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Outcome Disparities by Insurance Plan and Educational Attainment in 

Patients with Atrial Fibrillation 

Abstract 

Objectives 

Despite efforts to cut poverty, improve public health, and raise educational attainment, 

countries still suffer from disparities. Since 2002, Thailand has successfully 

implemented the Universal Health Coverage Scheme (UCS) to eradicate health care 

access inequity. Here, we explored the interlink between insurance plan, educational 

attainment, and adverse clinical outcomes in the national registry of patients with atrial 

fibrillation (AF) in Thailand. 

Design  

A nationwide prospective multicenter cohort of non-valvular 3402 AF.  

Primary Outcomes 

Patients were followed for 36 months for primary outcomes of all-cause mortality, 

ischemic stroke, and major bleeding. Survival analysis was performed using restricted 

mean survival time (RMST) and adjusted with multiple covariates. 

Results 

Data from 3026 AF patients (mean age 67, 59% male) were analyzed. The mean 

CHA2DS2VASc and HASBLED scores were 3.0 (SD 1.7) and 1.5 (SD 1.0) respectively. 

Most of the patients attained the elementary level of education (N=1739, 57.4%). The 

major health insurance plans were Civil Servant Medical Benefit Scheme (CSMBS; 

N=1397, 46.2%) and UCS (N=1333, 44.1%). After 36 months of follow-up, 248 patients 
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died (8.2%), 95 suffered from ischemic stroke (3.1%), and 136 suffered from major 

bleeding (4.5%). AF patients with no formal education lost 1.78 months before they died 

(adjusted RMST difference -1.78; 95% CI, -3.25 to -0.30; P =.02) and 1.04 months 

before they developed ischemic stroke (adjusted RMST difference -1.04; 95% CI, -2.03 

to -0.04; P =.04) compared to those with higher education. Educational attainment level 

was not associated with major bleeding. Across all types of insurance plan, RMSTs to 

all three clinical outcomes were essentially similar. 

Conclusion 

1. Education attainment level was independently associated with all-cause mortality 

and ischemic stroke in AF patients. 

2. Health insurance plans were not associated with adverse clinical outcomes. 

Clinical Trial Registration 

Thai Clinical Trial Registration; Study ID: TCTR20160113002 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Apiyasawat, et al. 4 Education Disparities and AF Outcomes 

Strengths and limitations of this study 

• The study links two of the most important of sociodemographic factors, education 

and health insurance plan, and clinical outcomes of atrial fibrillation (AF), one of 

the most common cardiovascular conditions. 

• Data is derived from a large prospective and nationwide cohort. 

• The study evaluates healthcare quality in universal health coverage system. 

• Causal relationship cannot be assumed from a cohort trial. 

• Enrollment took place in the medical center, thus, excluding patients who could 

not access the healthcare facilities. 

Introduction 

Poverty, illiteracy, and health adversity feeds each other, and forms a vicious cycle that 

hinders the progress and prosperity of the nation.1 Over the past 2 decades, Thailand 

has implemented numerous measures to eradicate these undesirable states. 2-4 One of 

the most audacious and yet highly successful policies was the pro-poor medical plan 

named universal coverage scheme (UCS).2,5 The scheme provided a non-contributory 

benefit for all uninsured citizen.2 Since its implementation in 2002, UCS substantially 

reduced uninsured population from approximately 47 million (30% of total population) to 

1.1 million (1.65% of total population) in 2011, and to less than 400,000 people (0.06% 

of total population) in 2018.2,6 UCS was often compared to civil servant medical benefit 

scheme (CSMBS) for quality and accessibility of care. Offered as a fringe benefit for 

government officials, CSMBS was regarded as one of the most comprehensive health 

insurance plans in the country.2 CSMBS beneficiaries reportedly had better clinical 
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outcomes than those of UCS.7-9 However, such gaps were closing while UCS continued 

to strengthen its primary health care system and expand its benefit packages.2 

Along with healthcare, education is another extremely vital tool to break the 

vicious cycle.1,10 Education level and literacy rate was one of the major determinants of 

all-cause mortality, cardiovascular mortality, and cancer mortality.11,12 Low level of 

education limited understanding of one’s own illness.13 In atrial fibrillation (AF), such 

that limitation led to poor medication adherence,14 worsened symptom severity,15 and 

high AF related complications.14,16 Here, we explored the interlink between insurance 

plan, educational attainment, and adverse clinical outcomes in the national registry of 

patients with AF. We believed that with the success of UCS, the insurance plan would 

not be linked to adverse clinical outcomes. Educational attainment, rather, was 

hypothesized to be associated with risks of mortality, ischemic stroke, and major 

bleeding. 

