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The Effect of Digital Divide on Life Satisfaction of Disabled
People

Hwang, Ju-Hee*

r Abstract-\ The aim of this study was to empirically investigate the difference in life satisfaction between
(& — people with disabilities who utilize the Internet and those who do not. The study also found out
through an interaction term analysis if there were differences in their life satisfaction and digital utilization by
gender, age, education level, employment status, household income, as well as personal characteristics such as
disability type and degree. While the existing studies have been mainly focused on the digital divide between the
non-disabled and the disabled, this study attempts to further apply the advanced concept of digital divide - digital
utilization divide - within the group of people with disabilities. Based on these research findings, this study shows
that the digital utilization by people with disabilities has a statistically significant effect on their quality of life, and
that life satisfaction of the people with disabilities who use the Internet is affected by their education level, residence,
and disability degree. Consequently, these findings indicate implications that suggest an expanded form of digital
divide policies for people with disabilities through broadening perspectives on policies for closing such divide.
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U] AT 22 FH ﬂh AFETS AR
& & ofuzt ALY Ao B4 E7HASE Q10 &
&5t qlom Atg] 9 731]-4 AurAQl = ohelof
W3} of7]5kal QIth(Seo, 2014). 20108 World
values survey Z23to] m2H, HHO| o] &(EE)&
ol AFEE2 A9 412 Bt o BAlsH, Bt T
et w79 of2et A% AR AL T
SHOE ¢ &2 49 WEHOE o]ojRH Syl
(British Computer Society, 2010). °]AH A H9]
o] &2 A- AR 49 TEEo HALE 7
T;}-_]__I_ OPE:]}’;] o] Ol:q E]ﬂ‘c’)‘]— o] Eib'ﬂ O]_Q_ §‘,]—7=L9_ /\]-ﬂ-
S| A, Ao A9 4, T1Eal AREARl 449 &
o 3449 g v Ah(Helliwell, 2003; Penard
& Pussing, 2010; Kavetsos & Koutroumpies,
2011). &, AARRIoA AEUY o] &2 MEL F
g9 AFe] Aa 282 7hs oA stal, AR A &
29 AL FA o 7]ofska k.

ZofQlof Al Qlo] HE £Lo] QIEYl HolAL
U EQE 59 njvo] 8739 AL e AE Y
"1 gukelat 22 tf53 YoM A=F20% &5
A= M2 42 ThHEolet. ZoldsS Azt
7t A%k glo] fE2 ARSI HststAY o
 SloH, AHILE 5ok Tt ARt o)A o
3k 4= QA HAUeHKim, et al., 2009; Song, 2016
Chadwick, et al., 2013: Raja, 2016). IS
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Digital Development, et al., 2013; Raja, 2016 A
0l9). Z HHFL Fofolo] 4H0] WEL oL
glo] Attt T39S st = ZHo|thEllis & Kent,

2011; Raja, 2016).
orA] A3t YHsto] 2HA oat

=44 4% 4 aoz &
TFotal, R} Atje] Al SH FH S
< 716, A 289 S, ASA SOl wet AR
£35S, AE A7 98E 4 ke dolth(Seo,
2014; Song, 2014; Song, 2016). °]A AFIA}LS] 9]
HEARD FAI7F A2 HAet EF5ol . &
Aot 2 FESF Ate] A= FEo WL E &
£9] ojg& 11 o] HA & 4 UrkEllis &
Kent, 2011; Vicente & Lopez, 2010; Dobransky
& Hargittai, 2016, A9U-&).

