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Figure 3. Number of deaths and DALYs and age-standardised mortality rate and DALY rate (per 100,000 population) attributable to individual
dietary risks at the global and SDI level in 2017
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Source: Park JE, Kim YJ, Kim SY, Park JH. The needs and prioritization of nutrition and dietary support for individuals with disabilities: an exploratory study. Korean J Community Nutr. 2024;29(5):431-443.



Table 1. Food access and food security status in households with and without persons with disabilities

Households with Households

PWD, n (%) without PWD, n (%) ¥
Participation in food assistance programs during the last 12 months <0.001
No 333 (86.7) 2158 (93.6)
Yes 51 (13.3) 148 (6.4)
Experiences of food insufficiency during the last 12 months 0.001
Food-sufficient 344 (89.6) 2168 (94.0)
Food-insufficient 40 (10.4) 138 (6.0)
Percentage of households reporting insecurity for every indicator of
household food insecurity during the last 12 months
The food that we bought just did not last and we did not have money to get more 42 (10.9) ER 28 (W393) 0.04
Worried whether food would run out before we got money to buy more 100 (26.0) 371160 <0.001
Could not afford to eat balanced meals 97 (25.3) 401 (17.4) <0.001
Cut size of meals or skipped meals 12 (3.1) 54 (2.3) 0.36
Ate less than felt should 34 (8.9) 1188558 0.02
Hungry but did not eat because could not afford food 14 (3.7) 50 (2.2) 0.08
Lost weight because not enough money for food 15 (3.9) 85155} 0.001
Did not eat for whole day because not enough money for food 1(0.3) 12 (0.5) 0.50
Household’s food security status 0.004
Food-secure 330 (85.9) 2105 (91.3)
Mildly food-insecure 44 (11.5) 67 (7))
Moderately or severely food-insecure 10 (2.6) BT

Abbreviations: PWD, persons with disabilities.

Source: Park JE, Kim YJ, Kim SY, Park JH. The needs and prioritization of nutrition and dietary support for individuals with disabilities: an exploratory study. Korean J Community Nutr. 2024;29(5):431-443.
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Source: Park JE, Kim YJ, Kim SY, Park JH. The needs and prioritization of nutrition and dietary support for individuals with disabilities: an exploratory study. Korean J Community Nutr. 2024;29(5):431-443.
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Table 2. Results of multivariate logistic regression models predicting household food insecurity

Model 12 Model 2P Model 3¢
Adjusted OR (95% CI) Adjusted OR (95% CI) Adjusted OR (95% CI)
Households without PWD (Reference group) 1.00 1.00 1.00
All households with PWD 1.64 (1.16-2.31) 1.41 (0.99-2.00) 1.30 (0.91-1.87)
Number of PWD (per person) [ESISESISS2102) 1.35(1.01-1.81) 1.25 (0.92-1.69)
Household head’s gender
Male-headed households with PWD 1.20 (0.72-2.01) 1.11 (0.65-1.87) 0.96 (0.56-1.65)
Female-headed households with PWD 2.11 (1.37-3.25) 1.68 (1.08-2.59) 1.63 (1.04-2.55)
Household head’s disability status
Households with a household head without a disability 1.31 (0.73-2.35) 1.20 (0.66-2.18) 1.11 (0.61-2.05)
Households with a male head with a disability 1.30 (0.69-2.45) 1.06 (0.55-2.03) 0.90 (0.47-1.76)
Households with a female head with a disability 2.37 (1.40-4.02) IS99 EE16=3:39]) 1.98 (1.14-3.43)
Containing working-age adults with disabilities (aged 19-64 years)
No 1.16 (0.71-1.90) 1.04 (0.63-1.71) 0.98 (0.59-1.63)
Yes 2.23 (1.44-3.44) 1.84 (1.18-2.88) 1.70 (1.07-2.70)

Containing economically active PWD

No 1.98 (1.35-2.91) 1.63 (1.09-2.44) 1.53 (1.01-2.31)

Yes 0.96 (0.49-1.91) 0.93 (0.46-1.86) 0.84 (0.41-1.72)
Type of disability

Physical disability 1.39 (0.90-2.15) 1.19 (0.77-1.84) 1.16 (0.74-1.82)

Visual disability 2.15 (0.84-5.52) 1.87 (0.72-4.85) 1.38 (0.53-3.57)