Methods 

Between 2014-2017, patients with AF across Thailand were consecutively enrolled in 

the COOL-AF (Cohort of Antithrombotic Use and Optimal INR Level in Patients with 

Non-Valvular Atrial Fibrillation in Thailand) registry. The detail of the study was stated 

elsewhere.17 Briefly, patients age >18 year with electrocardiography confirmed AF were 

eligible for the enrolment. The exclusion criteria17 were (1) ischemic stroke within 3 

months; (2) hematologic disorders that can increase the risk of bleeding, such as 

thrombocytopenia (<100000/mm3) and myeloproliferative disorders; (3) mechanical 

prosthetic valve or valve repair; (4) rheumatic valve disease or severe valve disease; (5) 

AF associated with transient reversible cause; (6) current participation in a clinical trial; 
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(7) life expectancy <3 years; (8) pregnancy; (9) inability to attend follow-up visits; and 

(10) refusal to participate in the study. The protocol was approved by the ethics 

committee of each participating hospital. All patients provided written informed consent. 

Data Collection 

Baseline data including demographics, educational attainment, insurance plan, medical 

history, and medications taken were obtained at the enrollment from medical records 

and patient interviews. Patients with missing information on educational attainment or 

insurance plan were excluded. All patients were prospectively followed for major 

adverse outcomes of death from any causes, ischemic stroke, and major bleeding. The 

follow-up data were collected from medical records and telephone interviews every 6 

months until the end of follow-up at 36 months.  

Data Classifications 

The levels of the educational attainment were elementary, secondary, higher education, 

and no formal education. The categories of the insurance plans were (1) universal 

coverage scheme (UCS), a non-contributory insurance scheme provided for all 

uninsured citizens of Thailand; (2) compulsory social security scheme (SSS), a 

contributory and compulsory scheme for non-government employees; (3) civil servant 

medical benefit scheme (CSBMS), a fringe benefit provided for government employees; 

and (4) non-government-based scheme (NGS) which included private insurance, opt-

out of the plan, and out-of-pocket payment. The stroke and bleeding risks were 

assessed by CHA2DS2VASc and HASBLED scores respectively according to the 

standard guidelines.18 Types of anticoagulants were grouped into none, vitamin K 

antagonist (VKA), and direct oral anticoagulant (DOAC). 
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Statistical Analysis 

All analyses were generated using SAS software, version 9.4_M6 of the SAS 

OnDemand for Academics (SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA.). Variables were 

expressed in number and percentage for categorical type and mean and SD for 

continuous type. Chi-square and one-way ANOVA was used to compare the differences 

in baseline characteristics. Event probabilities were assessed by restricted mean 

survival time (RMST) analysis using LIFETEST and RMSTREG procedures in the 

SAS/STAT software. RMST is equivalent to an area under the whole survival curve up 

to a fixed time point. It is widely advocated as an alternative to Cox proportional hazard 

model especially when proportionality is violated.19,20 Here, we computed RMST to the 

time horizon of 36 months using Kaplan-Meier method for survival probability 

estimation. We then adjusted RMST with multiple covariates using pseudo-value linear 

regression model.21 The model consisted of age, sex, educational attainment, insurance 

plan, types of anticoagulant, CHA2DS2VASc, and HASBLED scores. The results were 

presented as the differences of RMSTs and 95% confidence interval (CI) for each 

covariate. The RMST difference estimated months gain or loss of event-free time over a 

period of 36 months. P values were reported for all between-group comparisons. A 

value < .05 was considered significant.  

