990s, there were quite a few cases in
which some pregnant women's or lying-in women's fam-
ily members went to protest or file lawsuits against their
gynaecologists and obstetricians because they were not
satisfied with the treatments their doctors provided.

Moreover, business has been dropping for gynaecologists
and obstetricians as Taiwan's fertility rate has been drop-
ping since the late 1990s. The total fertility rate in 1997
was 1.77, which was about the same level in the early
1990s, but it dropped to 1.56 in 1999, and further to 1.12
in 2005 [22]. The decrease in fertility is significant in both
rural and non-rural areas [22]. Business is also uneven,
depending on the years considered favourable for giving
birth. For example, fertility was much lower in 1998
because it was a Tiger Year, traditionally considered to be
unfavourable in Taiwan, and high in 2000, which is a
Dragon Year and very favourable. The quickly decreasing
and uneven fertility rate also makes gynaecology and
obstetrics less attractive specialties.

Regarding the type of health care facility for obtaining pre-
natal care, we found that women in rural areas were more
likely to seek prenatal care in large hospitals in the late
1990s than earlier in the 1990s, a finding that is consistent
with results from one study which showed that a large
hospital in Taiwan symbolized good quality care in the
1990s [23]. Taiwan's NHI payment scheme has made hos-
pital owners to prefer to use high technology to have their
hospitals re-accredited as large hospitals, so that they have
had a tendency to compete on a non-price basis [24].
Since the implementation of the NHI, a substantial pro-
portion of small hospitals have gradually exited the hos-
pital market, and a major competition strategy adopted by
hospitals is to expand their sizes and increase the use of
high technology devices to signal their quality levels [24].
As health care consumers in Taiwan have no reliable infor-
mation sources regarding the quality levels of health care
facilities, some of them may just use the size of a health
facility to judge its quality. Particularly, since it is harder
for rural residents to collect information on the quality of
health care facilities outside their communities, they

might be more likely to judge the health care quality of a
facility based on its size.

If women in rural areas believe that a larger size of hospi-
tal reflects better quality of health care, and choose to
leave their living districts to seek prenatal care, it appears
reasonable that they would prefer large hospitals rather
than smaller health care facilities. The behaviour of endur-
ing inconvenient transportation was also consistent with
the finding shown in one research which reported that
time cost was a factor with a low elasticity for utilizing
ambulatory care in Taiwan in the 1990s [25]. Moreover,
the decreases in the numbers of local hospitals and non-
hospital health care facilities in rural areas, small cities
and towns might also push women in rural areas to be
more likely to seek prenatal care in large hospitals. As to
why such an effect started to emerge in the late 1990s
rather than right after the launch of the NHI, it might be
because the influences of the NHI payment scheme and of
the dropping fertility on the structure and development of
Taiwan's prenatal care market was not so strong in the first
a few years of this insurance program, and became
stronger a couple of years after the start of the NHI. With
respect to such issues, there has been no study reported in
the literature, and such research is worthy of more atten-
tion.

Given that women in rural areas were more likely to leave
their living districts to acquire prenatal care in large hospi-
tals in the late 1990s, it makes sense that women in rural
areas were less likely to perceive improved convenience in
transportation in the late 1990s than women in non-rural
areas. Women in non-rural areas appeared to feel more
convenient transportation in the 1990s than earlier in the
1990s. Since the number of health care facilities providing
gynaecologic and obstetric care did not increase in the late
1990s, a possible reason for this improvement might be
because of the improvements in public transportation sys-
tems in non-rural areas. For instance, Taiwan has started
developing "mass rapid transit systems" in large cities
since the early 1990s. Therefore, it is reasonable that there
would be an increased difference in estimation of conven-
ience of transportation to and from prenatal care facility
between women in rural areas and their counterparts liv-
ing in non-rural areas in the late 1990s.

