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CHAPTER 4 .

RESULT OF THE STUDY:

4.1 prevalence of malnutrition:

Some characteristics of the sample, The prevalence of

tion were collected by

‘;?‘irea, who has at least one
—‘

s -_e1ght -of the youngest

malnutrition, various
interviewing 248 mo
under five «child

child of the fa

in the pie figure

ry carefully As shown
of malnutrition among
under five yrs chi 47.5 percent. While
using weight B : >V;»H atio nutritional status
classification base teria. which was widely
used in Nepal by _und_(SCF) project. All
these cases were according to grades of

malnutrition. arious grades of

malnutritional ‘?- lage among under 5

yrs children. me 2 (figure 2) showem that the prevalence
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PERCENT OF MALNUTRITIONAL STATOUS
AMONG UNDER 5 YRS IN |
DADHIKOT VILLAGE. 1993

(PIE 1 FIG.1)
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GRADES OF MALNUTRITIONL STATUS
AMONG UNDER S5 YEARS CHILDREN IN

DADHIKOT VILLAGE 1993

(PIE 2 FIG 22)
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4.2 Descriptive community profile:

Various family characteristics Of 548 children are
collected from household interviewed iﬁ 1993 to find out,
what are the associated factors of malnutrition among pre-
school children in Dadhikot village. Details tables are
20 It can be seen that, the
L’ many indicatérs direct or
//ﬂ children at risk, that
—.

iafrhéea—wamong malnutrition child

showed in table 4.6 to 4.

community under study

indirect of high
they had histor
was 28.0 % fever, c ess was 32 % history of
worms seen was 22.
conjunctiva 16 % :‘l; it entioned predisposing
factors and factors such as
demography, be the one of the
etiology of malnut re-school children in
Dadhikot village.

malnutrition is one

)R‘lence of parasitic

of the majon fcauses

infection, diarrggea, respiratory infeCELon, probability sign

of anaemia T l"f %@ﬁ i igh. Mother was
the main pe@tﬁiﬂwﬁﬁﬂdﬁe f H:Ihrjzring practice to
bring "1 i £ W}Tﬁf rﬂﬁtl ﬁutrevelopment.
But ﬁmlaqnﬁmnﬁt of tﬁ mother were earning

members, and mothers, who do not g0 out as a earning. They
works as a house hole duty as well as they go to the field
regular or irregular for the purpose of cutting grass to
feed their animal cbws and buffalos. So in this study some of

the predictor confounding factors are busy mother who



could not able to take care of their childreh.;;iii}terate
father, (P.03) age of the mother, (P.006) Océupation of the
mother, (P.006) these are the factors associated with
malnutrition. Popkin (1980) reported that effect of labour
force that included mother; author had conducted studies and

showed that mother absence affected the diet and time input

)

poor nutritional status of

““,The mother specially
J
when»remain away from their

into child care result
children in a r
those, who has
children, affecte tatus of children. Even
the mother doing ficient time to take
care of their chi ain says that a big
family has also ef " bn 'f 1ich ti mother can allocate to
take care of thei The old believes that
children take care ifi old“ageé &lso affects in the rearing of
ge of the parents also taken

WO
L)y afe practice. The age

)

of the child 13+36 ly weaned from the

breast feeding Jﬂ this study these ag;eroup of children was

significant Pﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁmﬂy , the lower
income grou 113 a h p. value significant 0.05.
. . € . . " .
Kind qq m§ﬁﬁ§m ﬂ“ﬁ Wﬂﬂrﬂﬂ information
ue 0.01. h ogi i '

had p.va istic regression analysis shows
that, there are strong association between age of the mother
occupation of the mother and mother job outside home regular
job, irregular job, and the nutritional status as shown (Table

4.20).



Note: Table 4.3 to Table 4.20 All Case means

(malnutriti

ion children), and All Control means
(Normal Children).

