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Abstract  
Introduction: Health systems in fragile settings face multiple challenges in the 
implementation of responsive Non-Communicable Disease (NCD) care models. Models 
based on comprehensive person-centred primary care approaches can improve health 
system responsiveness and trust in healthcare. In Lebanon, NCDs dominate the health 
profile, but the health system is fragmented with evidence suggesting varied experiences 
with the care model. This study aims to identify people’s perceptions of the Lebanese care 
model for NCDs and trust in the health system among others, and test association between 
them. 
Methods: This study is a household survey using multistage random sampling and targeting 
adult community members (both Syrian and Lebanese) living with NCDs in Greater Beirut. 
Three main outcomes (barriers to care seeking, perceptions of the care model and trust in 
healthcare) were assessed including by multiple linear regressions. 
Results: A total of 941 respondents participated in this study. Reported NCDs were 
hypertension (51.3%) and diabetes (34.5%), followed by chronic respiratory conditions 
(21.9%) and other cardiovascular diseases (20.0%). Communities reported seeking care 
from different sources. While 78% of Lebanese participants had visited private clinics at least 
once within the 6 months preceding the survey, 56% of Syrian refugees had done so. 
Determinants of access to care were health coverage, gender, and employment among 
Lebanese, and socio-economic status among Syrian refugees. Lebanese community 
members had more positive perceptions of the care model compared to Syrian refugees and 
determinants included socio-demographic characteristics and the type of providers. Trust in 
the health system was higher among Syrian compared to Lebanese participants and was 
significantly influenced by the care model score and barriers to care seeking. 
Conclusion: Our study generated evidence about the experience of people living with NCDs 
with Lebanon’s care model, and can inform service delivery reforms towards a more 
inclusive person-centred approach. 
 
 
• What is already known on this topic  

o Health systems in fragile settings struggle to implement responsive care models 
for NCDs with limited quantitative evidence exploring community perceptions of 
care models.  

• What this study adds  
o Lebanese and Syrian communities living with NCDs in Greater Beirut experience 

challenges in access to care along with gaps in the continuity and 
comprehensiveness of services affecting trust in the health system.  

o Inequities based on socio-economic characteristics exist with vulnerable groups 
being more affected by barriers to care and negative experiences with services.   

• How this study might affect research, practice or policy   
o This study identifies reform opportunities of Lebanon’s care model for NCDs and 

provides a baseline assessment of the care model. 
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Background 
 
Non-communicable diseases (NCDs) are one of the most pressing health challenges of our 
time. Including cardiovascular diseases, cancers and mental health disorders among others, 
NCDs make up 63.8% of the global disease burden and are the primary cause of disability 
and mortality globally.1 They additionally present substantive risks when occurring in 
conjunction with other conditions, as also evident from the COVID-19 pandemic.2  
 
Addressing the NCD burden is of utmost priority and potential solutions encompass whole of 
government and population-based approaches which can assist with both primary and 
secondary prevention, such as the WHO Best Buys, as well as implementation of high-
quality, comprehensive, and continuous care models.3 Given the high global and local 
disease burden in many countries, such a model can be considered the cornerstone of a 
health systems’ service delivery. Indeed, the 2008 WHO report on Primary Health Care 
(PHC) considered the implementation of a comprehensive person-centred primary care 
model as a key determinant for improving health system responsiveness to population health 
needs, including of those affected by NCDs.4 

 
Health systems in situations of fragility 5,6 face multiple but unique challenges in relation to 
the implementation of NCD care models. First, in many countries that have faced conflict or 
major crises such as environmental shocks, both donor aid and service delivery priorities 
have historically focused on sexual and reproductive health, child health, and on addressing 
a high burden of injuries. 7 While priorities have evolved and now include provision for mental 
health and psychosocial support, comprehensive support for NCDs in situations of crisis is 
still rare despite high population prevalence.7,8 Second, for countries which are undergoing 
substantive socio-political unrest, but also economic challenges, NCD service delivery may 
be particularly needed but costly to set up.9 For example, skilling up existing health workers 
with limited NCD experience,10 investing in the continued supply and maintenance of 
medical devices and medications needed for diagnosis and disease management,11 as well 
as adapting existing, or creating new, health management and information systems12 require 
relatively high up-front costs, despite likely cost-effectiveness of such interventions.13 Across 
all these situations, successful implementation of a person-centred comprehensive and 
continuous care model is particularly difficult.  
 