Auditory or linguistic disability

Mental disability

Internal Organ Disability

0.44 (0.10-1.89)
4.19 (1.69-10.36)
4.65 (1.54-14.09)

0.45 (0.10-1.92)
3.87 (1.53-9.78)
3.93 (1.20-12.86)

0.47 (0.11-2.04)
2.81 (1.08-7.28)
4.38 (1.21-15.79)

Severity of Disability
Severe (Grades 1-3)
Mild (Grades 4-6)

2.13 (1.27-3.56)
1.39 (0.89-2.17)

(87 EAIE3 7
1.19 (0.76-1.86)

1.73 (1.01-2.99)
1.13 (0.72-1.78)

aModel 1: Adjusted for age, gender and marital status of household head, household size, family type, presence of children aged < 18 years, and place of residence.
bModel 2: Adjusted for educational level of household head and number of economically active household members in addition to the covariatesin model 1.
¢Model 3: Adjusted for household income in addition to the covariates in model 2.
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Table 1. Odds ratios (ORs) and 95% confidence intervals (Cls) for inadequate dietary outcomes by disability status, severity, and type

: OR (95% CI)
Weighted% (SE) P Model 1 Model 2
Nutritional deficiency
(< 75% EER and < EAR for vitamin A, vitamin B2, calcium, and iron)
Disability status 0.664
Persons without disabilities 7.05 (0.43) 1.00 1.00
Persons with disabilities 6.35 (1.43) 1.36 (0.81-2.29) 1.15(0.71-1.88)
Disability severity 0.061
Persons without disabilities 1.00 1.00
Severe (grades 1-3) 11.39 (3.62) 2.67 (1.23-5.78) 2.21 (1.02-4.75)
Mild (grades 4-6) 3.90 (1.16) 0.81 (0.42-1.55) 0.73 (0.38-1.38)
Disability type 0.025
Persons without disabilities 7.05 (0.43) 1.00 1.00
External physical disabilities 5.09 (1.29) 1.12 (0.64-1.97) 0.99 (0.59-1.67)
Visual disabilities 0.83 (0.84) 0.14 (0.02-1.07) 0.10 (0.01-0.82)
Hearing, speech, and language disabilities 5.09 (3.54) 0.92 (0.19-4.35) 1.06 (0.21-5.28)
Mental disabilities 21.81 (9.97) 3.98 (1.40-11.33) 2.49 (0.87-7.15)
Internal organ dysfunction 14.63 (10.19) 5.21 (0.79-34.37) 6.03 (0.82-44.56)
High-carbohydrate diet (= 70% energy intake from carbohydrate)
Disability status <0.001
Persons without disabilities 37.99 (1.07) 1.00 1.00
Persons with disabilities 58.97 (3.02) 1.44 (1.08-1.94) 1.24 (0.93-1.65)
Disability severity <0.001
Persons without disabilities 37.99 (1.07) 1.00 1.00
Severe (grades 1-3) 55.96 (4.77) 1.63 (1.06-2.52) 1.33 (0.88-2.00)
Mild (grades 4-6) 61.29 (3.61) 1.39 (0.99-1.93) 1.23 (0.87-1.73)
Disability type <0.001
Persons without disabilities 37.99 (1.07) 1.00 1.00
External physical disabilities 59.93 (3.54) 1.44 (1.02-2.03) 1.24 (0.87-1.77)
Visual disabilities 53.95 (8.78) 0.92 (0.42-1.99) 0.68 (0.30-1.57)
Hearing, speech, and language disabilities 63.29 (9.26) 1.37 (0.67-2.82) 1.43 (0.69-2.97)
Mental disabilities 68.64 (10.63) 4.83 (1.81-12.87) 3.63 (1.40-9.42)

Internal organ dysfunction

41.75 (12.21)

0.89 (0.30-2.67)

0.79 (0.26-2.25)

Abbreviations: OR, odds ratio; CI, confidence interval; EER, estimated energy requirement; EAR, estimated average requirement; MAR, mean adequacy ratio; INQ, index of nutritional quality.
All estimates were derived using complex sample analysis with integrated sample weights to ensure representativeness of the Korean population.

Model 1: adjusted for age and sex. Model 2: adjusted for single-person household, marital status, education level, smoking status, and frequency of binge drinking, household income, and number of diagnosed chronic conditions in

addition to the covariates in Model 1.



