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Health care seeking and financial protection among hypertensive population: a cross-

sectional study in rural West Bengal, India

Abstract

Introduction: Elevated blood pressure or hypertension is responsible for around 10 million
annual desths globally, and people residing in low and middle-income countries are
disproportionately affected by it. Indiais no exception, where low rate of treatment seeking for
hypertension coupled with wide spread out of pocket payments (OOPSs) have been a challenge.
Objectives: This study aimed to explore the pattern and predictors of health care seeking among
hypertensive individuals along with financial protection.

Study design and settings: This cross-sectional study was conducted in in Birbhum district of the
state of West Bengal, Indiain 2017-2018.

Study Population: 300 individuals were recruited after random sampling from the list of
identified hypertensive subjects in the Birbhum Population Project.

Outcome measure: Healthcare seeking along with two strings of financial protection, out of
pocket expenditure, and relative expense were analyzed.

Results: Findings indicated poor health care seeking (47% of hypertensive individuals were not
on treatment), preference of private healthcare (80%), and wide-spread OOPs (91%) among
study participants. Cost of medication bears major share of expenses with significant transport
cost to access public health care facility. Multivariable logistic regression analysis indicated
longer duration of disease and private health care seeking was associated with more incident of
OOPs. Results from linear regression modeling (generalized linear model) demonstrates

presence of co-morbidities was associated with higher relative expenditure. Individual belonged
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to poorer economic group suffered from high relative expenses for hypertension compared to the
richest.

Conclusion: Study suggested poor health care seeking, preference of private health care,
suboptimal financial protection of population for hypertension care. Economically poorer section

bears more relative burden of health expenditure.

Strengths and Limitations of the study

» Population based cross-sectional study, nested in awell-defined population cohort

* Useof pretested and validated study tool with Computer Assisted Personal Interview

» Sdf-reported assessment of health care seeking for hypertension and related Out of

pocket expenditure

o Statistical analysis with regression modelling to control confounding effects on outcome

* Recall and reporting bias could not be ruled out completely
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1. Introduction
Globally, non-communicable diseases (NCDs) contribute to a major share of the disease burden,
where countries with differential level of development and varied phases of epidemiological
trangition have witnessed a significant rise in overall morbidity and mortality from NCDg[1-3].
Of al NCDs, cardiovascular diseases bear the major burden, with hypertension (or high blood
pressure) as the most significant risk factor contributing to the global burden of disease.
Uncontrolled blood pressure attributing nearly 10 million of deaths globally[4,5]. Despite of this
grim situation, health system failed to achieve the desire level of response to the emergence of
hypertension, especially in low and middle-income countries (LMIC). Service delivery, disease
control, financial protection all remain suboptimal[6-10]. Evidence suggested that people seeking
health care for NCDs bearing significant and unjustified financial burden, whereirregular and
absence of treatment seeking also resulted from financial difficulties10,11], characterized by a
huge burden of out-of-pocket payments (OOPs) due to recurrent expenditure to buy required
medicine. In addition, overall health care seeking for blood pressure control remain low and
private facility predominated[12].
Alike global morbidity and mortality burden, with around 30% prevalence, hypertension remain
amajor threat to Indian health system[13-15]. As a part of broader programme to mitigate
hypertension, in 2000, the federal Indian government introduced the National Programme for
Prevention and Control of Cancer, Diabetes, Cardiovascular Disease and Stroke (NPCDCS), and
the 2017 National Health Policy targets one-fourth reduction in premature mortality occurring
from cardiovascular diseases, cancer, diabetes or chronic respiratory diseases by 2025[16,17].
Studies conducted in India have reported poor hypertension control along with extensive OOP,

and most patients opt for private healthcare providers[12,18-20]. Existing studies on
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hypertension in India focuses primarily on the risk factors of hypertension, and poorly explore
the health care utilization, service expenses among the hypertensive individuals, as evidenced
from the PubMed/MEDL INE database search. With a necessity of better health system response
towards hypertension understanding of the local system capacity is essential. Against this
knowledge gap, the present study was performed to understand the pattern of health care seeking,
financial protection and its determinants among the hypertensive population in rural West Bengal
as apart of acomprehensive study assessing the Capacity of Health Systems to combat the

Emergence of Hypertension (COHESION Study).