One more point deserving further exploration is whether
choosing large hospitals for prenatal care was worth it for
women. While our data could not show whether prenatal
care services in large hospitals were worse than those
offered in other settings, such as clinics and public health
stations, some previous studies indicated that women
seeking prenatal care in clinics were more likely to obtain
adequate prenatal care than those seeking such care in
hospitals one year after the NHI program started [6,10].
Page 9 of 12
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Our study did not focus on "measures for adequacy of pre-
natal care." It would require further study to investigate
the consequences of rural women's actions of leaving their
local communities and going to large hospitals for prena-
tal care in the post-NHI period in terms of the quality of
prenatal care received and the corresponding birth out-
comes.

This study, which examined disparities between rural and
non-rural areas, offers new information regarding the type
of major health care facility used, and women's percep-
tion of the convenience of transportation for obtaining
prenatal care. It discusses in detail the links of the trend in
Taiwanese women's choice of prenatal care facility with
developments in Taiwan's NHI, health care market, fertil-
ity and public transportation. It thus adds important
information to the field of prenatal care. Our findings
should be of particular use to Taiwan and countries with
similar concerns and conditions for their future reforms in
the delivery of prenatal care.

How to improve access to prenatal care in rural areas
should be an important challenge. The literature has indi-
cated that women who seek obstetrical care outside their
local communities are more likely to have complicated
deliveries, larger chances of prematurity, and more need
for neonatal care for their children [26]. Previous research
has also suggested that fewer pregnancy-related health
services resource in rural areas adversely affects utilization
of such health care in these areas [27]. Rural women are
unavoidably facing higher risks for birth delivery, since
they usually have to leave their community to deliver their
children. Such a circumstance makes "use of good quality
prenatal care" even more essential for women in rural
areas. While it does not seem efficient to increase the
number of health care facilities offering prenatal care in
rural areas, some other strategies should be seriously con-
sidered and tested. For instance, it should be helpful to
improve the quality of prenatal care offered in rural public
health stations by recruiting good gynaecologists and
obstetricians to provide services in the health stations on
a periodic and regular basis, and to construct a good refer-
ral system for prenatal care using public health stations as
the base. It should also be helpful to provide rural women
with more convenient transportation services to and from
prenatal health care facilities. Furthermore, it should be
helpful to disseminate health information on the impor-
tance of and the criteria for adequate prenatal care to help
pregnant women make better choices regarding prenatal
care.

This study focused on reporting results based on data for
1,575 children in the 4,820 available cases, as previously
mentioned. The reason is that we concerned correlation
among multiple cases from a same woman, since the two

statistical models we used, the multinomial logit model
and the ordered probit model, cannot not handle this
kind of correlation problem. However, for the purpose of
sensitivity analysis, we have also done analysis based on
the 4,820 cases (results not shown). While more coeffi-
cients were statistically significant in results from analys-
ing the 4,820 cases, these results do not conflict with
conclusions we made with regard to comparison between
rural and non-rural areas according to our results from
analysing the 1,575 cases.

There are two main limitations for this study. The first per-
tains to recall bias, a problem inherent in most retrospec-
tive studies that make of surveys. Nonetheless, we believe
that such recall bias in our study should not be serious. It
has been shown that maternal recall of births five to seven
years earlier is highly accurate, and maternal reports of
prenatal events more than a decade after the birth are still
reasonably accurate, especially events they directly partic-
ipated in or information they have been told [28-31]. The
literature has also indicated that health care users can reli-
ably report factual information such as the travelling time
for obtaining ambulatory care [32]. Since most Taiwanese
women only have one or two children and the recall
period for this study is no more than ten years, it should
not be hard for them to remember which health care facil-
ities they used for prenatal care, and how they felt about
the transportation to and from the facilities.

The second limitation is that our analysis only compared
different cohorts of women giving births in the 1990s
without controlling for some unobserved characteristics,
such as attitudes and beliefs with regard to childbearing,
prenatal care, and health care quality differences among
different types of facilities. We were not able to further dis-
cuss how such characteristics that might vary among dif-
ferent cohorts of women might interact with the NHI
influences on the prenatal care market, and subsequently
result in changes in women's choice of prenatal care facil-
ities. If we could also compare the experiences of prenatal
care utilization for a specific cohort before and after the
implementation of the NHI, we would be able to furnish
more knowledge in this area.