Table 1. Odds ratios (ORs) and 95% confidence intervals (Cls) for inadequate dietary outcomes by disability status, severity, and type

3 OR (95% CI)
Weighted% (SE) P Model 1 Model 2
Low overall nutrient adequacy (MAR, lowest tertile; < 0.76)
Disability status <0.001
Persons without disabilities 30.20 (0.91) 1.00 1.00
Persons with disabilities 43.37 (3.48) 1.67 (1.23-2.27) 1.50 (1.11-2.04)
Disability severity <0.001
Persons without disabilities 30.20 (0.91) 1.00 1.00
Severe (grades 1-3) 44.22 (1.02) 1.74 (1.10-2.75) 1.55 (1.08-2.22)
Mild (grades 4-6) 40.79 (5.18) 1.61 (1.12-2.30) 1.40 (0.89-2.22)
Disability type <0.001
Persons without disabilities 30.20 (0.91) 1.00 1.00
External physical disabilities 38.28 (4.14) 1.34 (0.92-1.95) 1.25 (0.86-1.81)
Visual disabilities 61.78 (8.27) 3.07 (1.48-6.37) 2.46 (1.26-4.84)
Hearing, speech, and language disabilities 44.03 (9.12) 1.32 (0.60-2.89) 1.49 (0.66-3.33)
Mental disabilities 52.24 (12.31) 3.03 (1.20-7.60) 1.48 (0.57-3.84)
Internal organ dysfunction 61.09 (13.23) 5.05 (1.60-15.97) 5.63 (1.79-17.78)
Low-nutrient-density diet
(INQ scores, highest tertile; = 5 nutrients with INQ < 1.0)
Disability status <0.001
Persons without disabilities 30.42 (0.93) 1.00 1.00
Persons with disabilities 41.20 (3.11) 1.24 (0.94-1.64) 1.20 (0.91-1.59)
Disability severity <0.001
Persons without disabilities 30.42 (0.93) 1.00 1.00
Severe (grades 1-3) 41.87 (4.58) 1.59 (1.07-2.36) 1.59 (1.05-2.40)
Mild (grades 4-6) 41.68 (4.01) 1.13 (0.81-1.58) 1.08 (0.78-1.51)
Disability type 0.001
Persons without disabilities 30.42 (0.93) 1.00 1.00
External physical disabilities 40.44 (3.61) 1.19 (0.88-1.61) 1.17 (0.86-1.60)
Visual disabilities 47.98 (9.30) 1.34 (0.53-3.40) 1.08 (0.45-2.62)
Hearing, speech, and language disabilities 50.20 (7.73) 1.42 (0.71-2.87) 1.58 (0.78-3.20)

Mental disabilities
Internal organ dysfunction

40.26 (12.09)

24.97 (9.15)

1.85 (0.65-5.26)
0.85 (0.33-2.19)

1.42 (0.46-4.40)
0.96 (0.35-2.63)

Abbreviations: OR, odds ratio; CI, confidence interval; EER, estimated energy requirement; EAR, estimated average requirement; MAR, mean adequacy ratio; INQ, index of nutritional quality.
All estimates were derived using complex sample analysis with integrated sample weights to ensure representativeness of the Korean population.

Model 1: adjusted for age and sex.

Model 2: adjusted for single-person household, marital status, education level, smoking status, and frequency of binge drinking, household income, and number of diagnosed chronic conditions in addition to the covariates in Model 1.
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Table 1. General characteristics of the survey participants

Responsibilities
Local government offi-  Local government and Social workers and dieti-
All cials in charge of support  public health center tians in private welfare

