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ANNEXURES



Achedule No:

District: DO | iy (m}

ANNEXURE A

INTERVIEW SCHEDULE

The interview schedule is addressed to the head of the households and/or those who are

familiar with their household’s finances.

SECTION 1: Household

Details 1.1.  Respondent |

Gender: M/F
1.2. Household Composition and Characteristics: Family Size:
o= Income Highest Level
& — . ighest Leve
HH Name of |’z & o€ 3>l Syl 2 of Formal
Member Usual Lo Sex | 25 & LS S = |5 .
Number | Residents |2 S| wmF| S B E 3|5 8|5 3|5 8| Education
g8 SR R PR Reached’
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
1.3. HH Religion:
L] Hindu 1 Muslim Ll Christian
Ll Sikh 1 Buddhist/Neo-Buddhist L1 Jain

" 1-Head of Household, 2-Wife/Husband/Partner, 3-Son or Daughter, 4-Sister/Brother, 5-Son or
Daughter in-law, 6-Grandchild, 7-Parent, 8-Parent in-law, 9-Other Relatives, 10-Not related, 11-
Unknown

' 1-Under age, 2-Never married, 3-Engaged, 4-Married, 5-Divorced/separated, 6-Widowed

" 1-None, 2-Pre-primary, 3-Primary, 4-Post Primary/Vocational, 5-Secondary, 6-College, 7-
University, 8-Informal, 9-Other, specify

* 1-Central Govt. Employee, 2-State Govt. Employee, 3-Private Sector Employee, 4-Self-
employed (Agricultural activities), 5-Self-employed (Non-Agricultural activities), 6-Seeking
work, 7-Homemakers, 8-Students, 9-Others (Specify)



. No Religion

1.4. HH Caste: General

| Other, Specify
§&¢ Sr O

LloBC

1.5. Household Condition & Amenities [Tick in appropriate option(s)]:

Type of house

Pucca [ Semi-pucca O Kucha O

Ownership of the house

Own O Rented U

Number of rooms
in thehouse &
Sleeping rooms

Amenities/Asset of the
family & Quantity

Electricity I Mobile phone L LPG LI Two-wheeler
Four-wheeler O TV O Fridge L0 Washing Machined
Bicycle O Computer/Laptop

Source of drinking
water

Ownwell O Public-tap [0 Neighbour’s well [J
Bottled Water [0 Other sources [

[ In case of well, specify well type: Mud well OO0 Ring
Well O Tube WellO ]

Sanitary facilities used
by the HH members

Own Toilet LI Public Toilet L Open Space U
[In case of toilet, specify: With Septic tank [
Open Tank OJ; WithCistern flush O Pour Flush ]

Main source of energy
used forlighting

Electricity O  Kerosene oil O Others O

Main source of energy
used for cooking
purpose

Firewood [ Kerosene oil O Electricityrt] LPG [

Main material of the
roof of the HH

Natural O Rudimentary [l Finished [

Main material ofthe
floor of the HH

Natural O Rudimentary [ Finished O

Main material ofthe
exterior wall of the
HH

Natural [ Rudimentary U Finished [

Agricultural land

bigha)

possessed by the HH (in

Animals and birds
possessedby the HH
& Quantity

Cow [0 Buffalo [0 Sheep/Goat U Poultry L1 Piggery
Beehivesd
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1.6. Health Status of HH members:

How does Chronic Health
Compared to respondent Smoke Drink Conditions of the
one iar 200 rate health cigarettes, | alcohol? | HH member
HH yearago, status of HH | bhangs, YIN/X*
how would you .
Member members Pipeetc.? | For5
rate health of N
Number : comparedto | Y/N/X years
HH member in
eneral now?* others of For 5 years | and No(s) | Name(s)
g ' his/her & above above
age?”
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

SECTION 2: Health Care Service Utilization & Health Expenditure (Inpatient

&Outpatient)
2.1. Inpatient Health Expenditures (Break-up for last 365 days):

HH members 1 2 3 il 5 6| 7| 8

Ailment suffered

Number of Hospitalization cases

Provider visited: (Public/Private/Both)

Distance between the provider visited &
the HH (in kms.)

Approximate number of days of
hospitalization

Service fee (includes doctors’ fee/bed
charge/OT charge)

From hospital/clinic
Diagnostic Test visited
Lab/Radiology etc. | From outside
provider

* 1-Very good, 2- Good, 3-Satisfactory, 4- Poor, 5-Very Poor, X-Don’t know
*1-much better, 2-somewhat better, 3- same, 4- somewhat worse, 5- much worse, X-Don’t know
*Y-Yes, N- No, X- Don’t Know
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From hospital/clinic

Medicines and visited

Consumables

From outside

TOTAL TREATMENT COST

Food and Lodging of the
escorts/attendants/patient before/after
hospitalization and other sundry costs

Transportation Cost followed by Code
for mode of transport: [1.108/102 2.

Govt. Hospital Ambulance 3. Private
Hospital Ambulance 4. Donated
Ambulance, 5. Private Ambulance 6.
Public Transport 7. Private Transport.
9. Others (Specify)]

Informal Payments

TOTAL EXPENDITURE

Financing illness related expenditure (Sources & Amount in

Daily wages/Monthly income/ salary

From savings (other than income/salary
of the month)

Sale of assets (ornaments/land/livestock
etc.)

Donation from friends/relatives [with
interest [1 , without interest O ;
tick thecorrect option]

Borrowing from private moneylenders
(with interest)

Reimbursements from insurance/
employer/ government schemes (specify
the source)

SHGs/MFIs & other Fls (with

interest)

Other sources; Specify:

TOTAL
2.2. Outpatient Health Expenditures (Break-up for last days):
HH members 1 2 131415

Ailment suffering/suffered in last 30 days

No of outpatient visits

Provider visited (Public/Private/Both)

Distance between the provider visited & the
HH

Consultation/Service fee

From hospital/clinic

Diagnostic Test visited

Lab/Radiology etc.

From outside Doctor
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From hospital/clinic
o visited
Medicines From outside
Other Catheter, Uro bag,
consumables Calliper

TOTAL TREATMENT COST

Transportation Cost followed by Code for
mode of transport: [1.108/102 2. Govt.
Hospital Ambulance 3. Private Hospital
Ambulance 4. Donated Ambulance, 5.
Private Ambulance 6. Public Transport 7.
Private Transport. 9. Others (Specify)]

Food and Lodging of the escorts/ attendants/
patient

TOTAL EXPENDITURE
Financing illness related expenditure (Sources & Amount in Rs.)
Daily wages/Monthly income/ salary

From savings (other than income/salary of
the month)

Sale of assets (ornaments/land/livestock
etc.)

Donation from friends/relatives [with
interestCd, without interest[1; tick the
correct option]

Borrowing from private moneylenders
(with interest)

Reimbursements from
insurance/employer/government schemes
(specify the source):
SHGs/MFIs & other Fls (with interest)
Other sources; Specify:

TOTAL

2.3. In the last four weeks, how much money was spent on health-related items like
vitamins, medicines, and herbal remedies without consulting with a health provider,
pharmacy, or traditional healer as well as other health-related items such as band-
aids/plasters, thermometers, or other medical devices, and so on without a consultation
for all the members of your household (This includes the constant amount of money spent
on every month for regular medications prescribed by professional)? Rs.
(Approx)

2.4. Was there any death of a family member due to medical cause in the last 12 months?

Yes /NO|:|

2.5. Number of death in the family in the past 12 months due to medical cases:
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2.6. Age at the time of death:

2.7. Gender of the dead family member:

2.8. Was the dead an earning member of the family? Yes /NO

2.9. Cause of death:

2.10. Treatment facility type:

2.11. Cost incurred on treatment of the member before death in public facility:

[ ]

2.12. Cost incurred on treatment of the member before death in private facility:

2.13. In the last 12 months, which of the following financial sources did your household

use to pay for any health expenditures? (Tick the appropriate option/s)

A | Current income of any household members Yes No
B | Savings (e.g., bank account) Yes No
C | Payment or reimbursement from a health insurance plan Yes No
D | Sold items (e.g., furniture, animals, ornaments, furniture) Yes No
E | Borrowed from family members/friends from outside the

household Yes No
F | Borrowed from someone other than a friend or family Yes No
G | By compromising with other (food & nonfood) expenses Yes No
H | SHGS/MFIs & other Fls Yes No
I | Others Yes No

2.14. Attitude towards Health Care Expenditures at the household level: The followings
statements intend to derive your opinion regarding the health care expenditures incurredat
your house. Rate the statements in the 5-point scale as Strongly Disagree (SA), Disagree
(A), Neutral (N), Agree (A) and Strongly Agree (SA). [The health care cost here means
the cost incurred by the household on health]

l?lld Statement SA N | DA | SDA
1 | The health care cost is very high.
9 The health care costs are increasing rapidly with the
passage of time.
3 | The health care expenses are affordable.
4 Household income is sufficient to cover the health care
costs.
5 The health care expenses have a negative impact on
the household savings level.
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The health care expenses have increased financial debt
of the family.