AE &g glo] dA A MZL FEHY 43
A7 aRleltt. dQ]9 HAd A% A=
AEEH, 2719 A5 4, 99, 1&5E A
5 QIFARRIE £ ©hE Zpol7k & o|FT
7HPeter & Valenburg, 2006; Hargittai & Hsieh,
2013), A 7+ JHE o] g] Apo], W) HH &§
9] zpo], E]T AHH AAlo|u =8 FzHHIL 7+
< HAE FEHAY Q9 7], FEFFY Aol
5oz g1 Utk (Song, 2014; Ellis & Kent,
2011; Raja, 2016). A&7H5E B &89 ¢4

& D3] JHY o] &5 HolAA ABLE 7]7], Ho|
g wpold, ¥l oJH & M2& FH3t gty e
2 o]&otal o (Seo, 2014), UEUE Bof oH
2503 off3l S At B8, o]9] 74
= §9slvlo} 7+ AH 80| BFso] AH =
we] A4 BT 5% o Aoz Ayt gt
(Song, 2014; Hargittai & Hsieh, 2013). ][] X
B8 AR A2 e 200 UAE ARE PAAAE
83 g9lo] Hr} shAle.

Syt A AlgE Aol JEI}; #HA A

= F2 }g—OH?_]__L]- ]XPOHO] 7]— QX]EJ 7—1;(]- _‘f‘_/\
(Kim & Do, 2005; =4=E3H1E, 2017; Kim
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& Hwang, 2018), AofQle] HE HLA(Joo, 2003;
Hong, 2006; Kim, 2017), o<l HE 38} ¥-8(Kim,
No & Lee, 2009; Lee & Park, 2009; Yun & Bae,
2015) 5 BEst {24 E A% 1121 JHED} ws
o] TS ARt 59 A= o] 423 x]of
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HE3E ARSlolA dE Yl 7|He R St PRk
Rofelol7) Slol AT A2 FE 2o 2 o

S o} QJTHKim, et al., 2009). AL Ayl

AT 4 A FeT A0 2L Hvio} oz
429 she dol Slo] Bek 4349 Holg FHsst

AuE w2 $557 94Y A
ASS AUt 29 A Qo] $uE ALED o
S BRE 4 dov, RsE B o o

AA, B2, AR A 7N
+ BHAo|1 Q7] Y= W4lo] HglthSamant, et
al., 2012: Panda, 2017, A%1& Joo, 2003).

)=+ Zof| 21 9] 93] (National Council on Disability)
A= FEIP} BE ARolA d& Bt A ©E9
T 9= oka o, FoloAE 7t &
F1 ot ¥7Ist v 9ltk(Raja, 2017, AE). 4
H3L ARSlof A= Aol BlFofilolh= ARl W

0] obd, AEI7} ESl=rF 1A 27t &
of weh A9 H2|E At FdS ofFotA Hot
(Joo, 2003; Panda, 2017).

2, CIX|E Zxfet Fofel

I ARSof A= 9] o] ThsRt ARt
TR 52 Aol O = QIS HjA9F 4919 &
o] dojdtt. gk Aofielo] A Hof LA E5HA
U JEE L8olA] 3thd Fofet Ju A9leta of
o]FA QA AR A HiAe}F 295 F Y= oF A4
EBT 4%l FolA "ot 7H & g = o
g AR Y9l AHT|& o] &AL 7= A4S,
Ag, o, A, A, FofolF s 22 A
ArS)eA EAJ 9] Zpojolti(Lee, 2007; Song, 2006;
Song, 2009; Min, 2011; Seo, 2014; Chadwick,
et al., 2013; Peter & Valkenburg, 2006; Raja,
2016; van Dijk, 2002). o]2st Q- AF3eha EA4
o 3y 719 A3, Al 7o) A3, AS 7] A3,
AG=7}F 7H9] At 59 ¥EE Wdti(Min, 2011
Hargittai & Hsieh, 2013; Raja, 2016). ¥¥t&oz
AH 9] o] ojgf e FH BIEF2 1Y BTt
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gow], sf2lo] vk, Hgjo] YA, A54%0] He
SHgo] . oA ulgofelo] u]s) megolu, 3
2o w1, Ho] glom], ASSFo] e AT B

(E
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irh?
ok

7] W&oll(Joo, 2003; Raja, 2016), &
52 H& dold &0l &th(Kang, 2001; Cuervo
& Menéndez, 2010).