Results 

The COOL-AF registry enrolled a total of 3402 patients. Of these, 376 patients had 

incomplete data and were excluded from the study. Thus, 3026 patients remained for 

the analysis. The population (Table 1) was approximately 67 years of age and primarily 

male (N=1779, 58.8%). The most common comorbidities were hypertension (N=2061, 



Apiyasawat, et al. 8 Education Disparities and AF Outcomes 

68.1%), followed by congestive heart failure (CHF; N=829, 27.4%), and diabetes 

(N=730, 24.1%). The mean CHA2DS2VASc and HASBLED scores were 3.0 (SD 1.7) 

and 1.5 (SD 1.0) respectively. 

Insurance Plan (Table 1) 

The population was predominantly insured by either CSMBS (N=1397, 46.2%) or UCS 

(N=1333, 44.1%). Patients insured by CSMBS had higher stroke and bleeding risks 

assessed by CHA2DS2VASc (mean 3.2 for CSMBS, 3.0 for UCS, 2.8 for NGS, 2.1 for 

SSS; P<.001) and HASBLED (mean 1.6 for CSMBS, 1.5 for UCS, 1.3 for NGS, 1.2 for 

SSS; P<.001) scores. Approximately 12% of CSMBS insurers were taking DOACs 

compared to 0.4%, 0.7%, and 6.5% in those insured by UCS, SSS, and NGS 

respectively (P<.001). Higher education was attained more frequently in 36.2% of 

CSMBS insurers, compared to 32.4% in SSS, 27.3% in NGS, and 4.1% in UCS 

(P<.001).  

Educational Attainment  

There was more than one-third of the patients attained at least secondary school 

(N=1287, 42.5%). Among those, male predominated (N=948, 73.7%). Age, 

CHA2DS2VASc and HASBLED scores (Table 2) were at the highest in those with no 

formal education (mean age 74, CHA2DS2VASc 3.9, HASBLED 1.7) followed by those 

with elementary (mean age 69, CHA2DS2VASc 3.3, HASBLED 1.6), secondary (mean 

age 64, CHA2DS2VASc 2.7, HASBLED 1.5), and higher education (mean age 63, 

CHA2DS2VASc 2.6, HASBLED 1.4; P<.001 for all comparisons). The anticoagulation 

rate was higher in no formal education group (N=182, 85.4%) than elementary (N=1129, 

74.0%), secondary (N=477, 74.6%), and higher education (N=469, 72.4%; P<.001). 
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Patients attained secondary school were likely to smoke (5% in secondary, 3.4% in 

elementary, 1.7% in higher education, 1.4% in no education) and use alcohol (6.9% in 

secondary, 4.2% in higher education, 3.7% in elementary, 0.5% in no education) than 

those with other educational attainment (P<.001 for both comparisons).  

Adverse Outcomes 

After 36 months of follow-up, 248 patients died (8.2%), 95 suffered from ischemic stroke 

(3.1%), and 136 suffered from major bleeding (4.5%). Figure 1 and figure 2 shows the 

Kaplan-Meier survival curves of all-cause mortality by insurance plan and educational 

attainment respectively. Patients with higher educational attainment survived longer 

than those with lower educational attainment (RMST for higher education vs. secondary 

vs. elementary vs. no formal education, 35.02 vs. 34.29 vs. 33.70 vs. 31.98 months; 

P<.001). They also experienced longer event-free time to ischemic stroke (RMST for 

higher education vs. secondary vs. elementary vs. no formal education, 35.58 vs. 35.46 

vs. 35.11 vs. 34.15 months; P=.004) and major bleeding (RMST for higher education vs. 

secondary vs. elementary vs. no formal education, 35.31 vs. 34.72 vs. 37.82 vs. 34.18 

months; P=.03) than those with lower educational attainment (Table 4). RMSTs of all 3 

adverse outcomes were not different among plans of insurance (Table 3). 

 In the multivariate analyses, educational attainment was associated with all-

cause mortality and ischemic stroke independent of comorbidities (Figures 3 and 4). 

