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Comparability of disability 
prevalence (Ind. 8.1)



Source of prevalence

Source of prevalence Country/area

Population Census 
(28)

American Samoa; Bhutan; DPRK; Georgia; Guam; India; 
Indonesia; Iran (I. R. of); Lao PDR; Malaysia; Marshall 
Islands; Micronesia (F. S. of); Mongolia; Myanmar; Nauru; 
Nepal; Niue; Northern Mariana Islands; Palau; Pakistan; 
Philippines; Samoa; Sri Lanka; Solomon Islands; Timor-
Leste; Turkey; Vanuatu; Viet Nam

Survey (15) Afghanistan; Australia; Bangladesh; Cambodia; China; Cook 
Islands; Fiji; Hong Kong, China; Japan; Kiribati; Maldives; 
New Zealand; Papua New Guinea; Thailand; Tonga

Administrative 
source (14)

Armenia; Azerbaijan; Brunei Darussalam; French Polynesia;
Kazakhstan; Kyrgyzstan; Macao, China; New Caledonia;
Republic of Korea; Russian Federation; Singapore; 
Tajikistan; Tuvalu; Uzbekistan



Disability measurement
Country case study for low and high prevalence from population census:

• Country A: This question results into low prevalence.

Q: Does _____ have any physical or mental disability?

A:   1 Yes  2 No 

• Country B: Higher prevalence is most likely.

Q: From the listed items, do you have any health-related 
problem, which interferes you in your daily activity?

(Items: 1 seeing; 2 hearing; 3 walking or climbing steps; 
4 remembering or concentrating; 5 communicating; 6 
self-care)

A: 1 No difficulty- 2 Some difficulty- 3 A lot of 
difficulty- 4 Cannot do it at all



Reliability/comparability of 
baseline data

The challenges that accompany comparisons of indicators are further 
complicated when disability intersects with other additional factors 
such as poverty, employment, education

Ind. 1.2- Ratio of persons with disabilities in employment to the 
general population  (%)
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• Both disability and 
labour measures 
should be consistent 
with international 
standards for 
comparison.



Reliability/comparability of 
baseline data (cont’d)
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Average score of data quality, by indicator (scale 0-4) 



Reliability/comparability of 
baseline data (cont’d)

Measures on the access to government supported services or 
programmes are among indicators that received lowest points of data 
quality (on a scale of 0-4)

• 4.1 Proportion of persons with disabilities who use government-
supported healthcare programmes as compared to the general 
population (Score: 2.1)

• 5.2 Primary education enrolment rate of children with disabilities 
(Score: 2.2)

• 5.3 Secondary education enrolment rate of children with 
disabilities (Score: 2.2)

• 6.3 Proportion of girls and women with disabilities who access 
sexual and reproductive health services of government and civil 
society, compared to women and girls with disabilities (Score: 2.5)



Reliability/comparability of 
baseline data (cont’d)

The quality of measures on the accessibility is affected by the variance 
of the national accessibility standards that tend to focus on  the needs 
of persons with physical impairment.

• 2.4 Proportion of polling stations in the national capital that are 
accessible with processes in place that ensure confidentiality of 
voters with disabilities

• 3.1 Proportion of accessible government building in the national 
capital

• 3.2 Proportion of accessible international airports

• …

• 7.3 Proportion of accessible emergency shelters and disasters 
relief sites



Conclusion 

➢ High-quality measure of disability prevalence should be based on 
comparable definitions, concepts of disability and measurement 
techniques

➢ When disability intersects with other factors, all measures should 
be consistent with international standards

➢ Measures on the access of government supported services should 
aim to estimate the proportion by counting both the people who 
use and those who do not use the services 

➢ Measures on the accessibility should be based on comparable 
accessibility standards across countries



Thank you!


