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Abstract 
    Background: More than 15% of the world's population live with some form of disability. Assessing socioeconomic inequalities in 
disability and monitoring its change over time can help policymakers to design and implement targeted interventions to reduce these 
inequalities. This study aimed to assess the change in socioeconomic inequality in disability in Iran from 2000 to 2010. 
   Methods: Data for this cross-sectional study were obtained from 2 waves of Iran’s demographic and health surveys (2000 and 2010). 
The Wagstaff normalized concentration index was used to measure the socioeconomic inequality of disability. Contributing factors to 
the inequality in 2000 and 2010 were investigated by concentration index decomposition. The Blinder-Oaxaca decomposition method 
was used to determine contributing factors of change in disability inequality. All analyses were conducted in Stata14.   
   Results: The negative and statistically significant concentration indices (–0.132 in 2000 and –0.165 in 2010, P < 0.001) suggested 
more concentration of disability among poor people. The absolute value of inequality was increased by 0.034 between the 2 points of 
time (P = 0.025). Level of education (123.5%), household size (12.9%), age (–35.1%), and residency (in terms of Iran's provinces) (–
19.3%) were the contributing factors to the measured disability inequality in 2000. In 2010, level of education (105.8%), household size 
(30.5%), and urban residency (–46.3%) explained the measured inequality. Change in disability inequality was explained by household 
size (99.4%), province of residence (54.8%), education (36.9%), socioeconomic status (20%), urban residency (–90.3%), and age (–
47.7%).  
   Conclusion: Iran suffers from significant socioeconomic inequality in disability, and it significantly increased over time. Interventions 
such as increasing health literacy and providing suitable job opportunities for people with low education level, improving the 
socioeconomic status of extended households, and paying more attention to the balanced development in the provinces and urban and 
rural areas, and attending to prevention, treatment, and mitigation of disability adversities among poor young and elderly people could 
be recommended to tackle increased socioeconomic inequality in disability and its unfavorable consequences in Iran. 
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Introduction 
More than 15% of the world's population live with some 

form of disability, many of whom are subject to significant 
difficulties in performing their daily tasks (1, 2). Disability 

refers to a condition that prevents people from participating 
in social activities compared to others (3). Disability is de-
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↑What is “already known” in this topic: 
Evidence in Iran and other countries shows more prevalence of 
disability among people with low socioeconomic levels. 
However, none of the previous studies in Iran have monitored 
disability inequality over time to inform policymakers for 
designing and implementing targeted interventions to reduce 
these inequalities.   
 
→What this article adds: 

During a 10-year period, socioeconomic inequality in disability 
has increased in Iran. Policymakers need to track the policy 
outcomes among different socioeconomic groups to ensure that 
there is no inequality with respect to disability and its 
unfavorable consequences among the Iranian population.  
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fined as a severely impaired condition or function com-
pared to normal individual or group standards. The Interna-
tional Classification of Functioning, Disability and Health 
lists 3 major problems for people with disabilities: disor-
ders, activity limitation, and participation restriction (4). 
Disorders are defined as any type of problem or change in 
body function, such as paralysis or blindness. Activity lim-
itation refers to any type of difficulty in performing daily 
activities such as eating or walking. Participation restriction 
refers to participation problems of all kinds in all areas of 
life that lead to discrimination at work and the concomitant 
restrictions on the participation of persons with disabilities 
in social life  (4). The high prevalence of disability and its 
unpredictable onset and duration make it difficult to act on 
its unfavorable consequences that reduce living stand-
ards (5). 

People with disabilities experience more adverse socio-
economic outcomes than those without disabilities (6). Dis-
ability is linked to socioeconomic harms in ways that can 
lead to or be influenced by these harms (2, 6). There is 
strong evidence in different countries about the correlation 
between disability and various indicators of socioeconomic 
status (SES), such as low education level, inadequate in-
come, and poor housing conditions (6, 7). Poverty and dis-
ability operate in a continuous cycle that reinforce each 
other. People living in low- and middle-income countries 
face poverty such as lack of health services, lack of water 
and sanitation, and malnutrition, which can increase the 
risk of disability (8). There is a positive relationship be-
tween adverse SES in childhood and disability in old age, 
and this will become a major concern in low-income coun-
tries (9). Disability is not uniformly distributed and there is 
strong evidence of heterogeneous distribution of this out-
come in different socioeconomic groups, which indicates 
the existence of socioeconomic inequity in this health prob-
lem (6). The increasing prevalence of disability and chronic 
conditions in the world (10) and increasing its inequality 
(11) poses financial challenges for governments and health 
care systems (12). On the other hand, these clinical condi-
tions make people prone to experience financial hardships 
such as catastrophic health expenditures and medical im-
poverishment (13, 14). 

Much attention has been paid to measuring socioeco-
nomic inequality in disability in international studies. In the 
study conducted by Hosseinpoor et al (6), using survey data 
from a large number of countries in the world, it was found 
that disability was more prevalent  among low and lower 
middle-income countries, and also pro-rich inequalities in 
disability was found in 43 out of 49 studied countries, indi-
cating its more concentration among poor people. Strong 
evidence of socioeconomic inequalities in disability and 
impairment has been reported in countries such as China 
(15, 16), India (17), and South Africa (18). Some studies 
have shown that the size of inequality is increasing. For ex-
ample, in studies conducted in China (15) and other parts 
of the world (19, 20), the extent of inequality in distribution 
of disability among socioeconomic groups has increased 
over time. The increased incidence of disability in low so-
cioeconomic groups can be costly for global health. 

According to some estimates, 1.3% of Iran's population 

has a disability, which is a decrease compared to previous 
decades (21). However, the increase in the aging population 
in the coming decades can cause an increase in disability in 
Iran (22). In addition, traffic and non-traffic accidents in 
Iran are significant, the result of which is an increase in dis-
ability year by year (23). More than 1 million people in Iran 
live with at least one type of disability, including congenital 
or genetic disabilities, disabilities caused by traffic and 
non-traffic accidents, and disabilities caused by other clin-
ical conditions (4). Based on previous findings (4), signifi-
cant socioeconomic inequalities were found in different 
types of disabilities, including leprosy disability (24) and 
accident-related disability (23). Assessing socioeconomic 
inequalities in disability and monitoring its change over 
time can help policymakers to design and implement tar-
geted interventions to reduce these inequalities. However, 
none of the previous studies have examined the changes in 
disability inequality and its contributing factors. In this 
study, we used data from the last 2 national demographic 
and health surveys (DHSs) in Iran in 2000 and 2010 to clar-
ify the existing gap by addressing 2 questions: (1) What are 
the change in socioeconomic inequality in disability in 
Iran? (2) What sociodemographic factors have potentially 
contributed to the change in disability inequality? By as-
sessing the change in inequality over 10 years, we identi-
fied its contributing demographic and socioeconomic fac-
tors.  The results of this study may help policy makers to 
predict the impact of changes in these factors on inequali-
ties in the distribution of disability and its unfavorable con-
sequences, and to design targeted interventions in the health 
system and other parts of the welfare system to protect vul-
nerable people from disability and its unfavorable conse-
quences.  