ojejol = HAd A o] WA YN0 E= AR AA
2 o|719] Zfo|ot HH L, HH S 879 Fo] Al
71& 489 Aol AJAE Y] HF2k Apo], AT
O]9 EHTR, MEL HlA=EAY HE £= 59
k. shele] HAE At Alse AHEH, 2719
JILEL 4 df WlSE A S o EAEEH E
Ao mZ zpo]7t & o]Ft7HPeter & Valenburg,
2006; Hargittai & Hsieh, 2013), {& 7t A& o]&
9] zpo], Ak Y X g-89] Zjo], 181 HH 2|4
ojut 58, 2AFTHI 22 A E ZE A 7Y
571, BEFTY Zo] Fo& FriE 1 ItkSong,
2014; Ellis & Kent, 2011; Raja, 2016).

o2 FFAS Bl ol AA A FAA A
08 AH Yol o] ofEeZ 7H 4 Atk
S|y S2uete] JEEA 7ledt AH| A Aol
S20] dfoto] i HgEA] Zokal vgofel %
Ao 2 HAE7] wzo] Aol A My} &
]84S A=HSong, 2007; Lee, 2009). Yyt=
2 ZofiQlo] AE Yol HokA] Kol AU A
o] ZFAHQl A, AS]A H=e} wiA|, Xt &
o AQ] A 1] AofjolQ] Q1A &t 7]
ot g A JcChadwick, et al., 2013). &
HI AIE AT Al @AY Al oA Aoliole] HH
29 gL EjA ] FAl= A E 9 FAo2tal she A H )
O] EAOE Qo FF o AZsl d AR Koy, o]
£ 9l 53 oS et vl B asith
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Jo(2003)0]l =, HE 49 5 tAd AAe] £
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A IR0 E AH Y9 Aol& Yetirt A5
S7h dAstEA 23 oe AR ggo) sHoR u
AJsttkal skt Molnar(2003)= HAE Ax7F A
ojtfi= HAIE IA A GAE FEsto] Al
g, 7t @A Yehve 4219 3t E4J0] Ao
st Argstint AR, =Y 7](Early Adaptation)
A= FEY HEA SHolA AA7E EAYg
1 sl ol AEGAl AH| AL 7]7]9] 7HA o] H]
A7) dzoll HEAQ SRl AL Y. =
A, L7 (take-off)ol A= FEEA7|&0] 94 &
T W27 SMtEEA JE 717] D AH[AL] o]
S - g Al7]ole}. e o] SA oAM= Lt
AHE7]|7]e} A o] Go & Etetal ARl HE
3} o] &9 Apo|7} WAE|= A|7]0]7| = shrt. wpA[g}
o7 x3}l7|(Saturation)= 2L 7|<9 2372
A AR Q2 =27} S oA 1, JE
< HE L WopAe @A ot wzo] e FE
s 9 AR S5 FH] L ob, FH &8
o] A& Ax7L HAYsh= Aol ol FFel o
& AA o= FRE= A0E A4lo] o= JEE
AdstAY Ao} E&st= 580l 8% %74101
CHHargittai & Walejko, 2008; Jung, 2017; K
2018, AQ-L).
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1247} Aej2At o Ed JEFGASY A
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£ oo HFH T Yot 71 ¢ Aol & Fa5HA A
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Penard & Pussing, 2010; Kavetsos & Koutroumpies,
2011). TN F A48 BAY FHS At
&l glo WES LAt G Yt 8aE e
A Ark(Helliwell, 2003; BCS, 2010; Kavetsos &
Koutroumpies, 2011). Gur and Rimmeerman
(2017) ol Blofo19] AEYl ARl 41
THELE9L S Ao ofWet JIS HA=AE HER
AE &off FotEgt=t, 22l &5 49 HEE
Atolofl FAAo] A= ACE ey,

Sfutete] AAHE FH A 4(E-government
Development Index)"= 201093} 20129 2014
9 9% AA 1918 7128 o 91T, 20169 3912 7]
E3t1 YITHUNPAN, 2017). T8 204Q0EY B
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o] AR o & ul- BE A EAT 4 ot
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AHEllis & Kent, 2011; Vicente & Lopez, 2010;
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o] ZA} AYH A, d
ZAFETE 2007955 vl 2AZ HH L,
d EgtojehZuly} AZoly