The health care costs compel the family to
compromise proper and complete treatment at many
times.

In order to cover the health care expenses, the family
has to compromise with the food consumption and
food related expenses

In order to cover the health care expenses, the family
has to cut off other non-food expenditures from
household budget.

10

The health care cost caused family asset depletion.

11

With such level of health care cost, the economic
condition of the family is likely to deteriorate in the
future.

12

A protection against the unseen health care cost is very
essential at present times.

13

The government should bear all the costs of health
care/ The government should make the healthcare
affordable.

SECTION 3: Other Household Expenditures (Food & Non-Food)

Sl. Consumption in Rs
No ltems During past | During past
30 days 365 days
Food, including such things as rice, flour, meat,
1 fruits, vegetables, and cooking oils.
2 | Clothing
Education fees and supplies (including Tuitions
3 | and Private lessons)
4 | Housing Rent
5 | Gas/Cooking Fuel
6 | Electricity
7 | Water
8 | Telephone/Communication
9 | Transportation
10 | Restaurants, cafe and hotels
11 Culture and entertainment including excursions
and Resorts
Transfer payments (gifts - Dowry - Gold —
12 | Traffic Infractions - Payments to non-family
members).
13 Miscellaneous goods and services (including

spent on weddings and funerals)
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SECTION 4: Health Insurance

4.1. Are you aware of the health financing schemes/health insurance plans? Y/N

4.2. Health Insurance Enrolment Details:

[ ]

. | Isthis . How much bid you
8 person £ | How long |[What type doesyour benefit
£ o Who bears from the
> |covered by | 5 |have youbeen of household

%) . the value of health
& | any health | g, enrolled under | services pay for the |.
o | . = health insurance
g | insurance | & | the scheme? | covered | . health i
o S insurance | . scheme in
= |plan/health | o (In by the . on | iNsurance
T 5 S 4 |Premium’ , [the past 12
T | scheme? = |months/years) |scheme’ each year” months?

Y/N (Inrupees) N

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

4.3. If HH members are covered by any health insurance plan/health scheme,

(b)

(a) Reasons for Enrolment (Main 2 reasons):

1 Obligatory
To avail health care with small fees
To use medication with small fees
To avoid economic crisis
For total coverage
Others (specify)

(N T o B B

benefits (Main 2 reasons):

N B A B B A

Didn’t get sick
Lack of time
Sick but didn’t need to see a doctor

Sick but the insurance doesn’t cover this service
Insurance facility is far away
Low quality insurance service

If enrolled but have not availed the benefits, reasons for not utilizing the insurance

“ A- Public, B- Private, C- Community based, D- ESIS, E-Ayushman Bharat, F- Atal Amrit

Abhiyan, Others, specify
# A- Partial, B- Full

" A-fully by the Govt, B- partially by Govt, C- fully by place of work, D- partially by place of
work, E- Own self, F- Spouse, G- parents, H- Sibling, I- other family member, J- Other (specify)
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L] Difficult administrative procedure
L1 Other (specify):

4.4. If HH members are not covered by any health insurance plan/health scheme
Reasonsfor not participating in any health insurance scheme: (Main 2 reasons)

[l Noteligible

Don’t have financial ability

Don’t prefer

Low quality of insurance service

Low coverage of services underthe schemes
Not aware of the concept ofhealth insurance

L1 Other (specify)
4.5. Are you willing to get enrolled under any contributory health insurance scheme?
Yes/NO

4.6. The total amount of premium that the household can afford/willing to pay as
premium:

Rs per month or Rs per annum
4.7. According to you, what services/costs should be covered by such contributory
healthinsurance séReme: Il OP ~ [Medicihé  Test  Trarisbortation

4.8. Outlook towards Health Insurance as a financing measure against healthcare costs:
The following statements intend to derive your opinion regarding the health care
expenditures incurred at your house. Rate the statements in the 5-point scale as Strongly
Disagree (SA), Disagree (A), Neutral (N), Agree (A) and Strongly Agree(SA).
a. For Households with at least one person enrolled under any health insurance
scheme:

N O O R O B

Statement(s) SA|A|N|DA |SDA
Health insurance is something | need.
Health insurance is important for my health.
Health insurance is worth the money it costs.
) Health insurance is important to my financial
Perception security.

regarding  Meaith insurance is affordable in general.
the concept

of health Health insurance plans are easy to understand.
insurance | Health insurance helps in accessing quality
health care services.

Health insurance is a solution for rapidly rising
healthcare costs.

Health insurance should be made compulsory
for everyone.

| understand the various health insurance
terms.

I’m familiar with the enrolment process.
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Awareness | | know which doctors and hospital areincluded
aboutthe | under the scheme

current I know what kind of services are includedunder
scheme(s) | the scheme

I know how much contribution I’ve to pay for
the scheme as premium.

I’'m familiar with premium payment process.

I know how to figure out the share of the cost
for care if any, after the health plan pays their
share.

I’'m familiar how to avail the benefits of the
schemes

I know how and where to lodge any complaint
regarding the scheme.

The range of services covered under the
scheme is satisfactory.

The network of doctors, specialists and
hospitals is satisfactory.

The protection that coverage provides against
medical costs is adequate.

The quality of care received under the scheme

Opinion is appropriate.
aboutthe [ The share of premium paid justifies the
scheme benefits provided by the scheme.

currently | Due to the health insurance, | don’t feel
enrolledin | Vulnerable to medical costs.

Health insurance subscription has significantly
reduced the burden of health expenses.

The scheme has made the process of health
care service utilization hassle-free.

Any kind health care service is affordable with
health insurance coverage.

b. For Households without a single enrolment: (First illustrate the basics of health
insurance to the respondent and then collect the responses for the following
statements)

Statement(s) SA | A | N | DA | SDA

Health insurance is something I need.

Health insurance is important to me (my health).

Health insurance is important to myfinancial security.

Health insurance is not affordable.

Health insurance is not worth the money itcosts.

Health insurance is hard to obtain.

Health insurance helps in accessing qualityhealth care
Services.
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Health insurance is a solution for rapidly rising
healthcare costs.