Over a period of 36 months, AF patients with no formal education lost 1.78 months 

before they died (RMST difference -1.78; 95% CI, -3.25 to -0.30; P=.02) and 1.04 

months before they developed ischemic stroke (RMST difference -1.04; 95% CI, -2.03 

to -0.04; P =.04) compared to those with higher education. Older age, higher 
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CHA2DS2VASc, and HASBLED scores also shortened survival time to all-cause 

mortality. Survival time was lost by 0.45 months for every 10-year increase in age 

(RMST difference -0.45; 95% CI, -0.8 to -0.1; P =.01), 0.35 months for every point 

increase in CHA2DS2VASc score (RMST difference -0.35; 95% CI, -0.6 to -0.1; P =.01), 

and 0.41 months for every point increase in HASBLED score (RMST difference -0.41; 

95% CI, -0.76 to -0.07; P =.02). Use of anticoagulants extended event-free time to 

ischemic stroke by 0.99 months for DOAC (95% CI, 0.45 to 1.54; P = <.001) and 0.69 

months for VKA (95% CI, 0.24 to 1.13; P = .003). Time to major bleeding (Figure 5) was 

lost in patients with older age (RMST difference per 10 years -0.35; 95% CI, -0.59 to -

0.11; P =.003), male gender (RMST difference -0.68; 95% CI, -1.11 to –0.25; P =.002), 

and use of VKA (RMST difference -0.65; 95% CI, -1.04 to -0.26; P = .001). Across all 3 

major outcomes, insurance plan was not associated with gain or loss in survival times 

(Figure 3-5). 

Discussion 

In the large registry of AF patients across Thailand, educational attainment was 

associated with all-cause mortality and ischemic stroke independent of multiple 

covariates. Over 36 months of follow-up, those with no formal education died 1.8 

months sooner and suffered stroke 1 month sooner than those with higher education. 

Types of Insurance plan were not linked to either all-cause mortality, ischemic stroke, or 

major bleeding. 

The significant impact of education on cardiovascular outcome has been shown 

globally.16,23-25 Among Asian population, data from the Asia Pacific Cohort Studies 

Collaboration25 reported that Asians with the lowest educational attainment had a 54% 
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higher risk of stroke and 78% higher risk of cardiovascular mortality than those with 

tertiary level. Among patients with AF, a large-scale study in Norway reported an 

educational gradient in mortality between higher education and high school or less.26 

For other AF outcomes such as stroke or major bleeding, the data on educational 

disparities was limited. In a patient survey,27 higher level of education was associated 

with better understanding of anticoagulant therapy and lower incidence of bleeding. 

Here, in a prospective cohort, we reported educational disparities in all-cause mortality 

and stroke but not major bleeding. The disparities were detected between no formal 

education and higher education levels independent of age, sex, bleeding risk, stroke 

risk, insurance plan, and anticoagulant status. Patients with no formal education are 

generally illiterate and more likely to be health illiterate, which subsequently lead to 

poorer outcomes especially in a chronic disease like AF.11,27 

Low education and low income often coincide. Low income could lead to lack or 

poor choice of health insurance. In Thailand, such that consequences were broken 

down since the implementation of UCS. UCS provides healthcare coverage to the 

unemployed who primarily are in the low-income group. According to the 2004 national 

health insurance data, half of UCS insurers were in the bottom two poorest quintiles 

while half of CSMBS insurers were in the richest quintile.28 Unlike other insurance plans 

for the poor, UCS provides extensive and comprehensive benefit packages.6 High-cost 

services, such as percutaneous cardiac intervention, heart transplantation, or catheter 

ablation are currently covered by UCS.2,6 One of the remaining discrepancies between 

UCS and CSMBS packages is the drug plan. UCS restricts access to medications 

outside the National List of Essential Medicines, notably DOACs, while CSMBS covers 
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with some conditions.2,22 In our AF patients, the discrepancies in the coverages did not 

result in outcome disparities between insurance plans. UCS insurers had essentially the 

same RMSTs of all-cause mortality, ischemic stroke, and major bleeding as insurers of 

other plans.  

