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A multilevel analysis of the prevalence and factors associated with 

multimorbidity in South Africa using 2016 Demographic and Health 

Survey data.  

Multimorbidity in Sub-Saharan Africa is under researched and includes distinct 

disease combinations to those seen in high income countries. The aim of this 

study was to determine the prevalence and distribution of multimorbidity in 

South Africa, as well as the associated individual, area-level and contextual 

factors. Multilevel logistic regression analyses were conducted on nationally 

representative 2016 South Africa Demographic Health Survey Data. The sample 

included 5,342 individuals (level 1) who completed the Adult Health 

questionnaire living in 691 neighbourhoods (level 2) from nine provinces (level 

3). Multimorbidity was present in 44.6% of the study population and ranged from 

36.8% in Gauteng to 52.8% in Eastern Cape. Individuals who were older, 

women, formerly married, black, obese, consumed a medium amount of sugary 

drinks, received education to primary or secondary school level or exposed to 

smoke at work had an increased risk of multimorbidity. Province level factors 

including poverty, rurality and unemployment, as well as neighbourhood level 

poverty were associated with multimorbidity. Some evidence of residual 

multimorbidity clustering was observed at the neighbourhood but not province 

level. Therefore, strategies that aim to tackle multimorbidity should address the 

risk factors identified and the wider determinants of health within 

neighbourhoods. 

Keywords: multimorbidity; inequalities; South Africa; global health; non-

communicable diseases. 
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Background  

Individuals living with multimorbidity, defined as the co-existence of two or 

more chronic diseases, have a reduced quality of life, increased need to utilise 

healthcare, and greater mortality (Frølich et al., 2019; Loprinzi et al., 2016; Makovski et 

al., 2019; Nunes et al., 2016; Sum et al., 2019). Approximately 37% of the global 

population is believed to be multimorbid, with the burden primarily on the elderly 

(Chowdhury et al., 2023). Nevertheless, multimorbidity remains under researched 

compared to single conditions – this is particularly notable in low- and middle-income 

countries (LMICs) where only 5% of multimorbidity research originates (Xu et al., 

2017).  

Multimorbidity is increasing in LMICs, particularly in Sub-Saharan Africa 

(SSA), due to population ageing, lifestyle changes, and a changing climate and 

environment (Chowdhury et al., 2023). Additionally, multimorbidity in SSA is distinct 

from that of high-income countries due to the high prevalence of persistent infectious 

diseases (including human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) and tuberculosis), maternal 

and neonatal diseases, and injury related diseases co-occurring with non-communicable 

diseases (NCDs) (Oni et al., 2015). Concerningly, reports have also suggested that 

multimorbidity is appearing at younger ages in SSA (Oni et al., 2015). Therefore, 

research within this context is required to inform the specific healthcare management of 

multimorbidity in SSA.  

South Africa is an upper-middle-income country within SSA, and one of its 

most urbanised and developed nations (McGranahan & Martine, 2012; World Bank, 

2024). Many health inequalities exist in South Africa across socioeconomic, ethnic, and 

geographical divisions (Ataguba et al., 2011; Weimann et al., 2016). These inequalities 

are partly a legacy of the Apartheid era, which divided the population by race and 
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deprived most South Africans of basic human rights, and the high levels of 

unemployment and urbanisation seen since the advent of democracy in 1994 (Chopra & 

Sanders, 2004). Indeed, poorer groups are reported to experience a higher burden of 

NCDs, and a higher prevalence of NCD risk factors including binge drinking and 

obesity, despite NCDs being viewed as diseases of affluence (World Obesity 

Federation, 2020). 

There is considerable heterogeneity in prevalence estimates of multimorbidity in 

South Africa. A recent systematic review found estimates ranging from 3-23% in 

studies with younger people, and 30-88% in older adults (Roomaney et al., 2021). This 

is due to contrasting study designs and differing definitions of multimorbidity: 

definitions that capture more chronic conditions will result in a higher multimorbidity 

prevalence. Of the single conditions that make up multimorbidity, hypertension, 

anaemia, and HIV are believed to be the most prevalent (Roomaney et al., 2022). 

Identified individual-level risk factors for multimorbidity in South Africa 

include sex, age, area of residence, occupation, education, income, marital status and 

body mass index (BMI) (Alaba & Chola, 2013; Garin et al., 2016; Roomaney et al., 

2021). However, the literature is sparse and contradictory. The role of an individual’s 

area of residence on multimorbidity, which has been demonstrated in Ghana, is likely 

also important in South Africa and intra-context correlation needs to be considered 

(Kuuire et al., 2023). Higher burdens of multimorbidity have been reported in parts of 

KwaZulu-Natal and Eastern Cape and lower burdens in the provinces of Limpopo and 

Mpumalanga (Weimann et al., 2016). However, there has been no research into the 

extent of variation of multimorbidity by area in South Africa which is important to 

understand the influence of specific contexts on multimorbidity.  
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This study aims to determine the prevalence and distribution of multimorbidity 

in South Africa, as well as the individual, neighbourhood, provincial and contextual 

factors associated with multimorbidity. This research will inform policy makers to 

allocate resources appropriately, to develop prevention programmes and manage 

multimorbidity. 

 

Materials and methods 

Study design and data sources 

A multilevel logistic regression analysis of South Africa Demographic and 

Health Survey (DHS) (SADHS) 2016 data was conducted. SADHS 2016 is a nationally 

representative cross-sectional household survey that provides information on 

demographic and health indicators. 

The DHS programme has assisted with over 350 nationally representative 

household surveys across 90 countries since 1984 (Corsi et al., 2012; United States 

Agency for International Development, 2023). Surveys are usually conducted every five 

years per country, with topics tailored to relevant population health issues. The DHS is 

an important source of data for policy making, monitoring and evaluation in many 

LMICs.  

The SADHS 2016 followed a stratified two-stage sample design (National 

Department of Health et al., 2019). Seven hundred and fifty primary sampling units 

(PSUs) were selected from the 26 sampling strata, based on urban, traditional and rural 

areas for each of the nine provinces in South Africa (there was no strata for traditional 

areas in Western Cape). A fixed number of 20 dwelling units (DUs) were randomly 

selected from each of the PSUs. This design permits estimates of key variables for the 
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country, for each of the nine provinces, and of urban, rural and traditional areas. Data 

collection took place over six months, from 27 June 2016 to 4 November 2016. 

All DUs were eligible for the primary modules on women, fertility and children, 

and half were subsampled for modules on men and adult health. The adult health 

module included self-reported chronic conditions and biomarker collection, for 

anthropometry, anaemia, hypertension, HBA1c levels for diabetes, and HIV, for those 

aged over 15.  

All participants of SADHS 2016 completed consent forms. The anonymised 

datasets with necessary permissions were obtained from the DHS programme 

(https://www.dhsprogram.com/data/) for this secondary analysis, and no further ethical 

clearance was required. 

Study population 

Men and women aged 18 and over were eligible for inclusion into this study if 

they contributed data to SADHS 2016 adult health modules. Individuals under 18 were 

excluded to ensure comparability to the literature. Individuals were also excluded from 

the study if they were missing information on the multimorbidity outcome. 

Variables 

Outcome variable 

Multimorbidity is measured by counting the number of co-existing chronic 

conditions, with a cut-off of at two or more conditions (Johnston et al., 2019). Twelve 

current chronic diseases contributed to the binary multimorbidity outcome 

(multimorbidity or no multimorbidity): tuberculosis, hypertension, stroke, high blood 

cholesterol, anaemia, chronic bronchitis, diabetes, asthma, cancer, heart disease, HIV, 

and chronic pain. These were recorded through self- and biomarker-reports. Unlike 
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previous research, individuals missing any information on a biomarker reported disease 

were coded as missing rather than not having the disease, as this was believed to reduce 

misclassification bias (Roomaney et al., 2022). 