A3} ojuL )

z7 ]i TEA & 8749 B30 a1y txEAx A S A
2010  EiRAR A E dANE BEY TS i AR

12}7} ZAFAFO 2 g@ < 5193, (1) o7k 231 85 (2) A4 o34, (3)

HSieh 2 A 220089 Fole) SEUE  ANEE - (8 3R ° JYE 5 87 £9E B
B At

ojHoITh S @AY WESHA| et ~ @ Hi$
U gAE He 2 FAE 0] it Aol 2,2007
< WAL E 419 WEE AFLE BASE 41t
Cronbach ¢1t9] g2 9122 =4 Uettt 871
(¢)

B 7o) St Golole] 49 BEEON, B Pt glo] 24F AYVE Sz0] £ Ao
SgusE Holl] AR B8 AHGDOI 5 2 ol 4 ok B AT 87 BF 59
weel 419 HEEE AR Aoke ANl 2 29 A8
A FHAQA A st ekt 7o st 57 SHHPE AoiQlY FE & fFolth &, AE
(1) 35140 STHS
(Table 1) Variable Description
Variable Name Measure
@ leisure (hobbies) and cultural activities, @ economic conditions (income
and assets), @ social activities (participation in community, family relations,
ect) @ Interpersonal relationships (maintaining relationships with people and
Dependent . . ) X . . Py ; :
variable Life Satisfaction meeting new people), & family relations, ® work (academic or business
activities), @ physical and mental health, ® political and governmental
activities (various policies, etc.)
- use average value
1 = PC or mobile use + Various utilization of Internet + In-depth internet
. N utilization
Indep.endent Digital Utilization 0 = Do not use PC and mobile + Do not use various utilization of Internet + Do
variable (yes or no) - ) g
not use in-depth internet utilization
: use average value
Gender 1=male, O=female
Age D=7~20 @=20~39 @)= 40~64 @ above 65
Level of Education @ below elementary school @ middle school
® high school @ above undergraduate
Econoxmcall\{ Active or 1=economically active O=economically inactive
inactive
Control
: verage Monthly =below 500,000, 2=500,000~999, =1,000,000~1,499,
variable A Monthl 1=below 500,000, 2=500,000~999,999 3=1,000,000~1,499,999

Household Income
(Korean currency, Won)

4=1,500,000~2,999,999 -+ 10=5,000,000~5,999,999,
11=above 6,000,000

Residence

1=urban O=rural

Types of Disabilities

1=physical & brain lesion disorder
0O=vision, hearing, language disorder

Degree of Disabilities

1=severe(1~3st grade) O=mild(4~6st grade)
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(B 2) ADIE E8X|& ALSHIA
(Table 2) Digital Ut|||zat|on Index

Weight Score [tem Weight by item
Whether to use PC or mobile Internet 0.4
Digital Utilization Index 0.4 40 Various utilization of Internet 0.4
In-depth internet utilization 0.2

9 A5 ASUSE Aesgon, 43t A9,
2 A=l AR=0, FARE=1, AALEHA

)

=
o2 2 AolE ol HE 8 AN s 3
sttt 12017 GARARAS AR AL & B30, AET=1, SUE=002 Huas A5t
A% Betale 53 A8y ol g o, Ay Aul ¢
229 o} g TPy, 1913 AEH 43t BEHES B
= Tefsto] A4 ASHL AH@E D). 01 4 V. A}
A2\ AEZAHOIR HR)E 200295 49
ov, () §2A%, () 9FA%, 19T (3) B84 1.71% B
Sz FRAe] AN Ytk B AL Hu3t
AZANA AT G ARt BEASE BEHF B
A 412 5 4u9E oSk 195 194 ge BUE 12 B
1§08 FRATY sk F, UL 08T 49 49 UIE BRL 24370

= 49 TR
S Q&Y e SROIA OIS 4 UKD 7HD A BESA gt ~ @ e BE PAE
o 08T 4 GIrh=0) THAT H A4 W o] HEol7] o] @ thi BUXOR SEY F97