 Outcome disparities between UCS and CSMBS have been previously reported.7-

9 In the retrospective analysis from 2010 national insurance database, 5-year mortality 

after AF admission was higher in UCS than in CSMBS.8 Here, our patients were 

prospectively enrolled and structurally followed up. The enrollment took place after the 

3rd strategic plan of UCS began in 2012.6 During the plan, the benefits were expanded 

to seasonal influenza vaccine, screening of complications from diabetes and 

hypertension, long-term care for dependent elderly, and etc. The differences in trial 

designs and time periods of enrollment could explain the discrepancies in the results of 

ours and prior trials. 

We reported the effect size of educational disparities in months loss. The 

numbers may appear small but they are time loss over a fixed period of 36 months. 

Losing 1.8 months in survival time for those with no formal education would therefore 

mean losing 5% of their time. Compared to the health production function analysis of 35 

members countries of Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development 

countries,11 a 10% increase in education of the population was associated with a gain of 

3.2 months in life expectancy and a 100% increase with a gain of 23.8 months. 

Our results provide some insights to the national health insurance policy. We 

showed that in a moderate-to-high income country like Thailand, the disparity in 

insurance coverage could be reduced or even removed by a well maintained pro-poor 
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health insurance like UCS. The findings also emphasize the utmost importance of 

education. Education does not only educate people, but also makes them healthier.11 

For a chronic condition like AF, adherence to the therapy requires some understanding 

towards the disease which entails education.14 In our patients, the education level 

associated with better clinical outcomes was higher education, the level attained only in 

a minority of Thai population. According to the government reports,3 less than 25% of 

the working age population attained higher education and more than 20% of students 

left schools after completion of the compulsory lower secondary level. Clearly, there is a 

plenty of room for improvement to make education more inclusive and accessible. 

Strength & Limitations 

Our trial is prospective and nationwide. The enrollment and follow-up were well 

structured and validated. For survival analysis, we chose RMST, rather than Log-rank 

test or Cox-proportional hazard model, to avoid the question of non-proportionality. The 

truncation time for the analysis was the pre-specified follow-up time and therefore 

optimal for the performance of the test.20  

 We studied 2 sociodemographic indicators, educational attainment and insurance 

plans. Both are important factors but could possibly be confounded by others such as 

income, living environment, and etc. Additionally, patients were enrolled through 

medical facilities, thus excluding those who could not or decided not to access the 

health care. 

 There were differences in many baseline comorbidities. Even after the 

adjustment in the multivariate analysis, some residuals confounders may remain. Due to 
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the trial design, associations of education with clinical outcomes, rather than causes 

and effects, can only be assumed.  

Conclusions 

In a large nationwide prospective cohort of AF patients, educational attainment was 

associated with all-cause mortality and ischemic stroke independent of multiple 

covariates. Over a period of 36 months, RMSTs to all-cause mortality and ischemic 

stroke of those with higher education were extended by 1.8 and 1 months respectively 

compared to those without education. Incidences of all-cause mortality, ischemic stroke, 

and major bleeding did not differ across all types of insurance plans. 
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Tables 

Table 1. Baseline Characteristics by Insurance Plans (N=3026) 

 All (N=3026) 
UHC 

(N=1333) 

SSS 

(N=142) 

NGS 

(N=154) 

CSMBS 

(N=1397) 
P  

Age, mean (SD), y 67.3 (11.3) 66.7 (11.2) 56.6 (10.5) 65.4 (11.9) 69.2 (10.6) <.001 

Male, No. (%) 
1779 

(58.8%) 
732 (54.9%) 

100 

(70.4%) 
91 (59.1%) 856 (61.3%) <.001 

CHA2DS2-VASc, 

mean (SD) 
 3.1(1.7) 3.0 (1.6)  2.1 (1.7) 2.8 (1.7)  3.2(1.7) <.001 

HASBLED, mean 

(SD) 
1.5 (1.0) 1.5 (1.0) 1.2 (1.1) 1.3 (1.0) 1.6 (1.0) <.001 

CAD, No. (%) 478 (15.8%) 198 (14.9%) 19 (13.4%) 21 (13.6%) 240 (17.2%)  0.255

CHF, No. (%)  829 (27.4%) 419 (31.4%) 33 (23.2%) 33 (21.4%) 344 (24.6%) <.001 

Hypertension, No. 