Health insurance should be made compulsory for
everyone.
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ANNEXURE B:

VALIDITY TEST RESULTS

I. Ordinal Scale Set 1

Purpose of the scale: To measure the attitude towards health care expenditures at the

household level

Karl Pearson Correlation Test Results for Ordinal Scale Set 1

Total Score
for Attitude
Pearson Correlation 525
The health care cost is very high. - -
1S Very nig Sig. (2-tailed) .000
The health care costs are increasing rapidly with the Pearson Correlation 593"
passage of time. Sig. (2-tailed) .000
The health care expenses are affordable. Pfearson (':orrelatlon 448
Sig. (2-tailed) .000
Total household income is sufficient to cover the Pearson Correlation -.506™
health care costs. Sig. (2-tailed) .000
The health care expenses have a negative impact on Pearson Correlation 722"
the household savings level. Sig. (2-tailed) .000
The health care expenses have increased financial debt | Pearson Correlation 723"
of the family. Sig. (2-tailed) .000
The health care costs compel the family to Pearson Correlation 789
compromise proper and complete treatment at man . .
omp prop P Y| sig. (2-tailed) 000
times.
In order to cover the health care expenses, the family Pearson Correlation 785"
has to compromise with the food consumption and . .
P P Sig. (2-tailed) 000
food related expenses
In order to cover the health care expenses, the family Pearson Correlation 788"
has to cut off other non-food expenditures from . .
household budget. Sig. (>-tailed) 000
Pearson Correlation 17
The health care cost caused family asset depletion. - -

e health care cost caus ily asset depleti Sig. (2-tailed) 000
With such level of health care cost, the economic Pearson Correlation 483"
condition of the family is likely to deteriorate in the . .

y y Sig. (2-tailed) 000
future.
A protection against the unseen health care cost is Pearson Correlation 379"
very essential at present times. Sig. (2-tailed) .000
The government should bear all the costs of health Pearson Correlation 377
care. Sig. (2-tailed) .000

. P Correlati 1
Total Score for Attitude faarson 'orre aon
Sig. (2-tailed)

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
*, Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
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I. Ordinal Scale Set 2

Purpose of the scale: To measure the perception of the households with enrolment

regarding the concept of health insurance

Karl Pearson Correlation Test Results for Ordinal Scale Set 2

Total Score for

Enrolled
Households’
Perception

. . . Pearson Correlation .808"

Health insurance is worth the money it costs. - -
Sig. (2-tailed) .015

Health insurance is important to my financial Pearson Correlation 922"
security. Sig. (2-tailed) .001

. . . Pearson Correlation 246"
Health insurance is affordable in general. Sig. (2-tailed) 045
Health insurance plans are easy to understand. Pt_aarson (?orrelatlon 186

Sig. (2-tailed) .006

Health insurance helps in accessing quality Pearson Correlation 915"
health care services. Sig. (2-tailed) .001
Health insurance is a solution for rapidly rising Pearson Correlation 875"
healthcare costs. Sig. (2-tailed) .004
Health insurance should be made compulsory Pearson Correlation .988™
for everyone. Sig. (2-tailed) .000
Total Score for Enrolled Households’ Pearson Correlation 1
Perception Sig. (2-tailed)

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
*, Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).

I11. Ordinal Scale Set 3

Purpose of the scale: To measure the awareness level of the households with
enrolment about their current scheme/policy

Karl Pearson Correlation Test Results for Ordinal Scale Set 3

Total Score

for Enrolled

Households’

Awareness
. . Pearson Correlation 345"

I understand the various health insurance terms - -

Sig. (2-tailed) .040
I know which doctors and hospital are included Pearson Correlation .944™
under the scheme Sig. (2-tailed) .000
I know what kind of services are included under Pearson Correlation .944™
the scheme Sig. (2-tailed) .000
I know how much contribution I’ve to pay for the Pearson Correlation 293"
scheme as premium. Sig. (2-tailed) .048
I’'m familiar with premium payment process. Pearson Correlation .348"
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Sig. (2-tailed) .039
| know how to figure out the share of the cost for Pearson Correlation .896™
care if any, after the health plan pays their share. Sig. (2-tailed) .003
I’'m familiar how to avail the benefits of the Pearson Correlation 911™
schemes Sig. (2-tailed) .002
I know how and where to lodge any complaint Pearson Correlation 609"
regarding the scheme. Sig. (2-tailed) .019

Total Score for Enrolled Households’ Awareness P?arson (?O”elatlon 1

Sig. (2-tailed)

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
*, Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).

IV. Ordinal Scale Set 4

Purpose of the scale: To measure the opinion of the households with enrolment
regarding about the scheme they are currently enrolled in

Karl Pearson Correlation Test Results for Ordinal Scale Set 4

Total Score for

Enrolled Households’
Opinion
The range of services covered under the Pearson Correlation 676"
scheme is satisfactory. Sig. (2-tailed) .006
The network of doctors, specialists and Pearson Correlation 832"
hospitals is satisfactory. Sig. (2-tailed) .010
The protection that coverage provides against Pearson Correlation 822"
medical costs is adequate. Sig. (2-tailed) 012
The quality of care received under the scheme Pearson Correlation 822"
is appropriate. Sig. (2-tailed) 012
The share of premium paid justifies the Pearson Correlation -.094™
benefits provided by the scheme. Sig. (2-tailed) .008
Due to the health insurance, | don’t feel Pearson Correlation .086"
vulnerable to medical costs. Sig. (2-tailed) .039
Health insurance subscription has significantly | Pearson Correlation 842"
reduced the burden of health expenses. Sig. (2-tailed) .009
The scheme has made the process of health Pearson Correlation .903™
care service utilization hassle-free. Sig. (2-tailed) .002
Any kind health care service is affordable with | Pearson Correlation 970"
health insurance coverage. Sig. (2-tailed) .000
Total Score for Enrolled Households” Opinion P(_aarson (?orrelatlon L
Sig. (2-tailed)

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
*. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).

V. Ordinal Scale Set 5.

Purpose of the scale: To measure the outlook towards Health Insurance as a financing
measure for healthcare costs for households without a single enrolment
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Karl Pearson Correlation Test Results for Ordinal Scale Set 5

Total Score for Opinion
of households without
any enrolment

Health insurance is something | Pearson Correlation 394"
need. Sig. (2-tailed) .000
I am healthy enough, so I don’tneed | Pearson Correlation 062"
health insurance. Sig. (2-tailed) .005
Health insurance is important to me. P(.earson C_orrelatlon 614

Sig. (2-tailed) .000
Health insurance is important for my | Pearson Correlation 459"
health. Sig. (2-tailed) .000
Health insurance is not worth the Pearson Correlation -.029™
money it Costs. Sig. (2-tailed) .000
Health insurance is important to my Pearson Correlation 507"
financial security. Sig. (2-tailed) .000

. . Pearson Correlation 715"

Health insurance is not affordable. Sig. (2-tailed) 000
Health insurance is hard to obtain. P(_earson (_Jorrelatlon 121

Sig. (2-tailed) .000
Health insurance plans are easy to Pearson Correlation -.183"
understand. Sig. (2-tailed) 011
Health insurance helps in accessing Pearson Correlation 392
quality health care services. Sig. (2-tailed) .000
Health insurance is a solution for Pearson Correlation 657"
rapidly rising healthcare costs. Sig. (2-tailed) .000
Health insurance should be made Pearson Correlation 542"
compulsory for everyone. Sig. (2-tailed) .000
Total Score for Opinion of Pearson Correlation 1
households without any enrolment Sig. (2-tailed)

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
*, Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
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ANNEXURE C

a. Post hoc test results (Amount financing for IP cases using Household Income,
Savings and Household Income Level)

