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assess disaster preparedness behaviors among US adults.?!

 Inthe NHS, FEMA assesses the impact of four “influencers” of disaster
preparedness behavior: awareness of disaster-related information, previous
disaster experience, disaster-related self-efficacy, and disaster risk perception.

« Since 2021, the NHS has included pandemic preparedness-related questions.

* Previous studies investigated the association between individual disaster and

of an individual being prepared for a pandemic (models 1-3).

= All four of FEMA'’s “influencers” of natural disaster
preparedness were found to have significant positive
associations with pandemic preparedness via univariate
analysis (model 1).
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 Aneedremains to study the trajectory of predictors of individual pandemic
preparedness and its association with disaster preparedness over several
years.

A B Disaster Preparedness Actions [ Pandemic Preparedness Actions B B Prepared for a Disaster B Prepared for a Pandemic

Proportion of NHS Participants Indicating Awareness of Proportion of NHS Participants with Previous Pandemic Experience

Disaster or Pandemic-related Information
Objective . o 78.1%
11 93.4% idln 9147 944% 67.7% 2021: 2022: 2023:

90.7%
To explore the possible association and trends between individual-level disaster

preparedness status and the level of pandemic preparedness among adults in
the US from 2021 through 2023.
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