In the adult health module, individuals were asked about the presence of several 

diseases (tuberculosis, stroke, hypertension, high blood cholesterol, chronic bronchitis, 

diabetes, asthma, cancer, heart disease, and chronic pain) and whether they took 

medication for the diseases. For example, participants were asked ‘Has a doctor, nurse 

or health worker told you that you have or have had any of the following conditions: 

heart disease?’, with participants responding either ‘Yes’, ‘No’ or ‘Don’t know’ 

(National Department of Health et al., 2019). A response of ‘Don’t know’ was recoded 

as ‘No’. Individuals who self-reported a disease did not always concurrently report 

taking medication for the disease. To ensure diseases were chronic, tuberculosis had to 

have occurred within the previous 12 months and chronic pain had to last longer than 

three months; these were confirmed with responses to further questions.  

Biomarker-measured diseases (hypertension, anaemia, diabetes, and HIV) were 

collected from blood specimens from finger pricks and measured using validated 

instruments in consenting individuals.  

Digital blood pressure monitors were used to take three blood pressure 

measurements, at intervals of three minutes or more (National Department of Health et 

al., 2019). As per convention, the study excluded the first blood pressure measurement 

and utilised an average of the remaining two measurements (Roomaney et al., 2022). 

Hypertension was classified as individuals who have either a systolic blood pressure of 

≥140 mm Hg or a diastolic blood pressure of ≥90 mm Hg (World Health Organisation, 

2023). People with non-hypertensive biomarkers who self-reported that they were on 

medication to treat hypertension were recorded as hypertensive. Implausible biological 
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marker values were recoded as missing (SBP <69 or >271 mm Hg, DBP <29 or >151 

mm Hg).  

For anaemia, non-pregnant women, pregnant women, and men with 

haemoglobin levels below 7 g/dl, 9g/dl and 9 g/dl were classified as anaemic, 

respectively (National Department of Health et al., 2019). Anaemia testing was carried 

out on site and results were adjusted for smoking status and altitude. Dried blood spots 

analysed at the Global Clinical and Viral Laboratory in Durban were used to record 

diabetes and HIV.  Individuals with HbA1c ≥ 6.5 mmol recorded by a blood chemistry 

analyser were classified as diabetic, as were those with healthy HbA1c values who self-

reported taking diabetes medication. An enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) 

was used to test for HIV, a second ELISA and an alternative confirmatory rapid test 

(Bio-Rad) were used to confirm the initial ELISA test. Individuals were either classified 

as HIV positive, HIV negative or inconclusive, those who were inconclusive were 

recoded as missing.  

Explanatory variables 

Included explanatory variables were informed by literature review and a-priori 

reasoning, all were self-reported or derived from self-reported variables. The 

socioeconomic variables included were household wealth index, education level, 

occupational status, health insurance and marital status. Individual level health variables 

included BMI (missing for women who were pregnant or had been in the last two 

months), dietary health, sugary drink intake, smoking status, alcohol drinking and 

exposure to smoke at work. Two variables representing access to old and new media, 

respectively, were included as a proxy for access to health information. Finally, 

variables for age, sex and ethnicity were also included. Those who answered ‘don’t 

know’ were recorded as missing information on that variable. Further information on 
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how these variables were derived and coded can be found in Table S1 in the 

Supplementary file. 

Neighbourhoods were defined as respondents from clusters of households which 

serve as the PSU within the DHS. Poverty, rurality, and unemployment level were 

chosen as the neighbourhood and province level explanatory variables, with illiteracy 

only investigated at the neighbourhood level. These were defined as the proportion of 

individuals living in the most deprived group for each neighbourhood and province 

(proportion in the lowest wealth category, living rural or traditional, unemployed and 

illiterate). This was split into three categories (low, medium and high), with 

neighbourhood rurality as a binary variable, and calculated with the larger adult-health 

sample (N= 9,512) to include more contextual information.  

Statistical methods 

To describe and compare the characteristics of individuals in the study 

population with and without multimorbidity, descriptive statistics were produced which 

summarised the included covariates in those with and without multimorbidity. A 

description of the data by province was also produced. To identify the conditions 

contributing most to the burden of multimorbidity the prevalence of each chronic 

condition in the study population was recorded. All analyses were conducted using 

STATA 18 and descriptive analyses were adjusted for sample weight, stratification and 

clustering as per DHS recommendations (StataCorp, 2023). 

To analyse the individual/ household (level 1), neighbourhood (level 2) and 

province (level 3) level factors associated with multimorbidity, multivariable multilevel 

logistic regression models were produced. Multilevel analysis has been utilised in much 

prior social epidemiology research when investigating hierarchical data and considers 

the individual probability of the outcome to be statistically dependent on area of 
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residence (Benebo et al., 2018; Bolarinwa et al., 2022; Consolazio et al., 2021; Due et 

al., 2009; Ijaiya et al., 2022; Liyew & Teshale, 2020). The method is ideal to discover 

the determinants of multimorbidity, their differences across hierarchical levels and the 

magnitude of the clustering effects at these levels, for an accessible introduction see 

(Merlo, Chaix, et al., 2005a, 2005b; Merlo et al., 2006; Merlo, Yang, et al., 2005). Five 

multilevel models were produced. Model 1 contained no covariates to demonstrate the 

variance in the outcome variable attributed to clustering at the neighbourhood and 

province level. Model 2, 3 and 4 included individual-level, neighbourhood-level and 

province-level variables only respectively. Finally, model 5 was fully adjusted and 

included all individual-level, neighbourhood-level and province-level variables. This 

method allows an investigation into how much of the neighbourhood and province level 

differences in the outcome were explained by individual, neighbourhood and province 

level characteristics. 

Adjusted odds ratios with 95% confidence intervals were reported for fixed 

effects associations between individual, neighbourhood and province level variables and 

the outcome. Measures of area-level variance from random effects, were the median 

odds ratio (MOR) and variance partition coefficient (VPC). The MOR estimates the 

variance in multimorbidity expressed as an odds ratio attributed to neighbourhood and 

province contexts and represents the extent to which the individual probability of 

multimorbidity is determined by residing in a neighbourhood and province. The MOR 

can be conceptualised as the median increased risk of multimorbidity from moving to an 

area with a higher risk (Larsen & Merlo, 2005; Merlo et al., 2006). The VPC represents 

the proportion of response variance at the neighbourhood and province levels of the 

model. A Chi-squared test was used to determine the strength of evidence for variation 

at the neighbourhood and province level.  
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The number of observations with missing data for each variable was reported. A 

complete case analysis was conducted which is valid if missingness is, conditional on 

the covariates, independent of the outcome which seemed likely (e.g. consent to 

measure BMI may be less likely to be given for obese patients) (White & Carlin, 2010).  

The effects of excluding individuals who contributed to the adult health module 

of SADHS 2016 but were missing information on chronic diseases that contributed to 

the outcome was investigated. Missingness of each chronic disease, demographic 

information of those missing outcome data and missingness by province were 

summarised. Additionally, a sensitivity analysis was conducted using this larger sample, 

including individuals missing information on chronic diseases, to account for missing 

outcome data with multiple imputation using chained equations (Rubin, 2004). The data 

was imputed 25 times based on the missing at random (MAR) approach, which assumes 

that the expansive information available on demographics and other diseases predict 

most of the variation in missing data (Little & Rubin, 2019). Data checks were made 

following imputation to ensure pregnant or recently pregnant women’s BMI was 

missing. The statistical analysis plan was repeated with this imputed sample (N=9,512 

weighted). 

Results  

Characteristics of the study population 

Figure 1 shows the study population selection process (N=5,650, weighted 

sample N=5,342). Of the 15,292 households selected for the SADHS sample, 11,083 

(83%) were successfully interviewed. 12,717 individuals were identified for the adult 

health subsample, and 10,336 completed interviews (81%) of whom 9,468 (91.6%) 
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were aged 18 or over and 5,650 (59.6%) with complete outcome data were included in 

this analysis. 

Figure 1. Study population selection process. 