Games-Howell
(1) total (J) total M 95% Confidence Interval
Dependent income per income per Diff ean | Std. E Si
Variable annum annum ! erje)nce(- td. Error 19- | _ower Bund ggpﬁé
(Binned) (Binned) u
60001.00 -
9000000 | 24552375 | 289.77625 | 915 | -1046.7938 | 555.7463
90001001 gog 79795 | 26853626 | 235 | -1301.7063 | 184.2304
~ 129600.00
<= 6000000 72960100 -
531000.00 | 94253400 | 280.89193 | .00 | -1717.4746 | -167.5934
231001.00+ | -7785.27062" | 2169.15634 | .005 |-13806.6042 | -1763.9370
<= 60000.00] 24552375 | 289.77625 | .915| -555.7463 | 1046.7938
90001001 31591490 | 35256230 | .901 | -1284.8199 | 658.3915
129600.00
60001.00 - 55601 00 -
9000000 | S 00o o | -697.01025 | 362.06177 | 307 | -16935790 | 299.5585
Amount
financing for IP 231001.00+ | -7539.74687* | 2181.15283 | .007 |-13592.0885 | -1487.4053
CDa:ﬁ; using the <=60000.00| 558.73795 | 268.53626 235 | -184.2304 | 1301.7063
wages/Monthly  oonog | 31321420 | 35256230 | 901 | -658.3915 | 12848199
income/ salary 90001.00 - 12960160-
(IP_fin_a) 129600.00 | “50 00| -383.79605 | 34520722 | 800 | -13345292 | 5669371
231001.00+ | -7226.53267* | 2178.43272 | 011 |-13271.8393 | -1181.2261
<=60000.00] 942.53400" | 280.89193 | .009 | 167.5934 | 1717.4746
60001001 g9 61095 | 36206177 | .307 | -299.5585 | 1693.5790
90000.00
129601.00 - [—oo 50 =
231000.00 | oocoo 0| 38379605 | 345.29722 | 800 | -566.9371 | 1334.5292
231001.00+ | -6842.73662" | 2179.99030 | .018 |-12892.0671 | -793.4062
<= 60000.00| 7785.27062" | 2169.15634 | .005 | 1763.9370 | 13806.6042
60001.00 - R
9000000 | 7539.74687" | 2181.15283 | 007 | 1487.4053 | 13592.0885
231001.00+ [ 90001.00 - .
12960000 | 7226:53267" | 217843272 | 011 | 11812261 | 13271.8393
129601.00 - R
531000.00 | 0842736627 | 2179.99030 | 018 | 7934062 | 128920671
60001.00 -
9000000 | 22774390 | 274175326 | 1.000 | -7330.9260 | 7786.4138
90001001 ;959 9866 | 2421.18816 | .986 | -7928.8860 | 5448.9087
~ 129600.00
<=00000-00 75960100 -
531000.00 | -4036.43751 | 3100.70148 | 690 |-12574.9638 | 4502.0888
231001.00+ |-16501.89895" | 5943.47099 | .049 |-32944.8902 | -58.9077
Amount <= 60000.00] -227.74390 | 2741.75326 | 1.000| -7786.4138 | 7330.9260
financing for IP 90001.00 -
cases using the 19960000 | -1467.73256 | 2316.72442 | 969 | -7855.9272 | 4920.4621
savings Gg(())(?oldogo_ 129601.00 - 1564 18142 | 3019.83602 | .621 |-12576.3060 | 4047.9432
(IP_fin_b) ' 231000.00| ’ ' ) : '
231001.00+ |-16729.64286" | 5901.68682 | .042 |-33061.9625 | -397.3232
90001.00 - | <=60000.00| 1239.98866 | 2421.18816 | .986 |-5448.9087 | 7928.8860
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129600.00 | 6000100 -
900000 | 1467.73256 | 231672442 | 969 | -4920.4621 | 78559272
129601.00 -
00| -2796.44886 | 273200641 | 844 |-10328.0138 | 47351161
231001.00+ | -15261.91030 | 575976115 | .068 |-31222.6746 | 698.8540
<= 60000.00 | 4036.43751 | 3100.70148 | 690 | -4502.0888 | 12574.9638
60001.00 -

12060100 . | 00" | 426418142 | 3019.83602 | 621 | -4047.9432 | 12576.3060

231000.00 | 90001.00 -
90001005 | 2796.44886 | 2732.00641 | 844 | -4735.1161 | 10328.0138
129601.00 -
0 | -12465.46144 | 6076.76280 | 247 |- 9256.8991 | 4327.9762
<= 60000.00| 16501.89895" | 594347099 | 049 | 58.9077 | 32944.8902
60001.00 - | 46799 6a286* | 5001.68682 | .042 | 39703232 | 33061.9625
90000.00

23100100+ [—000r 00
0 | 1526191030 | 575076115 | .068 | -698.8540 | 31222.6746
12960100 -
| 12465.46144 | 6076.76280 | 247 | -4327.9762 | 292588991

*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.

Post hoc test results (Amount financing for OP cases using Household Income and
Household Income Level)

Games-Howell
(1) total (J) total Mean 95% Confidence Interval
Dependent income per income per . ) .
Variable annum annum leferse)nce ( Std. Error | Sig. Iég\(jvrt]eé ggﬁﬁé
(Binned) (Binned)
60001.00 -
90000.00 -259.17493 | 118.98079 192 | -586.5619 68.2121
90001.00 -
129600.00 -316.83021 | 127.74470 .099 | -668.3557 34.6953
<=60000.00| 129601.00 - .
93100000 -846.75589" | 169.67338 .000 |-1314.2435 -379.2683
231001.00+ | -1645.89871" | 205.00207 .000 |-2210.7936 | -1081.0039
<=60000.00 | 259.17493 |118.98079 192 -68.2121 586.5619
90001.00 -
129600.00 -57.65529 | 154.17847 .996 | -481.0564 365.7459
60001.00 - | 129601.00 - *
90000.00 | 231000.00 -587.58097" | 190.37161 .019 |-1110.7452 -64.4167
231001.00+ | -1386.72378" | 222.43683 .000 |-1998.2981 -775.1494
Amount financing <=60000.00 | 316.83021 | 127.74470 .099 -34.6953 668.3557
for OP cases 60001.00 -
57.65529 | 154.17847 .996 | -365.7459 481.0564
using the Daily 90000.00
wages/Monthly 90001.00 - | 129601.00 -| i
income/ salary 129600.00 | 231000.00 529.92568 | 195.96844 .056 |-1068.2483 8.3969
(OP_fin_a) 231001.00+ | -1329.06850" | 227.24529 .000 |-1953.5965 -704.5405
<=60000.00 | 846.75589" | 169.67338 .000 | 379.2683 1314.2435
60001.00 - "
90000.00 587.58097° | 190.37161 .019 64.4167 | 1110.7452
129601.00 -| 90001.00 -
231000.00 | 129600.00 529.92568 | 195.96844 .056 -8.3969 | 1068.2483
231001.00+ | -799.14282" | 253.20105 .015 |-1494.1848 -104.1008
<=60000.00 | 1645.89871" | 205.00207 .000 |1081.0039 2210.7936
60001.00 - x
90000.00 1386.72378" | 222.43683 .000 | 775.1494 1998.2981
231001.00+| 90001.00 - x
129600.00 1329.06850" | 227.24529 .000 | 704.5405 1953.5965
129601.00 - *
23100000 799.14282" | 253.20105 .015 | 104.1008 1494.1848
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*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.

Post hoc test results (Amount financing for death cases using Household Income and
Household Income Level)

Games-Howell

(1) total (J) total Mean 95% Confidence Interval
Depe_ndent Income per INCOME PET | yifterence (I- | std. Error Sig. Lower Upper
Variable annum annum %) Bound Bound
(Binned) (Binned) u u
60001.00 - Lower Upper
9000000 | -10-10101 | 60268843 | 1000/ Ot Bound
90001.00 - | o0 gog8g | 64073921 | .886 | -2499.6362 | 1321.8585
129600.00
<= 6000000596010 -
531000.00 | -1388.88889 | 1336.38120 | 833 | -5568.9281 | 2791.1503
231001.00+ | -5394.44444" | 1737.42656 | 041 | | s15 15a0| -176.7058
<=60000.00 | 10.10101 | 602.68843 | 1.000| -1819.9504 | 1840.1524
90001.00 - | 570 76788 | 61540097 | .878 | -2392.0299 | 1234.4541
129600.00
60001.00 - =75601 00 -
90000.00 53100000 | -1378.78788 | 1324.41924 | 832 | -5537.1765 | 2779.6007
231001.00+ | -5384.34343" | 1728.24265 | .040 |-10583.0291 | -185.6578
Amount <= 60000.00 | 588.88880 | 640.73921 | .886 | -1321.8585 | 2499.6362
financing for 60001.00 -
death cases using ; 578.78788 615.40097 .878 | -1234.4541 | 2392.0299
: 90000.00
the Daily 90001.00- 12960100
wages/Monthly | 129600.00 | “7270-" | -800.00000 | 1342.16233 | 973 | -4984.0922 | 3384.0922
income/ salary .
(OP_fin_a) 231001.00+ | -4805.55556 | 1741.87717 | .081 |-10029.7227 | 418.6116
<= 60000.00 | 1388.88880 | 1336.38120 | .833 | -2791.1503 | 5568.9281
6000100 - | 127878768 | 1324.41924 | 832 | -2779.6007 | 5537.1765
90000.00
12960100 - —g o= =
23100000 | J5gson0g| 800.00000 | 134216233 | 973 | -3384.0922 | 4984.0922
231001.00+ | -4005.55556 | 2099.88191 | .337 |-10125.3631 | 2114.2520
<= 60000.00 | 5394.44444" | 1737.42656 | .041| 176.7058 | 10612.1830
60001.00 - .
90000.00 | 5384:34343" | 1728.24265 | 040 | 1856578 | 10583.0291
231001.00+ | 90001.00 -
120600.00 | 4805.55556 | 174187717 | 081 | -418.6116 | 10029.7227
129601.00 -
531000.00 | 4005.55556 | 2099.88191 | 337 | -2114.2520 | 10125.3631

*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.