2. Materialsand Methods

2.1.Sudy setting and sampling
COHESION was a population based and cross-sectional study, conducted in a population cohort
of Birbhum Population Project (BIRPOP), a health and demographic surveillance system
(HDSS) located in the Birbhum digtrict of the state of West Bengal, India, between November
2017 and February 2018. BIRPOP spreads over four administrative blocks of Birbhum namely
Suri 1, Sainthia, Mohammad Bazar and Rajnagar. At its inception in 2008, BIRPOP included
sample of over 12000 households applying multistage stratified sampling method and has been
collecting information on public health and demographic indicators. Till date, BIRPOP had
completed three rounds of follow-up surveys (in 2008-09, 2012-13, and 2016-17). COHESION
study was based on BIRPOP' s 2016-17 survey where blood pressure measurement was taken for
12, 255 individuals aged > 18 years. Those recorded with high blood pressure (Systolic Blood
pressure (SBP) >140 mm of Hg and/or Diastolic blood pressure (DBP) >90 mm of Hg) or

reported taking anti-hypertensive medication of any form were included in the hypertensive


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.27.20141549
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.27.20141549; this version posted June 29, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

population[21,22]. More about blood pressure measurement survey at BIRPOP could be
retrieved from elsewherg[23]. Of total hypertensive population, 310 individuals were sampled
applying simple random sampling. To be specific, with assumed 50% prevalence of hypertension
control, 7.5% of error and 99% confidence level, a sample size of 295 was calculated using the
software CDC Epi-info™ version 7.2. Considering 5% of non-response fina sample size
counted to 310 individuals of which 300 interviews were conducted. If prescribed by the
physician, terminally ill individuals and mentally challenged person were excluded from the
analysis. Data were collected by trained surveyors using Computer Assisted Personal Interview
(CAPI) technique. A rigorous protocol for survey monitoring was followed to assure the data

quality.

2.2.0utcome measurement
To understand the healthcare seeking, participants were asked if they were taking any medication
for blood pressure control and have been visiting to any healthcare provider. Intake of
medication for hypertension preceding four weeks of survey was considered as patients on
regular medication. Visit to any health care provider at least once in three months for treatment
of hypertension, noted as regular healthcare seeking for hypertension. Hypertensive patients with
regular visit to healthcare provider coupled with intake of regular medication labelled as patients

receiving regular healthcare for hypertension.

Two outcomes were analysed — i) Out of Pocket payment (OOP), and ii) relative expenses for
hypertension. Considering the varied practice of hedth care seeking absolute OOP were

calculated in terms of expected value considering expenses for consultation, transport and other
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purposes in the last effort of health care seeking, and cost of medication for a month in case of
regular medicinal intake. Individuals were enquired about their approximate family consumption
expenditure in a month on different regular components. Upon addition of all component
monthly family expenditure and with adjustment for number of family member, per capita
expenditure (PCE) was calculated. Expenditure used as the proxy measure of the economic
statug 24]. Logarithmic transformation of PCE employed, quartile distribution checked followed
by categorization into relative economic groups: poor, lower-middle, upper-middle and highest
economic class. Relative cost was defined as percentage of PCE incurred for Out of Pocket
Payments (OOPs)[18]. That is if an individual seeks hypertensive care in a month, then the
relative burden of treatment expenses on family expenditure capacity (expressed as PCE)
reflected in relative cost estimate.
2.3.Covariates

Building upon the existing literature on determinants of OOPs, and relative cost from devel oping
countries, a range of potential covariates were considered. The covariates are age (tertile
digtribution) in completed years (<50, 50-63, >63), education (secondary and above, upper
primary, primary, and illiterate or below primary), sex (female, and male), socia group (Others,
Other Backward Classes, and Scheduled Caste/ Scheduled Tribes), religion (Hindu, and
Muslim), civil status (living with partner, and not living with partner), employment status
(service/lbusiness, laborer, homemaker/retired/student, and unemployed,), economic groups
(highest, upper-middle, lower-middle, and poorest), duration of hypertension (<5 years, and >5
years, and not sure/don’t know), co-morbidity (no, and yes), regularity of treatment of
hypertension (on regular consultation and medication, on regular medication only, on regular