Table 4.3. Socioeconomic characteristic:

AW N =

wn AW N e

Occupation of fathe PN

Others Milk 7 5.4
Labour / ‘ . . 18 13.8
General ;;;Hﬂ""f_ ‘ : 33.1 48 36.9
Governmernt 9 3.1 40 30.8
Business i 17 13.1
100.0 130 100.0
Control
.Occupation of mot! N %
Other vegetim: 2 * 1.5
Labour 2 I.5
Farming 51 39.2
Service 2 =3

-.Housﬂvumwammnm n sl

Tota ———————————————————————

RIAIN T NN
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Case Control

—— - ———— —— ———— —— o ———

S3.Education of father N % N %

1. Illiterate 27 22.9 17 13.1
literate 9 7.6 25 19.2

3. Primary school 28 23.7 43 331

4. High school 10th grade 34 28.8 32 24.6
5. High school to 31\
graduate .

Control

S4 .Education 1 N %
1. Illiterate . 60.1 83 63.8
2. Literate 11.0 19 14.6
3. Primary-scheol .6 17 13.1
4. High schdgt—tothgrade 750 s 6.2
$e Highvsch;i

graduate 3 2Q3

Qﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂ‘immﬂﬂﬂmﬁﬂ
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Case " Control
S5.Income equivalent to N % N %
cash/Rs/month  cmme
1. 100 - < 1000 29 24.5 43 33.1
2. 1000 - < 2000 46 39.0 54 41.5
3. 2000 - < 3000 28  23.7 21  16.2
4. 3000 - < 4000 10 8.5 . 9 6.9
5. 4000 and above. 3 2.3
100.0 130 100.0
Cont.4.3
S6.Income en Control
to rare your - mmmmmm e ————
N %
1= Yes ' _ e 83.0 22 16.9
0= No ' '{ ), 116.9 108  83.1
130 100.0
Table 4.4 ;
Child care i Jormation'
Control

ﬂ‘lJEl’J ‘VIEWI?W%I’m‘i ----------
o Q‘WW SN lliﬂ'T’JWEﬂ &m """

110 94.1 109 83.8
0= No _ 8 5.9 21 16.2
Total =  —--mmmmemm



If yes
1 = regular work 35 29.7 39 30.0
2 = irregular work 76 64.4 - 70 53.8
Who takes care Case Control
under 5 yrs N % N %
children? e e
1. Friend/relative 2 1:7 <
2. Brother/sister 6.8 2.:.3
3. Grand parents 22 36 27.7
4. Mother 87 66.9
Sire Father/Mot.‘ 1 0.8
130 100.0
Table 4.5
Food habit i
Control
FH1.Is there anyffgeds ——sefp -2 ———-c-—_
taboo during sick? %
1 = yes 40
0 = No 60.0

1
118 100.0 “130 100.0

o e U BN NI HYIAT

which kindl of food Case Control

o) ket Ryt MW’T’J W EL'T&H

proteln carbohydrate. 46.6

50



Table 4.6

Food supplement information: Case Control
FS1.At what age the

food suppleméntary = —cccomcnn e

was introduce N % N %
1 0 - 4 month 48 40.6 58 44.5
2 > 12 month 3 2.5 3\ 2.3
3. 8 -12 month 9 7.6 8 6.2
4 5 - 7 month 49.1 61 47.0

I’Q—__-':;t";;;‘";;;.

Cont.4.6 . Case Control
FS2.How lon
baby bre N %
1. 0 -5m 10 1.7
2. 6 -11m 11 8.5
3. 12 - 18 mo 11 8.5
4. 19 - 24 mon - 21 16.2
5.. > 24 month o 19.5 28 21.5
6. Until next pregi - ., - 7 .49 37.6
130 100
Control
ﬂ‘ﬁﬁl‘% RERINYANT  »
supplemeqfa ——————————————————
Caen Tl uﬁﬁm”ﬁaﬁ
2. %8 -24 month 11.9
3 12 - 17 mcnth 12 10.2 22 16.9
4. 3 - 5 month 41 34.7 34 26.2
5. 6 - 11 month 6 5.1 5 3.8

Total T



FS4. Age of animal protein Case
supplementation N %
0. Never 26 22.0
1. 24 month + 3 2.5
2. 18 - 24 month 3 <.
3. 12 - 17 month 27 22.9
4. 3 - 5 month 3 v
5. 6 - 11 month 56 47.4
100
Cont.4.6

FS5. What t
substituted f

milk.