(%) 

2061 

(68.1%) 
865 (64.9%) 81 (57.0%) 

109 

(70.8%) 

1006 

(72.0%) 
<.001 

Dyslipidemia, No. 

(%) 

1703 

(56.3%) 
616 (46.2%) 77 (54.2%) 

102 

(66.2%) 
908 (65.0%) <.001 

Diabetes, No. (%) 730 (24.1%) 278 (20.9%) 36 (25.4%) 47 (30.5%) 369 (26.4%) .002 
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Stroke/TIA, No. (%) 530 (17.5%) 237 (17.8%) 25 (17.6%) 20 (13.0%) 248 (17.8%)  0.512

Vascular Disease, 

No. (%) 
510 (16.9%) 209 (15.7%) 20 (14.1%) 24 (15.6%) 257 (18.4%)  0.200

Current Smoker, No. 

(%) 
98 (3.2%) 60 (4.5%) 8 (5.6%) 4 (2.6%) 26 (1.9%) <.001 

Alcohol Use, No. (%) 129 (4.3%) 53 (4.0%) 9 (6.3%) 10 (6.5%) 57 (4.1%)  0.289

History of Bleeding, 

No. (%) 
304 (10.0%) 127 (9.5%) 19 (13.4%) 6 (3.9%) 152 (10.9%) 

. 

0.022 

Abnormal Renal 

Function, No. (%) 
90 (3.0%) 39 (2.9%) 6 (4.2%) 2 (1.3%) 43 (3.1%)  0.507

Abnormal Liver 

Function, No. (%) 
67 (2.2%) 29 (2.2%) 6 (4.2%) 3 (1.9%) 29 (2.1%)  0.418

Antiplatelets, No. (%) 802 (26.5%) 343 (25.7%) 39 (27.5%) 42 (27.3%) 378 (27.1%)  0.863

Anticoagulants      <.001 

- Warfarin, No. (%) 
2075 

(68.6%) 
995 (74.6%) 93 (65.5%) 

107 

(69.5%) 
880 (63.0%)  

- DOAC, No. (%) 182 (6.0%) 5 (0.4%) 1 (0.7%) 10 (6.5%) 166 (11.9%)  

- None, No. (%) 769 (25.4%) 333 (25.0%) 48 (33.8%) 37 (24.0%) 351 (25.1%)  
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Educational Attainment     <.001 

- No Formal 

Education, No. (%) 
213 (7.0%) 152 (11.4%) 2 (1.4%) 11 (7.1%) 48 (3.4%)  

- Elementary, No. 

(%) 

1526 

(50.4%) 
921 (69.1%) 54 (38.0%) 59 (38.3%) 492 (35.2%)  

- Secondary, No. (%) 639 (21.1%) 206 (15.5%) 40 (28.2%) 42 (27.3%) 351 (25.1%)  

- Higher Education, 

No. (%) 
648 (21.4%) 54 (4.1%) 46 (32.4%) 42 (27.3%) 506 (36.2%)  

Abbreviations: CAD, coronary artery disease; CHF, congestive heart failure; CSMBS, civil servant medica

benefit scheme; DOAC, direct oral anticoagulant; NGS, non-government-based scheme; SSS, socia

security scheme; UCS, universal coverage scheme. 
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Table 2. Baseline Characteristics by Educational Attainment (N=3026) 
 

Characters 

No Formal 

Education 

(N=213) 

Elementary 

(N=1526) 

Secondary 

(N=639) 

Higher 

Education 

(N=648) 

P  

Age, mean (SD), y  74.4(10.0) 69.3 (10.2) 64.3 (12.1) 63.3 (11.1) <.001 

Male, No. (%) 61 (28.6%) 770 (50.5%) 476 (74.5%) 472 (72.8%) <.001 

CHA2DS2-VASc, 

mean (SD) 
 3.9(1.5)  3.3(1.6)  2.7(1.7)    2.6(1.7) <.001 

HASBLED, mean 

(SD) 
1.7 (0.9) 1.6 (1.0) 1.5 (1.0)    1.4(1.0) <.001 

CAD, No. (%) 23 (10.8%) 248 (16.3%) 99 (15.5%) 108 (16.7%)  0.199 

CHF, No. (%) 63 (29.6%) 451 (29.6%) 177 (27.7%) 138 (21.3%) .001 

Hypertension, No. 