variable (n=132)  and welfare services for  officials in charge of  institutions for PWD or Prvalue
PWD and other vulnera- nutrition management other vulnerable groups
ble groups (n = 44) projects (n = 34) (n=54)
Age (year) 0.139
20-29 28 (21.2) 13 (29.5) 7 (20.6) 8(14.8)
30-39 54 (40.9) 19 (43.2) 16 (47.1) 19(35.2)
o : o OIH x* E 1 40-49 34 (25.8) 7 (15.9) 6 (17.6) 21(38.9)
1) 3 EI.II._I E J — _J L =50 16 (12.1) 5(11.4) 5(14.7) 6(11.1)
Sex 0.003
Male 33(25.0) 14 (31.8) 1(2.9) 18 (33.3)
Female 99 (75.0) 30 (68.2) 33(97.1) 36 (66.7)
* Responsible for face-to-face 0.532
(@) E_l- ol CHC 0-| | O_l — H = contact with vulnerable groups
o |=|I|-—| |:|I- OI- H™ T II E— 3 1 = & E =TT Yes 95 (72.0) 29 (65.9) 25 (73.5) 41(75.9)
" No 37 (28.0) 15 (34.1) 9(26.5) 13(24.1)
L1IO| R O| O] X|OFHI=xX= O CIHC (o) Target group in charge
@ le *-"—‘l OI-OH I_I | 7:" EI|*|-|=| - | OI-II- 33 3 A) (n 44) (multiple responses)
I O o i PWD <0.001
@ IlI *‘" | _I?I_j-I_ALOl (g%l:ﬂ-alkl-o-l I:H:'I-II- 25 8 /O (n_34), Yes 85 (64.4) 32 (72.7) 4 (11.8) 49 (90.7)
- No 47 (35.6) 12 (27.3) 30(88.2) 5(9.3)
@ él‘Ol- I:” *|OI:7:"* EHAI- *l- |EI|*-IH|é 7|J|:I-—O—| *l-glgxlkl- Low-income earners <0.001
Yes 54 (40.9) 18 (40.9) 26 (76.5) 10 (18.5)
34 ()O:l%*l- 409% (n=54) No 78 (59.1) 26 (59.1) 8(23.5) 44 (81.5)
Older adults 0.154
* |- I -| |. Yes 19 (14.4) 9(20.5) 6 (17.6) 4 (7.4)
B E_ I_ O L I_O H* H A o CF No 113 (85.6) 35 (79.5) 28 (82.4) 50 (92.6)
O:IIH S AL | E' ( ] ) —_ Other groups” < 0.001
Yes 31(23.5) 9(20.5) 18 (52.9) 4 (7.4)
IPOHO | ( o ) I—I A= *( o ) L_O| ( Y ) No 101 (76.5) 35 (79.5) 16 (47.1) 50 (92.6)
o L 64'4 /0 J 10 40 9 A) 14 4 /0 Total work experience in the 0.004
field (year)
<1 22 (16.7) 11 (25.0) 7 (20.6) 4(7.4)
* *I'O-I EH*I-II'% -I |-—|E— |'7'| LI- E.H u:lcl"— %I—?—% 1-2 27 (20.5) 14 (31.8) 7 (20.6) 6(11.1)
3-5 31(23.5) 9(20.5) 7 (20.6) 15 (27.8)
i (o 6-9 22 (16.7) 7 (15.9) 7(20.6) 8(14.8)
DI- ol-, 72.0 /0 =210 30 (22.7) 3(6.8) 6 (17.6) 21(38.9)
Administrative division of the 0.076
* affiliated institution
AHCEF o1 3 O-" -lol —1.0274g: L= | AF o Seoul 40 (30.3) 15 (34.1) 4 (11.8) 21 (38.9)
O O H-H'T1T * =iy L YO —:I| 3 |j O (@] y 62.9 A) Six metropolitan cities 23 (17.4) 7 (15.9) 9 (26.5) 7(13.0)
Nine provinces 69 (52.3) 22 (50.0) 21 (61.8) 26 (48.1)

n (%).
PWD, persons with disabilities.
“Includes single-parent families, North Korean defectors, and marriage immigrants.

Source: Park JE, Kim YJ, Kim SY, Park JH. The needs and prioritization of nutrition and dietary support for individuals with disabilities: an exploratory study. Korean J Community Nutr. 2024;29(5):431-443. 5



