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Cigarette smoking is one of the major causes of preventable diseases, disability, and death in Korea
and worldwide. It has been clearly linked to the most common causes of death among the elderly
and contributes to morbidity and disability associated with many chronic illnesses that are common
in this age group. The health benefits of smoking cessation for the elderly have been clearly
demonstrated. However, few studies have analyzed the relationship between health and smoking by
considering the following many factors, especially among disabled people. In this study, we discuss
the impacts of many factors on smoking among disabled people. Adults with disabilities are more
likely to smoke than their peers. Public health agencies and practitioners should consider what reason-
able adjustments may need to be made to policies and interventions to ensure that they are effective

for adults with disabilities.
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Statistical analyses
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Table 1. The impacts of sociocultural variables on the smoking

Gender, Disability status

Smoking status Disabled women

Nondisabled women

Disabled men Nondisabled men

coeff Exp coeff Exp coeff Exp coeff Exp
Age -.035 .966 -.035%** 966 -.026 975 -.035%%* 965
Education level -.671 S11 -409%** .664 .345% 1.412 - 132%%* .876
Income level(one million one) 120 1.127 -.021 .980 - 282%* 754 .013 1.013
Household members 1.266* 3.547 -.168* .845 -.197 821 -.063 .939
Householder 3.671* 39.291 A483%* 1.621 -424 .654 -.080 923
Spouse effect 242 1.274 -.028 973 -121 .886 614%%* 1.848
Residential district -420 .657 -.041 .960 -.182 .834 -.190 .827
Quality of life .907* 2.477 -.180%** .835 -.074 .929 -.064 938
Selfrate health -1.249 287 1.221 195 1.215 Jd67** 1.182
Home ownership .035 1.035 -.936%** 392 -.390 677 -.634%%* .530
Salary .989 2.689 .689%* 1.992 176 1.192 -.343 710
Depression level 147 1.158 .800%* 2.226 -1.272 .280 -470 .625
Stress level 476 1.610 379%%* 1.461 223 1.250 -.023 978
Suicidal ideation .345 1.412 -214 .807 142 2.100 446 1.562
Problem drinking .027 1.028 A3 HE* 1.140 Q77H** 1.080 056%** 1.057
Weight control -.343 710 -.182 .834 -475 .622 -.535% %% .586
Constant -9.594 -.042 1.050 1.753%**
Observations 94 2,339 199 1,935
LL -11.985 -470.795 -103.909 -1187.463
LR chi2 15.10 251.49%** 37.47** 239.05%**
Pseudo R2 .386 211 153 .092

##5p<0.001, **p<0.01, *p<0.05
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Table 2. The impacts of sex and disability variables on the smoking
Gender, Disability status
dy/dx Disabled women Nondisabled women Disabled men Nondisabled men
coeff S.E. coeff S.E. coeff S.E. coeff S.E.
Age .000 (.001) -.001** (.000) -.005 (.004) -.008***  (.001)
Education level -.005 (.013) -.016%* (.005) .068 (.040) -.032* (.015)
Income level(one million one) .001 (.004) -.001 (.002) -.055% (.022) .003 (.003)
Household members .010 (.011) -.006 (.004) -.039 (.035) -.015 (.011)
Householder .059 (.055) .020* (.010) -.086 (.087) -019 (.032)
Spouse effect .045 (.029) -.001 (.011) -.024 (.161) 139%* (.040)
Residential district -.004 (.020) -.002 (.009) -.036 (.091) -.046 (.031)
Quality of life .007 (.008) -.007* (.003) -014 (.023) -.015 (.015)
Selfrate health -010  (.013) 008 (.005) 038 (.038) .040% (.017)
Home ownership .000 (.016) -041%%*  (.010) -.079 (.096) - 153%** 0 (.027)
Salary .011 (.033) .036 (.023) .035 (117) -.078 (.083)
Depression level .001 (.016) .043 (.025) -.183* (.082) -.105 (.091)
Stress level .004 (.007) .014%* (.005) .044 (.052) -.005 (.019)
Suicidal ideation .003 (.021) -.007 (011) .163 (.157) .110 (.075)
Problem drinking .000 (.002) .005%** (.001) 015%* (.005) 01 3%%% (.002)
Weight control -.003 (.013) -.007 (.008) -.095 (.074) - 129%** (.025)

##5p<0.001, **p<0.01, *p<0.05
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