treatment only, and not on treatment), place of treatment seeking for hypertension (public, and
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non-public), and healthcare provider (public physician, private physician, and AYUSH
(Ayurveda, Yoga and Naturopathy, Unani, Sddha and Homoeopathy) doctor / other, and
Informal health care practitioner (Quack)[25]. Comorbidity refers to self-reported information
about diabetes, dydlipidemia, chronic kidney disease, heart disease, heart attack and stroke. Co-
morbidity status was incorporated to explore any possible financial burden related to multiple
disease occurrences.
2.4.Satistical approach

To attain the study objective, bivariate and multivariable analyses were deployed. All the
numerical (continuous or discrete) variables were summarized for mean, maximum and
minimum values. Categorical variables were tabulated for frequency of each category, and
categories were clubbed as needed. Categorization for variables were based on percentile
distribution upon suitable transformation of the respective values of the basic variable aiming at
normalization[26], for example: economic group. List of all variables presented in codebook/
variable registry. A directed acyclic graph (DAG) was developed, based on causal diagram
theory[27] and understanding of literature review, which helped building the regression
modelg[28] used to fulfil the study objectives. Binary logistic regression was deployed to
understand the predictors of OOPs, whereas linear regression by generalized linear models
(GLM) used to assess the relative expenses. With logistic regression the strength of association
expressed with odds ratio (OR) and associated 95% confidence interval (CI) value with value “1”
as the null point. GLM is preferred for the abundance of zero values in relative expense data and
possible non-parametric distribution[29]. With the linear modeling, the association expressed
with the estimated coefficient (Coeff) and associated 95% CI value, indicating direction of

association with value “zero” as the null point. Data analysis was executed with statigtical
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software, Stata version 12.0, and p value was considered to interpret the significance of observed
association. Qualitative interpretation based on p value (significant/non-significant based on
conventional cutoff) was judged cautiously, keeping with the study design and limitations.
2.5.Ethics statement

The ethical approval was obtained from the institutional review board of the teaching institution
to which the author submitted the study protocol and got subsequent approval. Informed consent
was obtained prior to enrolment of participants. Only consented individuals were interviewed.
Selected individuals irrespective of participation were provided with a written guideline on

healthy lifestyle, health education related to hypertension and other NCDs.

3. Results
Sample characteristics were presented in Table 1. With mean age of nearly 56 years, half of the
participants (n=150, 50%) wereilliterate or had education of below primary level. Mgjority were
female (N=183, 61%), Hindu (n=225, 75%), and homemaker/retried person/student (n=160,
53%) by profession. Over 35% (n=106) of participants had hypertension for >5 years, and 20%
(n=60) had co-morbid condition. Over 47% (n=141) were not on treatment, and of individuals
who were receiving treatment over 80% (n=128) sought healthcare from non-public healthcare
provider. Over 90% (n=144) of those sought care for blood pressure control incurred some out-
of-pocket payments (OOPs). Expected cost of seeking complete care for hypertension in a month
was over [1 306 (> $4.5) and relative cost was 13.5% of the per-capita expenditure (PCE) (Table
1). Further analysis (not shown separately) revealed that the median of relative cost was higher
for those seeking care in non-public healthcare facility (median: 10.68%) compared to the public

healthcare provider (2.1%). The median of OOPs share was the largest for medicinal expenses
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for seeking private healthcare (47.7%), as compared to transport and other expenses in public
healthcare facility (51.3%). Medicina purchases also carry a substantial amount of OOPs share
(Median 37.5 %) in public healthcare facility.