Descriptive data 

The study population adjusted for sample weight, stratification and clustering 

included 5,342 adults (level 1), living in 691 neighbourhoods (level 2) from nine 

provinces (level 3) in South Africa. The baseline characteristics of the study population 

are described in Table 1. Multimorbidity was present in 44.6% (N=2,382) of the study 

population, with women having a higher prevalence than men (51.4% and 33.1%, 

respectively). The mean age of adults in this sample was 41.6 (SD 17.6) years, 

individuals with multimorbidity were substantially older. The majority of the 

participants were black (86.4%), never smokers (75.8%), unemployed (64.9%), and 

received education up to secondary level (62.6%). Individuals with and without 

multimorbidity were balanced in terms of wealth and ethnicity. Healthy diets, lower 

sugary drink intake, never smoking and never drinking were more common amongst 

those with multimorbidity, but multimorbid individuals were more likely to be obese. 

Table 1. Characteristics of the study population by multimorbidity status. 

    Overall  
People without 
multimorbidity  

People with 
multimorbidity  

Total, N (% row)  5,342 (100.0%) 2,960 (55.4%) 2,382 (44.6%) 
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Individual socio-economic variables     
Wealth index, N 
(% col) Poorest  1,128 (21.1%) 628 (21.2%) 500 (21.0%) 

  Poorer 1,063 (19.9%) 588 (19.9%) 475 (19.9%) 

  Middle 1,150 (21.5%) 628 (21.2%) 521 (21.9%) 

  Richer 1,039 (19.5%) 569 (19.2%) 470 (19.7%) 

  Richest 962 (18.0%) 546 (18.4%) 416 (17.5%) 
Education, N (% 
col) No education 448 (8.4%) 154 (5.2%) 294 (12.3%) 

  Primary 1,021 (19.1%) 437 (14.8%) 584 (24.5%) 

  Secondary 3,342 (62.6%) 2,018 (68.2%) 1,324 (55.6%) 

  Higher 531 (9.9%) 351 (11.8%) 180 (7.6%) 
Occupation, N 
(% col) Unemployed 3,464 (64.9%) 1,856 (62.7%) 1,609 (67.5%) 

  Professional/technical  304 (5.7%) 195 (6.6%) 108 (4.6%) 

  Clerical 166 (3.1%) 102 (3.4%) 65 (2.7%) 

  Agricultural 69 (1.3%) 40 (1.3%) 29 (1.2%) 

  Domestic service 100 (1.9%) 46 (1.6%) 54 (2.3%) 

  Sales and services 274 (5.1%) 161 (5.4%) 113 (4.7%) 

  Skilled manual 360 (6.7%) 246 (8.3%) 114 (4.8%) 

  Unskilled manual 399 (7.5%) 177 (6.0%) 222 (9.3%) 

  Missing 205 (3.8%) 137 (4.6%) 68 (2.8%) 
Have health 
insurance, N (% 
col) Yes 486 (9.1%) 321 (10.8%) 165 (6.9%) 

Individual socio-demographic variables     
Mean age, 
years (SD)  41.6 (17.6) 35.5 (15.7) 49.1 (17.0) 

Sex, N (% col) Men 1,973 (36.9%) 1,321 (44.6%) 652 (27.4%) 
Ethnicity, N (% 
col) Black 4,613 (86.4%) 2,543 (85.9%) 2,069 (86.9%) 

  White 278 (5.2%) 172 (5.8%) 106 (4.5%) 

  Mixed ancestry 378 (7.1%) 210 (7.1%) 169 (7.1%) 

  Other 72 (1.4%) 34 (1.2%) 38 (1.6%) 
Marital status, 
N (% col) Never married 2,503 (46.9%) 1,658 (56.0%) 845 (35.5%) 

  Formerly married 711 (13.3%) 217 (7.3%) 494 (20.7%) 

  Currently married 2,128 (39.8%) 1,085 (36.7%) 1,043 (43.8%) 
Old media 
access, N (% 
col) Low 2,091 (39.1%) 1,094 (37.0%) 997 (41.8%) 

  Medium 1,931 (36.1%) 1,090 (36.8%) 841 (35.3%) 

  High 1,320 (24.7%) 775 (26.2%) 545 (22.9%) 
New media 
access, N (% 
col) Low 545 (10.2%) 263 (8.9%) 282 (11.8%) 

  Medium 3,001 (56.2%) 1,420 (48.0%) 1,581 (66.4%) 

  High 1,796 (33.6%) 1,277 (43.1%) 519 (21.8%) 
Individual 
health variables      
Body mass 
index, N (% col) Underweight 222 (4.2%) 151 (5.1%) 72 (3.0%) 

  Healthy weight 1,969 (36.9%) 1,304 (44.0%) 665 (27.9%) 

  Overweight 1,364 (25.5%) 743 (25.1%) 620 (26.0%) 
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  Obese 1,642 (30.7%) 668 (22.6%) 974 (40.9%) 

  Missing 144 (2.7%) 94 (3.2%) 50 (2.1%) 
Smoking status, 
N (% col) Never smoker 4,051 (75.8%) 2,165 (73.1%) 1,887 (79.2%) 

  Current smoker 1,043 (19.5%) 659 (22.3%) 384 (16.1%) 

  Former smoker 248 (4.6%) 136 (4.6%) 111 (4.7%) 
Drink alcohol, N 
(% col) Yes 1,779 (33.3%) 1,144 (38.6%) 635 (26.7%) 
Dietary health, 
N (% col) High 2,533 (47.4%) 1,287 (43.5%) 1,246 (52.3%) 

  Medium 1,648 (30.8%) 924 (31.2%) 724 (30.4%) 

  Poor 1,161 (21.7%) 749 (25.3%) 412 (17.3%) 
Sugary drink 
intake, N (% 
col) Low 3,482 (65.2%) 1,789 (60.4%) 1,693 (71.1%) 

  Medium 968 (18.1%) 612 (20.7%) 356 (14.9%) 

  High 891 (16.7%) 559 (18.9%) 333 (14.0%) 
Exposure to 
smoke at work, 
N (% col) Yes 1,081 (20.2%) 574 (19.4%) 508 (21.3%) 

N- number. % Col- column percentages. SD- standard deviation. Adjusted for sample weight, 

stratification and clustering. 

 

Table 2 presents a description of the data by province. Multimorbidity was 

highest in the province of Mpumalanga (52.2%) and lowest in Limpopo (37.0%). There 

was large variation in province level factors. Western cape contained the oldest 

individuals and had the lowest proportion of people living in the poorest wealth group 

(4.7%), a rural area (3.7%), unemployment (55.4%) and illiteracy (4.9%). By contrast, 

38.9% of those living in the Eastern Cape belonged to the poorest wealth group and 

70.7% were unemployed whilst, 85.0% of those from Limpopo lived in rural areas and 

17.9% were illiterate.  

Table 2. Characteristics of the study population by province. 

Province 

Number 
of 

people 
(% col) 

Mean age 
(SD) 

Multimorbid 
(% row) 

Poverty 
level, % 

row 

Rurality 
level, % 

row 

Illiteracy 
level, % 

row 
Unemployment 

level, % row 

Total 
5,342 
(100) 41.6 (0.4) 2,382 (44.6) 20.3 45.0 11.4 66.1 

Western Cape 
535 

(10.0) 45.7 (1.3) 248 (46.5) 4.8 3.7 4.9 55.4 

Eastern Cape 
799 

(15.0) 43.9 (0.8) 422 (52.8) 38.9 55.3 14.1 70.7 
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Northern 
Cape 92 (1.7) 42.7 (0.9) 45 (49.0) 11.1 26.6 9.0 67.1 

Free state 355 (6.7) 42.2 (0.7) 164 (46.1) 7.1 11.5 7.7 72.3 
KwaZulu-
Natal 

918 
(17.2) 41.0 (0.9) 441 (48.1) 28.4 52.8 10.6 70.2 

North West 
535 

(10.0) 40.4 (1.3) 225 (42.1) 14.6 55.7 11.8 59.4 

Gauteng 
1217 
(22.8) 39.3 (1.0) 448 (36.8) 15.4 10.7 6.1 60.8 

Mpumalanga 385 (7.2) 38.9 (1.1) 201 (52.2) 19.6 63.9 14.8 62.4 

Limpopo 505 (9.5) 42.6 (0.9) 187 (37.0) 25.7 85.0 17.9 69.7 

Adjusted for sample weight, stratification and clustering. 