Conclusion
In conclusion, we found that the women in rural areas
were more likely to seek prenatal care in large hospitals,
but were not more likely to perceive very convenient
transportation to and from prenatal care facilities in the
late 1990s than in the early 1990s. In contrast, women in
non-rural areas did not have a stronger tendency to seek
prenatal care in large hospitals in the late 1990s than in
earlier periods. In addition, they did perceive an improve-
ment in transportation for acquiring prenatal care in the
late 1990s. More efforts should be undertaken to reduce
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these disparities and improve access to prenatal care of
good quality in rural areas.
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Appendix
Formulas for calculating the 95% confidence interval
estimates of changes corresponding to the three later
periods in the 1990s

Changes in the Relative Probability of Choosing Hospitals
from 1990–1992 to Later Years in the 1990s

The 95% confidence interval estimates of changes corre-
sponding to the three later periods in the 1990s for non-
rural areas were calculated as follows:

For rural areas, the 95% confidence interval estimates for
the three periods were respectively calculated as follows:

Changes in the Probability of Perceiving Very Convenient
Transportation from 1990–1992 to Later Years in the
1990s

In our model, there were three thresholds: K1, K2, K3. The
95% confidence interval estimates of changes in the prob-
ability of perceiving very convenient transportation corre-
sponding to the three later periods for non-rural areas
were respectively calculated as follows:

φ is the density function of the standard normal distribu-
tion.

For rural areas, the three interval estimates were:

Acknowledgements
This research was supported by intramural funding from the National 
Health Research Institutes, Taiwan.

References
1. Barros H, Tavares M, Rodrigues T: Role of prenatal care in pre-

term birth and low birthweight in Portugal.  J Public Health Med
1996, 18:321-328.

2. Kogan MD, Martin JA, Ventura SJ, Alexander GR, Kotelchuck M, Frig-
oletto FD: Benefits and limitations of prenatal care.[com-
ment].  JAMA 280(24):2071-2. 1998 Dec 23–30; author reply 1998,
280:2071–2072; author reply 2073

3. Matthews Z, Diamond I: Child immunisation in Ghana: the
effects of family, location and social disparity.  J Biosoc Sci 1997,
29:327-343.

4. Bloom S, Lippeveld T, Wypij D: Does antenatal care make a dif-
ference to safe delivery? A study in urban Uttar Pradesh,
India.  Health Policy Plan 1999, 14:38-48.

5. Fiscella K: Does prenatal care improve birth outcomes? A crit-
ical review.  Obstet Gynecol 1995, 85:468-479.

6. Chen CS, Liu TC, Chen LM: National Health Insurance and the
antenatal care use: a case in Taiwan.  Health Policy 2003,
64:99-112.

7. D'Ascoli PT, Alexander GR, Petersen DJ, Kogan MD: Parental fac-
tors influencing patterns of prenatal care utilization.  J Perina-
tol 1997, 17:283-287.

8. Delvaux T, Buekens P, Godin I, Boutsen M: Barriers to prenatal
care in Europe.  Am J Prev Med 2001, 21:52-59.

9. Khoshnood B, Blondel B, de Vigan C, Breart G: Socioeconomic
barriers to informed decisionmaking regarding maternal
serum screening for down syndrome: results of the French
National Perinatal Survey of 1998.  Am J Public Health 2004,
94:484-491.

10. Liu TC, Chen CS: The role of Taiwan's national health insur-
ance program in influencing adequate prenatal care.  Int J
Health Plann Manage 2004, 19:113-130.

11. Griffin JF, Hogan JW, Buechner JS, Leddy TM: The effect of a Med-
icaid managed care program on the adequacy of prenatal
care utilization in Rhode Island.  Am J Public Health 1999,
89:497-501.

12. Chen LM, Wen SW, Li CY: The impact of national health insur-
ance on the utilization of health care services by pregnant
women: the case in Taiwan.  Matern Child Health J 2001, 5:35-42.

13. Chang TK, Li YM, Shaw CK: The study of health care accessibil-
ity in remote areas of Hualien county after the launching of
National Health Insurance Program.  Tzu Chi Med J 1998,
10:201-209.