Table 2 represents the adjusted and unadjusted odds ratio (OR) with 95% confidence interval
(CI) of the incident of OOPs, estimated from the binary logistic regression. Logistic regression
revealed lower odds of having OOP among aged 50-63 years (Unadjusted OR (UOR)so o 63 years
0.14 (95% CI: 0.02-1.13) and Adjusted Odds ratio (a80OR)so to 63 years 0.14 (Cl: 0.02-1.38);
reference group: < 50 years). Mae (aOR 0.08 (CI: 0.01-0.71) reference. female),
homemaker/retired (aOR homemakerreiired 0.04 (Cl: 0.00-0.79); reference group: service/business);
had relatively lower odds of incurring any OOPs. Compared to the richest economic group the
poorest had lower odds of having any OOPs, in unadjusted model (UOR poorest 0.22 (CI: 0.04-
1.21). Having hypertension for five years or more (UOR 5.14 (CI: 1.39-19.01) and aOR 5.68 (ClI:
1.24-25.99), seeking treatment from private establishments (UOR 26.32 (Cl: 6.80-101.93) and

aOR 34.33 (Cl: 4.82-244.68) was positively associated with OOPs.

Linear regression (Table 3) demonstrated less proportional expenditure among people with
primary or below, level of schooling, compared to highest educational group; (Adjusted
Coefficient (aCoeff) completed primary  -10.65 (Cl: -19.78, -1.51) and aCoeff o formal educationbelow primary
-11.60 (CI: -20.88, -2.32).The unemployed individuals had more proportional expenditure
compared to those engaged in service/business (Unadjusted Coefficient (UCOEff)unemployed 8.71
(CI: 0.04,17.38) and aCoeffynemployed 9.34 (Cl: -1.74,20.43). The poorest, lower-middle and
upper-middle class had 11, 8 and 7 units of more proportional expenditure respectively,

compared to the highest economic class (aCoeffpoores 11.27 (Cl: 3.82,18.71); aCoeffiower-midde
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7.83 (Cl: 0.65,15.00) and aCoeff pper-midae 7.25 (Cl: 0.80,13.70). Presence of co-morbidity,
seeking treatment from private establishments, both were found associated with more expenses
(aCoeffone or more comarbicity 10.28 (Cl: 4.96,15.61); reference group: no co-morbidity and
aCoeff private establishment 11.55 (Cl: 5.74,17.37); reference group: government institution). Seeking
treatment from private doctors and AYUSH doctors/Others associated more proportional
expenses (aCoeff private Doctors 18.43 (Cl: 12.13, 24.73) and aCoeffavuss omer 10.28 (Cl: 2.56,
17.99) compared to government doctors. Seeking care from the informal practitioners also

associated with more expenses (aCoeffinformal heathcare provider 5.96 (Cl: -0.36, 12.28).

4. Discussion
India has witnessed an increasing burden of hypertension, which demands urgent attention from
the public health researchers, program and policy makers. To add on to the existing body of
literature on prevention of hypertension in India, this study aims to understand characteristics of
healthcare seeking and financial protection among hypertensive population in West Bengal,
India. The state of West Bengal recorded nearly 25% of total annual deaths and 13% of disability
adjusted life years (DALY S) attributed to hypertension[14,30]. Study revealed poor hedth care
seeking, preference of private set-up and wide spread out of pocket payments (OOPs) among
participants who sought care for hypertension. Findings form regression adjusted for potential
covariates indicate that out of pocket payments (OOPs) is associated with age, sex, occupation,
duration of hypertension, and place of treatment seeking for hypertension, whereas education,
occupation, economic class, comorbidity, place of treatment and healthcare provider were

associated with relative expense.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.27.20141549
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.27.20141549; this version posted June 29, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Population under study was relatively older, female predominated, retired/homemaker by
majority. Also had low education level. Prior findings of more hypertension prevalence among
elderly, among female specially at older age in low and middle income society, justify the
sample characteristicy[31,32]. The findings of poor health care seeking for blood pressure
control, attributed to low awareness, affordability and availability of health care services
(Supplementary table 1 and 2). Among those who sought treatment OOPs were extensively
reported. This scenario corroborates with previous findings of sub-optimal health system
response for blood pressure control care[10-13,33-37]. However better system response observed
in some countries of west and far west[38]. Alike previous reportsprivate establishment was
major place of treatment seeking. Government institutions played minor role, while sizable
number sought treatment from quacks[12,20,37]. Evaluation of existing programs on prevention
and control of NCD in public health system might enlighten further on this issue. Prevalence of
OOPs, extent of relative cost varied between service utilization from government to non-
government sources as well with different service providers. The findings were in line with
previous report of the WHO Study on global AGEing and adult health (SAGE) and another study
from urban India, although, the later one did not report any significant variation in OOPs across
government and private ingtitutiong12,18]. Earlier studies ported medicine purchase as the
major share for OOP912,18,19], the present observation corroborate with those findings,
however transport and other costs imposes a substantial share of OOPs in Government set-up,
possibly indicating better accessibility for the Private treatment sources in local level. That could
also justify the preference of private sector for health care seeking, instead of having more
expenditure associated. Contrasting with previous findings the present study reported lower