Table 2. Perception of the nutritional status of persons with disabilities

Responsibilities
Local government  Local government  Social workers and

Al officials in charge of and public health  dietitians in private &
Variable = support and welfare  center officials in ~ welfare institutions ~ P-value XHOHO|O| AlAH=} Ol OO0k AHE
=132 =
(n ) services for PWD  charge of nutrition  for PWD and other o H = | 102 X 0O O HO"
and other vulnerable management proj- vulnerable groups EH_5|' OI|Al
groups (n = 44) ects (n = 34) (n=54) — -1
Perception of the nutritional status of PWD 0.026 “; LHH =5 ” 7 35
== BNTE CCL— o HH
Good or very good 41 (31.1) 19 (43.2) 5(14.7) 17 (31.5) L'I-I_ do |I:|- —t— I:IIII_I_ LI-—I:I- ’
| Bad or very bad 91(68.9) i 25 (56.8) 29 (85.3) 37 (68.5) 68 9%
Principal challenges of PWD in dietary and 0.825 ]
nutritional management
Inability to afford a good quality or 22 (16.7) 8(18.2) 7 (20.6) 7 (13.0)
satisfactory meal because of financial R
T Ol OJOF 11
difficulties ® ALKt Ol odok Bizfoj|A] Eofjelo]
Insufficient information about nutrition 31(23.5) 9 (20.5) 8 (23.5) 14 (25.9) oL o
and recipes to practice a healthy and E! I|:I_:|0 |": _;IS-IC-)I- 01 E':IE
__balanceddiet  ____________________________
| Difficulty in purchasing ingredients, 71(53.8) |  25(56.8) 18 (52.9) 28 (51.9) o= Qlol| AlXj= 2l =2| &l
I cooking, and preparing meals without i (
| _assistance because of their disability | AAF=H|7HERIC| =2 Qlo|=
Other difficulties (e.g., difficulty in eating 8 (6.1) 2(4.5) 1(2.9) 5(9.3)
food, such as with chewing or swallowing) O-I Elé:ll I:I- 53 8%
, -

Source: Park JE, Kim YJ, Kim SY, Park JH. The needs and prioritization of nutrition and dietary support for individuals with disabilities: an exploratory study. Korean J Community Nutr. 2024;29(5):431-443.
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Table 2. Perception of the nutritional status of persons with disabilities

Responsibil ties

Local government Local government
All officials in charge of and public health
support and welfare  center officials in

Social workers and
dietitians in private

Variable welfare institutions  P-value

(n=132) services for PWD charge of nutrition  for PWD and other
and other vulnerable management proj- vulnerable groups
groups (n = 44) ects (n = 34) (n = 54)
Major disability types that require the most
assistance with dietary and nutritional
management (multiple responses)
i'éFQiETéEiBH""'"""""""""'"""""i 0.003
i Yes 84 (63.6) : 36 (81.8) 22 (64.7) 26 (48.1)
- No 48 (36.4) 1| 8(18.2) 12 (35.3) 28 (51.9)
i Physical disability : 0.012
' Yes 73 (55.3) i 23 (52.3) 26 (76.5) 24 (44.4)
i No 59 (44.7) : 21 (47.7) 8(23.5) 30 (55.6)
i Intellectual disorder ! 0.007
! Yes 72 (54.5) i 21 (47.7) 13 (38.2) 38 (70.4)
! No 60 (45.5) : 23 (52.3) 21 (61.8) 16 (29.6)
| Autistic disorder : <0.001
i Yes 46 (34.8) i 7 (15.9) G (17.6) 33 (61.1)
L No 86(65.2) 1  37(84.1) 28 (82.4) 21(38.9)
Visual disability 0.511
Yes 39 (29.5) 15 (34.1) 11 (32.4) 13 (24.1)
No 93 (70.5) 29 (65.9) 23 (67.6] 41 (75.9)
Mental disorder 0.582
Yes 23 (17.4) 9 (20.5) 4(11.8) 10 (18.5)
No 109 (82.6) 35 (79.5) 30 (88.2) 44 (81.5)
Renal disease 0.535
Yes 17 (12.9) 4(9.1) 6 (17.6) 7 (13.0)
No 115 (87.1) 40 (90.9) 28 (82.4) A7 (87.0)
Other disability types 0.200
Yes 35 (26.5) 15 (34.1) 10 (29.4) 10 (18.5)
No 97 (73.5) 29 (65.9) 24 (70.6) 44 (81.5)

n (%).
PWD, persons with disabilities.