Where such care models are absent or ill-implemented, as they are in many situations of 
fragility, the trust of communities and service users in the health system may be affected.14 
Fragility can also arise at the interface between community and health systems and manifest 
in this loss of trust.6 For example, trust in the health system could affect access to and use of 
medical care as well as affect a persons’ relationship with providers.15 This relationship is 
essential in the case of NCDs given the prolonged nature of service utilization that is needed 
to maintain disease control and prevent further complications. Despite its importance, trust in 
health systems is understudied, especially in low- and middle-income settings. 15 
 
This paper focuses on the case of Lebanon, an extremely fragile setting, and the perceptions 
of persons affected by common NCDs regarding the care model they encounter at health 
facilities. In Lebanon, NCDs dominate the population health profile but care for the 
conditions is affected by the general fragmentation of health services.16 A system analysis of 
NCD prevention and control in Lebanon suggested that persons of diverse socio-economic 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 24, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.24.22282716doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.24.22282716
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 4

backgrounds, and under different coverage schemes, experience different challenges in 
access to healthcare and that health seeking behaviours of affected persons are diverse but 
critically shaped by the role of trust in the overarching health system.17,18 The current study 
builds on these insights and seeks to identify people’s perceptions of the Lebanese care 
model for NCDs and trust in the health system among others, and test association between 
them. 
 
 
Methods 
 
Design, aims and objectives 
This cross-sectional study aims to survey the perceptions of adult community members 
(Syrian refugee or Lebanese host community members) living with NCDs in the Greater 
Beirut area in relation to the healthcare model they encounter when seeking care for their 
condition.  
 
The specific objectives of the study were to: 
1. describe how persons access care: from whom, what barriers are encountered, what 
factors influence these barriers; 
2. describe the perceptions of NCD patients in Greater Beirut in relation to the care model 
they encounter, including examining differences between Lebanese and Syrian participants; 
3. assess the levels of trust of the aforementioned participants in the health system and 
identify whether this is associated with self-reported health status. 
 
Sampling 
Multistage random cluster sampling was used within each sub-district of the Greater Beirut 
area, using the Probability Proportional to Size (PPS) approach and based on an existing 
sampling frame used in previous surveys.19  Within clusters, households were randomly 
selected and one eligible participant was recruited per household until the final sample size 
of 384 Syrian participants and 576 Lebanese participants was reached (see Appendix 1 for 
sample size estimation). 
 
Table 1: Eligibility criteria of participants 
Eligibility Non-eligibility 
Nationality (Syrian or Lebanese) Nationality (any other than Syrian or 

Lebanese) 
Residing in the Greater Beirut area Not residing in Greater Beirut 
NCD officially diagnosed OR on treatment 
for one of the four common non-
communicable chronic diseases: 
cardiovascular diseases, chronic respiratory 
diseases, diabetes and cancer.  

Individual is healthy and not taking 
treatments OR (NCD not officially 
diagnosed AND no NCD treatment taken) 

 
Participant recruitment 
As data collection was due to take place during the height of the COVID-19 pandemic, 
researchers employed a data collection agency offering phone-based data collection 
services. The agency already had contact details of community members agreeing to take 
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part in health-related research within the targeted geographical location. Potential 
participants were called via telephone, an information sheet and oral consent form were 
shared, and participants were then asked if they can be contacted after 2 hours or at a 
different time to check their willingness to participate. Data collection was conducted 
between October and December 2020.  
 
Data collection 
Data was collected in Arabic, using a newly developed questionnaire (see Appendix 2) which 
covered the following variables and scales:  

• Care-seeking practices over the last 6 months: number of consultations or visits to 
health facilities and providers, access to NCD care, affordability of NCD care and out 
of pocket expenditures. 

• Care model characteristics including regular and trusted relationship, continuity of 
care, comprehensiveness, coordination and other potential attributes from the 2008 
WHO report on primary health care,4 and the Johns Hopkins Primary Care 
Assessment tool.20 Perceptions on these care model characteristics were gathered in 
order to be aggregated into a care model score – the higher the score, the more 
positive the view of persons with NCDs regarding the care they receive. 

• Trust with 8 domains (honesty, communication, confidence, competence, 
confidentiality, fairness, fidelity and systems trust) as from Ozawa & Sripad (2013). 15 

• Others: socio-demographic characteristics including age, gender, health coverage, 
and social capital (structural dimension only),21 as well as self-reported overall health 
status.22  

 
The survey was piloted on 30 participants who met the eligibility criteria prior to the 
implementation of the full survey. Few edits to the Arabic version were made for better 
understanding and one item was removed from the scale on the features of the care model 
as respondents found it similar to another item. Examples were added to questions flagged 
to be difficult by data collectors in order to avoid any misinterpretation of questions and the 
risk of providing different clarifications by different data collectors during the full execution of 
the survey (to avoid information bias).  
 