 

Almost half of the study population (46.4%) were prevalent for hypertension 

(See Figure 2). Around one fifth had chronic pain, HIV, diabetes and anaemia, whilst 

few reported cancer (1.2%), chronic bronchitis (1.4%), stroke (1.4%), and tuberculosis 

(1.5%). 

Figure 2.  Prevalence of individual chronic diseases in the study population. 

Adjusted for sample weight, stratification and clustering. 

Fixed effects (measures of association) 

Table 3 presents the results from the five multilevel logistic regression models 

constructed. Fixed effects results reported in text are from model 5, which is adjusted 

for all individual, neighbourhood and province level variables. 

1.2

1.4

1.5

1.6

4.0

4.1

4.2

20.9

21.2

22.0

22.6

46.4

0.0 10.0 20.0 30.0 40.0 50.0

Cancer

Stroke

Tuberculosis

Chronic bronchitis

Asthma

Heart attack

High blood cholestorol

HIV

Chronic pain

Anemia

Diabetes

Hypertension

Percent

C
h

ro
n

ic
 d

is
ea

se
s

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 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)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted June 13, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.13.24308889doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.13.24308889
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


16 

 

Men had 0.54 times the odds of being multimorbid compared to women (95%CI 

0.45; 0.64). White and mixed-ancestry individuals had reduced odds of being 

multimorbid compared to black individuals (OR for white: 0.53, 95%CI 0.36; 0.79, OR 

for mixed-ancestry: 0.69 95%CI 0.51; 0.94). For every ten-year increase in an 

individual’s age, the odds of multimorbidity increased by 62% (OR 1.62, 95% CI 1.53; 

1.71). Obese individuals had 45% increased odds of being multimorbid compared to 

individuals of a healthy weight (OR: 1.45, 95%CI 1.22; 1.72), and a medium level of 

sugary drink consumption was associated with reduced odds of multimorbidity 

compared to a low level of consumption (OR: 0.81, 95%CI 0.68; 0.96). Individuals 

exposed to smoke at work had 29% increased odds of multimorbidity (OR: 1.29, 95%CI 

1.09; 1.54). In addition, having primary or secondary level education but not higher 

education, compared to no education, was associated with increased odds of 

multimorbidity (OR for primary: 1.32 95%CI 1.03;1.69, OR for secondary: 1.31 95%CI 

1.01; 1.69). Lastly, individuals who were formerly married had 69% higher odds of 

multimorbidity, compared to those never married (OR: 1.69 95%CI 1.36; 2.10). No 

further associations were observed between individual level factors and multimorbidity.  

Reduced odds of multimorbidity were observed for those in provinces with 

higher unemployment levels compared to provinces with the lowest unemployment 

levels (OR for middle unemployment: 0.61, 95%CI 0.44; 0.84, OR for least 

unemployment: 0.61, 95%CI 0.41; 0.89). In addition, individuals from a province with a 

medium level of rurality had reduced odds of multimorbidity compared to individuals 

from a province with a low level of rurality (OR: 0.50, 95%CI 0.32; 0.77). Individuals 

from provinces with a high level of poverty had increased odds of multimorbidity, 

whilst people from provinces with middle levels of poverty had reduced odds, compared 

to those from provinces with low levels of poverty (OR for richest: 2.87, 95%CI 1.77; 
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4.68, OR for middle: 0.53, 95%CI 0.33; 0.83). At the neighbourhood level, an 

association was observed between high levels of poverty and reduced odds of 

multimorbidity (OR: 0.77, 95%CI 0.62; 0.97). 

Table 3. Individual, neighbourhood and province-level factors associated with 

multimorbidity identified by multilevel logistic regression models. 

 

Model 1 OR 
(95% CI) 

(N=5,650) 

Model 2 OR 
(95% CI) 

(N=5,262) 

Model 3 OR 
(95% CI) 

(N=5,650) 

Model 4 OR 
(95% CI) 

(N=5,650) 

Model 5 OR 
(95% CI) 

(N=5,815) 

Fixed effect model           
Individual socio-economic 
variables       
Wealth index 
(poorest as 
ref) Poorer  

 1.17 [0.96; 
1.43]   

1.07 [0.86; 
1.33] 

  Middle  

1.12 [0.90; 
1.38]   

0.96 [0.75; 
1.23] 

  Richer  

1.04 
[0.82;1.32]   

0.84 [0.63; 
1.11] 

  Richest  

0.96 [0.71; 
1.30]   

0.75 [0.53; 
1.07] 

Education 
(none as ref) Primary  

1.31 
[1.02;1.68]   

1.32 [1.03; 
1.69] 

  Secondary  

1.30 [1.01; 
1.67]   

1.31 [1.01; 
1.69] 

  Higher  

1.00 [0.69; 
1.43]   

1.02 [0.71; 
1.47] 

Occupation 
(unemployed 
as ref) 

Profession
al/ 
technical   

1.01 [0.74; 
1.38]   

1.02 [0.75; 
1.40] 

  Clerical  

1.08 [0.73; 
1.59]   

1.07 [0.72; 
1.58] 

  
Agricultura
l  

1.19 [0.75; 
1.87]   

1.20 [0.76; 
1.90] 

  
Domestic 
service  

1.37 [0.87; 
2.15]   

1.36 [0.86; 
2.15] 

  
Sales and 
services  

1.04 [0.78; 
1.39]   

1.03 [0.76; 
1.38] 

  
Skilled 
manual  

0.84 [0.64; 
1.10]   

0.82 [0.62; 
1.08] 

  
Unskilled 
manual  

1.28 [1.01; 
1.61]   

1.25 [0.99; 
1.58] 

Have health 
insurance (no 
as ref) Yes  

1.02 [0.79; 
1.31]   

1.02 [0.80; 
1.32] 

Individual socio-
demographic variables       
Age category 
(5-year 
groups)   

1.61 [1.53; 
1.71]   

1.62 [1.53; 
1.71] 

Sex (women 
as ref) Men  

0.53 [0.45; 
0.63]   

0.54 [0.45; 
0.64] 

Ethnicity 
(black as ref) White  

0.53 [0.36; 
0.78]   

0.53 [0.36; 
0.79]  

  
Mixed 
ancestry  

0.76 [0.57; 
1.03]   

0.69 [0.51; 
0.94] 
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  Other  

0.85 [0.42; 
1.72]   

0.81 [0.40; 
1.64] 

Marital status 
(never 
married as 
ref) 

Formerly 
married  

1.70 [1.37; 
2.11]   

1.69 [1.36; 
2.10] 

  
Currently 
married  

1.16 [1.00; 
1.35]   

1.17 [1.00; 
1.36] 

Old media 
access (low 
as ref) Medium  

1.21 [0.98; 
1.49]   

1.06 [0.90; 
1.24] 

  High  

1.02 [0.84; 
1.24]   

1.01 [0.83; 
1.22] 

New media 
access (low 
as ref) Medium  

1.21 [0.98; 
1.49]   

1.23 [1.00; 
1.52] 

  High  

0.91 [0.70; 
1.18]   

0.92 [0.71; 
1.20] 

Individual health variables       
Body mass 
index 
(healthy 
weight as ref) 

Underweig
ht  

1.06 [0.78; 
1.43]   

1.07 [0.79; 
1.45] 

  
Overweigh
t  

1.12 [0.95; 
1.33]   

1.13 [0.95; 
1.34] 

  Obese  

1.44 [1.21; 
1.71]   

1.45 [1.22; 
1.72] 

Smoking 
status (never 
smoker as 
ref) 

Current 
smoker  

0.99 [0.82; 
1.20]   

0.98 [0.81; 
1.18]  

  
Former 
smoker  

0.95 [0.69; 
1.30]   

0.95 [0.69; 
1.30] 