9, ZH2/AEEA R YESR/ ABAE A/ PE FHoE YER FE EF o

AL A SR/ MEQD/ AR/ AAEES Eot Aoz 0%o] AHUE AMSSHA fFal+heRdt

U ol gatAs U7 o ARl A ol 8ot % BE& A Fe AoR & 1 A SHA T AHY
2 3t 49

th=0)'% M2, tha, A% ]G] 2 A2

—-

g Sgick. webd 3E B8 oA Yo oult  £E9L
AN ol g3t QAL 08T 5 YT OF B AFAAL 2492 FF ool BALSE
ol 280 G 492 R, el A oIl BHUS 0312 YA ol Aol
§ ofR olEdl o|§ olsich Bl AG- B8 of A oA FAVE] HolstA P A7 B
# 390 H2%S Asaisic oIt} 77 UBF ASL 42602 2008 € )4
S 4, 99, 0, A9, JARFRT U7 o AHRARE ele AL Ao 32 0943
FAE, JhRHL BANSE AGSHAT. A, 3 10 7k A2l A 297k Bolsich. Hohs

2) BARIUZA DAY ARAHEAGNE 20168 A ARUREAF 28 Fustarel APEANES T 9 TIAD AR F Bolz
Esto] g3t gtk ol ZAAL PC 52 o182 H4 BHON] Hu3} 0|83} R4 BN AR} 0|82 Helstel] Ampta, o}
AnsAE golz 831900, H meld 713 994§ UAd B40lA BHsHe Axkel 4§ SHS vt 8ol WA olef
ol & A4 o] AustA go] ol T PAREE ol g et
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(B3 712 84
(Table 3) Descriptive Statistics

(&91: 78, %)

Value Mean S.D. Minimum value | Maximum value
(N=2,200) (N=2,200) (N=2,200) (N=2,200)
ngﬁggfem Life Satisfaction 243 0.56 1.00 4,00
Indep.endent Digital Utilization: DU 0.77 0.42 0.00 1.00
variable (yes or no)
Gender 0.67 0.47 0.00 1.00
Age 54.83 11.00 7.00 74.00
Level of Education 2.49 0.90 1.00 4.00
Economically Active or inactive 0.31 0.46 0.00 1.00
Control 1 erage Monthly Household
variable verage Monthly Household Income
: (Korean currency, Won) 426 238 1.00 11.00
Residence 0.94 0.24 0.00 1.00
Types of Disabilities 0.77 0.42 0.00 1.00
Degree of Disabilities 0.50 0.50 0.00 1.00
o B2 0.772 AA|, HEH Fofle] £71 F o UEih olg IF 1t 49 TSk Xol= FAHL
WA, ARFEE 0.58 F3FNAT ASFHYU & FAY. FoEolA = FolaFE 4o TEE
o] ulg.2 25k} o EAHCE $ot Aot 99T, A5 AS
7t 550l Hleh 4] BEE7F =0T
2. IS M0 M= 2| DL W H|w
3. Zojolel He & O{F7t 42 MEEM 0jX|=
OFo 2 Jd, AF, 1seE, Al A9, A Pkl
S0l o2, 717457 22 AT jASy
3 Aojs s Aols A 2L FoISHl BE 4 Aolole] FE BE iR 0|59 9] WA
o) M ro] Aol Halgc) Al 49 208 o Relelet A wAL Ao el th) et
~404) Ulgk 150 40 HEEA 2572 5 W, A2E $89T Yk Aol 4 BEE 13
Stov] Qe 4o HEEL BAH0E GO Ao| A ke Hojelo] Bls) RelulakA Zvbakact. Bl
Aolole] 7o S 4, 99, R84E, 3

60 2019-7l2
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Pussing, 2010; Kavetsos & Koutroumpies, 2011;
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(B 4) ASYE &0 HE: Y Hlw