Data analysis 
The data was cleaned and analysed for all participants, as well as by sub-group, 
distinguishing between Lebanese and Syrian participants. Descriptive analyses were 
conducted in relation to each variable and also sample characteristics. Continuous variables 
were reported using means and standard deviations whereas categorical variables were 
tabulated and reported using counts and proportions. 
 
Bivariate analyses assessed 1) the differences in sources of health seeking and health 
status by sub-group, and 2) the associations between selected socio-demographic 
characteristics and health-related variables with three main outcomes. The latter were 
indices and total scores referring reflective of barriers to care seeking, perceptions of the 
care model, and  trust in the health system (see Appendix 2 for details on which questions 
were used as basis for calculation). Statistical tests included: t-tests; ANOVA or Kruskal-
Wallis; Pearson’s correlation test; and Chi-square tests. For each outcome, three multiple 
linear regressions (one for each subgroup according to nationality and one for the whole 
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sample) were developed including all variables which were significantly associated with the 
outcome in the bivariate analysis (p-value < or = 0.05), in order to determine their joint 
effects. Statistical analyses were conducted using SPSS v.23. 
 
Patient and Public Involvement 
Patients or the public were not involved in the design, or conduct, or reporting, or 
dissemination plans of our research. However, a previous qualitative and participatory 
research exploring the dynamics of NCD control in Greater Beirut among communities 
informed the design and selection of outcomes of this study.  
 
Ethical considerations  
Ethical approval was ensured from the QMU Research Ethics Panel and the ethics 
committee of the Saint-Joseph University of Beirut (USJ). 
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Findings 
 
We first offer an overview of sample characteristics and then present the three main 
outcomes in three sections. 
 
Sample characteristics 
A total of 941 participants (574 Lebanese and 367 Syrian) were recruited to the study. 
Participant characteristics are summarised in Table 2. Overall, the majority of participants 
were between 46-55 years and male. Most participants were married (76%) and from a low 
educational background: 56.2% with only primary or secondary school attainment, with an 
unequal distribution by nationality (37.8% among Lebanese vs 88% among Syrian refugees). 
52% and 50% of the group were unemployed and of low-socio-economic status (SES) 
respectively. In terms of health coverage, only 36% of the Syrian refugee community and 
about 67% of the Lebanese community reported having a formal health coverage.  
 

Table 2. Socio-demographic characteristics of participants by nationality (N=941) 
Variables  Lebanese  

(n=574) 
Syrian  
(n=367) 

Total  
(n=941)  

Age categories (n, %)      
Less than 25  57 (9.9) 33 (9.0) 90 (9.6) 
26 – 35  51 (8.9) 51 (13.9) 102 (10.8) 
36 – 45  75 (13.1) 101 (27.5) 176 (18.7) 
46 – 55  159 (27.7) 102 (27.8) 261 (27.7) 
56 – 65  130 (22.6) 47 (12.8) 177 (18.8) 
66 – 75  72 (12.5) 29 (7.9) 101 (10.7) 
More than 75 30 (5.2) 4 (1.1) 34 (3.6) 

Age in years (mean; SD) 51.0 (15.9) 45.6 (13.6) 48.9 (15.2) 
Gender (n, %)    

Male 301 (52.4) 199 (54.2) 500 (53.1) 
Female 273 (47.6) 167 (45.5) 440 (46.8) 
Prefer not to mention 0 (0.0) 1 (0.3) 1 (0.1) 

Marital status (n, %)    
Married 417 (72.6) 298 (81.2) 715 (76.0) 
Widowed 43 (7.5) 31 (8.4) 74 (7.9) 
Single 107 (18.6) 35 (9.5) 142 (15.1) 
Separated/Divorced 7 (1.2) 3 (0.8) 10 (1.1) 

Educational level (n, %)    
Primary school or less 55 (9.6) 188 (51.2) 243 (25.8) 
Secondary school  162 (28.2) 124 (33.8) 286 (30.4) 
High school 191 (33.3) 37 (10.1) 228 (24.2) 
University 166 (28.9) 18 (4.9) 184 (19.6) 

Employment status (n, %)    
Employed 266 (46.3) 153 (41.7) 419 (44.5) 
Unemployed  278 (48.4) 211 (57.5) 489 (52.0) 
Retired 30 (5.2) 3 (0.8) 33 (3.5) 

Crowding index (mean ± SD) 1.23 (0.52) 2.6 (1.22) 1.78 ± 1.10 
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Socio-economic status (SES) (n, %)    
Low SES 166 (28.9) 306 (83.4) 472 (50.2) 
Middle SES 293 (51.0) 43 (11.7) 336 (35.7) 
High SES 115 (20.0) 18 (4.9) 133 (14.1) 

Health coverage (n, %)    
Yes 387 (67.4) 132 (36.0) 519 (55.2) 
No 187 (32.6) 235 (64.0) 422 (44.8) 

* 19 participants were excluded as parents reported information on non-adult patients  
living with NCD  

 
 
Reported NCDs in our sample were hypertension (51.3%) and diabetes (34.5%), followed by 
chronic respiratory conditions (21.9%) and other cardiovascular diseases (20.0%) (see 
Figure 1).  
 
