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Abstract

Dengue fever is a notifiable infectious disease in Taiwan. The surveillance
of Dengue cases depand on institutional reporting and border surveillance.
Therefore, the prompt control of the dengue pandemic relays on the quality
real-time reporting of the healthcare institution and the effectiveness of the
surveillance system.

The aims of this study were using the five-year data ( 2004-2008 ) of the
notifiable infectious disease surveillance system to estimate the epidemiology of
Dengue Fever in Taiwan. The result show that the mean positive rate of
imported cases is 63.49;. The positive rate of majority indigenous case of
hospital is 38.019% > and mean positive rate is 42.3%. Besides, many people
were diagnosed within 7 days, the median is 4 days. And 0.49% of healthcare
did not reported real-time. In addition, differentiating between positive and
negative would cost 8 days.

After crossing-checking the national health insurance database and
notifiable infectious disease database, it is estimated the reporting rate for
outpatient is 83.09¢ and for hospitalization is 95.4% in 2006 to 2007.

Keyword : Dengue fever ~ Timeliness of reporting cases ~ Reporting rate.
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- o F 2004-2008 3 o Bk ki (H b))

B4 fom 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 *3 B H s
Foldk % Rbldk % kKUl % Rl % kbl % FolEk kbl
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WO ksep $ A2 2 p F h kRS AR A 0] 2006 & 82 2007 & 2ot ik i 4R F 9 52 200 4 4 B 5 5

% - 2004-2008 & 7 & B pH ol BREF SR LA AR (B) (Hi: b))

Bt () £ Ea Ea X
h ¥ AR 0 23 0 23
RN 1 0 0 1
RN oY S0 135 0 0 135
A 8 2 0 10
Bk Rt E AT 16 0 0 16
B R 195 1 0 196
B E R 1 0 0 1
B FEBR 40 0 0 40
Pag v 1 20 8 29
F 1l 4F 305 (47.0%) 301 43 649
(9) 7 8 4 19
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%= 2004-2008 & & & U R ook e F e LA F Rk (22) (Eiz b))
Bt (i) EXEA N U X
b il aF 0 3 0 3
RECHR o 0 145 1 149
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Zw  2004-2008 # % & BUAFH AL FHP L AF (Hi b))

, 0~3 4~7 <7 7P B3
Fpprderp (p) . = . Py - - . vl (P)
7 ] e % b #c > ] e % i ] e b H# %
AR F R Pt
FES 1345 1636 2081  86.6 460 3441 326 4
BEFR 1706 1581 3287 921 282 3569 33.8 4
¥ RFR 786 465 1251 943 75 1326 12.6 3
A 827 500 1327 763 412 1739 16.5 4
NI R R EA AT 196 167 363 744 125 488 4.6 4
By T 8
R 379 326 705  80.1 175 880 8.3 4
A T 166 131 297 837 58 355 3.4 4
L 144 169 313 819 69 382 3.6 4
% % 1403 1576 2979 89.2 359 3338 31.6 4
B B F 2744 2124 4868 87.8 677 5545 52.5 4
L% 24 23 47 746 16 63 0.6 5
A
& 2105 2039 4144 872 607 4751 45.0 4
g 2755 2310 5065 87.1 747 5812 55.0 4
B opE e (f)
1~14 412 459 871 85.2 151 1022 9.7 4
15~39 1863 1684 3547 88.8 449 3996 37.8 4
40~64 1798 1730 3528 86.0 573 4101 38.8 4
>65 787 476 1263 87.5 181 1444 13.7 3
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%3 2004-2008 # % & Bl Fpm |2 LUrp 2FL P AF (Hi b))

e pEgEn (p) 0 1 >1 By
LA F Ry

FES 2,552 886 3 3,441

R F R 2,519 1,039 11 3,569
PERFR 946 368 12 1,326

bt 1,407 323 9 1,739

S IR REGELA 470 10 8 488
B 7,894 2,626 43 (0.4%) 10,563

%7 2004-2008 # % & A W |2 4F L P IFHP AT (Hi b))

FrpogkiEdp (p) 0-7 8-14 <14 15-30 >30 ¢ =@k a3t
7 E
o E 216 134 350 201 114 14 665
A % 322 68 390 81 41 1 512
¢ 60 64 124 122 75 17 321
% F 1,631 584 2,215 411 145 3 2771
BB 2,189 1,288 3,477 1,014 308 9 4,799
i % 16 14 30 14 2 11 46
B3t 4,434 2,152 6,586 1,843 685 8 9,114
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P R
%5 L 993 41 1,034 96.0%
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.~ 2006-2007 # ZF E itz W (H = &)

LE A 20 F B3 4EF
¥R T

FEY 1,021 49 1,070 95.4%

PR 1,158 52 1,210 95.7%

PR FR 249 16 265  94.0%

¥R T 0

o 57 3 60 95.0%
¥ 27 0 27 100.0%
v R 34 5 39 87.2%
E 1,388 63 1,451 95.7%

B AT 915 44 959 95.4%
¥ 7 2 9 77.8%

ki e 2,428 117 2,545 95.4%
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