 
Methods 
Data 
Data for this cross-sectional study were obtained from the 

Iran's Demographic and Health Survey (DHS) in 2000 and 
the Iran's Multiple Indicator Demographic and Health 
Survey (IrMIDHS) in 2010. The sampling design of the 
DHS 2000 was single-stage cluster sampling (equal size) 
with unequal probability. The sample population in this 
survey consisted of 2000 urban households and 2000 rural 
households in all 28 provinces of Iran and an additional 
2000 households in the most populated province, Tehran. 
The sampling method in the IrMIDHS 2010 was a 
multistage cluster sampling (equal size), with a minimum 
sample size of 400 households for each province. The total 
sample in this survey was 31,300 households. Face validity 
of the questionnaires was evaluated before the pilot study 
by asking potential responders for clarification, and the 
content validity was evaluated and confirmed by the 
experts from the relevant departments in the Ministry of 
Health and Education and international partners (25). 

In the present study, for assessing the change in 
inequality between the 2 periods, it was necessary to have 
the same profile of the provincial distribution of disability. 
Thus, although the geographical division of the country's 
provinces in 2010 was slightly different from that of 2000, 
the same division of 2000, including 28 provinces, was 
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applied to 2010, as well. 
  
Definition of Variables 
In this study, the presence of disability was considered as 

an outcome. This outcome was a binary variable and 
defined based on the following question: “Is there a 
member of the family with a physical disability, mobility, 
or mental retardation?” Various sociodemographic 
variables, including gender (male or female), age (<15, 15-
29, 30-44, 45-59, and ≥65), place of residence (urban or 
rural), level of education (illiterate, non-school aged 
children, primary school, junior school, high school, and 
academic education), household size (1-3, 4-6, and ≥7), 
employment status (employed, unemployed, having 
income with no job, housekeeper, student, and other), SES 
(First [poorest], second, third, fourth, and fifth 
[wealthiest]), and province of residence, were included as 
independent variables in the analyses. Since none of the 
surveys had any data on household income or expenditure, 
Principal Component Analysis (PCA) was used to 
construct the SES of the studied people. This statistical 
technique is widely used in countries where reliable data on 
the economic status is not available (26). Variables related 
to the possession of household's assets and housing 
characteristics were included in PCA for construction of the 
wealth index.  

 
Inequality Analysis 
The concentration index (C) was used to measure the 

socioeconomic inequality of disability, as follows: C 2nμ y r 1																																																																 1  

where n is the sample size, y the outcome (disability), r 
the fractional rank of individuals in the distribution of SES, 
and µ the mean of the outcome (27).  Since disability is 
measured as a binary variable, the concentration index was 
normalized using the Wagstaff approach (28).  The 
following formula shows the normalization: C 																																																																													 2       

In the above equation, C 	is the Wagstaff normalized 
concentration index. The range of C is between –1 and +1. 
A value of zero indicates no inequality, while negative 
(positive) values indicate pro-rich (pro-poor) inequality in 
disability. 

 
Decomposition of Inequality 
According to Wagstaff's approach, a regression-based 

decomposition of concentration index was used to measure 
the contributing factors of disability inequality (29). In this 
regard, by considering a linear association between 
disability and its determinants, the C for the outcome 
variable could be written as follows: C β Xμ C Cμ x C Cμ C ∈ 						3  

Considering the above equation, inequality in disability 
(C) can be decomposed into 2 deterministic (C ) and 
unexplainable ( ∈  ) components. The deterministic 

component consists of 2 elements: (1) elasticity (x ) as a 
unitless measure of association that shows the percentage 
of change in disability associated with a percent change in 
the explanatory variable. (2) C  is the normalized CI of 
explanatory variable k. On the other hand, the 
unexplainable component includes a part of inequality that 
is not explained by the explanatory variables. To perform 
the decomposition analysis, a suitable regression model 
should be estimated to obtain the marginal effects. In this 
study, as disability was a binary variable, a logit regression 
model was estimated to obtain regression coefficients, and 
then the marginal effects ( β ). The elasticity of each 
explanatory variable was obtained by multiplying the 
marginal effect by the mean of that variable (X) divided by 
the mean of disability (µ). Finally, the absolute contribution 
of each explanatory variable to the measured inequality in 
disability was calculated by multiplying the elasticity of 
that variable by its C. 

 
Decomposition of Change in Inequality 
The Blinder-Oaxaca decomposition approach (30) was 

used to measure the contribution of changes in explanatory 
variables to disability inequality during 2000-2010. This 
kind of decomposition analysis could be written as follows:  ∆C x C C

C x x ∆ Cμ 			4  

This decomposition alternatively can be estimated by the 
following equation:  ∆C x C C

C x x ∆ Cμ 						 5  

Where x  and x  represent the elasticities of 
explanatory variables in terms of disability in 2010 and 
2000, respectively. Also, C  and C  show the 
normalized CIs of explanatory variables in 2010 and 2000, 
respectively. All analyses were conducted in Stata14.  

 
Results 
Table 1 shows the prevalence and socioeconomic 

inequalities in disability in 2000 and 2010, and their 
changes between 2000 and 2010. We obtained data from 
537,108 and 111,415 people in 2000 and 2010, 
respectively. However, by removing the missing 
observations (4.3% in 2000 and 0.6% in 2010), data from 
514,155 and 110,708 people were used in the study 
analyses in 2000 and 2010, respectively. The prevalence of 
disability was increased from 7315 (1.4%) in 2000 to 1952 
(1.7%) in 2010 (P < 0.001). The negative and statistically 
significant concentration indices (–0.132 in 2000 and –
0.165 in 2010, P < 0.001) and the concentration curves 
above the line of equality (Figure 1) suggested more 
concentration of disability among the poor people. The 
absolute value of the measured inequality in people’s 
disability was increased by 0.034 between the 2 points of 
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time (P = 0.025).  
Table 2 shows prevalence of disability by individuals' 

characteristics in the 2 points of time. In 2000, most of the 
study participants were male (50.5%), in the age groups of 
<15 and 15-29 years (32.2% and 31.9%, respectively), 
urban (62.3%), with education levels of primary school 
(29.5%), and household size of 3 to 6 (60.5%), student and 
<15 years old (36.2%), employed (29%), and living in the 
provinces of Tehran (17.6%) and Khorasan (10.5%). The 
characteristics of participants in 2010 were almost the same 
as in 2000.  

The prevalence of disability was increased among 
females from 1.7 in 2000 to 2.2 in 2010 (P < 0.001). 
Similarly, the prevalence of disability was increased in age 
groups of 15-29, 30-44, 45-59, and ≥60 years among rural 
and urban residents, illiterate people, and those with 
primary, junior, and high school education, with the 
household size of 3 to 6 and ≥7, employed and unemployed, 
and those who were students and <15 years, in the first to 

fourth socioeconomic quintiles, and were residents of East 
Azerbaijan, Fars, Kerman, Hamadan, Lorestan, Ilam, 
Zanjan, Semnan, Hormozgan, Tehran, and Ghazvin 
provinces (P < 0.01). It also decreased among those who 
had income with no job, housekeepers, and residents of 
Khuzestan and Chaharmahal and Bakhtiari provinces (P < 
0.05) (Table 3). 