Post hoc test results (Amount financing for IP cases using different financing
measures and Healthcare Provider Selection Pattern: G: Public, P: Private
and M: Mixed/Both Public and Private)

Games-Howell

(1) total 95% Confidence Interval
) (J) total
Dependent income income per _ Mean -
. per Difference (I- | Std. Error Sig. Upper
Variable annum LowerBound
annum (Binned) J) Bound
(Binned)
Amount G P -1768.36364 | 879.49859 | .113 | -3851.6408 | 314.9136
financing for IP M -9652.78431 | 5894.48178 244 | -24115.5320| 4809.9633
cases using P G 1768.36364 879.49859 | .113 | -314.9136 | 3851.6408
the Daily wages/ M -7884.42068 | 5954.97455 | .392 |-22468.5124 | 6699.6710
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Monthly income/ N G 9652.78431 | 589448178 | 244 | -4809.9633 | 241155320
salary (IP_fin_a) P 7884.42068 | 595497455 | 392 | -6699.6710 | 224685124
P -21037.71385" | 4814.83876 | .000 | -32444.9505 | -0630.4682
IAmount financing G M -3977.33060 3141.32759 423 | -11640.9697 | 3686.3085
for IP cases using G 21037.71385" | 4814.83876 | .000 | 9630.4682 | 32444.9595
the Savings P M 17060.38324" | 5636.99578 | .008 | 3721.7790 | 30398.9874
(IP_fin_b) " G 3077.33060 | 3141.32750 | .423 | -3686.3085 | 11640.9697
P ~17060.38324" | 5636.99578 | .008 | -30398.9874 | -3721.7790
P ~9076.42501 | 6921.86717 | .391 | -25481.6140| 7328.7640
Amount financing G M -15480.48027" | 6052.35745 | .030 | -30311.8084 | -649.1521
for IP cases by G 9076.42501 | 6921.86717 | .391 | -7328.7640 | 25481.6140
means of sale of P M -6404.05526 | 9136.70768 | .763 | -28080.0417 | 15271.9312
assets (IP_fin_c) G 15480.48027" | 6052.35745 | 039 | 649.1521 | 30311.8084
M P 6404.05526 | 9136.70768 | .763 | -15271.9312| 28080.0417
Amount financing P -1611.65368 | 1051.80534 | .279 | -4099.4055 | 876.0982
for IP cases by G M -18435.36134 | 13217.10958 | .355 | -50865.3604 | 13994.6377
means of G 1611.65368 | 1051.80534 | .279 | -876.0982 | 4099.4055
borrowing from P M -16823.70766 | 13249.85465 | .422 | -49319.1711 | 15671.7558
family/ friends G 18435.36134 | 13217.10958 | .355 |-13994.6377 | 50865.3604
‘(","thfmte(;f“ M P 16823.70766 | 13249.85465 | .422 | -15671.7558 | 49319.1711
Amount financing P -12409.28199" | 3954.63535 | .006 | -21775.8527 | -3042.7112
for IP cases by G M ~12285.48520 | 5093.24953 | 054 | -24755.1500 | 184.1886
means of G 12409.28199° | 395463535 | .006 | 3042.7112 | 21775.8527
borrowing from P M 123.79679 | 6348.88618 | 1.000 |-15049.4779 | 15297.0715
family/ friends G 1228548520 | 5093.24953 | .054 | -184.1886 | 24755.1590
‘(","th?i‘r’f At M P 112379679 | 6348.88618 | 1.000 | -15297.0715| 15049.4779
- P 52047728 | 1127.19283 | .886 | -3192.3443 | 2133.3893
Amount financing G M -16003.90476 | 7879.75361 | .121 |-35332.6849| 3324.8754
for IP cases by G 52047728 | 1127.19283 | .886 | -2133.3808 | 3192.3443
b°”°""|'”9dfr°m P M T15474.42748 | 7931.64325 | 140 | -34907.2606| 39584056
E‘I‘gnﬁ% e][‘) er G 16003.90476 | 7879.75361 | .121 | -3324.8754 | 35332.6849
=M M P 15474.42748 | 7931.64325 | .140 | -3958.4056 | 34907.2606
o P -19318.66993" | 4793.80871 | .000 | -30672.7775| -7964.5623
Amount financing M ~6285.93820 | 428552963 | 318 | -16753.2410| 4181.3646
for IP cases from o G 19318.66993" | 4793.80871 | .000 | 79645623 | 30672.7775
SHGS/MFls M 13032.73173 | 6282.37581 | .099 | -1875.2716 | 27940.7351
(IP_fin_h) N G 628593820 | 428552963 | 318 | -4181.3646 | 16753.2410
P -13032.73173 | 6282.37581 | 099 | -27940.7351| 18752716

*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.
Post hoc test results (Amount financing for OP cases using different financing

measures and Healthcare Provider Selection Pattern: G: Public, P: Private
and M: Mixed/Both Public and Private)

Games-Howell
(1) total (J) total 95% Confidence Interval
Dependent income per | incomeper | Mean Std. Error | Sig.
Variable annum annum  |Difference (I-J) LowerBound | UpperBound

(Binned) (Binned)
Amount P -660.43050° | 148.06086 | .000 | -1008.8117 | -312.0493
financing for OP G M -1006.28960° | 367.12170 | .024 | -1900.6320 | -111.9472
cases using the G 660.43050° | 148.06086 | .000 312.0493 | 1008.8117
Daily wages/ P M -345.85910 386.51346 | .646 | -1280.6988 | 588.9806
Monthly income/ G 1006.28960" | 367.12170 | .024 111.9472 | 1900.6320
(f)a")a%n 2 M P 345.85910 | 386.51346 | .646 | -588.9806 | 1280.6988
Amount P -734.25179° | 17952349 | .000 | -1156.9177 | -311.5859
financing G M -657.14701 | 403.00943 | .245 | -1639.5344 | 325.2404
for OP G 734.25179° | 179.52349 | .000 311.5859 | 1156.9177
cases using P M 77.10478 434.02567 | .983 -970.3112 | 1124.5208
the Savings G 657.14701 403.00943 | 245 | -325.2404 | 1639.5344
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(OP_fin_b) P -77.10478 434.02567 | .983 | -1124.5208 | 970.3112
Amount P -597.95246 274.18915 | .076 | -1243.9747 | 48.0698
financing for OP M -182.55187 176.11991 | 558 | -610.4669 | 245.3632
cases by means G 597.95246 274.18915 | .076 -48.0698 | 1243.9747
of borrowing M 415.40058 320.06073 | .398 | -339.3274 | 1170.1286
from family/ G 182.55187 176.11991 | 558 | -245.3632 | 610.4669
friends with
interest P -415.40058 320.06073 | .398 | -1170.1286 | 339.3274
(OP_fin_d)

*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.
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ANNEXURE D

a. Model Summary for the different Binary Logistic Regressions with respect to
the different financing measures:

Model
Summary
. Table -2 Log Cox & Snell | Nagelkerke
Logit Model No |S®P | likelihood | RSquare | R Square
Log_lt Model (1) on using Household 29 1 681 256 2 086 167
Savings
Logit Model (2) for Health Insurance 30 1 197.4892 .023 123
Logit Model (3) on Sale of Assets a
(BLR 1) 31 1 1106.326 .070 .106
Logit Model (3) on Sale of Assets a
(BLR 2) 31 1 1135.111 .045 .068
Loglt Model (4) on f_|nanC|aI . 3 1 1387.0612 059 080
assistance from relatives and friends
nglt Mode_*l (5) for _borrowmg from 33 1 597 858 077 178
friend/relative with interest
nglt Mode_*l (6) for bor_rowmg from 34 1 542 193¢ 065 150
friend/relative without interest
Logit Model (7) on loans from 35 1 206,436 2 050 092
moneylenders
Logit Model (8) on microcredit from a
SHG/MEI or Els 36 1 1303.164 137 185

a. Estimation terminated at iteration number 6 because parameter estimates changed by less than .001.

b. Hosmer and Lemeshow Test Results for the different Binary Logistic
Regressions with respect to the different financing measures:

Hosmer and Lemeshow Test

Logit Model Tﬁﬁ)le Step Chi-square df Sig.
Logit Model (1) on using Household Savings 29 1 8.102 8 424
Logit Model (2) for Health Insurance 30 1 3.541 4 AT72
Logit Model (3) on Sale of Assets (BLR 1) 31 1 6.622 3 .085
Logit Model (3) on Sale of Assets (BLR 2) 31 1 3.294 8 915
Logl_t Model (4_) on financial assistance from 30 1 4019 8 855
relatives and friends
L(_)glt Modgl (5) for_borrowmg from 33 1 7190 8 516
friend/relative with interest
Logit Model (6) for borrowing from
friend/relative without interest 34 1 2.3% 8 966
Logit Model (7) on loans from moneylenders 35 1 14.901 8 .061
I(;;)glltsModel (8) on microcredit from SHG/MFI 36 1 7336 8 501

c. Model Summary for the different Binary Logistic Regressions with respect to
Willingness to Pay (WTP) for a contributory health scheme:
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Model
Summary

Table

Logit Model NoO

Step

-2 Log
likelihood

Cox &
Snell R
Square

Nagelkerke R
Square

Logit model (1) on households’ WTP
with respect to their geographic 91 1
location

1183.141%

.037

.054

Logit model (2) on households’ WTP
with respect to their annual income 92 1
and family size

1184.0782

.036

.053

Logit model (3) on households’ WTP
with respect to their religion and 93 1
social group

1203.371*

.018

.027

Logit model (4) on households’ WTP
with respect to the type of provider 94 1
for OP visits

1216.8172

.006

.009

Logit model (5) on households” WTP
with respect to count of treatments 95 1
from different providers

1203.246%

.018

.027

Logit model (6) on households” WTP
with respect to count of treatments 96 1
from different providers

1174.775%

044

.065

Logit model (7) on households” WTP
with respect to awareness and 97 1
enrolment status

1214.756%

.008

012

Logit model (8) on households’ WTP
with respect to households’ opinion
regarding the affordability of
healthcare cost

98 1

1210.9942

011

.017

Logit model (9) on households” WTP
with respect to households’ opinion
regarding the sufficiency of
household income

99 1

1211.362%

011

.016

Logit model (10) on households’
WTP with respect to households’
opinion regarding increase in
financial debt

100 1

1207.290%

.015

.022

a. Estimation terminated at iteration number 6 because parameter estimates changed by less than .001.

d. Hosmer and Lemeshow Test Results for the different Binary Logistic
Regressions with respect to Willingness to Pay (WTP) for a contributory

health scheme:

Hosmer and Lemeshow Test

. Table Chi- .
Logit Model No Step square df | Sig.
Logit model (1) on households’ WTP with respect to their 91 1 000 1 looo
geographic location
Logit model (2) on hougeho_lds’ WTP with respect to their 92 1 1784 8 | 987
annual income and family size
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Logit model (3) on households’ WTP with respect to their

i . 93 .989 911
religion and social group
Logit model (4) on h_opseholds’ WTP with respect to the type 94 004 953
of provider for OP visits
Logit model (5) on h-ouseholds’ WTP with respect to count 95 3.496 836
of treatments from differentproviders
Logit model (6) on h-ouseholds’ WTP with respect to count 9% 8.349 914
of treatments from differentproviders
Logit model (7) on households’ WTP with respect to 97 1443 186
awareness and enrolment status
Logit model (8) on households’ WTP with respect to
households’ opinion regarding theaffordability of healthcare 98 .000 1.000
costs
Logit model (9) on households’ WTP with respect to
households’ opinion regarding thesufficiency of household 99 .000 1.000
income
Logit model (10) on households” WTP with respect to 100 000 1,000

households’ opinion regardingincrease in financial debt
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ANNEXURE E