Source: Park JE, Kim YJ, Kim SY, Park JH. The needs and prioritization of nutrition and dietary support for individuals with disabilities: an exploratory study. Korean J Community Nutr. 2024;29(5):431-443.
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Table 3. Need for support policies and systems for persons with disabilities

Responsibilities

Social workers and
dietitians in private
welfare institutions

Local government
All officials in charge of
support and welfare

Local government
and public health
center officials in

D xlofol X|RIM|= ! AAHH SO

Variable P-value

(n=132) : >
services for PWD charge of nutrition for PWD and other 1 10
and other vulnerable management projects vulnerable groups (leert Scale’ O 10 ':')
groups (n = 44) (n=34) (n =54) o|=H HXF +
Needs for 10 types of basic @ _l o | : (776 T 251)
support policies and systems for I:IIl' O |
PWD (0-10 points) (@ QIAHEXEOI XIHAX| (7.74 £ 2.62)
| I Jo 2. i . + 2. . + 1. . + 2. < U. 11
: Guarantee of medical fexpenses 7.76 £ 2.51 (1st) i 6.64 £ 2.89 (1st) 8.88 £ 1.63 (2nd) 7.96 £ 2.31 (2nd) 0.001 @ x|-o|.|cl)_ ?_-ch)l-'tl-al (760 I 252)
I Guarantee of humanrightsand 7.74 £ 2.62 (2nd) ! 6.39 £+ 3.00 (2nd) 8.94 + 1.74 (1st) 8.09 %+ 2.28 (1st) < 0.001
i prohibition of discrimination I I:III' 4+
i against PWD i @ |O HES (745 + 244)
1 | —
i Healjth cgre for PWD 7.60 + 2.52 (3rd) i 6.34 + 2.82 (3rd) 8.79 + 1.68 (3rd) 7.87 £ 2.28 (3rd) <0.001 @ lecﬂgal- _I;I_él‘ (744 + 252)
1 Mobility rights guarantee 7.45 £ 2,44 (4th) | 6.23 £ 2.68 (4th) 8.53 + 1.69 (6th) 7.78 £ 2.25 (5th) <0.001
i Food and dietary security 7.44 + 2.52 (5th) i 6.05 + 2.94 (5th) 8.59 + 1.65 (4th) 7.85 + 2.08 (4th) <0.001
Guarantee of communication, 7.31 +2.42 (6th) 5.91 + 2.69 (6th) 8.44 + 1.64 (7th) 7.74 + 2.07 (6th) <0.001 > < |:|x|-’ ‘I AE HXP
access to information, and > 7-I OILI- 7| L Sl
participation '-'='|' ol ﬁlz.,- I:III-’ ‘Olkl'AEJ_l'
Vocational education and job 7.25+253(7th) 5.77 £ 2.62 (9th) 8.59 + 1.73 (4th) 7.61 £ 2.29 (8th) <0.001 :
guarantee %-)IEI—EF_L, £t :I —th- 30" H |0H
Guarantee of childcare and 717 £2.51(8th) 5.89 + 2.69 (7th) 8.24 + 1.86 (8th) 7.56 + 2.31 (9th) <0.001 ‘AIAHSE HXP O’" il fo) miy
education 102 40O E-'-'-—'—
Basic income guarantee 714 +2.71(9th) 5.73+3.05(10th) 818 +2.08(9th)  7.63+2.31(7th)  <0.001 JgEH&II oz H=27102 XA}
ousing guarantee 07 + 2. t 80 £ 3. t 03 £ 2. t b0 + 2, t < 0.
Housi 7.07 £ 2.68 (10th) 5.80 + 3.07 (8th) 8.03 £2.11(10th)  7.50 £ 2.28 (10th) 0.001

Mean + SD.
PWD, persons with disabilities.

Source: Park JE, Kim YJ, Kim SY, Park JH. The needs and prioritization of nutrition and dietary support for individuals with disabilities: an exploratory study. Korean J Community Nutr. 2024;29(5):431-443.
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Table 4. Needs and priorities for nutritional and dietary support policies and programs for persons with disabilities
Responsibilities

Local government Local government Social workers and

_ All officials in charge of  and public health dietitians in private
Variable (n=132) support and welfare  center officials in welfare institutions ~ P-value
services for PWD charge of nutrition for PWD and other
and other vulnerable management projects vulnerable groups & i - olol mI
— 3 3 -LL
gomen=5 034 -8 ol APMEIX| M| Qo] TR M
Need for nutritional and dietary support < 0.001
policies and programs for PWD Py S S y
----------------------------------------- 1L o)
i Very much needed 59 (44.7) i 10 (22.7) 16 (47.1) 33 (61.1) EI.Q.?_I- J.'EIO |E|- y 52.3 A)
! I
I Needed 69 (52.3 30 (68.2 18 (52.9 21(38.9
i (52.3) | ( ) ( ) ( ) “u O ITlOA 7 44 70/
Not needed or not very much needed 4 (3.0) 4(9.1) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) = E-'-'-O y i (o)