 
Section 1: Access to care 
Where health care was sought 
The two studied communities reported seeking care from different sources. While 78% of 
Lebanese participants had visited private clinics at least once within the 6 months preceding 
the survey, 56% of Syrian refugees had done so. 21% of Syrian patients reported only one 
visit to private clinics. 
 
The percentages of visits to primary care centres and dispensaries differ among groups as 
well: 40% of Lebanese respondents had visited a primary care centre/dispensary at least 
once in the same period compared to 68% of Syrian respondents.  
 
The pharmacy was identified as a source of non-physician consultations for both 
communities with higher demand among Lebanese participants (56% reporting at least one 
consultation visit – compared to 40% among Syrian refugees).  
 
About one fifth of the sample reported at least one visit to the emergency department of local 
hospitals for NCD-related complaints (24% among Lebanese vs 15% among Syrian 
respondents) and about 17% of all respondents were admitted to the hospital during the 6 
months preceding the survey (21% among Lebanese compared to 11% among Syrian 
refugees). 
 
Support for health seeking 
When asked about the types of persons they would approach for support in case of urgent 
hospitalization, most Lebanese participants (92.5%) reported the ability and willingness to 
contact their immediate family and relatives, compared to 77.4% of Syrian participants. 
Other sources named by Syrian refugees were: NGOs and UN agencies (8.2%), neighbours 
(5.2%), and friends (4.9%).  
 
Self-reported health status 
About 55% of Lebanese participants reported a good or very good status – compared to only 
39% among Syrian refugees living with NCD (see Figure 2).  
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Barriers to care-seeking 
The primary barrier to care seeking was the same for both communities, and identified as 
financial barriers ; the least relevant barrier was noted as cultural. All barriers scored higher 
among the Syrian refugee community compared to the Lebanese community with the widest 
difference at the level of financial affordability of healthcare (mean difference of 1.06 over 5). 
All differences were statistically significant except for psychological barriers to healthcare. 
Appendix 3 provides a different presentation of findings by categories of answers. For 
instance, while about 21% of the Lebanese sample reported encountering financial barriers 
to care often or every time they seek healthcare, this proportion increases significantly to 
62% among the Syrian refugee group.  
 
As we anticipated that financial issues would present a main barrier to health seeking, health 
expenditures as percentage of monthly income were also assessed. Major differences within 
and between the study groups exist with higher percentages among Syrian refugees as 
about half of Syrian respondents pay at least 20% of their monthly income on health 
expenditures, compared to 27.1% among Lebanese respondents (see Appendix 4).  
 
Influences on barriers to care-seeking 
When considering the total impact of barriers on care-seeking, the total barriers to care 
seeking score suggests that Syrian refugees experience more barriers than host 
communities (Figure 3). However, when considering the median barrier score, responses 
from the two communities appear similar. Bivariate analyses suggest that lower socio-
economic status, unemployment, lower educational background, being a woman and the 
absence of health coverage all have significant bearing on whether persons experience 
barriers to care seeking (data not shown).  
 
Table 3 offers an overview of the multivariable linear regression models of barriers across all 
participants and for the subgroups. Among Lebanese participants, the presence of health 
coverage, male gender, and being in employment were the three variables most strongly 
associated with a decrease in the barrier’s score. Socio-economic status also has bearing, 
with higher socio-economic status being associated with an estimated decrease of 0.55 
(95%CI = 0.18 – 0.92) for each level of SES as well as higher education with an estimated 
decrease of 0.38 (95%CI = 0.05 – 0.71). In contrast, being female and additional years of 
age are associated with increases in the barriers’ score. For Syrian refugees, only being in 
employment and higher SES were still significantly associated with decreases in the barriers 
score. No other variables were significantly associated with the total score. 
 