a. “Test of Parallel Lines” results for each of the Ordinal Logistic Regressions
(OLR)
S| OLR Test of Parallel Lines?
’ Statement - i- .
No No. Model Likelinesd S;:S;re df | Sig
1 Null Hypothesis 53.626
General 51.522 2.104 4 717
2 Null Hypothesis 25.617
General 24.280 1.337 1 .248
3 Null Hypothesis 24.748
General 24.012 736 1 391
4 Null Hypothesis 26.527
| The heaIFh care cost General 23.511 3.017 1 .082
is very high. g | Null Hypothesis 23.796
General 21.894 1.902 1 .168
6 Null Hypothesis 24.969
General 24.259 .710 1 .399
7 Null Hypothesis 24.102
General 23.759 .353 1 .558
8 Null Hypothesis 23.401
General 23.309 .091 1 761
1 Null Hypothesis 55.996
General 53.584 2.413 4 .660
9 Null Hypothesis 25.834
General 25.383 450 1 .502
3 Null Hypothesis 46.616
General 41.480 5.135 3 162
i) | Health care expenses 4 | Null Hypothesis 25.184
are affordable. General 24.922 262 | 1 | 608
5 Null Hypothesis 26.614
General 23.555 3.059 1 .080
6 Null Hypothesis 25.978
General 23.874 2.105 1 147
7 Null Hypothesis 27.583
General 24.558 3.024 1 .082
1 Null Hypothesis 54.707
General 53.080 1.627 4 .804
9 Null Hypothesis 25.607
General 25.199 407 1 .523
: : Null Hypothesis 48.201
Household incomeis | 3| P 41164 | 7037 | 3 | 071
v sufficient to cover -
health care costs. 4 Null Hypothesis 24.788
General 24.778 .010 1 921
5 Null Hypothesis 24.785
General 23.415 1.370 1 242
6 Null Hypothesis 26.271
General 24.393 1.877 1 A71
\% Health care expenses 1 Null Hypothesis 63.767
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have depleted the General 54.676 9.091 .059
household savings level Null Hypothesis 47.249
General 41.713 5.535 137
Null Hypothesis 84.961
General 83.131 1.830 .608
Null Hypothesis 42.836
General 41.832 1.004 .605
Null Hypothesis 28.129
General 26.837 1.292 524
Null Hypothesis 24.907
General 24.850 .057 811
Null Hypothesis 59.165
General 54.972 4.193 .381
Null Hypothesis 43.614
General 42.115 1.498 .683
Null Hypothesis 25.673
General 25.665 .007 .932
Null Hypothesis 19.617
Health care expenses General 19.583 034 855
VI have increased the Null Hypothesis 49.573
financial debt of the General 45.757 3.816 .148
family Null Hypothesis 26.007
General 22.325 3.681 .055
Null Hypothesis 26.425
General 25.296 1.129 .288
Null Hypothesis 19.598
General 19.541 .057 811
Null Hypothesis 48.988
General 44,138 4.850 .088
Null Hypothesis 53.490
General 49.775 3.715 446
Null Hypothesis 39.725
General 38.837 .889 .828
Null Hypothesis 18.885
The health care cost General - 18.470 415 519
VII caused family asset Null Hypothesis 43.106
. General 41.831 1.275 529
depletion Null Hypothesis | 22.995
General 20.633 2.362 124
Null Hypothesis 54.399
General 53.091 1.308 727
Null Hypothesis 41.359
General 40.998 361 .835
Null Hypothesis 55.016
General 53.239 1.776 T77
Null Hypothesis 25.257
The health care costs Ee“e:_'al — ;ggzg 1787 181
: ull Hypothesis .
compel the family to General 25212 000 1.000
VIl compromise proper and Null Hypothesis >6.453
complete treatment at General 24.300 1.644 200
many times. Null Hypothesis 27.361
General 24.649 2.712 .100
Null Hypothesis 50.241
General 49.577 .664 717
Null Hypothesis 59.298
X | Tocoverthe health General 53805 | 5403 248
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care expenses, the 5 Null Hypothesis 50.946
family has to General 48.190 2.757 4 .599
compromise with the 3 Null Hypothesis 44.466
food consumption and Gerl1|eral - 42.276 2.190 3 .534
Null Hypothesis 27.230
food-related expenses | 4\~ eral 25721 | 1500 | 1 | 219
1 Null Hypothesis 62.243
General 53.419 8.825 4 .066
2 Null Hypothesis 28.743
General 25.554 3.190 1 .074
Null Hypothesis 28.483
To cover the health 3 [General 25.608 2875 | 1 090
care expenses, the 4 | Null Hypothesis 25.491
X family has to cut off General 24.971 .520 1 471
other non-food 5 Null Hypothesis 26.256
expenditures from the General 24.997 1.259 1 .262
household budget. Null Hypothesis 25.879
J 6 General 24.936 .943 1 331
7 Null Hypothesis 27.080
General 25.504 1.577 1 .209
8 Null Hypothesis 53.538
General 47.789 5.749 2 .056
1 Null Hypothesis 61.412
General 52.832 8.580 4 .072
5 Null Hypothesis 43.351
General 39.477 3.879 3 275
Null Hypothesis 25.021
With such a level of 3 [General 24.920 100 | 1 752
health care cost, the 4 | Null Hypothesis 27.881
I economic condition of General _ 24.866 3.015 1 .083
;Zi:??rgél'sn“tﬁlyto S (NBg:llelr_;)I/pOtheSIs gjggj 374 1 541
] | . . .
future. 6 Null Hypothesis 43.004
General 41.755 1.249 2 .536
7 Null Hypothesis 24.458
General 24.172 .285 1 .593
8 Null Hypothesis 21.987
General 21.179 .807 1 .369
1 Null Hypothesis 19.036
General 18.375 .661 1 416
5 Null Hypothesis 19.159
General 18.945 214 1 .643
3 Null Hypothesis 19.673
General 18.841 .832 1 .362
) _ 4 Null Hypothesis 17.769
Protection against the General 17.394 376 1 540
<1 unseen health care 5 Null Hypothesis 19.364
cost is very essential General 17.751 1.612 1 .204
at present times. Null Hypothesis 16.851
P 6 General 16.768 .083 1 773
7 Null Hypothesis 18.562
General 18.151 412 1 521
8 Null Hypothesis 16.827
General 16.459 .368 1 .544
9 Null Hypothesis 16.902
General 16.411 491 1 483

The null hypothesis states that the location parameters (slope coefficients) are the same across
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response categories.

a. Link function: Logit.

b. The full likelihood ratios for each of the OLR

Sl.

Model Fitting Information

No Statement OLR No. Model Lik2elli_r?c?od Chi-Square| df | Sig.
1 Intercept Only 89.030
Final 53.626 35.404 4| .000
Intercept Only 44.419
2 Final 25.617 18.802 1] .000
Intercept Only 74.210
3 Final 24.748 49.462 [ 1] .000
Intercept Only 54.566
| The health care 4 Final 24.527 28.039 1| .000
cost isvery high. Intercept Only 39.754
5 Final 23.796 15.958 1| .000
Intercept Only 30.336
6 Final 24.969 5.367 1] .021
Intercept Only 29.249
l Final 24.102 5147 [ 1] .023
8 Intercept Only 35.045
Final 23.401 11.644 1] .001
1 InterceptOnly 189.312
Final 55.996 133.316| 4| .000
2 InterceptOnly 32.948
Final 25.834 7.115 1| .008
3 InterceptOnly 56.452
Final 46.616 9.837 3| .020
" Health care expenses 4 InterceptOnly 50.034
areaffordable. Final 25.184 24.850 1 .000
5 InterceptOnly 37.450
Final 26.614 10.836 1| .001
6 InterceptOnly 35.819
Final 25.978 9.840 1] .002
7 InterceptOnly 35.638
Final 27.583 8.055 1| .005
1 InterceptOnly 193.766
Final 54.707 139.059| 4| .000
9 InterceptOnly 33.167
Final 25.607 7.561 1| .006
. . InterceptOnl 60.386
Household income s 3 T agant 12185] 3| 007
IV | sufficient to cover
InterceptOnly 55.980
health care costs. 4 [ Final 24.783 30103| 1] .000
5 InterceptOnly 35.173
Final 24.785 10.388 1] .001
6 InterceptOnly 34.174
Final 26.271 7.904 1| .005
1 InterceptOnly 114.237
Health care expenses Final 63.767 50.470 | 4| .000
V | have depleted the 9 InterceptOnly 59.051
household savings level Final 47.249 11.802 3 .008
3 InterceptOnly 84.961
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Final 83.131 1.830 .608
InterceptOnly 121.537
Final 42.836 78.701 .000
InterceptOnly 37.603
Final 28.129 9.473 .009
InterceptOnly 31.809
Final 24.907 6.902 .009
InterceptOnly 101.678
Final 59.165 42,513 .000
InterceptOnly 59.330
Final 43.614 15.716 .001
InterceptOnly 33.770
Final 25.673 8.097 .004
InterceptOnly 32.187
Health care expenses Final 19.617 12.570 .000
Vi have increased the InterceptOnly 155.670
financial debt of the Final 49.573 106.097 .000
family InterceptOnly 32.786
Final 26.007 6.779 .009
InterceptOnly 62.982
Final 26.425 36.558 .000
InterceptOnly 28.478
Final 19.598 8.880 .003
InterceptOnly 65.175
Final 48.988 16.187 .000
InterceptOnly 80.826
Final 53.490 27.337 .000
InterceptOnly 53.582
Final 39.725 13.857 .003
InterceptOnly 38.257
The health care cost II:i?aI o égjg‘rl’ 19.371 000
. nterceptOn :
VIl | caused family asset il 43.106 56.325 000
depletion. InterceptOnly 41.524
Final 22.995 18.529 .000
InterceptOnly 94.255
Final 54.399 39.857 .000
InterceptOnly 56.943
Final 41.359 15.584 .000
InterceptOnly 167.593
Final 55.016 112.577 .000
InterceptOnly 31.116
The health care costs Final 25.257 5.859 015
compel the family to InterceptOnly 34.016
VI compromise proper Final 25.212 8.804 .003
and complete InterceptOnly 31.034
treatment atmany Final 26.453 4.581 .032
times. InterceptOnly 33.076
Final 27.361 5.715 017
InterceptOnly 112.777
Final 50.241 62.536 .000
To cover the health care InterceptOnly 226.301
expenses, the family has Final 59.298 167.003 .000
IX [to compromise with the InterceptOnly 81552
. Final 50.946 30.606 .000
food consumption and Interceptonly 79918
food-related expenses Final 44466 34752 000
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InterceptOnly 51.874
Final 27.230 24.644 .000
InterceptOnly 208.990
Final 62.243 146.747 .000
InterceptOnly 50.704
Final 28.743 21.960 .000
InterceptOnly 47.777
To cover the health care Final 28.483 19.294 .000
expenses, the family has IqterceptOnIy 29.468
X | to cut off other non- Final 25.491 3.977 .046
. InterceptOnly 33.515
foodexpenditures from Final 56.256 7756 007
the household budget. InterceptOnly 64.348
Final 25.879 38.469 .000
InterceptOnly 64.172
Final 27.080 37.091 .000
InterceptOnly 84.560
Final 53.538 31.022 .000
InterceptOnly 114.863
Final 61.412 53.451 .000
InterceptOnly 73.073
Final 43.351 29.723 .000
) InterceptOnly 31.485
With such a level Final 25.021 6.465 011
of health care cost, InterceptOnly 45.235
the economic Final 27.881 17.354 000
Al con(_iltlt_)n pfthe InterceptOnly 70.449
family is likely to -
deteriorate in the Final 24.898 45.551 .000
future. IqterceptOnIy 60.504
Final 43.004 17.500 .000
InterceptOnly 29.603
Final 24.458 5.145 .023
InterceptOnly 46.815
Final 21.987 24.829 .000
InterceptOnly 34.288
Final 19.036 15.252 .000
InterceptOnly 31.749
Final 19.159 12.589 .000
InterceptOnly 40.269
Final 19.673 20.596 .000
InterceptOnly 23.784
Protection against the Final 17.769 6.015 014
I unseen health care cost InterceptOnly 23.480
is very essential at Final 19.364 4.116 .042
present times. InterceptOnly 23.342
Final 16.851 6.491 011
InterceptOnly 25.012
Final 18.562 6.449 011
InterceptOnly 28.460
Final 16.827 11.633 .001
InterceptOnly 129.851
Final 16.902 112.949 .000