The results of Blinder-Oaxaca decomposition for the 
change in socioeconomic inequality of disability are shown 
in Table 4. Household size had the most positive 
contribution (99.4%) to the change in disability inequality, 
followed by the province of residence, education, and SES 
with the contributions of 54.8%, 36.9%, and 20%, 
respectively. In contrast, urban residency and age had the 
negative contributions of 90.3% and 47.7%, respectively.  

The change in disability inequality between the 2 time 
points are mostly due to the change in its elasticity with 
respect to the named factors (Δη*C2000 or Δη*C2010) rather 
than the change in their socioeconomic inequality 

Table 1. Prevalence and socioeconomic inequalities of disability in Iran, 2000-2010 
Year n (N) Prevalence (95% CI) Concentration Index (95% CI) 
2000 7,315 (514,155) 1.41 (1.37, 1.44) -0.132 (-0.138, -0.125) 
2010 1,934 (110,708) 1.72 (1.65, 1.80) -0.165 (-0.152, -0.178) 
Change - 0.32 (0.25, 0.41) -0.034 (-0.049, -0.019) 

† CI: Confidence Interval 
 
Table 2. Prevalence of Disability by Individuals' Characteristics and Provinces of Iran, 2000-2010 

Characteristics Total 
N (%) 

Disability 
N (%) 

P-value 

2000 2010 2000 2010 
Gender      
Female 255,182 (49.51) 54,233 (48.97) 2,823 (1.11) 654 (1.19) 0.170 
Male 258,973 (50.49) 56,475 (51.03) 4,492 (1.70) 1,280 (2.23) <0.001 
P-value - - <0.001 <0.001 - 
Age      
<15 years 174,639 (32.21) 26,208 (23.59) 1,733 (0.96) 285 (1.06) 0.132 
15-29 163,761 (31.90) 35,655 (32.22) 2,212 (1.34) 554 (1.53) 0.001 
30-44 88,835 (18.32) 24,611 (22.22) 1,353 (1.51) 444 (1.79) 0.007 
45-59 46,937 (9.78) 15,270 (13.86) 678 (1.41) 280 (1.82) 0.003 
≥ 60 years 39,983 (7.79) 8,964 (8.10) 1,339 (3.30) 371 (4.05) 0.002 
P-value - - <0.001 <0.001 - 
Residency      
Rural 257,776 (37.74) 34,869 (30.70) 4,073 (1.61) 674 (1.89) <0.001 
Urban 256,379 (62.26) 75,839 (69.30) 3,242 (1.28) 1,260 (1.65) <0.001 
P-value - - <0.001 0.003 - 
Level of education      
Illiterate 99,102 (17.11) 14,548 (13.03) 3,785 (4.03) 753 (5.15) <0.001 
Non-school aged children 52,218 (9.72) 10,920 (9.83) 321 (0.57) 74 (0.66) 0.315 
Primary school  159,868 (29.52) 27,445 (24.75) 1,806 (1.19) 503 (1.81) <0.001 
Junior school 90,611 (18.24) 18,423 (16.68) 716 (0.78) 245 (1.30) <0.001 
High school 90,201 (19.99) 26,024 (23.62) 554 (0.65) 256 (0.97) <0.001 
Academic 22,155 (5.42) 13,348 (12.08) 133 (0.64) 103 (0.76) 0.303 
P-value - - <0.001 <0.001 - 
Household size      
1-2  30,597 (6.50) 10,789 (9.83) 887 (2.80) 302 (2.77) 0.886 
3-6 296,416 (60.49) 87,242 (78.85) 3,800 (1.24) 1351 (1.53) <0.001 
≥7 187,142 (31.01) 12,677 (11.32) 2,628 (1.45) 281 (2.17) <0.001 
P-value - - <0.001 <0.001 - 
Employment status      
Employed 144,960 (28.98) 30,844 (27.86) 1,519 (1.06) 389 (1.24) 0.014 
Unemployed 31,997 (6.09) 9,391 (8.50) 1,455 (4.52) 482 (5.15) 0.028 
Having income with no job 11,189 (2.38) 6,188 (5.62) 707 (5.79) 303 (4.81) 0.020 
Housekeeper 112,655 (22.21) 26,932 (24.38) 1,239 (1.08) 254 (0.93) 0.045 
Student and <15 years 207,071 (36.16) 36,474 (32.84) 1,574 (0.73) 394 (1.05) <0.001 
Other 6,283 (1.19) 879 (0.80) 821 (13.32) 112 (12.22) 0.395 
P-value - - <0.001 <0.001 - 
Socioeconomic status      
1st quintile 125,744 (18.82) 21,617 (19.19) 2,436 (1.99) 526 (2.41) <0.001 
2nd quintile 139,655 (23.58) 22,488 (20.05) 2,101 (1.49) 447 (1.98) <0.001 
3rd quintile 90,943 (17.63) 22,544 (20.31) 1,131 (1.36) 375 (1.63) 0.008 
4th quintile 82,180 (19.35) 21,693 (19.79) 939 (1.27) 364 (1.66) <0.001 
5th quintile 75,633 (20.62) 22,366 (20.66) 708 (0.95) 222 (0.98) 0.731 
P-value - - <0.001 <0.001 - 
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(ΔC*	η2010 or ΔC*	η2000) (Table 4). 

Table 2. Prevalence of Disability by Individuals' Characteristics and Provinces of Iran, 2000-2010 
Characteristics Total 