Table 3. Multivariable linear regressions of barriers to care (outcome) and covariates among 

people living with NCDs in Greater Beirut – Lebanon (2021) 
 Multivariable models 
 Lebanese (n=574) Syrian (n=367) All (N=941) 
Variables Estimate [95% CI] Estimate [95%CI] Estimate [95% CI] 
Age  0.04 [0.02; 0.06] 0.02 [-0.03; 0.05] 0.03 [0.01; 0.05] 
Gender (baseline = male) 0.74 [0.19; 1.29] 0.25 [-0.57; 1.06] 0.62 [0.17; 1.07] 
Marital status  0.14 [-0.23; 0.51] - 0.42 [-0.93; -0.08] - 0.10 [- 0.39; 0.19] 
Education  - 0.38 [-0.71; -0.05] -0.23 [-0.65; 0.18] - 0.36 [- 0.62; - 0.10] 
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Current employment - 0.66 [-1.25; -0.06] - 1.48 [-2.36; -0.60] - 0.92 [- 1.41; - 0.44] 
Socio-economic status  - 0.55 [-0.92; -0.18] - 1.12 [-1.74; -0.50] - 0.71 [- 1.02; - 0.40] 
Nationality (baseline = Lebanese) NA NA 0.87 [0.32; 1.43] 
Health coverage -1.35 [-1.89; -0.80] - 0.63 [-1.30; 0.04] - 1.05 [- 1.48; - 0.63] 
Willingness to approach immediate 
family/relatives for help 

NS - 0.44 [-1.17; 0.29] - 0.16 [- 0.75; 0.42] 

 
 
Section 2: Perceptions on the NCD care model 
 
In this section, we summarize the perceptions of communities regarding the NCD care 
model. Perceptions are summarised according to the features of a person-centred primary 
health care model (for full list of questions that survey participants answered relating to this 
see Appendix 2). For full findings of the analyses please see Appendix 5. The higher the 
care model score, the better the perceptions of surveyed participants regarding the care they 
receive; perceptions are summarised according to domains below.   
 
Availability of a regular and trusted health provider 
At least 83% of the Lebanese participants either agreed or strongly agreed with each of the 
statements about having a stable and regular relationship with an accessible main provider 
as an entry point to the health system. This percentage is 62% among the Syrian refugee 
group.  
 
Continuity of care 
About 80% of Lebanese agreed or strongly agreed with being able to regularly use health 
services to follow-up on their condition(s). Only 49% of Syrian refugees said this.  
 
Comprehensiveness of services 
When asked about care coordination, the coordination of information and of services 
between different providers were acknowledged positively by about 85% and 64% of 
Lebanese and Syrian respondents respectively.  
 
Only 78% of Lebanese respondents agreed they received appropriate care for all their health 
problems, and a lower percentage (68%) agreed that they can access secondary and tertiary 
NCD prevention services such as cancer screening and early detection of NCD 
complications. In contrast, among Syrian respondents, 46% agreed they received 
appropriate care, and 34% said they could access relevant secondary and tertiary 
prevention services.  
 
Person-centredness  
Only 67% of the Lebanese, and 43% of the Syrian participants, acknowledged that their 
health providers know them very well as persons and not just their medical condition(s). A 
higher percentage (81% for Lebanese and 65% for Syrian) acknowledged they were able to 
share their opinion about the provided care and get explanations from health providers. 
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Finally, at least 87% of respondents in both communities agreed with statements on the 
cultural competence of providers. There were no major differences between the two 
communities.  
 
Influences on overall perceptions of the care model 
While outliers exist across both groups, Lebanese respondents had significantly better 
perceptions of the care model compared to Syrian respondents (Figure 4). 
 
Bivariate and multivariate analyses investigated the association between the total care 
model score and socio-demographic characteristics of participants as well as barriers to 
care, type of main provider and sources of healthcare seeking (e.g. visits to PHC centres). 
Appendix 6 provides the detailed results of bivariate analyses, and regressions are 
presented in Table 4. 
 
Across Lebanese participants, positive perceptions of the care model were significantly 
associated with participants having health coverage and higher levels of educational 
attainment. This relationship remains significant even when accounting for barriers to care 
seeking. Further, perceptions of the care model differed according to the type of health care 
provider that participants sought care from: the total care model score was highest for those 
seeking care from specialists, and gradually lower for the other categories (family 
physicians, general practitioners and lowest for pharmacists). Consultation visits to private 
clinics and to pharmacies are also associated with increases of the care score.  
 
For Syrian participants, positive perceptions of the care model were also associated with 
participants having health coverage, higher levels of educational attainment and with being 
part of a higher socio-economic group. The effect of health coverage was higher for this 
group compared to Lebanese participants. Barriers to care remained a negative influence 
and differences between the types of care providers were similar among this group as for the 
Lebanese one. Visits to private clinics had no bearing on perceptions of the care model, 
however, visits to pharmacies were still associated with increases in the care model score.  
 
