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Correlations between ADL 
in patients with SCI and caregiver 
burden, quality of life, 
and presenteeism in South Korea
Sung Shin Kim 1, On Yoo Kim 2, Sun Hong Kim 3, Jae Eun Heo 4, Seung Hee Ho 5, Ju Hee Kim 5 & 
Young‑Hyeon Bae 5*

The correlations between activities of daily living (ADL) among patients with spinal cord injury (SCI) 
and their caregivers’ burden, quality of life (QoL), and presenteeism was investigated. Participants 
included outpatients and inpatients with SCI at a rehabilitation center and their caregivers, recruited 
between March 2020 and April 2021. Eighty‑seven valid responses were analysed using independent 
t‑tests and Pearson’s correlations. There was a difference in caregiver burden according to patients’ 
ADL performance. QoL was negatively correlated with caregiver burden and presenteeism. Caregiver 
burden and presenteeism were positively correlated. Social support can improve caregivers’ QoL and 
reduce caregiver burden and presenteeism‑induced work impairment.

Abbreviations
SCI  Spinal cord injury
ADL  Activities of daily living
QoL  Quality of life
IRB  Institutional Review Board
SD  Standard deviation

Spinal cord injury (SCI) is characterized by damage to the motor, sensory, and autonomic nerves. Depending on 
the extent of the impairment, individuals with SCI experience difficulties walking independently and performing 
activities of daily living (ADL)1. As caregivers of individuals with SCI devote much time to assisting these 
individuals with ADL, they often have very little time for  themselves2. Thus, caregivers need sufficient energy to 
help individuals with SCI maintain healthy lives in the  community3. Further, caregivers of patients with SCI may 
experience the same levels of physical, psychological, and emotional stress as the  patients4–6.

Caregiver burden is defined as a range of stressors that impact emotional, social, financial, physical, and 
spiritual  functioning7–9. Caregivers of patients with SCI are frequently exposed to physical burden by being 
engaged in the care activities of assisting patients; thus, caregiver burden negatively affects caregivers’ health 
 status10,11. Such health deterioration can negatively affect caregivers’ physical, mental, and social quality of life 
(QoL)10,12,13. In addition, prolonged caregiving for patients with SCI can lower caregivers’  QoL14.

When caregivers’ QoL remains poor, they can develop health  issues15. While older caregivers experience 
more difficulties providing care for patients owing to their own health issues and physical limitations, they 
usually cannot give up their caregiver  role16. Continuing to perform a job despite such physical or mental strain 
is referred to as  presenteeism17. Over time, presenteeism leads to a decline in health and, consequently, absences 
from  work18.

Nevertheless, few studies have examined the relationship between ADL performance in patients with SCI and 
caregiver burden, QoL, and presentism. Therefore, the purpose of this study was to investigate the 1) differences 
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in caregiver burden, QoL, and presenteeism by patients’ ADL and 2) correlations between presenteeism, QoL, 
caregiver burden, and ADL.

Methods
Participants
Participants were recruited in dyads between March 2020 and April 2021 from inpatients and outpatients with 
SCI at a Korea National Rehabilitation Center and their caregivers. The sample size was determined using 
G*Power 3.1 software. For an F-test multiple regression analysis with a medium effect size, significance level of 
0.05, power of 0.80, and four predictors, the minimum necessary sample size was 85. Thus, the sample size for 
this study was set at 90 pairs, considering a potential dropout rate of 5%.

Participant selection criteria included a caregiver who provided 1:1 care to patients with SCI, with 
comprehension and communication skills in the Korean language, and patients with SCI aged 19–79 years. 
Among individuals who met these three criteria, those who agreed to participate were selected. Exclusion criteria 
were patients with conditions other than SCI, caregivers who provided care to multiple patients, individuals 
with cognitive impairment or comprehension problems that could inhibit survey completion, caregivers who 
were younger than 19 years or older than 79 years, and those who refused to participate. The questionnaire 
survey was conducted among 47 inpatient–caregiver and 43 outpatient–caregiver pairs. After eliminating two 
pairs who withdrew and one pair who did not complete the survey, 87 dyads were included in the analysis: 46 
inpatient–caregiver and 41 outpatient–caregiver pairs. All participants provided written informed consent. And 
the study protocols strictly adhered to the Declaration of Helsinki for human subject involvement. Also, all 
methods were performed in accordance with relevant guidelines and regulations.

Data collection
Prior to data collection, written consent for voluntary participation was obtained from the caregivers and patients 
from March 2020 to April 2021.