incident of OOPs among male and those belonging to 50-63 years age group[10,12]. Relative
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cost (%), OOPs prevalence was proportional with level of education whereas relative cost was
inversely related with disadvantageous economic class, these findings pointed towards
significant issues of social justice and inequity with complex interrelationship[12,18]. Low
education and economic status, jointly the lower socio-economic class, owing to low awareness,
financial constraint and poor treatment seeking, which may lead to lower possibility of having
OOPs, as treatment seeking was mostly associated with some OOPs. But despite those barriers,
individual who sought treatment experienced inequitable financial burden. Same logic may have
applied for the unemployed group, having more extent of relative expenses while seeking care
but less OOPs incident. Lower OOPs among homemaker/retired individual might be due to more
utilization of government health facilities, compared to the service holders/business man who
generally had less opportunity to visit government outpatient services due to its fixed schedule.
Longer duration of hypertension may cause better treatment adherence as well requires more
intense therapy resulting in more possibility of OOPs, similar to those having one or more

comorbidities and more relative cost (%)[10].

5. Conclusion:
Limitation of the study should be interpreted in light of the results. Firstly, being a cross-
sectional study, temporal ambiguity cannot be ruled out. Secondly, as most of variables under
study are information based on recall, some recall errors may be admitted. Thirdly, measurement
of exact expenditure and assessing economic status could be debated. To counter the variability
of health care seeking, hedth care expenditure related to hypertension management was
calculated as expected cost for having complete care. This may have over represented the

relative cost (%) for treatment to some extent. Effects of residual confounding also cannot be
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ruled out. Within purview of limitations, considering the geographic and demographic
uniqueness of the Birbhum population, the findings of this study should be interpreted cautiously
for other settings. Despite these limitations, the study contributes tremendously to the existing
literature in terms of unigque study setting, use of pre-tested tools, and validated study tools. The
findings from the study suggested suboptimal financial protection of population for hypertension
care. The aspect of awareness generation and evaluation of existing programs on NCDs might be

needed for a better financial protection mechanism.
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Table 1. Characteristics of sampled hypertensive population.

Background characteristics n mean or percentage (95% CI)
Age 300 55.99 (54.58-57.41)

Total expected cost of seeking complete carefor

hypertension ([ 1)* 159 306.49 (257.65-355.33)

Relative cost (%) for treatment of hypertension* 159 13.52 (11.13-15.90)

Agegroup (years)

<50 101 33.67(28.29-39.04)

50- 63 107 35.67(30.22-41.12)

>63 92 30.67(25.42-35.91)
Education

Completed Secondary or above 48 16.00(11.83-20.17)

Completed Upper-primary 46 15.33(11.23-19.43)

Completed Primary 56 18.67(14.23-23.10)

[literate/ Below primary 150 50.00(44.31-55.69)
Sex

Female 183 61.00(55.45-66.55)

Male 117 39.00(33.45-44.55)
Social group

Others 140 46.67(40.99-52.34)

OBC 42 14.00(10.05-17.95)

SC/ST 118 39.33(33.77-44.89)
Religion

Hindu 225 75.25(70.33-80.17)

Muslim 74 24.75(19.83-29.67)
Civil status

Living with partner 195 65.00(59.57-70.43)

Not living with partner 105 35.00(29.57-40.43)
Occupation

Service/Business 65 21.67(16.98-26.36)

Labourer 47 15.67(11.53-19.80)

Homemaker/Retired/ Student 160 53.33(47.66-59.01)

Unemployed 28 9.33(6.02-12.64)

Economic Class
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Richest 75 25.00(20.07-29.93)

Upper Middle 79 26.33(21.32-31.35)

Lower-middle 70 23.33(18.52-28.15)

