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Hejgol golat o] gort M ERARY Bol FARE Piol Itk AAE T ATE vgEeR
4g FHoE QYSYOM, BHAAE BRa] AN 1e3 FA @9 ), FUE(18
of ), #RYFA-FU8), T3 v1G AUI(H/ V1) T Aste] ngANRNE st

w7 w7 L =2

el G821 ARSI 9] HIEE S8 NE SCAI e olgelotd] w7bA ZrAE
TEA BARARAM  AdE CERTAINGTE F8 <3to®  S9lth  CERTAIN A7+
TIDE(Technology Initiative for the Disabled and the Elderly)W] -5 $1¥3](European Commission-
DGXI)oll eJelix A7k A=A, 3 47h=re] Begsh, Ad B ool Az 47)e] A+
7|2l oJallA 3= $tHAndrich, 2001; Andrich et al., 1998).
of ZRAES] 7 19945 19965744 2l AAA A7F A= Slom CERTAING
T HA2 A WA, v8mrtet Rxgste] wgk fos A WS ARRARECIAl Alesr] flaA
(Persson et al, 1998), + WA= AAREAFS}E JHRIF; GAA} 715, AR (Au] 2=l 2t, A7, ST
E AT HE o] W REFste] ALS-GAA BrHE A% Ve WS JNEetr] flskeltt
(Andrich et al., 1998).
oj¢} L HAol| F3g CERTAING = H&-8&4, Hl-&-a3d, W& AdEs A=A 4
%101 (Persson et al,, 1998), AF&AFe] RE3} 4Ho] Aol Zxlo] St W8I AFSA ol g 4
= A g WAl Ttel=ele Alg et CERTAIN A7 I3te® 3 SCAI mvs 1B
Z38 A vR-a8A dSel e 8778 S AGAEIES AAlEo] A9E Baedto] A
USE FIQMA = thAIA 7834, Ao aEH) ARgo] Hal gl=A
gk gkle] "ol o] /HE It Andrich & Caraccioco, 2007). ©]&]dt @79} FAs}e] B x

F_&

Fok 43 244 0 o AQAE AAH GEd 2L 4842 LS, 20 42 ARE a7
A ek sl A0S A8stn Ags EEAEk A8sh) 28sa ST S Qs PEe §

A7k olefgk Ao gk WHEA JRE FQE slal ItHAndrich & Caraccioco, 2007).

H AelA] A7fsk= SCAISiva Cost Analysis Instrument)s ThddE 8% Q4 Ago] FHE o

MEEden], I ke g 22 545 Adrh 3, SCAI B AAle] BaEst 22O
of el FAAeR nAE S FAst dA7EE EAE w7] e, EA, HEest A
Aol x3e)= H-Ge] HluE Bl ZA A EES AlEskaL, A, Muls Aol A AYPE =
7Y AR, dPdA 2o AR BE AEVLE gl oARES £ ATIE A s EA
oji%E FEHH A /‘F‘:’“% AFA717] $18e|ti(Andrich, 2002; Andrich & Caraccioco, 2007). A
a2, AR orkiEe] X, Ao ZAHl AR 15 T JAel| sHA| kel SCAI(Siva Cost
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A g2 Ao #k A AR Ad As F U Aot dE =W ¥ Jo, &
H|, A ofth. $hxte] o miE, A HE2 ALDE = oake offellM LHjE AR
ufitoll &4E Aol xghE Aotk BERFEHA dddlA A A nl8- gulTel, 274 (Fitting), A
B2 B FAeE ol Brest Zradd HAAQ AaEs AdHe Ade P A
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AgE AW A 22 9ol o wAE B8-S DK Andrich & Caraccioco, 2007).
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%3] : Analysing the cost of individual assistive technology programmes, Andrich & Caraccioco, 2007
gk 214 H]-&(Fixed Costs)

R8Il WEkA] @d= Hgoltth dlE 5, 2EZe] o, gl FHE it B
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43K Andrich & Caraccioco, 2007).
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232 &7 Aol Hxt A &8
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Assistive Technology Outcome
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Jinyong Kong, Seung-Min Jung*
Dept. of Rehabilitation Technology, Korea Nazarene University
Dept. of Rehabilitation Technology, Graduate School, Korea Nazarene University*

< Abstract >

The purpose of this report is to investigate the characteristics of various assistive technology tools.
By utilizing an economic model, the study shows how using these tools are more cost effective then not
using them. The model analyzes factors of cost and the reasons a patient would economically benefit
from the use of assistive technology tools. The study also analyzes the cost effectiveness of each
individual tool and explains why an economic itemization of each type of tool is necessary when

considering the efficacy of assistive technology tools.
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