N (%) 
Disability 

N (%) 
P-value 

2000 2010 2000 2010 
Province      
Markazi 16,255 (2.04) 5,489 (1.93) 265 (1.62) 74 (1.36) 0.172 
Gilan 15,867 (3.77) 4,403 (3.28) 227 (1.43) 72 (1.62) 0.361 
Mazandaran 16,626 (4.38) 1,811 (4.12) 281 (1.70) 33 (1.82) 0.723 
East Azerbaijan 18,057 (5.78) 7,753 (5.17) 161 (0.85) 157 (2.01) <0.001 
West Azerbaijan 19,095 (4.13) 1,636 (4.17) 225 (1.17) 26 (1.58) 0.145 
Kermanshah 18,875 (2.96) 1,580 (2.58) 284 (1.48) 31 (1.98) 0.121 
Khuzestan 21,443 (6.23) 19,862 (5.94) 337 (1.51) 247 (1.24) 0.022 
Fars 18,450 (6.28) 1,524 (6.13) 280 (1.49) 39 (2.56) 0.001 
Kerman 18,175 (3.25) 11,387 (3.59) 250 (1.37) 223 (1.91) <0.001 
Khorasan 17,511 (10.45) 6,391 (10.12) 334 (1.85) 132 (2.07) 0.282 
Isfahan 16,417 (6.73) 1,365 (6.70) 285 (1.68) 18 (1.32) 0.316 
Sistan and Baluchestan 21,179 (2.81) 1,386 (3.06) 210 (1.00) 16 (1.16) 0.563 
Kurdistan 18,988 (2.25) 3,254 (1.93) 279 (1.44) 42 (1.29) 0.497 
Hamadan 18,168 (2.87) 6,626 (2.37) 279 (1.53) 131 (1.97) 0.016 
Chaharmahal and Bakhtiari 19,490 (1.29) 1,758 (1.15) 334 (1.73) 14 (0.77) 0.002 
Lorestan 9,464 (1.42) 1,553 (2.42) 97 (1.02) 38 (2.45) <0.001 
Ilam 22,192 (0.82) 2,095 (0.70) 296 (1.34) 40 (1.90) 0.035 
Kohgiluyeh and Boyer-Ahmad 20,924 (0.89) 3,798 (0.91) 318 (1.57) 70 (1.84) 0.229 
Bushehr 20,238 (1.23) 2,827 (1.20) 387 (1.89) 55 (1.95) 0.831 
Zanjan 18,129 (1.71) 1,787 (1.30) 223 (1.23) 45 (2.51) <0.001 
Semnan 15,232 (0.81) 2,521 (0.87) 228 (1.36) 65 (2.56) <0.001 
Yazd 15,692 (1.27) 3,526 (1.44) 253 (1.50) 66 (1.88) 0.110 
Hormozgan 20,069 (1.81) 2,571 (2.07) 247 (1.27) 52 (2.01) 0.002 
Tehran 24,718 (17.64) 5,284 (19.64) 278 (1.18) 108 (2.00) <0.001 
Ardabil 19,546 (1.94) 2,103 (1.70) 231 (1.81) 29 (1.38) 0.435 
Ghom 17,032 (1.45) 2,248 (1.49) 218 (1.21) 31 (1.38) 0.533 
Ghazvin 17,342 (1.37) 2,585 (1.69) 229 (1.26) 51 (1.95) 0.003 
Golestan 18,981 (2.41) 1,585 (2.34) 279 (1.46) 29 (1.83) 0.232 
P-value - - <0.001 <0.001 - 

 

 
 
Figure 1. Concentration curves of individuals' disability in Iran, 2000-2010  
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Table 3. Decomposition of socioeconomic inequalities of disability in Iran, 2000 and 2010 
Characteristics  
 

Marginal 
Effect 

 

Elasticity Concentration Index Absolute Contribution Percentage 
Contribution 

2000 2010 2000 2010 2000 2010 2000 2010 2000 2010 
Male gender  0.007 0.009 0.248 0.266 0.019 0.013 0.005 0.003 -3.61 -2.02 
Age (RC*: <15 years)           
15-29 0.003 0.011 0.044 0.196 0.008 -0.011 0.338*10-3 -0.002 -0.26 1.36 
30-44 -0.001 0.015 -0.014 0.173 0.104 0.068 -0.001 0.012 1.13 -7.14 
45-59 -0.010 0.002 -0.075 0.017 0.131 0.149 -0.010 0.003 7.42 -1.54 
≥ 60 years -0.012 -0.003 -0.079 -0.017 -0.123 -0.160 0.010 0.003 -7.40 -1.68 
Sum       -0.001 0.015 0.90 -9.00 
Urban residency 0.001 0.003 0.069 0.138 0.670 0.554 0.046 0.077 -35.07 -46.33 
Level of education (RC:  Illiterate)           
Non-school aged children -0.048 -0.059 -0.194 -0.193 -0.155 -0.141 0.030 0.027 -22.86 -16.40 
Primary school  -0.041 -0.047 -0.415 -0.294 -0.120 -0.155 0.050 0.046 -37.90 -27.61 
Junior school -0.048 -0.056 -0.374 -0.288 0.077 -0.037 -0.029 0.011 21.94 -6.40 
High school -0.050 -0.061 -0.471 -0.512 0.333 0.210 -0.157 -0.108 119.31 65.09 
Academic -0.049 -0.062 -0.123 -0.288 0.458 0.522 -0.057 -0.151 42.98 91.14 
Sum       -0.162 -0.175 123.46 105.82 
Household size (RC: 1-2 )           
3-6 -0.004 -0.005 -0.174 -0.215 0.203 0.271 -0.035 -0.058 26.86 35.36 
≥7 -0.005 -0.005 -0.109 -0.028 -0.169 -0.287 0.018 0.008 -13.94 -4.82 
Sum       -0.017 -0.050 12.92 30.54 
Employment status (RC: Employed)           
Unemployed 0.029 0.033 0.087 0.124 -0.066 -0.143 -0.006 -0.018 4.33 10.75 
Having income with no job 0.035 0.026 0.037 0.071 0.015 0.072 0.001 0.005 -0.42 -3.12 
Housekeeper 0.001 -0.002 0.015 -0.048 -0.014 -0.052 -0.219*10-3 0.002 0.17 -1.50 
Student and <15 years 0.001 0.010 0.044 0.220 0.040 0.029 0.002 0.006 -1.34 -3.91 
Other 0.093 0.077 0.029 0.018 -0.078 -0.152 -0.002 -0.003 1.74 1.63 
Sum       -0.006 -0.006 4.48 3.85 
Socioeconomic status (RC: 1st quintile)           
2nd quintile 0.215*10-3 0.099*10-3 0.001 0.001 -0.507 -0.520 -0.001 -0.001 0.45 0.37 
3rd quintile 0.001 0.108*10-3 0.011 0.001 0.030 -0.015 0.322*10-3 -0.020*10-3 -0.24 0.01 
4th quintile 0.001 0.003 0.017 0.031 0.489 0.485 0.008 0.015 -6.22 -9.20 
5th quintile -0.449*10-3 -0.001 -0.004 -0.017 1.000 1.000 -0.004 -0.017 2.79 10.32 
Sum       0.004 -0.002 -3.22 1.51 

* RC: Reference Category 
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Table 3 .Continued 
Characteristics  
 