Priorities for support measures when
introducing nutrition and food assis-
tance programs for PWD"

1 Delivery service of pre-cooked side 69 (52.3) i 26 (59.1) 20 (58.8) 23 (42.6) 0.180 - Bt
i dishes or lunch boxes i & *_!LOHQE-I'II-?;.II'"E 54 — E —1 EDH |,:(|)=I *I
! Providing meal preparation support o5 (41.7) | 17 (38.6) 16 (47.1) 22 (40.7) 0.744
I services (e.g., preparing meals, I FZIOo Ol HEAI(EBE A ©SCF
E cooking and serving, and grocery i 7 |-IO E-'-l-l_l- IlTiI o I( 11T OoHd
! shopping) '
i Providing customized dietary edu- 34 (25.8) : 8(18.2) 9 (26.5) 17 (31.5) 0.324 @ I:IE":ILI'H' D*' E*léll- HHEE'I- 52_3%
: cation and nutrition management | .
| programs for PWD ] Al XH Ol A HX HIA o
| _Providing essential food assistance ___32(24.2) |  12(27.3) 6 (17.6) 14 (25.9) 0.575 (@ HAFEH| X AAFEZE ML, A.7%
Ready-to-cook meal kit or cooking box 25 (18.9) 9 (20.5) 7 (20.6) 9 (16.7) 0.857 arxsa S O n -1
delivery services @ 7<I-E°O:| é!*OH EI- Jj'—-"='I- 7<I ?g%l:-ll__l-al
P:gggtjtiizﬁgree meals at designated 24 (18.2) 6 (13.6) 4(11.8) 14 (25.9) 0.155 1L E o | E|':I|.| _E_CC);, 25.8%
Providing vouchers to purchase food 23(17.4) 10 (22.7) 6 (17.6) 7 (13.0) 0.448 ol b o —
or meals @ B AME U MNZE XH, 242% S

n (%).
PWD, persons with disabilities.
YMultiple responses; The values indicate the proportion of responses corresponding to “yes” in a “yes/no” format.

Source: Park JE, Kim YJ, Kim SY, Park JH. The needs and prioritization of nutrition and dietary support for individuals with disabilities: an exploratory study. Korean J Community Nutr. 2024;29(5):431-443. 5,



Table 5. Priority strategies for implementing and strengthening nutritional and dietary suppor? policies and systems for persons with

disabilities
Responsibilities
Local government Local government Social workers and
| Al officials in charge of  and public health  dietitians in private & AIAHSE o| X4XH Ol —O §|‘*'|'C'>'| = Ol

Variable (n=132) Supportand welfare  center officialsin  welfare institutions P-value o= I|-|':'I o1 X I-"—'——"l = O+l = Tl I_I-

services for PWD charge of nutrition for PWD and other

AL
and other vulnerable management projects  vulnerable groups *._7_‘-?' I._-Iéll: 3<| EE‘ tcl>|-|:||='||

groups (n = 44) (n=234) (n=54)

Priority strategies for implementing and 0.099 CHAFXIO] A 001 O 1= 71345} O PaYer|
strengthening nutritional and dietary H o |-_I _I_"""""I- 1= :| - XOOo
support policies and systems for PWD —_—

_____________________________________________ == "12H Ol dH|A 7HHt o

Development of customized programs 49 (37.1) 11 (25.0) 11 (32.4) 27 (50.0) O X *-I |— 7H = 371 A)
and services considering the needs of = 0O
peneiciaries TIESA 22X 3 HEQIH2 X,

Establishment of a dedicated depart- 31 (23.5)
ment and placement of dedicated

12 (27.3) 9 (26.5) 10 (18.5)

r-——-——-——-——-—

personnel bt SeA
Integration of support systems for PWD 15 (11.4) 7(15.9) 3 (8.8) 5(9.3) II'?_—II'"E Q—T’—_O_l %%I- 3<| OEI'CI?'I_-I_?_", 114%
Establishment of legal and institutional 15 (11.4) 5(11.4) 7 (20.6) 3 (5.6)

frameworks for support I:|I=-||x—-|l I1|_|:I—-|I :7" Dl'E'|_:|, 114%
Expanding beneficiaries and the scope 11 (8.3) 2(4.5) 3 (8.8) 6(11.1) & AF o ol|miolol & 2

of support XIACHSXE 5 X H2 2] =il 8.3%
Well-designed support delivery systems 11 (8.3) 7(15.9) 1(2.9) 3(5.6)

n (%).
PWD, persons with disabilities.