We used a structured questionnaire comprising questions about the ADL of patients with SCI and caregivers’ 
general characteristics, caregiver burden, QoL, and presenteeism. The survey took 40–60 min to complete. The 
participants were informed that the questionnaire required personal information and that they could withdraw 
from the survey at any time without any disadvantages. To prevent response bias from the participants, one 
researcher read the questions aloud. The patients and their caregivers completed the survey in separate rooms.

Instruments
Caregiver burden
Caregiver burden was measured using the Caregiver Burden  Inventory19. The questionnaire consists of five 
subcategories: time-dependence burden (five items), developmental burden (four items), physical burden (four 
items), social burden (five items), and emotional burden (five items). Each item is rated on a five-point Likert 
scale (minimum 1 point, maximum 5 points). The scores range from 25 to 125 points, with higher scores 
indicating a higher level of caregiver burden. Cronbach’s α in this study was 0.947.

ADL
ADL performance was measured using the Modified Barthel Index (MBI)20. The tool consists of 11 items rated 
from 0 to 5. Total scores range from 0 to 100, with 0 indicating total dependency and 100 indicating complete 
independence in ADL performance. An ADL score of 24 or lower corresponds to the first level of disability 
(highest dependence) in the disability rating criteria of the 2010 Korean Welfare for Persons with Disabilities 
Act enforcement regulations. Reliability of the MBI, indicated by Cronbach’s alpha, was 0.944 in this study.

World Health Organization‑QoL assessment
The Korean version of the Quality-of-Life Assessment from the World Health Organization (Geneva) comprises 
26 facets across six domains: 24 facets focus on physical health (three facets), psychological health (five facets), 
level of independence (four facets), social relationship (three facets), environment (eight facets), and spirituality/
religion/personal beliefs (one facet), while two facets are related to general health and overall QoL. Cronbach’s 
α was 0.859 in a previous  study21 and 0.901 in this study.

Presenteeism
Presenteeism was measured using 10 Likert-type questions from the 13-items Stanford Presenteeism  Scale22. 
Responses were rated on a five-point scale ranging from 1 (always) to 5 (never). A higher score indicates a higher 
level of work impairment. Items 2, 5, 6, 8, and 10 are reverse-coded. For analysis, this study used a 100-point 
conversion method, (total score − 10)/40 × 100, as recommended by the developer of the original tool. Cronbach’s 
α was 0.837 in a previous  study21 and 0.848 in this study.

Statistical analysis
Frequencies (%), means, and standard deviations of the following variables were calculated: ADL performance of 
patients with SCI and caregivers’ general characteristics, caregiver burden, QoL, and presenteeism. To examine 
differences in caregiver burden based on the ADL performance of patients with SCI, independent t-tests were 
performed. To examine differences in caregiver burden based on the level of injury (cervical, thoracic, and 
lumbar), American Spinal Injury Association Impairment Scale (AIS; A, B, C, D), severity of injury (complete/
incomplete, tetraplegia/paraplegia), and post injury period of patients with SCI (3 year less, 3 to 10 years, over 
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10 years), ANOVA were performed. To examine correlations between the ADL performance of patients with SCI 
and caregivers’ general characteristics, caregiver burden, QoL, and presenteeism, Pearson’s correlation analysis 
was conducted. SPSS version 19.0 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA) was used for data analysis. The significance 
level was set at p < 0.05.

Ethics declarations
The Institutional Review Board at the National Rehabilitation Center approved this study (NRC-2020-02-012). 
All study participants had been invited to participate in the study and informed that participation is on their 
own choice and that they were free to withdraw at any time.

Results
Characteristics of individuals with SCI and caregivers
The sex, age, body mass index (BMI), level of injury, AIS grade (A to D), severity of injury, MBI score, and post-
injury period of people with spinal cord injury were described in Table 1. The mean (standard deviation) of ADL 
score for patients with SCI was 35.49 (± 31.43). The general characteristics and related variables for caregivers 
were shown in Table 2. The mean (standard deviation) of caregiver burden were 64.97 (± 22.72).

Caregiver burden according to the characteristics of individuals with SCI
Caregiver burden according to the characteristics of individuals with SCI were shown in Table 3. There are 
no significant differences in level of injury, AIS grade, severity of injury (complete/incomplete, tetraplegia/
paraplegia), and post injury period (Table 3).