Drink alcohol 
(no as ref) Yes  

1.05 [0.90; 
1.23]   

1.04 [0.89; 
1.22] 

Dietary 
health (high 
as ref) Medium  

1.00 [0.86; 
1.16]   

1.00 [0.87; 
1.16] 

  Poor  

0.93 [0.78; 
1.11]   

0.94 [0.79; 
1.12] 

Sugary drink 
intake (low as 
ref) Medium  

0.81 [0.68; 
0.96]   

0.81 [0.68; 
0.96] 

  High  

0.89 [0.75; 
1.07]   

0.90 [0.75; 
1.08] 

Exposure to 
smoke at 
work (no as 
ref) Yes  

1.28 [1.08; 
1.53]   

1.29 [1.09; 
1.54] 

Neighbourhood variables       
Neighbourho
od-level 
poverty (low 
as ref) Medium   

0.93 [0.78; 
1.11]  

0.97 [0.78; 
1.21] 

  High   

0.80 [0.69; 
0.93]  

0.77 [0.62; 
0.97] 

Neighbourho
od-level 
rurality 
(urban as ref) Rural   

 1.10 [0.95; 
1.27]   

0.90 [0.75; 
1.09] 

Neighbourho
od-level Medium   

1.18 [1.02; 
1.37]  

1.09 [0.91; 
1.30] 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 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)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted June 13, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.13.24308889doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.13.24308889
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


19 

 

illiteracy (low 
as ref) 

  High   

1.25 [1.06; 
1.48]  

1.12 [0.91; 
1.38] 

Neighbourho
od-level 
unemployme
nt (low as ref) Medium   

1.22 [1.06; 
1.40]  

1.06 [0.89; 
1.26] 

  High   

1.14 [0.97; 
1.33]  

0.93 [0.77; 
1.01] 

Provincial variables       
Provincial-
level poverty 
(low as ref) Medium    

0.55 [0.40; 
0.76] 

0.53 [0.33; 
0.83] 

  High    

1.92 [1.39; 
2.67] 

2.87 [1.77; 
4.68] 

Provincial-
level rurality 
(low as ref) Medium    

0.64 [0.48; 
0.86] 

0.50 [0.32; 
0.77] 

  High    

1.54 [1.14; 
2.08] 

1.42 [0.92; 
2.19] 

Provincial-
level 
unemployme
nt (low as ref) Medium    

0.70 [0.55; 
0.88] 

0.61 [0.44; 
0.84] 

  High    

0.81 [0.63; 
1.05] 

0.61 [0.41; 
0.89] 

Random effects model       
Neighbourhood level (691 
neighbourhoods)       
Variance 
(95% CI)  

0.06 [0.02; 
0.17] 

0.28 [0.17; 
0.48] 

0.04 [0.01; 
0.17] 

0.06 [0.02; 
0.17] 

0.07 [0.02; 
0.23] 

VPC (%, 95% 
CI)  

1.87 [0.72; 
4.69] 

7.37 [4.67; 
11.23] 

1.23 [0.31; 
4.72] 

1.91 [0.74; 
4.70] 

2.16 [0.71; 
6.22] 

MOR (95% CI)  

1.27 [1.16; 
1.48] 

1.66 [1.48; 
1.93] 

1.22 [1.10; 
1.48] 

1.27 [1.16; 
1.48] 

1.29 [1.16; 
1.57] 

P-value  0.044 0.013 0.163 0.043 0.082 

Province level (9 provinces)       
Variance 
(95% CI)  

0.05 [0.02; 
0.14] 

0.29 [0.17; 
0.49] 

0.05 [0.02; 
0.14] 

0.00 [0.00; 
0.14] 

0.01 [0.00; 
0.10] 

VPC (%, 95% 
CI)  

1.37 [0.48; 
3.82] 

7.47 [4.70; 
11.47] 

1.39 [0.49; 
3.80] 

0.11 [0.00; 
3.92] 

0.41 [0.06; 
2.70] 

MOR (95% CI)  

1.23 [1.13; 
1.42]  

1.67 [1.48; 
1.95] 

1.23 [1.13; 
1.42] 

1.06 [1.00; 
1.43] 

1.11 [1.04; 
1.34] 

P-value   0.069 <0.001 0.067 0.588 0.318 

OR- odds ratio. CI-confidence Interval. N-number. Ref- reference group. VPC- variance 

partition coefficient. MOR- median odds ratio. 

Random effects (measures of variation) 

Modest variation in multimorbidity was observed across neighbourhoods and 

provinces in the empty model (σ2 for neighbourhoods:  0.06, 95%CI 0.02; 0.17, σ2 for 

provinces: 0.05, 95%CI 0.02; 0.14). In this model, 1.87% (VPC 95%CI 0.72; 4.69) and 
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1.37% (VPC 95%CI 0.48; 3.82) of the variation in odds of multimorbidity were 

consequent on neighbourhood and province level contextual factors respectively. In the 

final model containing all independent, neighbourhood and provincial covariates the 

odds of experiencing multimorbidity increased by 29% (MOR: 1.29, 95%CI 1.16; 1.57) 

on average for an individual moveing to a neighbourhood with a higher probability of 

multimorbidity. The VPCs for neighbourhood and province in model 5 were slightly 

increased and reduced, respectively, compared to model 1. There was no evidence of 

variation at the province level (P=0.32) and weak evidence of variation at the 

neighbourhood level (P=0.08). 

Sensitivity analysis 

Of the 9,512 individuals (9,468 unweighted) from 734 neighbourhoods and 9 

provinces, who completed the adult health module 33.6% were missing disease 

information on anaemia, 40.8% for HIV, 26.3% for hypertension and 38.9% for 

diabetes (see Supplementary file, Table S2). Therefore, there was considerable overlap 

between individuals missing information on different chronic conditions (43.8%, 

N=4,170). Individuals missing information on the outcome were more likely to be 

wealthy, highly educated, white and missing information on BMI than those with 

complete outcome data. Missingness was highest in Gauteng (53%) and lowest in North 

West (20.2%), see the Supplementary file, Table S3 and S4 for more information.  

Results from sensitivity analysis using the larger sample of adults (9,512 

weighted individuals), with multiple imputation to account for missing data can be 

found in Supplementary File, Figure S1, Table S5, S6, and S7. Almost a third (30.7%) 

of this population were found to be multimorbid, a similar pattern of chronic condition 

prevalence was seen as in the main analysis. 
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In the fully adjusted model, there was strong evidence of variation at the 

neighbourhood level (P<0.01) and weak evidence at the province level (P=0.07). Fixed 

effects associations were observed between increasing age, being educated to primary 

school level, being a woman, formerly married, obese, a medium level of new media 

access, exposure to smoke at work, and living in a province with a high level of poverty 

with multimorbidity, compared to their respective reference groups. Whilst individuals 

who worked skilled manual jobs, were white, from a province with a medium level of 

poverty and high level of unemployment had lower odds of multimorbidity, compared 

to their respective reference groups.  

Discussion  

This research using SADHS 2016 data has estimated that almost half (44.6%) of 

adults in South Africa are multimorbid. The prevalence of multimorbidity ranged from 

36.8% in Gauteng to 52.8% in Eastern Cape. After full adjustment, it was discovered 

that individuals who were older, women, black, obese, formerly married, consumed a 

medium quantity of sugary drinks, received education to primary or secondary school 

level, or exposed to smoke at work were all at an increased risk for multimorbidity. 

Individuals were less likely to have multimorbidity if they were from a province with a 

higher level of unemployment, medium level of rurality, or a neighbourhood with a high 

level of poverty. Contrastingly, those from a province with high levels of poverty were 

more likely to be multimorbid. Lastly, moderate geographical clustering of 

multimorbidity was observed, with a greater proportion of variance attributable to 

neighbourhood level factors than to province level factors. 
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Prevalence in context 

Estimates of the prevalence of multimorbidity in South Africa show substantial 

heterogeneity, ranging from 2.8% to 63.4% (Afshar et al., 2015; Alaba & Chola, 2013; 

Chidumwa et al., 2021; Garin et al., 2016; Roomaney et al., 2022; Weimann et al., 

2016). These differences are likely the result of the inclusion of different disease 

conditions within multimorbidity, differing survey designs, analysis methods and age 

groups studied.  