Poorest 76 25.33(20.38-30.28)
Duration of Hypertension (years)

<5 141 47.00(41.32-52.68)

>5 106 35.33(29.89-40.77)

Not sure/don’t know 53 17.67(13.32-22.01)
Co-morbidity

No 240 80.00(75.45-84.55)

Yes 60 20.00(15.45-24.55)
Regularity of treatment for hypertension

On regular consultation & Medication 71 23.67(18.83-28.50)

On regular medication only 39 13.00(9.17-16.83)

On irregular treatment 49 16.33(12.13-20.54)

Not on treatment 141 47.00(41.32-52.68)
Place of treatment seeking for hypertension*

Public 31 19.50(13.27-25.72)

Non-public 128 80.50(74.28-86.73)
Health care provider*

Public physician 30 18.87(12.72-25.02)

Private physician 63 39.62(31.94-47.31)

AYUSH doctor/ Other 19 11.95(6.85-17.05)

Informal healthcare provider 47 29.56(22.39-36.73)
OPP*

Absent 15 9.43(4.84-14.03)

Present 144 90.57(85.97-95.16)

_: Indian National Rupee; Cl: Confidence Interval; OBC: Other backward classes; SC:
Scheduled caste; ST: Scheduled tribe; AYUSH: Ayurveda, Y oga and Naturopathy, Unani,
Sddha and Homoeopathy; OPP: Out of Pocket Payments

* Sample characteristics is based on 159 participants representing individual sought treatment for
hypertension
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Table 2. Odds of out of pocket payment.
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Unadjusted Adjusted
OR (95% CI) p OR (95% ClI) p

Agegroup (years)

<50 1.00 1.00

50- 63 0.14 (0.02-1.13) 0.06 0.14 (0.02-1.38) 0.09

>63 0.29 (0.03-2.60) 0.27 0.47 (0.04-5.88) 0.56
Education

Completed Secondary or

above 1.00 1.00

Completed Upper-primary 0.89 (0.05-15.00) 0.93 0.39 (0.01-12.94) 0.60

Completed Primary 0.33(0.03-3.41) 0.35 0.20 (0.01-4.22) 0.30

[literate/ Below primary 0.24 (0.03-2.00) 0.19 0.09 (0.00-2.49) 0.15
Sex

Female 1.00 1.00

Male 0.70 (0.24-2.10) 0.53 0.08 (0.01-0.71) 0.02
Social group

Others 1.00 1.00

OBC 2.19(0.26-18.37) 0.47 3.13(0.28-34.91) 0.35

SC/ST 1.09 (0.34-3.43) 0.89 3.36 (0.60-18.97) 0.17
Religion

Hindu 1.00 1.00

Muslim 1.40 (0.37-5.22) 0.62 2.30(0.40-13.39) 0.35
Civil status

Living with partner 1.00 1.00

Not living with partner 0.82 (0.28-2.37) 0.71 0.95 (0.25-3.66) 0.94
Occupation

Service/Business 1.00 1.00

Labourer 0.16 (0.01-1.91) 0.15 0.08 (0.00-1.65) 0.10

Homemaker/Retired/ Student  0.27 (0.03-2.18) 0.22 0.04 (0.00-0.79) 0.03

Unemployed 0.25 (0.02-2.97) 0.27 0.17 (0.01-3.65) 0.26
Economic Class

Richest 1.00 1.00

Upper Middle 0.27 (0.05-1.42) 0.12 0.47 (0.07-3.04) 0.42

Lower-middle 0.57 (0.08-4.28) 0.59 1.14(0.12-11.18) 0.91

Poorest 0.22 (0.04-1.21) 0.08 0.40 (0.06-2.91) 0.37
Co-morbidity

No 1.00 1.00

Yes 0.74 (0.24-2.31) 0.61 0.54 (0.13-2.24) 0.39
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Duration of Hypertension

(years)
<5 1.00 1.00
>5 5.14 (1.39-19.01) 0.01 5.68 (1.24-25.99) 0.03

Place of treatment seeking
for hypertension

Public 1.00 1.00

Non-public 26.32 (6.80-101.93) <0.01 34.33(4.82-244.68) <0.01

Cl: Confidence Interval; OBC: Other backward classes; SC: Scheduled caste; ST: Scheduled
tribee OR: Odds ratio
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Table 3. Associates of relative expenses.