14. Tseng WHR: Family role on medical care among rural villag-
ers in Taiwan.  Proceedings of the First International Symposium on Fam-
ilies, East and West: 25–28 July 1991; Indianapolis 1991.

15. Poston DL, Gu B, Liu PP, McDaniel T: Son preference and the sex
ratio at birth in China: A provincial level analysis.  Soc Biol
1997, 44:55-76.

16. Liu T, Chen C, Tsai Y, Lin H: Taiwan's high rate of cesarean
births: Impacts of national health insurance and fetal gender
preference.  Birth 2007, 34:115-122.

17. Greene WH: Econometric Analysis 5th edition. New Jersey: Prentice
Hall Press; 2002. 

18. Stata Corporation: Stata User's Guide Release 7. Texas 2001.
19. Hosmer DW, Lemeshow S: Applied Logistic Regression New York: John

Wiley & Sons Press; 1989. 
20. Stata Corporation: Stata Reference H-P Release 7. Texas 2001.
21. Chang YS, Yaung CL: The impact of NHI payment system on

manpower among medical specialties in Taiwan.  Chin J Public
Health 1999, 18:123-137.

22. Ministry of Interior: Taiwan's Demographic Fact Books Taiwan; various
years from 1990 to 2005. 

For 

For

1993 1995 1993 1995 1 0 05 2 1993 1995− ± ×−: exp[ ( )]_ . / _b z se b

  

For 

1996 1997

1

1996 1997 1 0 05 2 1996 1997− ± ×−: exp[ ( )]_ . / _b z se b

9998 1999 1998 1999 1 0 05 2 1998 1999− ± ×−: exp[ ( )]_ . / _b z se b

exp[( ) ((var(_ _ . / _b b z bRural1993 1995 1993 1995 1 0 05 2 1993 1+ ± ×∗ − 9995 1993 1995 1993 1995 19932) var( ) cov( ,_ _ _+ +∗ ∗b b bRural Rural 11995
1 2

1996 1997 1996 1997 1 0 05 2

)) ]

exp[( ) ((v

/

_ _ . /b b zRural+ ± ×∗ − aar( ) var( ) cov( ,_ _ _b b b bRural1996 1997 1996 1997 1996 19972+ +∗ RRural

Ruralb b z

∗

∗+ ±

1996 1997
1 2

1998 1999 1998 1999 1

_
/

_ _

)) ]

exp[( ) −− ∗× + +0 05 2 1998 1999 1998 1999 2. / _ _((var( ) var( ) cov(b b bRural 11998 1999 1998 1999
1 2

_ _
/, )) ]bRural∗

For 1993 1995 3 1993 1995 1 0 05 2 1993 19− − ′ ∗ ± ×−: ( ) [ (_ . / _φ K X b b z se b 995

3 1996 1997 1 0 05 2 191996 1997

)]

: ( ) [ (_ . /For − − ′ ∗ ± ×−φ K X b b z se b 996 1997

3 1998 1999 1 0 05 21998 1999

_

_ . /

)]

: ( ) [For − − ′ ∗ ± ×−φ K X b b z see b( )]_1998 1999

φ( ) [( ) ((var(_ _ . /K X b b b zRural3 1993 1995 1993 1995 1 0 05 2− ′ ∗ + ± ×∗ − bb b b bRural Rura1993 1995 1993 1995 1993 19952_ _ _) var( ) cov( ,+ +∗ ll

RuralK X b b b

∗

∗− ′ ∗ +

1993 1995
1 2

3 1996 1997 1996 1997

_
/

_ _

)) ]

( ) [( )φ ±± × + +− ∗z b bRural1 0 05 2 1996 1997 1996 1997 2. / _ _((var( ) var( ) cov( , )) ]

( ) [(

_ _
/

_

b b

K X b b

Rural1996 1997 1996 1997
1 2

3 1998 1999

∗

− ′ ∗φ ++ ± × +∗ −b z b bRural Rur1998 1999 1 0 05 2 1998 1999_ . / _) ((var( ) var( aal Ruralb b∗ ∗+1998 1999 1998 1999 1998 1999
1 22_ _ _