Analysis of the same dataset as used in this study (SADHS 2016) has previously 

found a prevalence of 20.7% (Roomaney et al., 2022). However, this study 

underestimated the true prevalence of multimorbidity due to being more restrictive with 

the conditions included (excluding chronic pain and cancer) and having misclassified 

individuals missing information on a disease (e.g. those who did not consent to 

biomarker measurement) as not having that disease. Sensitivity analyses using multiple 

imputation to account for missing data in this paper suggests a multimorbidity 

prevalence of 30.7%. This lower estimate is likely due to the individuals missing 

outcome data being more likely to be white, wealthy and highly educated, and therefore, 

less likely to be multimorbid. 

Inclusion of different disease conditions has also led to considerably different 

prevalence estimates from the World Health Organisation’s study on Global AGEing 

and Adult Health (SAGE) in South Africa. Two sweeps from 2007/8 and 2014/15 

reported a prevalence of 63.4% and 21.0% of multimorbidity in over 50s, respectively 

(Chidumwa et al., 2021; Garin et al., 2016). The latter study did not include 4 of the 11 

conditions reported in the earlier study (obesity, cognitive impairment, edentulism and 

cataracts).  
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The lowest estimate of multimorbidity prevalence, from the South Africa 

National Income Dynamic Surveys 2012, utilised only four conditions of which three 

were self-reported (Weimann et al., 2016). Whilst, in certain groups such as the older, 

rural, and black population from the HAALSI study and in a survey of chronic patients 

attending health facilities in Tshwane prevalence of multimorbidity was especially high 

(70.9% and 98%, respectively) (Mkhwanazi et al., 2023; Wade et al., 2021). 

Fixed effect associations with multimorbidity 

This paper provides further evidence that age, obesity, being formerly married 

and sex are associated with multimorbidity in South Africa (Alaba & Chola, 2013; 

Mkhwanazi et al., 2023; Weimann et al., 2016). However, surprisingly no associations 

were identified with health behaviours such as smoking, drinking and dietary health. 

This may be due to health behaviours altering once an individual is diagnosed with 

multiple chronic conditions, which this cross-sectional analysis could not capture 

(Chokshi et al., 2015). It is unclear why there was an association between medium but 

not high sugary drink consumption and multimorbidity; this was not identified in 

sensitivity analysis. In addition, exposure to smoke at work appears to be a novel 

association with multimorbidity.  

The relationship between increasing education up to secondary level and 

reduced odds of multimorbidity could be explained by better access to and 

understanding of health information and healthcare resources which are important when 

preventing multimorbidity (Raghupathi & Raghupathi, 2020). Although it was notable 

that higher education was not linked to multimorbidity.  

Neither new nor old media access, which were proxies for access to health 

information, were associated with multimorbidity. This may be due to individuals 

receiving more information from healthcare providers than through mass media. 
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Prior research has found increasing wealth to be linked to both an increased and 

decreased risk of multimorbidity in South Africa (Chang et al., 2019; Mkhwanazi et al., 

2023; Weimann et al., 2016). Indeed, this research showed no clear pattern with 

individual wealth not being associated to multimorbidity, but increased neighbourhood 

poverty and medium province level poverty (compared to low province level poverty) 

linked to a reduction in multimorbidity, yet high province level poverty linked to an 

increase in multimorbidity. Sensitivity analysis results for neighbourhood and province 

variables were not consistent with these findings. More wealthy people may have 

greater access to health care, be more aware of their conditions, and therefore more 

likely to self-report issues. Nevertheless, they likely have a lower prevalence of 

multimorbidity risk factors (World Obesity Federation, 2020). Further investigation into 

these relationships is required, with a focus on the differing aspects that contribute to 

wealth in South Africa.  

The link between residence (urban or rural) and multimorbidity in prior research 

is disparate, as were these findings (Alaba & Chola, 2013; Garin et al., 2016; Weimann 

et al., 2016). Lastly, a decreased risk of multimorbidity for individuals from provinces 

with higher levels of unemployment is interesting. 

Random effects in context 

Moderate geographical clustering in multimorbidity was found in this study, 

including in the sensitivity analysis, with a greater proportion of the variance associated 

with neighbourhood (1.87% in the empty model and 2.16% in model 5) rather than 

province level factors (1.37% in the empty model and 0.41% in model 5). There was no 

evidence of clustering at the province level after taking into account observed variables. 

However, there was still weak evidence for residual variation at the neighbourhood 

level after full adjustment. 
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Prior research has noted the similarity in health states for individuals residing in 

the same geographical areas due to contextual peculiarities (Merlo et al., 2006). 

Similarities in multimorbidity within neighbourhoods may arise due to shared 

experiences, historical, political, geographical and cultural contexts and their proximity. 

However, shared factors in provinces with populations of at least 1.5 million may be 

limited (Maas & Hox, 2006). A previous study in Northern Ghana found 5.7% of the 

variance in multimorbidity to be explained by neighbourhood. The increased 

neighbourhood variance seen in Ghana could be explained by country differences or be 

due to that study not including regional level variation into their model.  

Policy implications  

The health care model in South Africa is focused on managing single conditions, 

therefore individuals with multimorbidity are at risk of sub-optimal care for their 

conditions due to conflicting advice for discordant conditions and polypharmacy 

(Barnett et al., 2012; Mkhwanazi et al., 2023; Weimann et al., 2016). Policy and 

prevention measures need to be introduced to slow the growing population of 

multimorbid individuals in South Africa and to help manage current multimorbidity. 

This research suggests these prevention measures should be targeted at reducing 

exposure to smoke at work, increasing understanding and access to healthcare 

information through education and reducing unemployment, as well as considering 

neighbourhood level contexts.  

Strengths and limitations 

This study reports nationally representative cross-sectional DHS data collected 

using a robust methodology and objective measurements of some diseases. Another 

strength is that only diseases believed to be current and chronic were included.  
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This paper was limited by the disease conditions asked about in the survey, 

meaning many diseases (e.g. mental health conditions) would have been missed. The 

prevalence of anaemia and diabetes may have been inflated due to a non-optimal testing 

approach (American Diabetes Association, 2021; National Department of Health et al., 

2019). In addition, self-reporting of diseases may have led to under-ascertainment of the 

outcome and underestimating the prevalence of multimorbidity if individuals were 

unaware that they have a disease. This could be differential with respect to 

socioeconomic status, for example, if wealthy individuals were more likely to access 

health services, they would be more likely to self-report doctor diagnosed conditions, 

overestimating their risk of multimorbidity. These results should not be generalised to 

other countries where the contextual, area level and individual level factors may differ.  

The results should not be interpreted causally. Firstly, this was a cross-sectional 

study forbidding the investigation of temporality, and limiting the ability to assess the 

length individuals were exposed to contextual factors. Furthermore, the fixed-effect 

coefficients from the models inherently adjusted for all other covariates, this may have 

led to adjustment for mediators or colliders and introduced bias to the results. 

Additionally, the province level results were based on a small sample size (N=9) so 

should be interpreted with caution. Also, a large number of individuals were excluded 

from this study due to missing information on the outcome which may have introduced 

selection bias. However, sensitivity analysis using multiple imputation was conducted 

to account for this missing data under the MAR approach. Lastly, there was likely to be 

residual confounding from unobserved (e.g. genetic, healthcare access and social 

capital) and poorly measured variables. 
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Conclusions 

This study estimates that 44.6% of adults in South Africa are prevalent for 

multimorbidity. Individuals who are older, women, formerly married, black, obese, 

consumed a medium amount of sugary drinks, received education to primary or 

secondary school level or exposed to smoke at work are at an increased risk of 

multimorbidity. Province level factors including poverty and unemployment, as well as 

neighbourhood level poverty were associated with multimorbidity. Some evidence of 

geographical clustering of multimorbidity was found, with greater variability due to 

neighbourhood level factors than province level factors. Therefore, policy and 

interventions that aim to tackle the burden of multimorbidity should consider the 

geographic clustering and shared drivers.  
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Tables with captions 

Table 1. Characteristics of the study population by multimorbidity status. 