Table 4. Multivariable linear regressions of care model score (outcome) and other covariates 
among people living with NCDs in Greater Beirut – Lebanon (2021) 

Variables 

Lebanese (n=574) 
Estimate [95% CI] 

Syrian (n=367) 
Estimate [95% CI] 

Both communities 
(N=941) 
Estimate [95% CI] 

Age  NS NS 0.10 [0.06; 0.14] 
Gender (baseline = male)  -0.84 [-2.19; 0.50] NS NS 
Marital status (baseline = 
married)  

NS NS 0.74 [0.02; 1.47] 

Education 1.04 [0.31; 1.76] 1.68 [1.09; 2.26] 1.40 [0.75; 2.05] 
Current employment  -0.61 [-2.07; 0.85] - 0.46 [-1.64; 0.73] 0.29 [–0.80; 1.37] 
Socio-economic status  0.80 [-0.10; 1.71] 1.35 [0.54; 2.15] 1.59 [0.81; 2.38] 
Nationality (baseline = 
Lebanese)  

NA NA – 1.63 [– 3.04; – 0.21] 
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Willingness to approach 
immediate family/relatives for 
help 

NS 0.75 [-0.87; 2.37] 0.16 [– 1.29; 1.62] 

Health coverage 2.31 [0.94; 3.69] 4.55 [3.38; 5.72] 2.82 [1.74; 3.89] 
Barriers to care -0.67 [-0.87; -0.46] -0.68 [-0.86; -0.50] – 0.28 [–0.45; –0.11] 
Main provider  2.08 [1.38; 2.79] 2.85 [2.20; 3.51] 1.63 [1.02; 2.23]  
Visits to private clinics 0.65 [0.09; 1.21] 0.06 [-0.30; 0.42] – 0.11 [– 0.43; 0.21] 
Visits to PHC centres -0.43 [-0.89; 0.03] -0.10 [-0.44; 0.23] – 0.18 [– 0.48; 0.12] 
Visits to pharmacy 
(consultations) 

0.75 [0.31; 1.19] 0.83 [0.45; 1.21] 0.67 [0.32; 1.01] 

Visits to Hospital ER -0.20 [-1.41; 1.02] NS – 0.15 [– 1.13; 0.82] 
Hospital admissions 0.33 [-0.93; 1.59] 0.62 [-0.19; 1.43] 0.77 [0.18; 1.72] 

NA = Not applicable; NS = Not significant at the bivariate level / not included in the model  
 
 
Section 3: Trust in the health system 
 
Participants were asked for their average level of agreement relating to a series of 
statements corresponding to the Ozawa et al. (2013) framework on trust in the health 
system.15  
 
High levels of agreement were reported in relation to statements on communication with 
health providers, confidentiality, competence, and honesty. Lebanese respondents ranked 
the related statements in this same order with corresponding percentages of agreement 
decreasing from 92.9% (for communication) to 78.2% (for honesty). Syrian refugees scored 
those statements very high as well, but communication moved to fourth place (with an 
agreement percentage of 86.4%) after the following: confidentiality (94.3%), competence 
(91.0%) and honesty (88.5%).  
 
Lower levels of agreements were identified for confidence in the reliability of the health 
system (67.4% of Lebanese respondents and 77.6% of Syrian respondents), fairness of the 
system to provide care to disadvantaged and vulnerable groups (57.3% of Lebanese 
respondents and 72.5% of Syrian respondents) and the fidelity of health providers to work 
beyond self-gain (46.8% of Lebanese respondents and 55.9% of Syrian respondents). 
Finally, the statement around the overall system trust scored at 78.6% of agreement among 
the Lebanese group and 84.5% among the Syrian group. (See appendix 7 for full results) 
 
Influences on trust in the health system 
Limited differences between the trust score of Lebanese and Syrian refugee respondents 
are evident (see figure 5): the median among both groups are closely aligned and while 
views of Syrian refugees appear more positive and show less dispersion, it is clear that 
outliers exist. 
 
Bivariate analyses suggested multiple variables (most socio-demographic and barriers to 
care, sources of health seeking, care model score and reported health status) significantly 
influenced trust in the health system. However, many of those variables were no longer 
significant in the multivariable analysis (presented in table 5). Importantly, trust in the health 
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system was negatively associated with health status, however this relationship was not 
statistically significant.  
 