1. None

2. Other

3. Condense mil
4. Animal milk
- §

Powder mi 1Kk

1
AULINENINYINg
RN TUAMINYAE

Control
N %
31 23.8
1 .8
7 5.4
31 23.8
43 15.1
5§ 43.1
130 100
Control
N %
52 40
39 30
36 27
0.0 0
3 2
130 100
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Case * Control

——————— — —————————

FS6. Age of egg yolk

supplementation N % N %
0. Never 32 27.1 41 31.5
1. 24 month + 3 2.5 0.0 0.0
2. 18 - 24 month 2 1.7 2 1.5
3. 12 - 17 mont 33 -25.4
4. 3 - 5 2 1.5
5. 6 - 11 52 40.0

130 100
Cont.4.6
Control

FS7. Age of #Meghimp S-S LW  _________
supplementatio; % N %

0. Never
1. 24 month +

2. 18 - 24 _mon | 0 4 3.1
3. 12 - 1%g@menth ol 4 57 16.9
4. 3 - 5 g 4.2 5 3.8
5. -6 - 11 $hth 61.0 74  56.9

Totaby -—-—---=-commm o ___

ﬂUEl’JVIEWITWBEI’]ﬂ‘im 100
ammﬂimumwmaﬂ



, Case Control
FS8. Age of fat-and oil = --==---- i i o

supplementation N % N %
0. Never 21 17.8 38 270
1. 24 month + 2 1.7 0.0 0.0
2. 18 - 24 month 1 0.8 2.0 1.5
3. 12 - 17 month 12 10 .2 9 6.9
4. 3 - 5 month 5 4.2 6 4.6
5. 6 - 11 month 37 39:.2
130 100
Table 4.7 Food a ‘
information: Control
FA1l. Is ther
preservation % N %

[y
]

Yes
0 = No

Cont.table Control
If YES % N %
0 = Other 0.0 0.0
G RIRTNEIRT e e
2 = Vegetidble or Frult 0.0
3 2.3
; m*mf‘r’i‘cuwnwmaﬂ
5 = 1sh + meat fruit and 2.3
vegetable TOLRL = rimmmmimin s s s it i

108 91.3 114 87.7



Case Control
FA2. Do you grow vegetable N % N %
1 = Yes 111 94 109 84
0 = No 7 6 21 16

If yes
7 5.9 9 5.9
2 10.2 8 5.2

Spices
Green Or roQ

4. Green+root 70.2 92 72.9
No growing ke 3«0 21 16.0
100 130 100
Cont. 4.7
Control
FA3.How long you, g 3 % N %

1. 4 month/ yes
2. 5-8 mon ¢;::7:———f———————_f" 34 .7 39 30.0
3. 9-12 moj t .
H: - s ____

118 100 130 100
AUSANINTNHEANT  comee

A4 .Frequency of uy1ng %
vegetable . . o 0 A AR TR P T ————
W’amﬂmummmaﬂg.,
ortnightly 1.5
3. Weekly 9 7.6 8 6.2
4. Twice a week 5 4.2 7 5.4
5. Every days 13 11.0 16 12.2

55
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Case * Control
N % N %
FA5. Types of salt use e
1. Sea salt (iodine without) 1 : 0.8 3 2.4
. Rock salt 115 97.5 125 96.2
3. TIodized ) 1.7 2 1.6

Table 4.8 Hes :
Characteristj ' y \ finding

H1.Child suffe

diarrhoea A - -
> 4 times/day duri _ﬁ:—'——"&- E _ .
2 weeks = ' N %
' --""ﬁ" / P S
1 = Yes B Nl 35 22.3
0 = No : 95 77.7
100 100

ﬂUEl’JVIEWIﬁWEI’]ﬂ‘i
Qﬁﬂaﬂﬂﬁmﬂﬁﬂﬂmaﬂ



a7

H2. Child suffered from _
Fever,cough, ? Case ' * Control

breathlessness

during last 2 weeks = = = —————meee mmmmmmm

N % N %
1 = Yes 38 32,0 32 24.6
0 = No 80 67.8 98 75.4

H3.H/O Worms seel™

- 9 = ; S L L o o e e e
childs’s s . 5
‘ ( . Control
N %
1 = Yes 29 22.3
0 = No 101 777
130 100
Table 4.9 S % eening_physical examinarion:
" AE Y
H4. Examina'l
‘pale or & Control