(Table 4) Comparison of Average Life Satisfaction by Individual Characteristics

(91 %, %)
Factor N Mean S.D. X?
Cender Male 1,477 2.43 0.57 26.769
Female 723 2.43 0.55
above 7 ~ below 20 21 2.04 0.92
Age above 20~ below 40 200 257 0.47 142 248
above 40~ below 65 1,525 2.45 0.55
above 65 454 2.32 0.59
below elementary school 392 2.35 0.58
Middle school 575 2.36 0.60 o
Level of Education High school 1007 w 052 155.435
above undergraduate 226 2.64 0.53
Residence rural 10 25 051 52.082™
urban 2,060 2.42 0.56
Economically active Economically active 1,521 2.38 0.56 60,2877
or not Economically inactive 679 2.54 0.54
below 500,000 143 2.38 0.53
above 500,000 - below 1,000,000 495 237 0.57
above 1,000,000 - below 1,500,000 419 2.44 0.56
above 1,500,000 - below 2,000,000 264 2.43 0.58
Average Monthly | above 2,000,000 - below 2,500,000 274 2.47 0.58
%guseh(’ld Income 71, ve 2,500,000 - below 3,000,000 188 2.43 056 | 267.127
orean currency:
Won) above 3,000,000 - below 3,500,000 156 2.46 0.51
above 3,500,000 - below 4,000,000 96 2.47 0.44
above 4,000,000 - below 5,000,000 107 2.52 0.63
above 5,000,000 - below 6,000,000 40 2.53 0.58
above 6,000,000 18 2.49 0.68
physical & brain lesion disorder 1,698 2.44 0.57
Types of Disabilities Vision, hearing, language disorder 502 2.39 0.54 36.569
Degree of Severe(1~3st grade) 1,092 2.41 0.60 39.760"
Disabilities Mild(4~Gst grade) 1,108 2.45 0.52 '

*p .05, **p (.01, **p (.001.

Gur & Rimmerman, 2017; Ellis & Kent, 2011; 4
Vicente & Lopez, 2010: sky & Hargittai, 2016, <
L), 7|& AFEo] vl e R JE & 1

& o9t 4o HEEoY] WAS AuEgdTH, 2 AR &§ o ok Foolo u&E A
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(2 5) Zo{ole] HE & Xt 42| HFE0f 0|X|= FE
(Table 5) Influence of Digital Utilization on Life Satisfaction

Life Satisfaction

Factor (1] 2] (3]
B (S.E) B (S.B) B (S.B)
Digital Utilization 303 (.028)* .280 (.030)** 278 (.030)
Gender -.048 (.026) -.049 (.026)
Age .001 (.001) .001 (.001)
Level of Education .053 (016 .052 (.016)*
Economically Active (yes or no) .103 (.028)*** 104 (.028)***
Average Monthly Household Income -.010 (.006) -.010 (.006)
Residence (ref: Urban) -179 (.049y** -.174 (.049y+*
Dot i el w | @
Degr?;gfszii?:)dmes o011 (024)
Constant 2.196** 2.241% 2.221%
Adjusted 0.05 0.066 0.067
F 117.736™* 23.322%%* 18.446™*

*p (.05, **p (.01, ™*p {.001.

G530l oF, A= Ao wet 489] o] Ao & AFoA= A (Interaction Term) 4

7F et AoiQlY] A9, EFEC] 5248, 4 B0 AE &8 oRo; 49 BEETY ﬂ#oﬂ*i H

ALEo] Zod4E, SN AFTEE 4 1E I EARYE, 93, L&LE, AL &

7 w2 A0 e SR ML FUHE  E55E ARE, Foled 5ol wE Afo|7t Xﬂﬁ}
o AFdh= FoiALSFE A A Aol H] AE F712 AnEoitt JE &8 o7} Qs