    Overall  
People without 
multimorbidity  

People with 
multimorbidity  

Total, N (% 
row)  5,342 (100.0%) 2,960 (55.4%) 2,382 (44.6%) 

Individual socio-economic variables     
Wealth 
index, N (% 
col) Poorest  1,128 (21.1%) 628 (21.2%) 500 (21.0%) 

  Poorer 1,063 (19.9%) 588 (19.9%) 475 (19.9%) 

  Middle 1,150 (21.5%) 628 (21.2%) 521 (21.9%) 

  Richer 1,039 (19.5%) 569 (19.2%) 470 (19.7%) 

  Richest 962 (18.0%) 546 (18.4%) 416 (17.5%) 
Education, N 
(% col) No education 448 (8.4%) 154 (5.2%) 294 (12.3%) 

  Primary 1,021 (19.1%) 437 (14.8%) 584 (24.5%) 

  Secondary 3,342 (62.6%) 2,018 (68.2%) 1,324 (55.6%) 

  Higher 531 (9.9%) 351 (11.8%) 180 (7.6%) 
Occupation, 
N (% col) Unemployed 3,464 (64.9%) 1,856 (62.7%) 1,609 (67.5%) 

  Professional/technical  304 (5.7%) 195 (6.6%) 108 (4.6%) 

  Clerical 166 (3.1%) 102 (3.4%) 65 (2.7%) 

  Agricultural 69 (1.3%) 40 (1.3%) 29 (1.2%) 

  Domestic service 100 (1.9%) 46 (1.6%) 54 (2.3%) 

  Sales and services 274 (5.1%) 161 (5.4%) 113 (4.7%) 

  Skilled manual 360 (6.7%) 246 (8.3%) 114 (4.8%) 

  Unskilled manual 399 (7.5%) 177 (6.0%) 222 (9.3%) 

  Missing 205 (3.8%) 137 (4.6%) 68 (2.8%) 
Have health 
insurance, N 
(% col) Yes 486 (9.1%) 321 (10.8%) 165 (6.9%) 
Individual socio-demographic 
variables     
Mean age, 
years (SD)  41.6 (17.6) 35.5 (15.7) 49.1 (17.0) 
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Sex, N (% 
col) Men 1,973 (36.9%) 1,321 (44.6%) 652 (27.4%) 
Ethnicity, N 
(% col) Black 4,613 (86.4%) 2,543 (85.9%) 2,069 (86.9%) 

  White 278 (5.2%) 172 (5.8%) 106 (4.5%) 

  Mixed ancestry 378 (7.1%) 210 (7.1%) 169 (7.1%) 

  Other 72 (1.4%) 34 (1.2%) 38 (1.6%) 
Marital 
status, N (% 
col) Never married 2,503 (46.9%) 1,658 (56.0%) 845 (35.5%) 

  Formerly married 711 (13.3%) 217 (7.3%) 494 (20.7%) 

  Currently married 2,128 (39.8%) 1,085 (36.7%) 1,043 (43.8%) 
Old media 
access, N (% 
col) Low 2,091 (39.1%) 1,094 (37.0%) 997 (41.8%) 

  Medium 1,931 (36.1%) 1,090 (36.8%) 841 (35.3%) 

  High 1,320 (24.7%) 775 (26.2%) 545 (22.9%) 
New media 
access, N (% 
col) Low 545 (10.2%) 263 (8.9%) 282 (11.8%) 

  Medium 3,001 (56.2%) 1,420 (48.0%) 1,581 (66.4%) 

  High 1,796 (33.6%) 1,277 (43.1%) 519 (21.8%) 
Individual 
health 
variables      
Body mass 
index, N (% 
col) Underweight 222 (4.2%) 151 (5.1%) 72 (3.0%) 

  Healthy weight 1,969 (36.9%) 1,304 (44.0%) 665 (27.9%) 

  Overweight 1,364 (25.5%) 743 (25.1%) 620 (26.0%) 

  Obese 1,642 (30.7%) 668 (22.6%) 974 (40.9%) 

  Missing 144 (2.7%) 94 (3.2%) 50 (2.1%) 
Smoking 
status, N (% 
col) Never smoker 4,051 (75.8%) 2,165 (73.1%) 1,887 (79.2%) 

  Current smoker 1,043 (19.5%) 659 (22.3%) 384 (16.1%) 

  Former smoker 248 (4.6%) 136 (4.6%) 111 (4.7%) 
Drink 
alcohol, N (% 
col) Yes 1,779 (33.3%) 1,144 (38.6%) 635 (26.7%) 
Dietary 
health, N (% 
col) High 2,533 (47.4%) 1,287 (43.5%) 1,246 (52.3%) 

  Medium 1,648 (30.8%) 924 (31.2%) 724 (30.4%) 

  Poor 1,161 (21.7%) 749 (25.3%) 412 (17.3%) 
Sugary drink 
intake, N (% 
col) Low 3,482 (65.2%) 1,789 (60.4%) 1,693 (71.1%) 

  Medium 968 (18.1%) 612 (20.7%) 356 (14.9%) 

  High 891 (16.7%) 559 (18.9%) 333 (14.0%) 
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Exposure to 
smoke at 
work, N (% 
col) Yes 1,081 (20.2%) 574 (19.4%) 508 (21.3%) 

N- number. % Col- column percentages. SD- standard deviation. Adjusted for sample weight, 

stratification and clustering. 

Table 2. Characteristics of the study population by province. 

Province 

Numb
er of 

people 
(% col) 

Mean 
age (SD) 

Multimorb
id (% row) 

Povert
y 

level, 
% row 

Ruralit
y 

level, 
% row 

Illiterac
y level, 
% row 

Unemployme
nt level, % 

row 

Total 
5,342 
(100) 

41.6 
(0.4) 

2,382 
(44.6) 20.3 45.0 11.4 66.1 

Western 
Cape 

535 
(10.0) 

45.7 
(1.3) 248 (46.5) 4.8 3.7 4.9 55.4 

Eastern 
Cape 

799 
(15.0) 

43.9 
(0.8) 422 (52.8) 38.9 55.3 14.1 70.7 

Northern 
Cape 

92 
(1.7) 

42.7 
(0.9) 45 (49.0) 11.1 26.6 9.0 67.1 

Free state 
355 
(6.7) 

42.2 
(0.7) 164 (46.1) 7.1 11.5 7.7 72.3 

KwaZulu-
Natal 

918 
(17.2) 

41.0 
(0.9) 441 (48.1) 28.4 52.8 10.6 70.2 

North West 
535 

(10.0) 
40.4 
(1.3) 225 (42.1) 14.6 55.7 11.8 59.4 

Gauteng 
1217 
(22.8) 

39.3 
(1.0) 448 (36.8) 15.4 10.7 6.1 60.8 

Mpumalan
ga 

385 
(7.2) 

38.9 
(1.1) 201 (52.2) 19.6 63.9 14.8 62.4 

Limpopo 
505 
(9.5) 

42.6 
(0.9) 187 (37.0) 25.7 85.0 17.9 69.7 

Adjusted for sample weight, stratification and clustering. 

 

Table 3. Individual, neighbourhood and province-level factors associated with 

multimorbidity identified by multilevel logistic regression models. 