————————————————————————

;mwaﬂﬂimumﬁwmaﬂ o

Tota]l ———r~rr——mcecccren——————
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H5. Examination of eye bitot,s

spot : Case - Control
N % N %
1 = Yes 1 0.8 2 1.5
0 = No 117 99.2 128 98.5
Total W —=—eemmmmm .

H6. Examination

stomatitis 7 - e
in the angle of i Control

N %
1 = Yes \\ 4.2 3 2 .3
0 = No ' «8 127 97.7

130 100
Continue Table 4.9
H7. Dental de

Control

N %
1= Yes ﬂUEl’JVIEWIiWEI’m‘i 2 .3
0 = No 113 - 95:8 97.7



H8. Goiter feel in the neck

Case ~Control

N % N - %
1 = Yes 2 1.7 0 0
0 = No 116 98.3 130 100

H9. Examination © " I e

pitting oede Control
N %
1 = Yes 3 21eD
0 = No 12% 97.7
. T 130 100
Continue Table 4.9 >¥ —:
¢ i3 kYA 7 '
Characteristic = wi inding
H10.Examinatiof=of—the child ===
looks extremely f J Control
i : —— o ——— ::“ ——————————
%

1 = Yes

.25
=
-
2
Lo
3
=
=
=
;3’”
5 = -
i
a—
g P
E\O

118 130 100



In this study at

performing chi—squére test

60
first investigator had been

to test association between all

independent variable and nutritional status of the preschool

children. After that by

association test which was shown

Table 4.10

% Distribution of ag
status classifica

)

Nutritional
status

Age o
mother
1= < 25 .6
0 = > 26 e
F T
Total 1 s il
A |
AL
B i
Chi-square 7.46 DI
LA

selecting the significant result of

in the following table.

Wt/Ht nutritional

cw Total
: N %
168  67.8
80  32.2
) | 32.5 | 248 100.0

P.value 0.006

Table 4.11

% Distribution gg ocC
nutritional status

classification:

heiﬂby Wt /Ht

Nutritimdﬁaﬂ Ejy]

?otaL
%

s /s
279crupationy 4 alk qﬁ$%i~__
, '\ " ‘ 1 ] 1 ] rl l‘
House wi 45 fs A
1=Earning house 73 62.2 | 58 44.6 | 131 52.9
wife
Total 118 100.0 | 130 100.0 | 248 100.0
Chi-square 7.36 'DF 1

P.Value 0.006



Table 4.12

% Distribution of education of father by_Wt/ﬁt
nutritional status classification:

Chi-square 4.06

Table 4.13
% Distribution of

preservation by Wt/

Nutritional

Nutritional case Control Total
status N % N % N %

Education
S3. 1= Illiterate 27 235 | 1.7 13.1 | 44 17.7
2 =Literate to 204 82.3
university :
graduate
Total 248 100.0

gy with
N\:tus classification:

food

TotalL

status
N %
Food - |
preservation
0= Food not
preservat1on 10. 1
L7
preﬂw’mﬂm‘wmm
-ved 109 91. 6 87.7 | 223 89.9
W EIJSJW]’JWJ’Iﬁﬁ;I
Total 118 100.0 | 130 100.0 | 248 100.0
Chi-square 6.4 DF 1 P.Value 0.01




Table 4.14
% Distribution of total no of family with not grow

vegetable by Wt/Ht nutritional status classification:

Nutritional case Control Total
e . status
_ N % N % N %
grow vegetas
= no grow 111 94.1 | 21 16.0 | 132 52.2
vegetable
1= Grow vege- .
table 7 o 94.0 | 116 47.8
Total 0. 0| 248 100.0
Chi-square 6.43 ] P.Value 0.01
. 5&&. -
Table 4.15 NS
. | ﬂﬁﬁl
% Distribution of atiaen” ‘ feeding by
Wt/Ht nutritionaifsfatus’ el if on:
Nutritional case - = rol Total
4?439$
status’ ; %
Breast.feedi
3= 12-18 3 . 8.5 14 5.6
month )
97.5 | 149 91. 234 94.4
ety ’J NENINYNS
<12 >36
Total 118 10040 | 130 100.0 | 248 gl00.0