Table 1.  Characteristics of individuals with SCI (N = 87). MBI modified Barthel index, ADL activities of daily 
living, AIS American Spinal Injury Association Impairment Scale.

Category Variable Categories n (%)

Individuals with spinal cord injury

Sex
Male 60 (69.0)

Female 27 (31.0)

Age (years)

 < 50 60 (69.0)

 ≥ 50 27 (31.0)

M ± SD 51.70 ± 17.35

BMI (kg/m2)

 < 18.5 7 (8.0)

18.5–22.9 42 (48.3)

 > 23.0 38 (43.7)

M ± SD 22.82 ± 3.33

ADL score (MBI)

 ≤ 24 45 (51.7)

25–49 10 (11.5)

50–74 19 (21.8)

 ≥ 75 13 (14.9)

M ± SD 35.49 ± 31.43

AIS grade

AIS A 39 (44.8)

AIS B 22 (25.3)

AIS C 11 (12.6)

AIS D 15 (17.2)

Table 2.  General characteristics and related variables for caregivers (N = 87). QoL quality of life, SD standard 
deviation.

Variable Mean ± SD

Age (years) 57.29 ± 11.18

Period of care (years) 5.74 ± 7.64

Time spent providing care (hours per day) 19.64 ± 7.32

Caregiver burden (scale) 64.97 ± 22.72

QoL (scale) 49.63 ± 8.54

Presenteeism 34.87 ± 13.61
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Comparative analysis of caregiver burden, QoL, and presenteeism with SCI ADL
In the comparative analysis of caregiver burden, QoL, and presenteeism in relation to patients’ ADL scores, those 
who scored less than 24 points in ADL performance showed a significantly higher caregiver burden than those 
who scored 24 or more (p = 0.01). The results showed no significant differences in either QoL or presenteeism 
(Table 4).

Correlations between care‑related variables (caregiver burden, QoL, presenteeism, and ADL)
An analysis of the correlations between care-related variables showed a highly significant negative correlation 
between QoL and caregiver burden (coefficient = −0.772, p < 0.01) and a moderately significant negative 
correlation between QoL and presenteeism (coefficient = −0.546, p < 0.01). Moreover, there was a moderately 
significant positive correlation between caregiver burden and presenteeism (coefficient = 0.581, p < 0.01; Table 5).

Discussion
Depending on the degree of motor and sensory impairment among patients with SCI, they may experience 
difficulties in life that make them entirely dependent on caregivers; conversely, they may be able to independently 
perform most ADL. As a result of these difficulties, patients with SCI also often experience psychological 
problems, such as anxiety and  depression23,24. They can become dependent on others owing to physical disabilities, 
which may lead them to experience negative mental states such as shame, helplessness, low self-esteem, and 
depression. Owing to decreased contact with others, they gradually become isolated and lose their social  roles25. 
The problem appears not only in patients with SCI but also in family caregivers. The families of individuals with 
SCI who require long-term care experience considerable caregiver burden in terms of time as well as financial, 

Table 3.  Caregiver burden according to characteristics of individuals with SCI (N = 87). AIS American Spinal 
Injury Association Impairment Scale.

Variable Categories n (%) Care burden F p

Level of injury

Cervical 45 (51.7) 66.51 ± 17.29

2.058 .134Thoracic 33 (37.9) 59.48 ± 22.94

Lumbar 9 (10.3) 54.22 ± 20.86

Severity of injury (AIS)

AIS A 39 (44.8) 59.87 ± 17.72

.889 .450
AIS B 22 (25.3) 67.45 ± 26.96

AIS C 11 (12.6) 66.36 ± 13.58

AIS D 15 (17.2) 59.67 ± 18.87

Severity of injury (with level of injury)

Complete tetraplegia 29 (33.3) 67.45 ± 19.17

1.250 .297
Incomplete tetraplegia 16 (18.4) 64.81 ± 13.65

Complete paraplegia 32 (36.8) 58.22 ± 23.02

Incomplete paraplegia 10 (11.5) 58.80 ± 21.33

Post injury period (years)

 < 3 46 (52.9) 63.24 ± 16.78

0.175 .8403–10 13 (14.9) 64.15 ± 27.11

 > 10 28 (32.2) 60.75 ± 22.35

M ± SD 7.51 ± 8.25

Table 4.  Differences in presenteeism, caregiver burden, and QoL according to ADL scores. ADL activities of 
daily living, QoL quality of life.