(%) 
157 (73.7%) 1061 (69.5%) 435 (68.1%) 408 (63.0%) .006 

Dyslipidemia, No. (%) 92 (43.2%) 831 (54.5%) 387 (60.6%) 393 (60.6%) <.001 

Diabetes, No. (%) 39 (18.3%) 363 (23.8%) 162 (25.4%) 166 (25.6%)  0.148 

Stroke/TIA, No. (%) 42 (19.7%) 261 (17.1%) 104 (16.3%) 123 (19.0%)  0.468 
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Vascular Disease, 

No. (%) 
26 (12.2%) 263 (17.2%) 105 (16.4%) 116 (17.9%)  0.258 

Current Smoker, No. 

(%) 
3 (1.4%) 52 (3.4%) 32 (5.0%) 11 (1.7%) .003 

Alcohol Use, No. (%) 1 (0.5%) 57 (3.7%) 44 (6.9%) 27 (4.2%) <.001 

History of Bleeding, 

No. (%) 
20 (9.4%) 156 (10.2%) 64 (10.0%) 64 (9.9%)  0.981 

Abnormal Renal 

Function, No. (%) 
5 (2.3%) 44 (2.9%) 23 (3.6%) 18 (2.8%)  0.733 

Abnormal Liver 

Function, No. (%) 
4 (1.9%) 35 (2.3%) 19 (3.0%) 9 (1.4%)  0.273 

Antiplatelets, No. (%) 42 (19.7%) 420 (27.5%) 163 (25.5%) 177 (27.3%)  0.094 

Anticoagulants     <.001 

- Warfarin, No. (%) 179 (84.0%) 1081 (70.8%) 427 (66.8%) 388 (59.9%)  

- NOAC, No. (%) 3 (1.4%) 48 (3.1%) 50 (7.8%) 81 (12.5%)  

- None, No. (%) 31 (14.6%) 397 (26.0%) 162 (25.4%) 179 (27.6%)  

Abbreviations: CAD, coronary artery disease; CHF, congestive heart failure. 
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Table 3. Incidence and Restricted Mean Survival Time of Clinical Outcomes 

by Insurance Plan 

   UHC (N=1333) SSS (N=142) CSMBS 
(N=1397) NGS (N=154) P  

All-cause 
Mortality 
(N=248) 

Incidence, 
No. (%) 122 (9.2%) 10 (7.0%) 100 (7.2%) 16 (10.4%)  0.183 

RMST, 
months 
(95% CI) 

33.61 (33.19-
34.03) 

34.52 (33.55-
35.50) 

34.32 (33.98-
34.66) 

33.95 (32.91-
34.99) .06 

Ischemic 
Stroke 
(N=95) 

Incidence, 
No. (%) 36 (2.7%) 3 (2.1%) 51 (3.7%) 5 (3.2%)  0.468 

RMST, 
months 
(95% CI) 

35.27 (35.03-
35.51) 

35.64 (35.21-
36.07) 

35.17 (34.92-
35.41) 

35.14 (34.38-
35.90) 

.31 

Major 
Bleeding 
(N=136) 

Incidence, 
No. (%) 65 (4.9%) 3 (2.1%) 60 (4.3%) 8 (5.2%)  0.451 

RMST, 
months 
(95% CI) 

34.75 (34.43-
35.07) 

35.61 (35.07-
36.15) 

34.91 (34.62-
35.19) 

34.86 (34.02-
35.69) 