QW’L& ﬂim N1anNeIae

Chi- square 6.43 DF P.Value 0.01

62
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Table 4.16 ,
% Distribution of income Of family/Rupees/month by Wt/Ht
nutritional status classification:

Nutritional case Control TotalL
status "IN % N % N %

Income

1= 100 < 2000 78 63.5 97 74.6 172 69.4

2=> 2000 /Rs/ | 25.4 76 30.6

month

TOTAL 18 “4509100.0 | 248 100.0

Chi-square 3.54 .value 0.05

Table 4.17
% distribution#offage
nutritional stat

Nutritional
status

Age
< 12 month 119 47.9
> 36 - .
> 13-36 4%. 35.6 | 87 66.9 129 52.1
month o~
Total |238 100.0
F- L7
. HATT TR
Chi-squas - 1l ’ P.Vva 0.01
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Table 4.18

% Distribution of mother job out side home by
Wt/Ht nutritional status classification:

Nutritional case Control TotalL

tatus N % N % N %
job
outside
home e

l=irregular+ 28 12.2
regular job

0= No out side

job. 220 87.8

Total 248 100.0

Chi-square 6.43 # .value 0.04

AULINENINYINS
IR TUAMINYAE



Table 4.19

List of association test between Wt/Ht classification

and various indicators:

Indicators Case Contr | Chi-
-0l squa
(118) (130) | re

Age of mother 90 78 7.46

S2.House Wife
vs
Earning HW.

S3.Illiterate
Vs
Literate-above
graduate.
S5.Income.<2000
vs >2000

FS2.Duration of
breast feeding
12 to 18 month
FA1 kind of
food
preservation

Age of child
13-36 month vs
< 12 - > 36

Cl.Mother job V.
out side home

-
FA2.Not grow '

1 0.006

1 0.006

vegetable ﬂu ‘fjﬂt
ARAINTUNAINE
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4.10.1 The association of age of mother and the
nutritional status:

Age of mother’s were considered to be a risk factors
associated with nutritional status of children. The mothers
age were categorized as below 25 yrs and above 25 years. The
result revealed that (75.6 %) of tne mothers of the age below

others age group above 26 years
W hildren. An analysis was
‘éﬁon both the different age

T—

25 years and (60 %) of t

were having their
made to measure si

groups (< 25 yea rs) with regards to the

malnourished ch association was found

(x2. = 7.46 DF le 4.10).
4.11.2 The asso ion of mother and the

nutritional stat

. 7
3 ..!‘“'f_.' g .
Occup tigm[@ﬂ”% - moth e considered to be a

risk factors | trlitional "status of

children. The | | mot ionﬂﬂ were categorized eg

labour, farmingy g services,gsvegetable a milk seller

cucrsorisofl W 0 BTSN BTN Sore covectea enas

(55.4 %) earning mother fand (37.8. %) non earning mothers )
with ﬂﬂa a:\iﬂ muiﬂe’a’g\%ﬂﬂ a,&l analysis was
made Eo measure significant association both the occupation
group (earning mother and non earning mother) with regards
to their malnourished children.- A significant association

was found (x2 = 7.36. DF 1. p.value 0.006) (Table 4.11).
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In this research study mother héve less time to care

and the feed their children. In absence of the mothers’ child
was take care by other family members in the family. Majority
of the mother are earning members as well as need to work out
side home even their roll as a house wife need to éo to field

for the purpose of bring the grass to feed their cows and

!’f.&ucation of father and the

onsidered to be a risk

buffalos.

