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Table 1

among Pregnancy in Taiwan,2000

Seropositive rate of Rubella

Rubella IgG

age Total No % P value
14-19 133 12 121 0.91 Hokk
20-24 640 56 584 0.91

25-29 1008 59 949 0.94

30-34 627 74 553 0.88

>=35 199 31 168 0.84

Unknown 104 11 93 0.89

Total 2711 243 2468 0.91

p 0.05 p 001 p 0.001
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Table 2 Seropositive rate of  Varicella

among Pregnancy in Taiwan,2000

Varicella IgG

age Total No % P value
14-19 133 19 114 0.86 ok
20-24 640 7 569 0.89

25-29 1008 83 925 0.92

30-34 627 39 588 0.94

>=35 199 11 188 0.94

Unknown 104 14 90 0.87

Total 2711 237 2474 0.91

p 005 p 001 p 0.001
Table 3 Seropositive rate of Rubella and Varicella

among Pregnancy by regional in Taiwan,2000

Rubella lgG Varicella lgG
+ % P value - + % P value
North(n=812) 59 753 0.93 69 743 0.92
Middle(n=813) 73 740 0.91 57 756 0.93
South(n=996) 103 893 0.90 100 896 0.90
East(n=90) 8 82 0.91 1 79 0.88
Total(n=2711) 243 2468 0.91 237 2474 0.91
p 0.05 p 001 p 0.001
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Table

4

Seropositive rate of Rubella and Varicella

among Pregnancy by regional ,2000

Rubella 119G Varicella  1gG
+ % P value + % P value

North(n=812)

14-19(n=30) 1 29 097 5 25 083
20-24(n=181) 13 168 0.93 20 161 0.89
25-29(n=320) 14 306 0.96 23 297 0.93
30-34(n=201) 21 180 0.90 17 184 0.92
>=35(n=79) 10 69 0.87 4 75 0.95
Unknown(n=1) 0 1 100 0 1 100
Total(n=812) 59 753 0.93 69 743 0.92
Middle(n=813)

14-19(n=45) 6 39 087 b 5 40 0.89
20-24(n=212) 21 191 0.90 19 193 091
25-29(n=316) 15 301 0.95 22 294 093
30-34(n=197) 24 173 0.88 188 0.95
>=35(n=43) 7 36 084 41 0.95
Total 73 740 0091 57 756 0.93
South(n=996)

14-19(n=52) 5 47 090 9 43 083
20-24(n=223) 18 205 0.92 27 19 0.88
25-29(n=334) 29 305 0091 33 301 0.90
30-34(n=213) 26 187 0.88 12 201 0.94
>=35(n=71) 14 57 0.80 5 66 093
Unknown(n=103) 11 92 0.89 14 89 0.86
Total 103 893 0.90 100 896 0.90
East(n=90)

14-19(n=6) 0 6 1.00 0 6 1.00
20-24(n=24) 4 20 083 5 19 079
25-29(n=38) 1 37 097 5 33 087
30-34(n=16) 3 13 o081 1 15 094
>=35(n=6) 0 6 1.00 0 6 1.00
Total 8 82 091 11 79 0.88

p 0.05 p 0.01 p 0.001
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