Marginal 
Effect 

Elasticity Concentration Index 
 

Absolute Contribution Percentage 
Contribution 

2000 2010 2000 2010 2000 2010 2000 2010 2000 2010 
Province (RC: Markazi)           
Gilan -0.002 0.001 -0.004 0.003 -0.142 -0.101 0.001 -0.275*10-3 -0.42 0.17 
Mazandaran 0.001 0.004 0.003 0.004 -0.048 -0.155 -0.137*10-3 -0.001 0.10 0.41 
East Azerbaijan -0.008 0.006 -0.035 0.024 -0.029 0.270 0.001 0.007 -0.77 -4.01 
West Azerbaijan -0.006 0.002 -0.019 0.001 -0.195 -0.174 0.004 -0.139*10-3 -2.77 0.08 
Kermanshah -0.003 0.007 -0.006 0.005 -0.197 -0.182 0.001 -0.001 -0.83 0.53 
Khuzestan -0.003 0.001 -0.012 0.009 -0.007 0.369 0.087*10-3 0.003 -0.07 -2.01 
Fars -0.261*10-3 0.015 -0.001 0.008 0.033 -0.060*10-3 -0.030*10-3 -0.005*10-4 0.02 0.00 
Kerman -0.005 0.005 -0.011 0.032 -0.195 -0.051 0.002 -0.002 -1.61 1.00 
Khorasan 0.001 0.003 0.008 0.013 -0.084 -0.262 -0.001 -0.003 0.51 2.01 
Isfahan 0.002 -0.001 0.006 -0.001 0.335 -0.071 0.002 0.038*10-3 -1.60 -0.02 
Sistan and Baluchestan -0.011 -0.242*10-3 -0.030 -0.149*10-3 -0.589 0.201 0.018 -0.030*10-3 -13.39 0.02 
Kurdistan -0.005 -0.005 -0.007 -0.015 -0.238 -0.648 0.002 0.009 -1.26 -5.73 
Hamadan -0.001 0.005 -0.001 0.019 -0.123 -0.010 0.129*10-3 -0.194*10-3 -0.10 0.12 
Chaharmahal and Bakhtiari 0.001 -0.006 0.461*10-3 -0.009 -0.049 0.018 -0.023*10-3 -0.166*10-3 0.02 0.10 
Lorestan -0.006 0.010 -0.006 0.008 -0.002 0.109 0.010*10-3 0.001 -0.01 -0.52 
Ilam -0.004 0.004 -0.002 0.005 -0.230 -0.131 0.001 -0.001 -0.43 0.37 
Kohgiluyeh and Boyer-Ahmad -0.003 0.003 -0.002 0.008 -0.313 -0.211 0.001 -0.002 -0.41 1.01 
Bushehr 0.003 0.003 0.002 0.006 -0.041 -0.165 -0.094*10-3 -0.001 0.07 0.56 
Zanjan -0.004 0.014 -0.005 0.006 -0.106 -0.247 0.001 -0.002 -0.40 0.93 
Semnan -0.002 0.011 -0.001 0.013 0.139 -0.151 -0.122*10-3 -0.002 0.09 1.21 
Yazd 0.091*10-3 0.004 -0.013*10-3 0.009 0.221 -0.045 -0.003*10-3 -0.392*10-3 0.00 0.24 
Hormozgan -0.006 0.004 -0.008 0.006 -0.449 -0.263 0.004 -0.002 -2.76 0.94 
Tehran -0.005 0.009 -0.028 0.021 0.381 0.068 -0.011 0.001 8.10 -0.86 
Ardabil -0.005 0.001 -0.007 0.001 -0.257 0.102 0.002 0.119*10-3 -1.45 -0.07 
Ghom -0.005 -0.001 -0.005 -0.001 0.131 -0.521 -0.001 0.001 0.47 -0.37 
Ghazvin -0.003 0.004 -0.003 0.006 0.004 -0.033 -0.009*10-3 -0.208*10-3 0.01 0.13 
Golestan -0.360*10-3 0.004 -0.004 0.004 -0.119 0.158 0.001 0.001 -0.39 -0.38 
Sum       0.025 0.007 -19.27 -4.17 
Total observed       -0.181 -0.132 137.51 80.20 
Residual       0.049 -0.033 -37.51 19.80 
Total       -0.132 -0.165 100 100 
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Table 4.  Blinder-Oaxaca decomposition of change in socioeconomic inequality of disability in Iran, 2000-2010 
Characteristic 
  
 

Equation 1 Equation 2 Total 
ΔC* 2010 Δ *C2000 ΔC* 2000 Δ *C2010 Absolute 

Contribution 
Percentage 

Contribution 
Male gender  -0.002 0.345*10-3 -0.002 0.226*10-3 -0.001 4.17 
Age (RC*: <15 years)       
15-29 -0.004 0.001 -0.001 -0.002 -0.003 7.67 
30-44 -0.006 0.019 0.001 0.013 0.013 -39.43 
45-59 0.317*10-3 0.012 -0.001 0.014 0.012 -36.56 
≥ 60 years 0.001 -0.008 0.003 -0.010 -0.007 20.65 
Sum -0.009 0.025 0.001 0.015 0.016 -47.67 
Urban residency -0.016 0.046 -0.008 0.038 0.030 -90.34 
Level of education (RC:  Illiterate )       
Non-school aged children -0.003 -0.171*10-3 -0.003 -0.155*10-3 -0.003 8.85 
Primary school  0.010 -0.015 0.015 -0.019 -0.004 12.59 
Junior school 0.033 0.007 0.043 -0.003 0.039 -117.14 
High school 0.063 -0.014 0.058 -0.009 0.049 -146.72 
Academic -0.018 -0.076 -0.008 -0.086 -0.094 279.33 
Sum 0.085 -0.098 0.105 -0.117 -0.012 36.90 
Household size (RC: 1-2 )       
3-6 -0.015 -0.009 -0.012 -0.011 -0.023 68.60 
≥7 0.003 -0.014 0.013 -0.023 -0.010 30.81 
Sum -0.011 -0.022 0.001 -0.035 -0.033 99.40 
Employment status (RC: Employed)       
Unemployed -0.010 -0.002 -0.007 -0.005 -0.012 35.86 
Having income with no job 0.004 0.001 0.002 0.002 0.005 -13.67 
Housekeeper 0.002 0.001 -0.001 0.003 0.003 -8.00 
Student and <15 years -0.002 0.007 -0.455*10-3 0.005 0.005 -13.97 
Other -0.001 0.001 -0.002 0.002 -0.398*10-3 1.18 
Sum -0.007 0.007 -0.008 0.007 -0.472*10-3 1.40 
Socioeconomic status (RC: 1st quintile)      
2nd quintile -0.015*10-3 -0.002*10-3 -0.015*10-3 -0.002*10-3 -0.017*10-3 0.05 
3rd quintile -0.058*10-3 -0.283*10-3 -0.487*10-3 0.145*10-3 -0.341*10-3 1.01 
4th quintile -0.119*10-3 0.007 -0.064*10-3 0.007 0.007 -20.83 
5th quintile 0.000 -0.013 0.000 -0.013 -0.013 39.75 
Sum -0.192*10-3 -0.007 -0.001 -0.006 -0.007 19.98 

* RC: Reference Category 
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Table 4.  Continued 
Characteristic 
  
 