For Lebanese participants, increases in care model score and decreases in barriers to 
seeking care are both significantly associated with increases in the trust score. The outcome 
increases by 0.25 (95% CI = 0.20; 0.29) for each one-unit increase in the care model score 
and by 0.32 (95% CI = 0.21; 0.43) for each one-unit decrease in the ‘barriers to care’ score. 
The type of health provider and visits to pharmacy for consultations are also significantly 
associated with trust in care. Analyses suggest that the trust scores are highest among 
those seeking care at specialists. In contrast, seeking care from the pharmacy was 
associated with a decrease in trust. Health coverage had limited bearing on trust, and trust 
itself was not significantly associated with health status (i.e. disproving the relationship that 
improved outcomes may bolster trust in the system). 
 
For Syrian refugees, a positive perception of the care model remained significantly 
associated with higher levels of trust. The type of the main provider was also significantly 
associated with trust in healthcare with a higher estimate (1.16 with 95%CI = 0.66; 1.67) 
compared to the Lebanese sub-group. Health coverage remained significantly associated 
with the outcome at this multivariable level (estimate = 0.98 and 95%CI = 0.14; 1.83) unlike 
among the Lebanese community. Trust was positively associated with health status, 
however this relationship was not statistically significant. 
 

Table 5. Multivariable linear regression of trust in healthcare (outcome) and covariates 
among people living with NCDs in Greater Beirut – Lebanon (2021) 

Variables 
Lebanese (n=574) 
Estimate [95% CI] 

Syrian (n=367) 
Estimate [95% CI] 

Both communities 
Estimate [95%CI] 

Age  -0.02 [-0.04; 0.01] NS -0.02 [-0.04; 0.01] 
Education  0.21 [-0.20; 0.62] -0.09 [-0.55; 0.38] 0.20 [-0.11; 0.51] 
Employment 0.01 [-0.66; 0.67] NS -0.97 [-1.34; -0.60] 

Nationality NA NA 2.05 [1.41; 2.69] 
Health coverage  0.03 [-0.66; 0.73] 0.98 [0.14; 1.83] 0.47 [-0.05; 0.99] 
Barriers to care -0.32 [-0.43; -0.21] -0.08 [-0.20; 0.04] -0.26 [-0.34; -0.18] 
Main provider  0.44 [0.08; 0.80] 1.16 [0.66; 1.67] 0.59 [0.31; 0.88] 
Visits to private clinics 0.08 [-0.20; 0.30] 0.17 [-0.01; 0.36] 0.17 [0.02; 0.32] 
Visits to PHC centres -0.08 [-0.31; 0.15] NS NS 
Visits to pharmacy 
(consultations) 

-0.28 [-0.49; -0.06] 0.11 [-0.15; 0.37] -0.07 [-0.24; 0.09] 

Visits to hospital ER 0.20 [-0.40; 0.79] 0.41 [-0.33; 1.15] 0.23 [-0.23; 0.69] 
Hospital admissions -0.16 [-0.78; 0.45] 0.08 [-0.59; 0.75] -0.23 [-0.68; 0.22] 
Care model score  0.25 [0.20; 0.29] 0.17 [0.14; 0.21] 0.22 [0.19; 0.25] 
Health Status NS 0.01 [-0.55; 0.56] -0.37 [-0.77; 0.02] 
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Discussion 
 
Our findings indicate that access to NCD services in the capital of Lebanon is inequitable, 
with Syrian refugees experiencing more barriers to care seeking compared to host 
community members. Principal factors that affect health seeking and service accessibility 
include refugee status, poor socio-economic status and absence of health coverage. 
Findings indicate that the two communities seek care from different sources: Syrian refugees 
rely primarily on primary care centres and dispensaries, compared to Lebanese host 
community members who primarily seek care from specialists. Pharmacies were also 
identified as an important source of health service provision. 
 
Primary barriers to care seeking were the same among both communities and relate to 
financial challenges to care access. For Lebanese persons, health coverage, gender and 
employment were important influences on access to care; for Syrian refugees, socio-
economic status only is statistically significantly associated with this. Health status among 
both communities was poor overall: approx. 5 in 10 Lebanese community members reported 
being in good health, compared to 4 in 10 for Syrian refugees.  
 
Perceptions of the care model significantly differ by community. Lebanese community 
members generally have more positive perceptions compared to Syrian refugees. Among 
Lebanese participants this can be partly attributed to presence of health coverage and level 
of education, even when accounting for barriers to care seeking. However, for this group of 
participants, positive perceptions correlated with the type of health care provider accessed: 
those accessing specialists and private clinics were likeliest to have positive perceptions. For 
Syrian refugees, health care coverage, level of education and socio-economic status also 
influenced perceptions of the care model, but barriers to care negatively influenced 
perceptions. There were no differences in perceptions depending on whether care was 
sought from private providers. 
 