.06 

Abbreviations: CSMBS, civil servant medical benefit scheme; NGS, non-government-based scheme; RMST

restricted mean survival time; SSS, social-security scheme; UCS, universal coverage scheme. 
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Table 4. Incidence and Restricted Mean Survival Time of Clinical Outcomes 

by Educational Attainment  

  
No Formal 
Education 
(N=213) 

Elementary 
(N=1526) 

Secondary 
(N=639) 

Higher 
Education 
(N=648) 

P  

All-cause 
Mortality 
(N=248) 

Incidence, 
No. (%) 30 (14.1%) 146 (9.6%) 45 (7.0%) 27 (4.2%) <.001 

RMST, 
months 
(95% CI) 

31.98 (30.62- 
33.33) 

33.70 (33.32-
34.80) 

34.29 (33.78-
34.80) 

35.02 (34.65-
35.40) <.001 

Ischemic 
Stroke 
(N=95) 

Incidence, 
No. (%) 14 (6.6%) 55 (3.6%) 14 (2.2%) 12 (1.9%) .002 

RMST, 
months 
(95% CI) 

34.15 (33.21-
35.10) 

35.11 (34.87-
35.36) 

35.46 (35.16-
35.75) 

35.58 (35.32-
35.84) .004 

Major 
Bleeding 
(N=136) 

Incidence, 
No. (%) 13 (6.1%) 70 (4.6%) 35 (5.5%) 18 (2.8%)  0.066 

RMST, 
months 
(95% CI) 

34.18 (33.22-
35.14) 

34.82 (34.54-
35.11) 

34.72 (34.27-
35.17) 

35.31 (34.98-
35.64) 

.03 

 

Abbreviations: RMST, restricted mean survival time. 
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Figures  

Figure 1 Kaplan-Meier Curve for All-cause Mortality by Insurance Plans 

 

Abbreviations: CSMBS, civil servant medical benefit scheme; NGS, non-government-

based scheme; SSS, social-security scheme; UCS, universal coverage scheme. 
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Figure 2 Kaplan-Meier Curve for All-cause Mortality by Educational Attainment 
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Figure 3 Differences in Adjusted Restricted Median Survival Time to All-Cause 

Mortality over a Period of 36 Months. 

 

Abbreviations: CAD, coronary artery disease; CHF, congestive heart failure; CSMBS, 

civil servant medical benefit scheme; DOAC, direct oral anticoagulant; NGS, non-

government-based scheme; SSS, social-security scheme; UCS, universal coverage 

scheme; VKA, vitamin K antagonist. 
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Figure 4 Differences in Adjusted Restricted Median Survival Time to Ischemic 

Stroke over a Period of 36 Months. 

 

Abbreviations: CAD, coronary artery disease; CHF, congestive heart failure; CSMBS, 

civil servant medical benefit scheme; DOAC, direct oral anticoagulant; NGS, non-

government-based scheme; SSS, social-security scheme; UCS, universal coverage 

scheme; VKA, vitamin K antagonist. 



Apiyasawat, et al. 34 Education Disparities and AF Outcomes 

Figure 5 Differences in Adjusted Restricted Median Survival Time to Major 

Bleeding over a Period of 36 Months. 

 

Abbreviations: CAD, coronary artery disease; CHF, congestive heart failure; CSMBS, 

civil servant medical benefit scheme; DOAC, direct oral anticoagulant; NGS, non-

government-based scheme; SSS, social-security scheme; UCS, universal coverage 

scheme; VKA, vitamin K antagonist.  
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Figure Legends 

Figure 1 Kaplan-Meier Curve for All-cause Mortality by Insurance Plans 

Figure 2 Kaplan-Meier Curve for All-cause Mortality by Educational Attainment 

Figure 3 Differences in Adjusted Restricted Median Survival Time to All-Cause 

Mortality over a Period of 36 Months. 

Figure 4 Differences in Adjusted Restricted Median Survival Time to Ischemic 

Stroke over a Period of 36 Months. 

Figure 5 Differences in Adjusted Restricted Median Survival Time to Major 

Bleeding over a Period of 36 Months. 
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