4.12.3 The associ

factors associat : ’xi'j[ 2 atus of children. the

result reveale ate (13.1 %) literate

to universit ere having malnourish

children. An to measure significant

| g
association lliterate and lite:ate to

university to the malnourished

children. A 8% 'J found (x! = 4.06 DF

1. p.value 0.0E} (Tab llﬂEFrate father is usually
low productivityfim, this research study, because it was found

(16.1 %) ﬂluﬂq mﬁnﬁmﬂqaﬁld in occupational

1nformat1on (Table 4. lf

ARIANN I UAIINEAY
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4.13.4 The association between food preservation and the

nutritional status:

Total number of family with food preservation were
considered to be a risk factors associated with nutritional
status of children.

The families with food preserved categorized as (12.3

%) of families with foo vation (8.4 %) of family with

not preserved food ir children malnutrition.

An aqg*;!f—"f \\A : Lo. measure significant

gards to the malnutrition

children. A sigghfi association was found (x2 = 6.43 DF

The tec ;' on 'HO, Geneva 1976), It had
been define that p gﬂ =5 erve the availability of
certain food dur1ng o ‘ The availability of food
he family.

ﬂ -
W
-

between food pre

0.01 (Tablﬂ ulth wamsﬁcﬂ‘drﬂrﬁ found that they

preserved f8od such as gralns, cereals, dry vegetable for the

g YRS NE e o

(Table4.13).

In S S ificant correlation

ervat1on and the nutritional status p.value



>

4.14.5 The association between families who did not grow

vegetablé and the nutritional status:

Number of family with not grow vegetable were
considered to be a risk factors associated with nutritional
status of children. The food availability informaticn were
categorized as grow vegetable means food availability in the
families. Because t # y food offenly in a rural
village and not eg means shortage of food

.-J
e hav

u
availability at Wﬁutrition children.

Y

The resr 0 %) not grow vegetable

and " (5.9 %) g families were having
malnutrition chi
measure significant
not grow vegetable)

with regards to t painut it children. A significant

association was foquf X fi 6.43 . p.value 0.01) (Table

4.15.6 The assotCis Y @ of breast feeding and

status:

Dﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁéred to be a risk

factors ass@ciated with nutritional status of children.
¢ - e/
P AWK TURNIATHRIAQY 1218 monen
breast ffeeding and before 12 month and after 18 month of
breast feeding were having their children malnutrition
The result revealed that (2.5 %) 12-18 month breast
feeding and (8.5 %) before 12 month and after 18 month breast

feeding were having their children malnutrition.
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An analysis was made to measure significant
association both (12 - 18 month breast feedi"ng and before 12
month and after 18 month breast feeding) with regards to the
malnourished children. A significant association was found
between duration of breast feeding and nutritional status

(x2 = 3.54 DF 1 p.value 0.05) (Table 4. 15).

//come of families per month by

‘—

4.16.7 The association

h were considered to be
a risk factors nal status of children.
The i ategorlzed as < 2000
> 2000. The r 6 %) of family
have < 2000 i %) > 2000 income per
alnourished

'An anelysi S~ ~Wwas 4 e to measufe sig_nifica'nt

association bo i ami-lies (< 2000 > 2000

income per mo 9—:—‘: 'S lnourishe-d children.

A 51gn1f1cant agocm, 0 q S nd‘(@: 3.54 DF 1 p.value

o e ANYNTNYNS

4.17.8 Theflassociation between age of the child and the

s @RNAGA T NN

Age of the child were considered to be a risk
factors associated with nutritional status of children. The
age of the child categorized as < 12 month > 36 month and 13-

36 month were having their children malnourished .
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The result revealed that (64.4 % ) of children have
< 12 month > 36 month and (35.6 %) of chiléren 13-36 month
were having their children malnutrition.
An analysis was made to measure significant
association both age group (< 12 month >36 month and 13 -36
month) with regards to the malnourished children.

Aﬁ)ation between age of the child

_ nd (x2 = 5.69 DF 1 p.value

A significant,
and the nutritiona

0.01) (1able 4.1

4.18.9 The ass job out side home and

the nutrition

Mothers job outfsi ' S “on red to be a risk factors
children.