Link function: Logit.
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c. Goodness-of-fit statistics (Pearson and Deviance) for each of the OLR

Goodness-of-Fit
Sl Statement OLR Chi- )

No No. Square df Slg.
Pearson 2.098 4 .718
1 Deviance 2104 | 4 717
Pearson 1.332 1 .249
2 Deviance 1337 | 1 248
Pearson 732 1 .392
3 Deviance 736 | 1 391
Pearson 2.928 1 .087
| The health care cost is very high. 4 %i\;lrasrc])ie i%; 1 (1)2(2)
5 Deviance 1.902 | 1 .168
Pearson 707 1 .400
6 Deviance 710 | 1 399
Pearson 341 1 .559
7 Deviance 343 | 1 558
Pearson .093 1 .761
8 Deviance 092 | 1 761
Pearson 2.431 1 .657
1 Deviance 2413 | 1 660
Pearson 450 1 .502
2 Deviance 450 | 1 502
Pearson 5.088 3 .165
3 Deviance 5135 | 3 162
1l Health care expenses are affordable. 4 [E):\?ir;r?ge ;2; 1 ggg
Pearson 3.026 1 .082
5 Deviance 3059 | 1 .080
Pearson 2.048 1 152
6 Deviance 2105 | 1 147
Pearson 3.024 1 .082
7 Deviance 3024 | 1 0.82
Pearson 1.626 4 .804
1 Deviance 1627 | 4 .804
Pearson .408 1 .523
2 Deviance 407 1 523
Pearson 7.120 3 .068
v Household income is sufficient to 3 [;ewance 78133 i 8;1

cover health care costs. 4 ea_r son - -

Deviance .010 1 921
Pearson 1.373 1 241
5 Deviance 1370 | 1 242
Pearson 1.888 1 .169
6 Deviance 1877 | 1 171
Pearson 9.134 4 .058
1 Deviance 9091 | 4 .059
Pearson 5.216 3 157
2 Deviance 5535 | 3 137
\Y I-r|]earllth caLe f()j(pen_ses hi'ive (Ijepleted 3 [E):\?ir;r?(r:]e gggg ﬂ g;g
the household savings leve Pearson 4:049 4 :399
4 Deviance 3.583 4 .465
5 Pearson 1.278 2 .528
Deviance 1.292 2 524
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6 Pearson .057 1 811

Deviance .057 1 811

1 Pearson 4.137 4 .388

Deviance 4,193 4 .381

2 Pearson 1.503 3 .681

Deviance 1.498 3 .683

3 Pearson .007 1 .932

Deviance .007 1 .932

4 Pearson .034 1 .854

Health care expenses have increased Deviance 034 1 855
VI 1 the financial debt of the famil 5 Pearson 4719 | 4 317
y: Deviance 4777 | 4 311

6 Pearson 3.363 1 .067

Deviance 3.681 1 .055

7 Pearson 1.139 1 .286

Deviance 1.129 1 .286

8 Pearson .057 1 811

Deviance .057 1 811

9 Pearson 6.577 4 .160

Deviance 6.798 4 147

1 Pearson 3.619 4 .460

Deviance 3.715 4 446

2 Pearson .923 3 .820

Deviance .889 3 .828

3 Pearson .362 1 547

. Deviance 415 1 .519

i gs&:gi:h care cost caused family asset p Pea_rson > 481 1 648
' Deviance 2.326 4 .676

5 Pearson 1.975 1 .160

Deviance 2.362 1 124

6 Pearson 12.520 7 .085

Deviance 8.604 7 .282

7 Pearson 2.185 4 .702

Deviance 2.225 4 .695

1 Pearson 1.778 4 77

Deviance 1.776 4 a77

5 Pearson 1.689 1 .194

Deviance 1.787 1 181

The health care costs compel the family 3 Pearson .000 1 1.000
VIII | to compromise proper and complete Deviance .000 1 1.000
treatment at many times. 4 Pearson 1682 | 1 195
Deviance 1.644 1 .200

5 Pearson 2.815 1 .093

Deviance 2.712 1 .100

6 Pearson 5.740 4 .219

Deviance 5.676 4 225

1 Pearson 5.178 4 .270

To cover the health care expenses,the Deviance 5.403 4 248
family has to compromise withthe food 2 Pea_r SOn 2.723 4 605
IX - Deviance 2.757 4 .599
consumption and food- related Pearson 5192 3 534
expenses 3 Deviance 2190 | 3 534
4 Pearson 1.512 1 .219

Deviance 1.509 1 219

X To cover the health care expenses,the 1 Pea_r Son 8.497 4 075
family has to cut off other non-food Deviance 8.825 4 0.66
y 2 Pearson 3198 | 1 074
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expenditures from the household Deviance 3.190 1 .074
budget. Pearson 2.882 1 .090
Deviance 2.875 1 .090

Pearson .520 1 471

Deviance 520 1 471

Pearson 1.254 1 .263

Deviance 1.259 1 .262

Pearson .944 1 331

Deviance .943 1 331

Pearson 1.580 1 .209

Deviance 1.577 1 .209

Pearson 13.644 4 .009

Deviance 14.031| 4 .007

Pearson 8.475 4 .076

Deviance 8.580 4 .072

Pearson 3.541 3 .316

Deviance 3.873 3 275

Pearson .100 1 751

XI Deviance .100 1 752
. Pearson 2.997 1 .083
With sut_:h a Iev_e_l of health cart_e cgst,the Deviance 3015 1 033
e_conomlc conqmon pf the familyis Pearson 375 1 510
likely to deteriorate in the future. Deviance 374 1 541
Pearson 3.444 4 .486

Deviance 3.483 4 .480

Pearson .287 1 .592

Deviance .285 1 .593

Pearson 751 1 .386

Deviance .807 1 .369

Pearson .610 1 435

Deviance .661 1 435

Pearson 214 1 .643

Deviance 214 1 .643

Pearson .844 1 .358

Deviance .832 1 .362

Pearson 416 1 .519

Protection against the unseen health Deviance 376 1 .540
X1l | care cost is very essential at present Pearson 1.344 1 .246
times. Deviance 1.612 1 .204
Pearson .090 1 .764

Deviance .083 1 773

Pearson 442 1 .506

Deviance 412 1 521

Pearson A47 1 .504

Deviance .368 1 544

Pearson .624 1 .430

Deviance 491 1 .483

Link function: Logit.
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