ADL  < 24 ADL  ≥ 24 t p-value

Presenteeism 36.04 (± 12.02) 32.86 (± 16.26) 0.691 0.494

Caregiver burden 72.04 (± 52.86) 52.86 (± 20.42) 2.719 0.010

QoL 49.05 (± 7.97) 50.62 (± 9.67) 0.542 0.591

Table 5.  Relationships among care-related factors. ADL activities of daily living, QoL quality of life. *p < 0.01.

Presenteeism QoL Caregiver burden ADL

Presenteeism 1

QoL −0.546* 1

Caregiver burden 0.581* −0.772* 1

ADL −0.107 0.105 −0.377 1
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social, physical, and emotional  aspects26. This study examined the correlation between ADL performance in 
patients with SCI and their caregivers’ caregiver burden, QoL, and presenteeism in rehabilitation centers and the 
community. Therefore, this study obtained baseline data to help provide social support to caregivers.

Regarding ADL scores, caregivers of patients who scored 24 or lower showed significantly higher caregiver 
burden than did caregivers of patients who scored 25 and above. In previous studies, caregiver burden 
decreased as the physical function of individuals with SCI improved, which supports the current  findings27–29. 
This is relevant in that people with ADL scores of 24 or below are completely dependent, need long-term care 
management, and have difficulties integrating into society. Consequently, such a high level of dependency may 
affect caregiver burden.

Scholten et al. report an average age of 47 years for caregivers of patients with  SCI30. In the present study, 
the average age was higher: 57 years. According to the 2021 SCI data released by the National SCI Statistical 
Center, the average age of patients with SCI increased from 29 years in the 1970s to 43 years in  201531. A South 
Korean study also reports that the average age of individuals with SCI has  increased27. This increase in age 
may be linked to the increase in the average age of caregivers, who are typically spouses or parents. Caregivers 
were in their late 50s, and their caregiver burden increased with age. This is similar to the findings of Gajraj-
Singh28. In addition, among the subcategories of caregiver burden, time dependency was the highest, compared 
to other types of burden, including physical burden. The burden for time dependency was also high: the average 
amount of time spent providing care was 19.64 h per day and 5.74 years. Similarly, a study conducted among 
163 personal caregivers of individuals with SCI reported that caregiver burden increased as the SCI condition 
and the caregiving task were  prolonged14. More than 50% of the participants were sole caregivers who provided 
around-the-clock care and there was a positive correlation between caregiver burden and caregiving time (the 
more hours spent on care, the higher the burden)29.

There was a highly significant negative correlation between QoL and caregiver burden and a moderately 
significant negative correlation between QoL and presenteeism. Further, there was a moderately significant and 
positive correlation between caregiver burden and presenteeism. Thus, caregivers of patients with SCI experience 
not only serious caregiver burden but also a physical burden—for example, musculoskeletal pain—owing to 
the constant tasks necessary to provide physical assistance, including changing the patient’s position or moving 
them to prevent bedsores. As these caregivers provide long-term care for patients, they often experience fatigue 
and sleep deprivation and develop negative physical and psychological responses, such as depression, owing 
to the deterioration of their own  health32. Specifically, caregivers’ health difficulties included fatigue; swelling; 
and musculoskeletal pain in the shoulders, lower back, neck, and feet. The causes of such health problems were 
reported to be work circumstances that require the caregivers to constantly work on their feet and move around, 
as well as caregiving tasks that require them to transfer patients or use their  bodies33.

In the relationship between caregivers’ health problems and presenteeism, there was a significant positive 
correlation when a caregiver had more than one health problem. In previous studies, when the number of 
health problems increased from one to three, a strong positive correlation with presenteeism was  observed34,35. 
With one to two health problems, the scale of work impairment was so trivial that workers could not recognize 
it; however, as the number of health problems increased, the effect became relatively more severe, leading to 
absenteeism. This supports the current findings. In addition, health problems have a strong correlation with 
decreased work performance, and caregivers’ health issues affect their job  productivity36. Finally, based on the 
correlation between caregivers’ presenteeism and QoL, the findings indicated that caregiver burden, QoL, and 
presenteeism were closely related. Therefore, it seems necessary to provide social and institutional support to 
reduce the burden among caregivers of patients with SCI. Additionally, social policies should be developed with 
a focus on distributing devices and care robots to reduce caregiver burden and provide support to caregivers.

The limitations of this study are that the participants were limited to a single institution in a single region, and 
the average ADL score of patients with SCI was approximately 35, making it difficult to compare them across a 
wide range. In future research, if participants at various levels of ADL performance from many institutions are 
recruited, the findings may be more generalizable.