/) cov( , )) ]
Page 11 of 12
(page number not for citation purposes)

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8887844
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8887844
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9875865
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9875865
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9881139
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9881139
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10351468
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10351468
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10351468
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7862395
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7862395
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12644332
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12644332
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9280092
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9280092
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11418258
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11418258
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14998818
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14998818
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14998818
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15239208
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15239208
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10191790
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10191790
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10191790
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11341718
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11341718
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11341718
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9325652
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9325652
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17542815
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17542815
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17542815


BMC Health Services Research 2008, 8:67 http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6963/8/67
Publish with BioMed Central   and  every 
scientist can read your work free of charge

"BioMed Central will be the most significant development for 
disseminating the results of biomedical research in our lifetime."

Sir Paul Nurse, Cancer Research UK

Your research papers will be:

available free of charge to the entire biomedical community

peer reviewed and published immediately upon acceptance

cited in PubMed and archived on PubMed Central 

yours — you keep the copyright

Submit your manuscript here:
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp

BioMedcentral

23. Hong WH, Cheng SH, Chang RE, Chiang TL: Changes in the pro-
portion of cross-region admissions in Taiwan, 1985–1995.
Chin J Public Health 1998, 17:388-394.

24. Lu JR, Hsieh C: An analysis of the market structure and devel-
opment of Taiwan's hospital industry.  Taiwan Econ Rev 2003,
31:107-153.

25. Lin SJ, Yaung CL, Huang WF: The influence of time cost on the
utilization of ambulatory care among patients in a medical
centre.  Chin J Public Health 1997, 16:319-328.

26. Nesbitt TS, Connell FA, Hart LG, Rosenblatt R: Access to obstetric
care in rural areas: effect on birth outcomes.  Am J of Public
Health 1990, 80:814-818.

27. Burgard S: Race and pregnancy-related care in Brazil and
South Africa.  Soc Sci Med 2004, 59:1127-1146.

28. Githens PB, Glass CA, Sloan FA, Entman SS: Maternal recall and
medical records: an examination of events during preg-
nancy, childbirth, and early infancy.  Birth 1993, 20:136-141.

29. Tilley BC, Barnes AB, Bergstralh E, LaBarthe D, Noller KL, Colton T,
Adam E: A comparison of pregnancy history recall and medi-
cal records.  Am J Epidemiol 1985, 121:269-281.

30. Yawna BP, Sumanb VJ, Jacobsenc SJ: Maternal Recall of Distant
Pregnancy Events.  J Clin Epidemiol 1998, 51:399-405.

31. Tomeo CA, Rich-Edwards JW, Michels KB, Berkey CS, Hunter DJ,
Frazier AL, Willett WC, Buka SL: Reproducibility and validity of
maternal recall of pregnancy-related events.  Epidemiology
1999, 10:774-777.

32. Brown JB, Adams ME: Patients as reliable reporters of medical
care process: recall of ambulatory encounter events.  Med
Care 1992, 30:400-411.

Pre-publication history
The pre-publication history for this paper can be accessed
here:

http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6963/8/67/prepub
Page 12 of 12
(page number not for citation purposes)

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15210086
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15210086
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8240621
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8240621
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8240621
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3893098
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3893098
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9619967
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9619967
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10535796
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10535796
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1583918
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1583918
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6963/8/67/prepub
http://www.biomedcentral.com/
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp
http://www.biomedcentral.com/

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Methods
	Study design and data
	Sample characteristics
	Empirical specification and statistical models
	Estimation of changes in the relative probability of choosing hospitals and in the probability of perceiving very convenient transportation from 1990-1992 to later years in the 1990s

	Results
	Changes in the relative probability of choosing large hospitals from 1990-1992 to later years in the 1990s
	Changes in the probability of perceiving transportation to be very convenient from 1990-1992 to later years in the 1990s
	Other factors related to choice of prenatal care facility

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Competing interests
	Authors' contributions
	Appendix
	Acknowledgements
	References
	Pre-publication history