Unadjusted Adjusted
B (95% CI) p B (95% CI) p

Agegroup (years)

<50 0.00 0.00

50- 63 -2.39 (-8.55,3.77)  0.45 -3.22 (-9.84,3.40) 0.34

>63 0.28 (-5.78,6.33) 0.93 -1.66 (-8.51,5.19) 0.64
Education

Completed Secondary or 0.00

above 0.00

Completed Upper-primary -2.58 (-10.82,5.67) 0.54 -5.17 (-14.14,3.80) 0.26

Completed Primary -3.15(-11.02,4.73) 0.43 -10.65 (-19.78,-1.51) 0.02

[lliterate/ Below primary -1.06 (-7.69,5.56) 0.75 -11.60 (-20.88,-2.32) 0.01
Sex

Female 0.00 0.00

Male -0.94 (-5.99,4.100 0.71 -3.39 (-10.90,4.13) 0.38
Social group

Others 0.00 0.00

OBC 0.43 (-6.95,7.82) 0.91 -2.02 (-9.58,5.55) 0.60

SC/ST 3.44 (-1.78,8.66) 0.20 5.36 (-1.27,11.98) 0.11
Religion

Hindu 0.00 0.00

Muslim -0.07 (-5.54,5.40)  0.98 3.23(-3.37,9.82) 0.34
Civil status

Living with partner 0.00 0.00

Not living with partner 1.11(-3.68,5.90) 0.65 1.85(-3.62,7.32) 0.51
Occupation

Service/Business 0.00 0.00

Labourer 557 (-4.40,15.54) 0.27 5.88 (-5.04,16.79) 0.29

Homemaker/Retired/ Student  1.59 (-4.38,7.56) 0.60 0.85 (-7.88,9.59) 0.85

Unemployed 8.71(0.04,17.38) 0.05 9.34 (-1.74,20.43) 0.09
Economic Class

Richest 0.00 0.00

Upper Middle 5.54(-0.38,11.46)  0.07 7.25(0.80,13.70) 0.03

Lower-middle 5.73(-0.97,12.43) 0.09 7.83(0.65,15.00) 0.03

Poorest 10.39(3.82,16.95) 0.00 11.27 (3.82,18.71) 0.00
Co-morbidity

No 0.00 0.00

Yes 7.74 (2.59,12.89) 0.00 10.28 (4.96,15.61) <0.01
Duration of Hypertension
(years)

<5 0.00 0.00

>5 1.64 (-3.10,6.37) 0.50 2.17 (-2.62,6.97) 0.37

Place of treatment seeking
for hypertension
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Public 0.00 0.00

Non-public 9.35(3.56,15.14) 0.00 11.55 (5.74,17.37) <0.01
Health care provider

Public physician 0.00 0.00

Private physician 14.38 (8.24,20.51) <0.01 18.43 (12.13,24.73)  <0.01

AYUSH doctor/ Other 5.39(-2.72,13.50) 0.19 10.28 (2.56,17.99) 0.01

Informal healthcare provider ~ 3.40 (-3.07,9.86) 0.30 5.96 (-0.36,12.28) 0.06

Cl: Confidence Interval; OBC: Other backward classes; SC: Scheduled caste; ST: Scheduled tribe;
AYUSH: Ayurveda, Y oga and Naturopathy, Unani, S ddha and Homoeopathy; OPP: Out of Pocket
Payments; f3: Coefficient
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Supplementary table 1: Causes of seeking irregular treatment for hypertension

Factor Individual reported Percentage (95% CI)
Affordability/ Economic factor 39 44.32(33.73-54.90)
Availability/ Health system factor 37 42.05(31.53-52.56)
Awareness factor 56 63.64(53.39-73.89)

Supplementary table 2: Causes of not seeking treatment for hypertension

Factor Individual reported Per centage (95% CI)
Affordability/ Economic factor 21 14.89(8.94-20.84)
Availability/ Health system factor 24 17.02(10.74-23.30)

Awareness factor 120 85.11(79.16-91.06)
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