Conclusions
After examining the correlations between caregivers’ burden, QoL, and presenteeism and the ADL performance 
of patients with SCI, significant differences in caregiver burden based on ADL scores (with 24 points as a 
threshold) were observed. Among the care-related variables, QoL increased as caregiver burden and presenteeism 
decreased, indicating a correlation between caregiver burden and presenteeism. The findings suggest the need for 
social support to improve caregivers’ QoL and reduce their burden and presenteeism-induced work impairment.

Data availability
The data used and/or analyzed during the current study are available from the corresponding author on request.

Received: 19 September 2023; Accepted: 21 December 2023

References
 1. Wessels, M. et al. Body weight-supported gait training for restoration of walking in people with an incomplete spinal cord injury: 

A systematic review. J. Rehabil. Med. 42(6), 513–519 (2010).
 2. Post, M., Bloemen, J. & De Witte, L. Burden of support for partners of persons with spinal cord injuries. Spinal Cord 43(5), 311–319 

(2005).
 3. Jeyathevan, G. et al. Facilitators and barriers to supporting individuals with spinal cord injury in the community: Experiences of 

family caregivers and care recipients. Disabil. Rehabil. 42(13), 1844–1854 (2020).



6

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |         (2024) 14:3081  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-50559-6

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

 4. Charlifue, S. et al. Family caregivers of individuals with spinal cord injury: Exploring the stresses and benefits. Spinal cord 54(9), 
732–736 (2016).

 5. Simpson, G. & Jones, K. How important is resilience among family members supporting relatives with traumatic brain injury or 
spinal cord injury?. Clin. Rehabil. 27(4), 367–377 (2013).

 6. Trapp, S. K. et al. Spinal cord injury functional impairment and caregiver mental health in a Colombian sample: An exploratory 
study. Psicol. Desde Caribe 32(3), 380–392 (2015).

 7. Adelman, R. D. et al. Caregiver burden: A clinical review. Jama 311(10), 1052–1060 (2014).
 8. Bastawrous, M. Caregiver burden—A critical discussion. Int. J. Nurs. Stud. 50(3), 431–441 (2013).
 9. Farajzadeh, A. et al. Factors Associated with Quality of Life Among Caregivers of People with Spinal Cord Injury. (Occupational 

Therapy International, 2021).
 10. Schulz, R. et al. Improving the quality of life of caregivers of persons with spinal cord injury: A randomized controlled trial. Rehabil. 

Psychol. 54(1), 1 (2009).
 11. Munakomi, S. et al. Appraisal of burden of caregivers to chronically rehabilitated patients with spinal cord injuries in a Tertiary 

Neurological Center in Nepal. In Medical and Biomedical Updates 125–131 (Springer, 2020).
 12. Ünalan, H. et al. Quality of life of primary caregivers of spinal cord injury survivors living in the community: Controlled study 

with short form-36 questionnaire. Spinal Cord 39(6), 318–322 (2001).
 13. Lynch, J. & Cahalan, R. The impact of spinal cord injury on the quality of life of primary family caregivers: A literature review. 

Spinal Cord 55(11), 964–978 (2017).
 14. Middleton, J. W. et al. Psychological distress, quality of life, and burden in caregivers during community reintegration after spinal 

cord injury. Arch. Phys. Med. Rehabil. 95(7), 1312–1319 (2014).
 15. Bergner, M. Quality of life, health status, and clinical research. Med. Care 16, 148–156 (1989).
 16. Ekwall, A. K. & Hallberg, I. R. The association between caregiving satisfaction, difficulties and coping among older family caregivers. 

J. Clin. Nurs. 16(5), 832–844 (2007).
 17. Hemp, P. Presenteeism: At work-but out of it. Harvard Bus. Rev. 82(10), 49–58 (2004).
 18. Hansen, C. D. & Andersen, J. H. Sick at work—A risk factor for long-term sickness absence at a later date?. J. Epidemiol. Commun. 