 

Model 1 OR 
(95% CI) 

(N=5,650) 

Model 2 OR 
(95% CI) 

(N=5,262) 

Model 3 OR 
(95% CI) 

(N=5,650) 

Model 4 OR 
(95% CI) 

(N=5,650) 

Model 5 OR 
(95% CI) 

(N=5,815) 

Fixed effect model           
Individual socio-economic 
variables       
Wealth index 
(poorest as 
ref) Poorer  

 1.17 [0.96; 
1.43]   

1.07 [0.86; 
1.33] 

  Middle  

1.12 [0.90; 
1.38]   

0.96 [0.75; 
1.23] 
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  Richer  

1.04 
[0.82;1.32]   

0.84 [0.63; 
1.11] 

  Richest  

0.96 [0.71; 
1.30]   

0.75 [0.53; 
1.07] 

Education 
(none as ref) Primary  

1.31 
[1.02;1.68]   

1.32 [1.03; 
1.69] 

  Secondary  

1.30 [1.01; 
1.67]   

1.31 [1.01; 
1.69] 

  Higher  

1.00 [0.69; 
1.43]   

1.02 [0.71; 
1.47] 

Occupation 
(unemployed 
as ref) 

Profession
al/ 
technical   

1.01 [0.74; 
1.38]   

1.02 [0.75; 
1.40] 

  Clerical  

1.08 [0.73; 
1.59]   

1.07 [0.72; 
1.58] 

  
Agricultura
l  

1.19 [0.75; 
1.87]   

1.20 [0.76; 
1.90] 

  
Domestic 
service  

1.37 [0.87; 
2.15]   

1.36 [0.86; 
2.15] 

  
Sales and 
services  

1.04 [0.78; 
1.39]   

1.03 [0.76; 
1.38] 

  
Skilled 
manual  

0.84 [0.64; 
1.10]   

0.82 [0.62; 
1.08] 

  
Unskilled 
manual  

1.28 [1.01; 
1.61]   

1.25 [0.99; 
1.58] 

Have health 
insurance (no 
as ref) Yes  

1.02 [0.79; 
1.31]   

1.02 [0.80; 
1.32] 

Individual socio-
demographic variables       
Age category 
(5-year 
groups)   

1.61 [1.53; 
1.71]   

1.62 [1.53; 
1.71] 

Sex (women 
as ref) Men  

0.53 [0.45; 
0.63]   

0.54 [0.45; 
0.64] 

Ethnicity 
(black as ref) White  

0.53 [0.36; 
0.78]   

0.53 [0.36; 
0.79]  

  
Mixed 
ancestry  

0.76 [0.57; 
1.03]   

0.69 [0.51; 
0.94] 

  Other  

0.85 [0.42; 
1.72]   

0.81 [0.40; 
1.64] 

Marital status 
(never 
married as 
ref) 

Formerly 
married  

1.70 [1.37; 
2.11]   

1.69 [1.36; 
2.10] 

  
Currently 
married  

1.16 [1.00; 
1.35]   

1.17 [1.00; 
1.36] 

Old media 
access (low 
as ref) Medium  

1.21 [0.98; 
1.49]   

1.06 [0.90; 
1.24] 

  High  

1.02 [0.84; 
1.24]   

1.01 [0.83; 
1.22] 

New media 
access (low 
as ref) Medium  

1.21 [0.98; 
1.49]   

1.23 [1.00; 
1.52] 

  High  

0.91 [0.70; 
1.18]   

0.92 [0.71; 
1.20] 

Individual health variables       
Body mass 
index 
(healthy 
weight as ref) 

Underweig
ht  

1.06 [0.78; 
1.43]   

1.07 [0.79; 
1.45] 
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Overweigh
t  

1.12 [0.95; 
1.33]   

1.13 [0.95; 
1.34] 

  Obese  

1.44 [1.21; 
1.71]   

1.45 [1.22; 
1.72] 

Smoking 
status (never 
smoker as 
ref) 

Current 
smoker  

0.99 [0.82; 
1.20]   

0.98 [0.81; 
1.18]  

  
Former 
smoker  

0.95 [0.69; 
1.30]   

0.95 [0.69; 
1.30] 

Drink alcohol 
(no as ref) Yes  

1.05 [0.90; 
1.23]   

1.04 [0.89; 
1.22] 

Dietary 
health (high 
as ref) Medium  

1.00 [0.86; 
1.16]   

1.00 [0.87; 
1.16] 

  Poor  

0.93 [0.78; 
1.11]   

0.94 [0.79; 
1.12] 

Sugary drink 
intake (low as 
ref) Medium  

0.81 [0.68; 
0.96]   

0.81 [0.68; 
0.96] 

  High  

0.89 [0.75; 
1.07]   

0.90 [0.75; 
1.08] 

Exposure to 
smoke at 
work (no as 
ref) Yes  

1.28 [1.08; 
1.53]   

1.29 [1.09; 
1.54] 

Neighbourhood variables       
Neighbourho
od-level 
poverty (low 
as ref) Medium   

0.93 [0.78; 
1.11]  

0.97 [0.78; 
1.21] 

  High   

0.80 [0.69; 
0.93]  

0.77 [0.62; 
0.97] 

Neighbourho
od-level 
rurality 
(urban as ref) Rural   

 1.10 [0.95; 
1.27]   

0.90 [0.75; 
1.09] 

Neighbourho
od-level 
illiteracy (low 
as ref) Medium   

1.18 [1.02; 
1.37]  

1.09 [0.91; 
1.30] 

  High   

1.25 [1.06; 
1.48]  

1.12 [0.91; 
1.38] 

Neighbourho
od-level 
unemployme
nt (low as ref) Medium   

1.22 [1.06; 
1.40]  

1.06 [0.89; 
1.26] 

  High   

1.14 [0.97; 
1.33]  

0.93 [0.77; 
1.01] 

Provincial variables       
Provincial-
level poverty 
(low as ref) Medium    

0.55 [0.40; 
0.76] 

0.53 [0.33; 
0.83] 

  High    

1.92 [1.39; 
2.67] 

2.87 [1.77; 
4.68] 

Provincial-
level rurality 
(low as ref) Medium    

0.64 [0.48; 
0.86] 

0.50 [0.32; 
0.77] 

  High    

1.54 [1.14; 
2.08] 

1.42 [0.92; 
2.19] 

Provincial-
level Medium    

0.70 [0.55; 
0.88] 

0.61 [0.44; 
0.84] 
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unemployme
nt (low as ref) 

  High    

0.81 [0.63; 
1.05] 

0.61 [0.41; 
0.89] 

Random effects model       
Neighbourhood level (691 
neighbourhoods)       
Variance 
(95% CI)  

0.06 [0.02; 
0.17] 

0.28 [0.17; 
0.48] 

0.04 [0.01; 
0.17] 

0.06 [0.02; 
0.17] 

0.07 [0.02; 
0.23] 

VPC (%, 95% 
CI)  

1.87 [0.72; 
4.69] 

7.37 [4.67; 
11.23] 

1.23 [0.31; 
4.72] 

1.91 [0.74; 
4.70] 

2.16 [0.71; 
6.22] 

MOR (95% CI)  

1.27 [1.16; 
1.48] 

1.66 [1.48; 
1.93] 

1.22 [1.10; 
1.48] 

1.27 [1.16; 
1.48] 

1.29 [1.16; 
1.57] 

P-value  0.044 0.013 0.163 0.043 0.082 

Province level (9 provinces)       
Variance 
(95% CI)  

0.05 [0.02; 
0.14] 

0.29 [0.17; 
0.49] 

0.05 [0.02; 
0.14] 

0.00 [0.00; 
0.14] 

0.01 [0.00; 
0.10] 

VPC (%, 95% 
CI)  

1.37 [0.48; 
3.82] 

7.47 [4.70; 
11.47] 

1.39 [0.49; 
3.80] 

0.11 [0.00; 
3.92] 

0.41 [0.06; 
2.70] 

MOR (95% CI)  

1.23 [1.13; 
1.42]  

1.67 [1.48; 
1.95] 

1.23 [1.13; 
1.42] 

1.06 [1.00; 
1.43] 

1.11 [1.04; 
1.34] 

P-value   0.069 <0.001 0.067 0.588 0.318 

OR- odds ratio. CI-confidence Interval. N-number. Ref- reference group. VPC- variance 

partition coefficient. MOR- median odds ratio. 

Figures with captions 

Figure 1. Study population selection process. 

Figure 2.  Prevalence of individual chronic diseases in the study population. 
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Adjusted for sample weight, stratification and clustering. 
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