Equation 1 Equation 2 Total 
ΔC* 2010 Δ *C2000 ΔC* 2000 Δ *C2010 Absolute 

Contribution 
Percentage 

Contribution 
Province (RC: Markazi)       
Gilan 0.112*10-3 -0.001 -0.160*10-3 -0.001 -0.001 2.46 
Mazandaran -0.469*10-3 -0.075*10-3 -0.303*10-3 -0.241*10-3 -0.001 1.62 
East Azerbaijan 0.007 -0.002 -0.011 0.016 0.006 -16.64 
West Azerbaijan 0.017*10-3 -0.004 -0.391*10-3 -0.003 -0.004 11.24 
Kermanshah 0.074*10-3 -0.002 -0.085*10-3 -0.002 -0.002 5.83 
Khuzestan 0.003 -0.152*10-3 -0.005 0.008 0.003 -9.61 
Fars -0.273*10-3 0.303*10-3 0.030*10-3 -0.005*10-4 0.030*10-3 -0.09 
Kerman 0.005 -0.008 -0.002 -0.002 -0.004 11.19 
Khorasan -0.002 -0.398*10-3 -0.001 -0.001 -0.003 7.86 
Isfahan 0.217*10-3 -0.002 -0.003 0.480*10-3 -0.002 6.12 
Sistan and Baluchestan -0.118*10-3 -0.018 -0.024 0.006 -0.018 52.41 
Kurdistan 0.006 0.002 0.003 0.005 0.008 -23.17 
Hamadan 0.002 -0.002 -0.118*10-3 -0.204*10-3 -0.322*10-3 0.96 
Chaharmahal and Bakhtiari -0.001 0.470*10-3 0.031*10-3 -0.175*10-3 -0.143*10-3 0.43 
Lorestan 0.001 -0.023*10-3 -0.001 0.002 0.001 -2.52 
Ilam 0.455*10-3 -0.002 -0.244*10-3 -0.001 -0.001 3.48 
Kohgiluyeh and Boyer-Ahmad 0.001 -0.003 -0.176*10-3 -0.002 -0.002 6.54 
Bushehr -0.001 -0.133*10-3 -0.289*10-3 -0.001 -0.001 2.47 
Zanjan -0.001 -0.001 0.001 -0.003 -0.002 6.11 
Semnan -0.004 0.002 0.254*10-3 -0.002 -0.002 5.58 
Yazd -0.002 0.002 0.003*10-3 -0.392*10-3 -0.389*10-3 1.16 
Hormozgan 0.001 -0.006 -0.002 -0.004 -0.005 15.37 
Tehran -0.007 0.019 0.009 0.003 0.012 -35.89 
Ardabil 0.417*10-3 -0.002 -0.003 0.001 -0.002 5.33 
Ghom 0.001 0.459*10-3 0.003 -0.002 0.001 -3.65 
Ghazvin -0.230*10-3 0.031*10-3 0.096*10-3 -0.294*10-3 -0.198*10-3 0.59 
Golestan 0.001 -0.001 -0.001 0.001 0.111*10-3 -0.33 
Sum 0.011 -0.030 -0.036 0.018 -0.018 54.82 
Total observed     -0.026 78.68 
Residual     -0.007 21.32 
Total     -0.034 100 
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Discussion 
To our knowledge, this study is the first to measure the 

change in socioeconomic inequality in disability and ex-
plain this change over time in Iran. During the study period, 
it was found that the prevalence of disability has increased 
in Iran. Considering Iran's young population, the preva-
lence of this health problem may increase with the change 
of generations in Iran, which will cause many challenges in 
the health system. In both studied periods, the disability 
concentration index was negative and significant, indicat-
ing the more concentration of disability among poor Iranian 
people. This study confirmed previous findings in national 
(4, 23, 24) and international studies (11, 15-17, 31, 32) re-
garding the concentration of disability among low socioec-
onomic groups. Our results were in contrast with a study 
from Afghanistan (33). In that study, researchers had re-
ported more disability among those with high socioeco-
nomic groups. The degree of inequality in Iran during the 
study period was high compared to other countries. There-
fore, disadvantaged people in Iran are struggling more with 
adversities related to disability and need much more atten-
tion from policymakers. It is believed that people with dis-
abilities may use less health services (34).  This confirmed 
the finding of a study in Iran where it showed that the use 
of rehabilitation services has been concentrated among 
privileged Iranians (35). This requires the attention of the 
healthcare authorities for an equitable distribution of these 
services. 

During the study period, the absolute value of the disa-
bility concentration index increased significantly, indicat-
ing that disability inequality in Iran worsened over time. 
During these years, socioeconomic inequalities in health 
outcomes (36, 37) and the use of health services (38) have 
been reduced to some extent in Iran. This is a negative score 
and of course an important challenge for Iran's health sys-
tem, which will impose a large financial burden to the 
health sector. The situation of socioeconomic inequality in 
disability is not very favorable for other parts of the world 
either. For example, we can refer to China (15) and other 
countries (19, 20), where these socioeconomic inequalities 
have worsened over time. Considering the increase in 
global aging and its positive impact on disability (39), it 
seems that socioeconomic inequality in disability will 
become a global concern in the coming decedaes. There-
fore, it is recommended that health officials in all settings 
focus on dealing with socioeconomic inequality regarding 
disability and its unfavorable consequences. 

Our most interesting finding was in the decomposition 
analysis where the level of education explained the major 
part of socioeconomic inequality in disability in the studied 
surveys. In 2000, 123.5% of inequality was explained by 
education, which declined to 105.8% in 2010, however, ed-
ucation remained the most important contributor to the in-
creased socioeconomic inequality in disability. This find-
ing is consistent with a previous study in India (17) that re-
ported education as a key contributor to socioeconomic in-
equality in functional disability and impairments. Another 
study in Africa (18) also showed that disability inequalities 
are largely explained by socioeconomic inequalities related 
to racial groups and educational attainment. Education is 

strongly related to income level, working conditions, and 
awareness of health status (40). Therefore, providing high-
quality education services or promoting health literacy can 
largely eliminate socioeconomic inequalities in disability in 
Iran and can also help disabled people to cope with their 
clinical condition. In addition, decision makers should pro-
vide suitable job opportunities for people with low educa-
tion level so that they can earn enough income.  

The Oaxaca decomposition also revealed that household 
size explains a large proportion of increased inequality in 
disability. As the household size increases, the per capita 
income decreases, and the possibility of disability may also 
increase (41). It seems that this applies to Iran; in the cur-
rent status of the Iranian economy, there are few job oppor-
tunities for the labor force, and extended families will have 
less income and more expenses. Therefore, it is recom-
mended to use policies to increase the welfare of extended 
households to reduce this increased inequality in disability. 
Also, it seems that these policies can be effective for fami-
lies with disabled members in order to better cope with the 
burden of disability (42).  

The province of residence is another important contrib-
uting factor to the change in disability inequality in Iran. 
This finding implicitly confirms the spatial disparity in 
Iran. In previous studies, it has been shown that the health 
status (43) is not evenly distributed among the provinces of 
Iran, and some provinces do not necessarily have optimal 
access to health services (44). Under such circumstances, 
we should expect an increase in socioeconomic inequality 
in disability. Hence, moving toward balanced development 
will largely prevent the increase of socioeconomic inequal-
ity in disability. We strongly recommend that health author-
ities in Iran pay special attention to the provinces that have 
higher burden of disability. In the context of the increased 
inequality in disability in Iran, the contribution of the eco-
nomic status should not be neglected. In a previous study, 
the role of economic status in increasing disability inequal-
ity in China was significant (15). Due to international sanc-
tions and economic stagnation, the economy of Iran has 
faced serious challenges (45), which can be a good justifi-
cation for increasing health inequalities.  

Residence played a negative role in increasing inequality. 
Contrary to other studies (46, 47), our findings show that 
disability was more concentrated among high-SES urban 
residents compared to the low-SES rural population. Our 
results also suggested that an increase in urban residency 
over a 10-year period decreased the measured inequality in 
disability by 90%. These findings show that better socioec-
onomic conditions and access to health services in urban 
areas (47) could not prevent disability among urban resi-
dents; however, its unfavorable consequences may be man-
aged better among high-SES urban residents. On the other 
hand, these findings suggest that the concentration of disa-
bility reduced among low-SES rural residents, implying 
that an improvement in living conditions in rural areas can 
have a protective effect against disability inequality over 
time. 