Trust in the health system was higher among Syrian compared to Lebanese participants, but 
differences in scores were notable by item. For example, approx. half of Lebanese 
participants perceived the system as fair in its care provision to disadvantaged and 
vulnerable groups, compared to almost three quarters of Syrian refugees. Trust was 
significantly influenced by the care model score and barriers to care seeking. 
 
Evidence on inequitable  access to health services is high in LMIC even with the 
implementation of health reforms and interventions.23 Levesque et al. (2013) conceptualised 
access to care by integrating factors from both supply and demand sides and the context 
(e.g. urban areas), and summarized them in five concepts: approachability; acceptability; 
availability and accommodation; affordability; and appropriateness.24 Our study findings 
showed gaps in all those dimensions and validated that reducing inequities in access to care 
should tackle different elements such as cultural and psychological barriers (affecting 
acceptability), and financial barriers to care affecting the capacity of people to use health 
services.  
  
Our findings identified disparities in terms of services provided to different community 
members by exploring how different communities perceived the NCD care received. 
Empirical research in other LMIC settings also investigated perceptions and attributes of the 
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care model and explored inequities in the distribution of primary care services.  For instance, 
Pongpirul et al. (2009) reported satisfactory but inequitable features of primary care between 
different regions in Thailand and therefore identified pitfalls in the PHC policy of the country 
that need to be addressed.25 Our study also highlighted more positive perceptions – likely 
associated with better care features – within the private sector. Similar findings were 
reported by a study in Hong Kong where primary care experiences were better when 
received from private providers,26 showing the importance of such approaches to understand 
the differences in primary care quality of services in the case of multiple providers. In terms 
of the specialty of providers, a study in Taiwan showed that patients visiting primary care 
physicians reported better experiences in relation with several domains such as continuity, 
coordination and comprehensiveness of services, compared to those seeking care from 
specialists.27 These findings from a setting where there is no restriction on physician choice 
such as Lebanon contradict the findings of our study, suggesting that more support is 
needed for the primary care workforce in Lebanon to take the lead on providing essential 
services and have the power to be gatekeepers of the health system.    
 
This survey offered insights on the complexity of trust in healthcare and its determinants. 
The first observation is that community members identified gaps in different aspects of trust 
– related to both interpersonal trust and institutional trust, confirming the dynamic and multi-
dimensional characteristics of this concept.28 Of major importance were the lower scores on 
the reliability and fairness of the system (elements of institutional trust) and the fidelity of 
providers to work beyond self-gain (element of interpersonal trust), compared to other 
dimensions such as competence of providers and confidentiality. This difference in 
perceptions between domains may relate to general perceptions of commercialization of 
healthcare in Lebanon,16 and confirms that structural reforms in the system towards 
universal health coverage would contribute to increasing trust of communities in the health 
system.  
 
Our findings also validated hypotheses from previous research studies on the impact of 
accessibility of care, primary care features of provided services and the type of providers on 
people’s trust in healthcare.17-18 However, an unexpected observation was the negative 
association between receiving pharmacist consultations and trust in healthcare, even though 
this same variable of pharmacist consultations was associated with more positive 
perceptions of care. A reasonable explanation is that community members view accessing 
pharmacists as easier compared to physicians but acquire negative perceptions on the 
health system because of the need to find such alternatives. Therefore, the discussion about 
the role of different providers within the health system in Lebanon and in other fragile 
contexts should take into account providers contribution to the delivery of quality services 
and also the impact on community trust in the system and its implications of their relationship 
with the system. 
 
Strengths and limitations  
This survey adds to the literature on NCD care delivery and its perceptions from diverse 
communities in Lebanon, a fragile context. Given the robust sampling methods used, 
findings are generalisable to other urban contexts in Lebanon, and thus can provide high 
quality evidence for informing health system strengthening approaches which promote equity 
and responsiveness to community needs. However, a few limitations can be identified. First, 
findings cannot be used to extrapolate on care delivery in rural contexts in Lebanon or 
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elsewhere. Second, social desirability bias could have contributed to participants noting 
higher levels of trust in healthcare among the refugee community despite poorer perceptions 
of the primary care model among them. Nonetheless, the high similarity in the rank of trust 
dimensions and in some determinants of trust between the study subgroups suggests a low 
risk of bias.  
 
Conclusion  
Our study suggests that communities in Lebanon experience and perceive differences in 
NCD care access and provision. Evidence generated from this paper could guide service 
delivery reforms and inform how to make the process and targets of NCD service delivery for 
NCDs in Lebanon and other similar fragile contexts more inclusive and person-centred.  
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