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Abstract

L

This study was conducted to compare the prevalence rate and type of parasitic
infection in low-land and hill-tribe students and factors associated to intestinal parasitic infection.
The study population was 455 students in 8 1primary schools of Kanejue subdistrict, Mae Ramat
district,Tak province comprising of 163 low-land students and 292 hiil-tribe students. All
students' parents were interviewed, fecal samples were collected from students and examined by
Kato' s thick smear method. Data were analysed using descriptive (frequency and percentage)
and inferential (Z-test for proportion and Exact Probability test) statistics.

The results revealed that the' low-land students had significantly lower prevalence of
intestinal infection than the hill-tribe group (11.0% and 56.5% respectively), (p<0.01).
Opisthorchis viverrini, Tapeworm, and Enterobius vermicularis were the species found in the
Jow-land students more than in the hill-tribe group (4.9%, 2.5%, and 1.8%, respectively). While

among the hill-tribe students found higher proportion of Ascaris lumbricoides, Tricuris trichiura,



and hookworm than in the low-land group (40.8%, 16.8%, and 11.3% respectively). Mixed
parasitic infection was higher in the hill-tribe students (24.8% compared to 5.6%). The health
behaviors significantly increased the prevalence of parasitic infection (p<0.05) were the practice
of not using latrine, not hand-washing after using latrine and not wearing shoes. On the contrary,
having uncooked meat and taking antihelminth drug within one year were found to significantly |
increased the prevalence (p<0.01).

The control of parasitic infection among young children cannot merely treating with
antihelminth drug. Health education especially on personal hygiene and health risk behavior
should be emphasized aiming to health behavior changed along with the environmental

improvernent,