Health 63(5), 397–402 (2009).
 19. Novak, M. & Guest, C. Application of a multidimensional caregiver burden inventory. Gerontologist 29(6), 798–803 (1989).
 20. Shah, S., Vanclay, F. & Cooper, B. Improving the sensitivity of the Barthel Index for stroke rehabilitation. J. Clin. Epidemiol. 42(8), 

703–709 (1989).
 21. Campo, M. & Darragh, A. R. Work-related musculoskeletal disorders are associated with impaired presenteeism in allied health 

care professionals. J. Occup. Environ. Med. 54(1), 64–70 (2012).
 22. Turpin, R. S. et al. Reliability and validity of the Stanford Presenteeism Scale. J. Occup. Environ. Med. 46(11), 1123–1133 (2004).
 23. Coleman, W. P. & Geisler, F. H. Injury severity as primary predictor of outcome in acute spinal cord injury: Retrospective results 

from a large multicenter clinical trial. Spine J. 4(4), 373–378 (2004).
 24. Tucker, S.J. The Psychology of Spinal Cord Injury: Patient–Staff Interaction. (Rehabilitation Literature, 1980).
 25. Bracken, M. B., Shepard, M. J. & Webb, S. B. Psychological response to acute spinal cord injury: An epidemiological study. Spinal 

Cord 19(5), 271–283 (1981).
 26. Conti, A. et al. The relationship between psychological and physical secondary conditions and family caregiver burden in spinal 

cord injury: A correlational study. Top. Spinal Cord Injury Rehabil. 25(4), 271–280 (2019).
 27. Moon, C.-W. et al. Healthcare-associated infection after spinal cord injury in a tertiary rehabilitation center in South Korea: A 

retrospective chart audit. Spinal Cord 59(3), 248–256 (2021).
 28. Gajraj-Singh, P. Psychological impact and the burden of caregiving for persons with spinal cord injury (SCI) living in the 

community in Fiji. Spinal cord 49(8), 928–934 (2011).
 29. Nogueira, P. C. et al. Caregivers of individuals with spinal cord injury: Caregiver burden. Rev. Escola Enfermagem USP 47, 607–614 

(2013).
 30. Scholten, E. W. et al. Provided support, caregiver burden and well-being in partners of persons with spinal cord injury 5 years after 

discharge from first inpatient rehabilitation. Spinal Cord 56(5), 436–446 (2018).
 31. Center, N.S.C.I.S., The Spinal Cord Injury Model Systems’ data dictionary for the National Spinal Cord Injury Database 2016–2021. 

2021.
 32. Zarit, S. H., Todd, P. A. & Zarit, J. M. Subjective burden of husbands and wives as caregivers: A longitudinal study. Gerontologist 

26(3), 260–266 (1986).
 33. Trinkoff, A. M., Storr, C. L. & Lipscomb, J. A. Physically demanding work and inadequate sleep, pain medication use, and 

absenteeism in registered nurses. J. Occup. Environ. Med. 43(4), 355–363 (2001).
 34. Boles, M., Pelletier, B. & Lynch, W. The relationship between health risks and work productivity. J. Occup. Environ. Med. 46(7), 

737–745 (2004).
 35. Levin-Epstein, J. Presenteeism and Paid Sick Days. (Center for Law and Social Policy (CLASP), 2005).
 36. Aronsson, G. & Gustafsson, K. Sickness presenteeism: Prevalence, attendance-pressure factors, and an outline of a model for 

research. J. Occup. Environ. Med. 47(9), 958–966 (2005).

Author contributions
Y.H.B. conceived and designed the study, assisted with data collection, performed the data analyses and drafted 
the study manuscript. S.S.K., O.Y.K. and J.E.H. implemented standardized methods for hospital data collection, 
verified data sources and accuracy and participated in writing of the study manuscript. H.S.H. and J.H.K. 
provided input into data collection, reviewed outputs from data analysis and assisted in editing of the study 
manuscript. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Funding
This study was supported by grant of National Rehabilitation Center (No: TRSRE-IN11) and grant of Ministry 
of Culture, Sports and Tourism in South Korea (No: SR202106002).

Competing interests 
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to Y.-H.B.

Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

www.nature.com/reprints


7

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |         (2024) 14:3081  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-50559-6

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the 
Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from 
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/.

© The Author(s) 2024

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Correlations between ADL in patients with SCI and caregiver burden, quality of life, and presenteeism in South Korea
	Methods
	Participants
	Data collection
	Instruments
	Caregiver burden
	ADL
	World Health Organization-QoL assessment
	Presenteeism

	Statistical analysis
	Ethics declarations

	Results
	Characteristics of individuals with SCI and caregivers
	Caregiver burden according to the characteristics of individuals with SCI
	Comparative analysis of caregiver burden, QoL, and presenteeism with SCI ADL
	Correlations between care-related variables (caregiver burden, QoL, presenteeism, and ADL)

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	References