=Ag F
off 4F9] TEETt FURTHE Aot} o] YU AEY wARFE ot FTtete] ZF BES AW ESE
2}o] Qe BFEo] AlA| 19] £F(Asia economy, = W Z EARFY HFT= =.067~.072F YEHY
2017. 12. 01.)°0]2 A=} FHEZE Afo|7 A2 A SgHSFE0] FE5HUSE Y= A9 o] 6.7%

o 719ste Ao 25T 55U FHEY A, ~7.2%%%, 74 IR EAH K2 Farol
Aol e gAAE 7+ el EFo] AF}  16.594~18.446(p=0.000)0.% =T FoJmgt Z O
I, AGALE] qrol M9 Aol Hep Af22 Aol 8 = YEhdTh
Aoz sk Aol ofdA FHET FF ot ¥ BHET AH &8 ofF, 4, wErE, BALEH
A9 7t A7 28T Ao Helt. of of i, Az A9, Ao Aol e 4] W]
AL foju3t A7} ettt &, JH &8
4.7300210] Y& 2E A0 ME HASHO| &9  Sol Ale B 49 wEETt Sk Ae g9
UZZ0) 0|xXl= S SR, o LSF, AEPFO| BEFF, FAEE
Foldes, FHF AFLSE, Ao} Y7t 459
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(Table 6) Effect of Digital Utilization on Life Satisfaction : Interaction Term Analysis

Life Satisfaction

Factor
[1] 2] [3] [4] (5] (6] [7] 8] 9
Digital Utilization 278 1 206%* 497 128 2731 305 .077 2797 1 210™*
(ref: yes) (.030) (.047) (.129) (.076) (.033) (.056) (.096) (.057) (.187)
Gender -.049 -136™ | -.047* -.048 -.049* -.049* -.047 -.049 -.049
(ref: male) (02600 | (050) | (026) | (0260 | (026) | (026 | (026) | (026) | (.020)
Ace .001 .001 .003 .001 .001 .001 .001 .001 .001
§ (001) | (001 | (002) | (001) | (001) | (001) | (001) | (001) | (0O1)
Level of Education | 052 | o5z |02 | 004 [ ostm [ -t [ 053 | 0527 | 0.049™
(.016) (.016) (.002) (.030) (.016) (.0106) (.016) (.0106) (.016)
Economically active | .104™* | .101*** | .104™* | .099*** .081 104 105 104 .108™*
(yes or no) (ref: yes) (.028) (.028) (.028) (.028) (.066) (.028) (.028) (.028) (.028)
Average Monthly -.010 -.010 -.010 -.010 -.01 -.003 -0.11 -.010 1.009
Household Income (.006) (.006) (.006) (.006) (.006) (.013) (.006) (.006) (.006)
Residence S 1749 1 = 169% | = 178" | = 166™ | = 174" | - 174 | <315 | - TTAE | - 1790
(ref: Urban) (.049) (.049) (.049) (.049) (.049) (.049) (.080) (.049) (.049)
(?Zfe;h(;i 1]2;5138%1%31?;; 045 | 043 | 044 | 045 | 044 | 045 | 045 | 046 | .040
lesion disorder) (.028) (.028) (.028) (.028) (.028) (.028) (.028) (.056) (.028)
Degree of Disabilities -.011 -.012 -.010 -.015 -.011 -.012 -.014 -.011 - 111%
(ref: Severe) (.024) (.024) (.024) (.024) (.024) (.024) (.024) (.024) (.049)
Digital Utilization: DU 116"
(yes or no)* Gender (.058)
N -.067
DU Age (038)
DU * Level of .061*
Education (.034)
DU * Economically -.028
Active (.071)
DU * Average Monthly -.008
Household Income (.014)
DU * Residence (21%%;
DU * Types of -011
Disabilities (.065)
DU * Degree of -111%
Disabilities (.049)
Constant 2.221%% | 2.274%* | 2.080% | 2.311%* | 2.225%% | 2.203** | 2.343** | 2.263*** | 2.282**
Adjusted .067 .068 .072 072 .071 .066 .068 .066 .069
F 18.446 | 17.026 16.924 | 17.095 16.610 16.628 17.116 | 16.59%4 17.176

*p (.05, *p (.01, **p .001.
B, (standard error)
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< T Aol APHIL Ql= T oIth(Seo, 2014
Song, 2014). HE3} W& FAJA HHIY T2
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