Increasing the age of the studied population was the next 
factor that decreased the measured inequality in disability 
over time. In the study conducted by Soltani et al in Iran, a 
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positive association was observed between disability and 
age (48). In our study, the concentration of disability shifted 
from low-SES young and elderly people to the high-SES 
middle aged population, suggesting that government poli-
cies focused on prevention of disability among young and 
old people may be able to address socioeconomic inequali-
ties of disability in Iran.  

In this study, it was shown how socioeconomic inequality 
in disability has changed over time in Iran. Although this 
study provides valuable guidance on how to address disa-
bility inequalities, some of the study's limitations should be 
considered in its application. First, although change in ine-
quality over time was studied, this study cannot show the 
changes as well as peer group studies. Therefore, in this 
context, it is encouraged to conduct cohort studies that 
show better causal relationships. Second, in this study, only 
the self-reported disability of the studied population was 
used as the outcome variable, which can be somewhat mis-
leading. Future studies should rely on more objective indi-
cators to measure disability.  

 
Conclusion 
Iran suffers from significant socioeconomic inequality in 

disability. This socioeconomic inequality is predominantly 
attributed to education. On the other hand, disability 
inequality significantly increased over time. The enlarged 
inequality in disability was attributed to education, 
household size, province of residence, and SES. In 
addition, we observed that urban living and population 
aging had negative impacts on rising 
inequality. Interventions such as increasing health literacy 
and providing suitable job opportunities for people with 
low education level, improving the SES of extended 
households, and paying more attention to the balanced 
development in the provinces and urban and rural areas, 
and attending to prevention, treatment, and mitigation of 
disability adversities among poor young and elderly people 
could be recommended to tackle increased socioeconomic 
inequality in disability and its unfavorable consequences in 
Iran.  

 
Acknowledgment 
The authors thank the Ministry of Health and Medical 

Education (MOHME) for providing free access to the 
original data of 2000 DHS and 2010 IrMIDHS. The authors 
also extend their thanks to Iran University of Medical 
Sciences that has provided support throughout all aspects 
of our study. 

 
Authors’ Contribution 
P.H., M.Kh., and A.R. contributed to conceiving the 

original idea of the manuscript, M.Kh. and P.H. performed 
the statistical analyses. All authors contributed to the 
interpretation of the results and preparing the first draft of 
the manuscript, and have read and approved its final 
version. 

 
Ethical Considerations 
Ethical approval was granted by the board members of 

ethical committee at Iran University of Medical Sciences 
(Ethical code: IR.IUMS.REC.1397.536). 

 
Conflict of Interests 

The authors declare that they have no competing interests. 
 
 

References 
1. World Health Organization. World report on disability. Geneva: 2011. 
2. Cunha MAOd, Santos HF, de Carvalho MEL, Miranda GMD, de 

Albuquerque MdSV, de Oliveira RS, et al. Health care for people with 
disabilities in the unified health system in Brazil: a scoping review. Int 
J Environ Res Public Health. 2022;19(3). Epub 20220128.  

3. Kuper H, Mactaggart I, Dionicio C, Cañas R, Naber J, Polack S. Can we 
achieve universal health coverage without a focus on disability? Results 
from a national case-control study in Guatemala. Plos One. 
2018;13(12):e0209774. 

4. Moradi G, Mostafavi F, Hajizadeh M, Amerzade M, Mohammadi 
Bolbanabad A, Alinia C, et al. Socioeconomic inequalities in different 
types of disabilities in Iran. Iran J Public Health. 2018;47(3):427-34.  

5. Meyer BD, Mok WKC. Disability, earnings, income and consumption. 
J Public Econ. 2019;171:51-69.  

6. Hosseinpoor AR, Stewart Williams JA, Gautam J, Posarac A, Officer 
A, Verdes E, et al. Socioeconomic inequality in disability among adults: 
a multicountry study using the World Health Survey. Am J Public 
Health. 2013;103(7):1278-86.  

7. Bowen ME, González HM. Childhood socioeconomic position and 
disability in later life: results of the health and retirement study. Am J 
Public Health. 2010;100 Suppl 1(Suppl 1):S197-203.  

8. Banks LM, Kuper H, Polack S. Poverty and disability in low- and 
middle-income countries: a systematic review. Plos One. 
2017;12(12):e0189996.  

9. Bowen ME, González HM. Childhood socioeconomic position and 
disability in later life: results of the health and retirement study. Am J 
Public Health. 2010;100 Suppl 1:S197-203.  

10. Global, regional, and national disability-adjusted life-years (DALYs) 
for 315 diseases and injuries and healthy life expectancy (HALE), 1990-
2015: a systematic analysis for the Global Burden of Disease Study 
2015. The Lancet. 2016;388(10053):1603-58.  

11. Li H, Liang H, Wei L, Shi D, Su X, Li F, et al. Health Inequality in the 
global burden of chronic obstructive pulmonary disease: findings from 
the Global Burden of Disease Study 2019. Int J Chron Obstruct Pulmon 
Dis. 2022;17:1695-702.  

12. Mishra RS, Mohanty SK, Cordes J, Sahoo U, Singh RR, Subramanian 
SV. Economic gradient of onset of disability in India. BMC Public 
Health. 2021;21(1):769.  

13. Lee JE, Shin HI, Do YK, Yang EJ. Catastrophic health expenditures 
for households with disabled members: evidence from the Korean health 
panel. J Korean Med Sci. 2016;31(3):336-44.  

14. Soltani S, Takian A, Akbari Sari A, Majdzadeh R, Kamali M. Financial 
barriers to access to health services for adult people with disability in 
Iran: the challenges for universal health coverage. Iran J Public Health. 
2019;48(3):508-15.  

15. Zhang T, Liu C, Lu B, Wang X. Changes of inequality in functional 
disability of older populations in China from 2008 to 2018: a 
decomposition analysis. BMC Geriatr. 2022;22(1):308.  

16. Zhou H, Zhou Y, Zhang H, Yu A, Zhu B, Zhang L. Socio-economic 
disparity in the global burden of occupational noise-induced hearing 
loss: an analysis for 2017 and the trend since 1990. Occup Environ Med. 
2021;78(2):125-8.  

17. Patel R, Srivastava S, Kumar P, Chauhan S, Govindu MD, Jean Simon 
D. Socio-economic inequality in functional disability and impairments 
with focus on instrumental activity of daily living: a study on older 
adults in India. BMC Public Health. 2021;21(1):1541.  

18. Omotoso KO, Koch SF. Assessing changes in social determinants of 
health inequalities in South Africa : a decomposition analysis. Int J 
Equity Health. 2018;17(1):181.  

19. Martin U, Esnaola S. Changes in social inequalities in disability-free 
life expectancy in Southern Europe: the case of the Basque country. Int 
J Equity Health. 2014;13(1):74.  

20. Valverde JRR, Mackenbach JP, Nusselder WJ. Trends in inequalities 
in disability in Europe between 2002 and 2017. J Epidemiol Community 

 [
 D

O
I:

 1
0.