QHOGHC O S QRS NC o H

HFHAI2] 714, 8.3%

Source: Park JE, Kim YJ, Kim SY, Park JH. The needs and prioritization of nutrition and dietary support for individuals with disabilities: an exploratory study. Korean J Community Nutr. 2024;29(5):431-443.
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J12% UAWESEH(ADL) S80Me] Xl BeE

(H 6-3-1) 72X LEEHSEADL)

(51 %, *8)

NE| e Az Rzt ool XM AHE BN MY MY 882 2 om T owms
T

i 01 FOH I0 FOH IO FOH JOH HOH JON FOH JOH FOH  FOH  xoy O

4) SAZAN

O 1= o

A B8R 99.2187.5 199.3 99.3! 94.7 97.4 96.8 99.4 99.3 99.2 97.6 99.4 98.6 97.8 99.7 97.9
Q= ZdWa 06 58707 03 37716 24 - 06 08 17 02 14 17 03 1.2
A AYge 01 28 - 03 04 04 08 - - - 06 04 - 05 - 04
A4 249498 01 39 - 01 12 06 - 06 02 - - - - - - 05
A 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
A== A4= 11R2931 252,732 252,238 424,075 22,089 200,723 36,647 103,820 107284 4944 11399 15239 2629 18439 7235 26204
5 AAWH L

AE E9Q 964 68.0 905-965-887 80.4 625'936 95.3 98.1 969 994 99.0 90.8 94.8 91.2

AR AAWe 2.8 175 85 24 51 1467336 48 35 19 14 02 10 84 52 62
A A¥de 05 84 1.0 06 40 35 24 10 08 - 1.7 - - 09 - 16
AqA A¥Ee 03 62 - 05 21 15 15 06 04 - - 04 - - - 1.0
Al 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

A== 1102931 252,732 252,238 424,075 22,089 200,723 36,647 103,820 107,284 4944 11399 15239 2629 18439 7235 26204

Source: HAEX|HE, oh=2H71A15|01121, 20234 ZHofQ!
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2 4Ers eupugtamse(IADL) 230k Xjg Be

(F51: %, 78)

e

R S AZ M2 ool XN XmMg BN MY MY 887 2 o ST uus x4
MOf MO MOb MOb MOP MOh Moh MoH HoH HoH Ho4 Moy Hoh gy Hoh

2) EA]

Al EH8 833 375 765 73.4 51.7 21.5 85 59.2 77.5 740 76.7 94.6 93.9 769 76.4 69.4

cﬂH |2
*J%* A%
A2 &L
Al

Hg] 11.1 25.0 11.6 17.6 249 36.0 21.1 23.6 165 19.3 142 4.7 47 123 129 164

H4ge 33 172 79 56 134 284 363 133 39 47 54 - 1.4 19 80 83

Hge 24 203 40 35 99 14.1 342 40 20 20 38 07 - 89 28 59
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

A=A 1160531 252,732 252,238 424,075 22,089 200,723 36,647 103,820 107,284 4,944 11,399 15239 2,629 18439 7,235 2,622,004

5) A Jquru]* _________________________________

Cg_‘f_z Am™a 170 248 13.9 18.2 23.1 322 T8 273 225 229 226 65 G4 184 21.0 193
A 2h9We 63 257 9.6 80 7.9 286 31.1 155 105 90 17.6 09 46 56 67 10.9
AA 2)9¥9=”e 3.8 272 56 42 85 188 424 57 3.0 34 49 06 - 103 4.1 7.6
Al 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
ALFAZ 116033 244,503 252,004 419.043 17,660 162,259 16,292 103,780 107,171 4,584 11401 15,042 2629 18159 6812 2541764

Source: HZHEX|E SI2EH74ALS|9122l. 20231 ZHoo 1 AlEZ=AL 2024.
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