Mothers j ategorized as regular job,
irregular job, The result revealed that

(6.9 %) of mothe gular job outside home

(16.2 %) of hers Side job Were having

malnourished c&Bldrena

SO NE VLAWY Ld: o 1. oovarne
BT AL RIe by P\ gL Y s

go to the field'reguiar plus irregular for the purpose of

ﬁ anaﬁr@is was mdde to measure the significant
correlati
4

cutting grass to feed their cows and buffalos. There is
significant association between mother job out side home and

the nutritional status p.value 0.01 (Table 4.18).
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Wary and agiurre (1969) studied in Columbia that they

found there was correlation between nutritionail status and the
maternal work, part time and full time work affected the
nutritional status of the pre-school children but p.-value was
found > 0.05 but in this research study, it was controversy.

Because in this study maternal work out side home irregular

plus regular work p.v 'W ’gnificant‘ 0.01. (Table

4.18)-.
4.19.10 The associ ; ' | factors and
nutri ' us: \\\ five years children.
Waterlow 1 ‘ 11 been used to showed the
relationship betw 4 1 ydent ‘wariable and dependent
variables of this s !,r vhie ) shown in cross tabulation
are for testing the ass ati between associated factors of

the nutritional) showed that all the

. I'I
dependent. varla es including p. valu

Sﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ%’w Y19
amaqnmummmaa

tly correlation with

4 xz, degree of freedom

independent va ';
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Table 4.20 Prediction of out come malnutritibn
Total no of under 5 yrs children 248

No of case (malnutrition =118) 1 = Case 0 = Control

Variable 8 S.E. | EXP(B) SIG

Ageofmot .

< 25=1 > 26=0| .7624 ”} 2.1435 .008
o\

S2. Occuofmot 536" 274 L5749 .043
< 4=0 > 5=1

S3. Eduoffat

< 1=1 > 2=0 NS
Cl. Motjob
0=0 > 1=1 .0354
S5. Income NS
< 2=1 > 3=1
Constant .0192
Note:Logistic regr ss wmo-l- bplied in spsspc+
. . .-r" A
Level of significdnce <
4.1. Wu!---_;__;__>;_w ras tised in this study to
Y >
test the stren h o -etﬂ}en the dependent and
independent varlqp e. It is owerful statistical tool for

the covindl B ’Hﬂ TTYE TR S——

var1ables.

LA TR A -

tcome represented by either or 1. In this
study logistic regression analysis was to predicf the factors
associated with malnutrition, i.e., the dependent variable and
a dichotomous outcome while the independent or 'predictor
variables were either dichotomous or continuous data. Five
predictor variables were included in the logistic regression

model.
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Both criterion and | predictor variables were
recategorized to dichotomous variable, e.g.: all grades of
malnutrition 1, 2, 3 were pooled into one group (i.e., grouped
into malnutrition category) and those who did not have
malnutrition into the non-malnutrition group before fitting

into model. Likewise, the age of mothers were recategorized

into those who were 26 ar and those who were 25 years

is allows us to estimate

—‘

of age. Logistic

independent variables,

the Beta coeffi eac

xponentiat(B) ( odds ratio ), and

e . , the stat1stlcal

the standard err
probability of
significance). ined was below 0.05 then a
statistical signi

The table 4.20 \\ edictors which were the
associated factors ;Ej-ﬂm included age of mother,

occupation of mother ;5;; mao ’s regular job outside home

(C1), irregulas

ﬂ‘lJEl’ZI‘VIEWIﬁWEI’]ﬂ‘i
ammnﬁm UAIINAY
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The estimated partial odds ratio are computed from

equation fitted into model.. Thus, mothers aééd below 25 yrs
would have an odd of 2.14 times higher risk of having
malnutrition of their children compared to mother aged above
26 years. Likewise, earning housewives (S2) would have odds

only 57 percent the risk of non earning housewives.

were literate up to wuniversity

graduates. Mother ide_home (C1) (regular job +

irregular job) had#odds 2. 69 timesthigher risk than those

«-::?\1th income per fam1ly

\_75 percent the risk of

mothers with no o
per month below 2000
having malnutrition c f{;f;f- c hose with income per family
tails of the analysis were

per month higher tha

shown in Table (4.20).

ﬂ‘lJEl’ZI‘VIEWIﬁWEI’]ﬂ‘i
ammnﬁm AN Y
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