47
17

6/
m

jir
i.3

7.
90

 ]
 

 [
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
fr

om
 m

jir
i.i

um
s.

ac
.ir

 o
n 

20
24

-0
3-

20
 ]

 

                            11 / 12

http://dx.doi.org/10.47176/mjiri.37.90
http://mjiri.iums.ac.ir/article-1-8596-en.html


    
Change in socioeconomic inequality of disability in Iran  

 
 

 http://mjiri.iums.ac.ir 
Med J Islam Repub Iran. 2023 (21 Aug); 37:90. 
 

12 

Health. 2021;75(8):712-20. 
21. Soltani S, Hafshejani AM, Salehiniya H. Trend of disability 

prevalence in Iran: an evidence to improve disability data. J Res Med 
Sci. 2015;20(5):531-2.  

22. Ahmadi M, Madani T, Alipour J. Development a national minimum 
data set (MDS) of the information management system for disability in 
Iran. Disabil Health J. 2019;12(4):641-8.  

23. Roshanfekr P, Khodaie-Ardakani MR, Sajjadi H, Malek Afzali 
Ardakani H. Income-related inequality in traffic accident health 
outcomes (injury, disability and mortality): evidence from the 
nationwide survey in Iran. Iran J Public Health. 2020;49(4):718-26.  

24. Entezarmahdi R, Majdzadeh R, Foroushani AR, Nasehi M, Lameei A, 
Naieni KH. Inequality of leprosy disability in iran, clinical or socio-
economic inequality: an extended concentration index decomposition 
approach. Int J Prev Med. 2014;5(4):414-23.  

25. Rashidian A, Karimi-Shahanjarini A, Khosravi A, Elahi E, Beheshtian 
M, Shakibazadeh E, et al. Iran's multiple indicator demographic and 
health survey-2010: study protocol. Int J Prev Med. 2014;5(5):632. 

26. Vyas S, Kumaranayake L. Constructing socio-economic status indices: 
how to use principal components analysis. Health Policy Plan. 
2006;21(6):459-68.  

27. Kakwani N, Wagstaff A, van Doorslaer E. Socioeconomic inequalities 
in health: measurement, computation, and statistical inference. J 
Econom. 1997;77(1):87-103.  

28. Wagstaff A. Correcting the concentration index: a comment. J Health 
Econ. 2009;28(2):516-20. 29. Wagstaff A, van Doorslaer E, Watanabe 
N. On decomposing the causes of health sector inequalities with an 
application to malnutrition inequalities in Vietnam. J Econom. 
2003;112(1):207-23.  

30. Wagstaff A, O'Donnell O, Van Doorslaer E, Lindelow M. Analyzing 
health equity using household survey data: a guide to techniques and 
their implementation: World Bank Publications; 2007. 

31. Hu H, Si Y, Li B. Decomposing inequality in long-term care need 
among older adults with chronic diseases in China: a life course 
perspective. Int J Environ Res Public Health. 2020;17(7).  

32. Chen H, Du W, Li N, Chen G, Zheng X. The socioeconomic inequality 
in traffic-related disability among Chinese adults: the application of 
concentration index. Accid Anal Prev. 2013;55:101-6.  

33. Trani JF, Barbou-des-Courieres C. Measuring equity in disability and 
healthcare utilization in Afghanistan. Med Confl Surviv. 
2012;28(3):219-46.  

34. Towfighi A, Ovbiagele B. Health equity and actionable disparities in 
stroke: 2021 update. Stroke. 2022;53(3):636-42.  

35. Soltani S, Moghadam MM, Amani S, Akbari S, Shiani A, Soofi M. 
Socioeconomic disparities in using rehabilitation services among 
Iranian adults with disabilities: a decomposition analysis. BMC Health 
Serv Res. 2022;22(1):1449.  

36. Khoramrooz M, Rezapour A, Shirinbakhsh S, Khosravi A. 
Understanding changes in socioeconomic inequality of unintended 
pregnancy among Iranian married women: a Blinder-Oaxaca 
decomposition analysis. Health Scope. 2019;8(4). 

37. Amini Rarani M, Rashidian A, Khosravi A, Arab M, Abbasian E, 
Khedmati Morasae E. Changes in socio-economic inequality in neonatal 
mortality in Iran between 1995-2000 and 2005-2010: an Oaxaca 
decomposition analysis. Int J Health Policy Manag. 2017;6(4):219-8.  

38. Vahedi S, Yazdi-Feyzabadi V, Amini-Rarani M, Mohammadbeigi A, 
Khosravi A, Rezapour A. Tracking socio-economic inequalities in 
healthcare utilization in Iran: a repeated cross-sectional analysis. BMC 
Public Health. 2020;20(1):929.  

39. Bickenbach J, Bigby C, Salvador-Carulla L, Heller T, Leonardi M, 
Leroy B, et al. The Toronto declaration on bridging knowledge, policy 
and practice in aging and disability: Toronto, Canada, March 30, 2012. 
Int J Integr Care. 2012;12:e205.  

40. Perez-Hernandez B, Rubio-Valverde JR, Nusselder WJ, Mackenbach 
JP. Socioeconomic inequalities in disability in Europe: contribution of 
behavioral, work-related and living conditions. Eur J Public Health. 
2019;29(4):640-7.  

41. İpek E. The Costs of Disability in Turkey. Journal of family and 
economic issues. 2020;41(2):229-37.  

42. Pettinicchio D, Maroto M, Brooks JD. The sociology of disability-
based economic inequality. Contemp Sociol. 2022;51(4):249-70.  

43. Farzadfar F, Naghavi M, Sepanlou SG, Saeedi Moghaddam S, Dangel 
WJ, Davis Weaver N, et al. Health system performance in Iran: a 
systematic analysis for the Global Burden of Disease Study 2019. The 
Lancet. 2022;399(10335):1625-45.  

44. Vahedi S, Rezapour A, Mohammadbeig A, Khosravi A. Economic 
inequality in outpatient healthcare utilization: the case of Iran. J Res 
Health Sci. 2018;18(3):e00424. 

45. Shahabi S, Kiekens C, Etemadi M, Mojgani P, Teymourlouei AA, 
Lankarani KB. Integrating rehabilitation services into primary health 
care: policy options for Iran. BMC Health Serv Res. 2022;22(1):1317.  

46. Sage R, Ward B, Myers A, Ravesloot C. Transitory and enduring 
disability among urban and rural people. J Rural Health. 
2019;35(4):460-70. 

47. Jiang H, Burström B, Chen J, Burström K. Rural–urban inequalities in 
poor self-rated health, self-reported functional disabilities, and 
depression among Chinese older adults: evidence from the China health 
and retirement longitudinal study 2011 and 2015. Int J Environ Res 
Public Health. 2021;18(12):6557. 

48. Soltani S, Khosravi B, Salehiniya H. Prevalence of disability in Iran. 
Iran J Public Health. 2015;44(10):1436-7. 

 

 [
 D

O
I:

 1
0.

47
17

6/
m

jir
i.3

7.
90

 ]
 

 [
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
fr

om
 m

jir
i.i

um
s.

ac
.ir

 o
n 

20
24

-0
3-

20
 ]

 

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

                            12 / 12

http://dx.doi.org/10.47176/mjiri.37.90
http://mjiri.iums.ac.ir/article-1-8596-en.html
http://www.tcpdf.org

