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Abstract:  
 

Patient cost-sharing in medical care constrains total health spending, presumably with little 
harm to underlying patient health. This paper re-evaluates the link between cost-sharing and health, 
studying Colombia’s entire formal sector workforce with individual-level health care utilization 
records linked to payroll data and vital statistics.  Given discrete breaks in outpatient cost-sharing 
imposed at multiple income thresholds by Colombia’s national health system, we use a regression 
discontinuity design and find that outpatient cost-sharing reduces use of outpatient care, resulting 
in fewer diagnoses of common chronic diseases and increasing subsequent emergency room visits 
and hospitalizations.  Ultimately, these effects measurably increase mortality, and 
disproportionately so among the poor – raising the absolute difference in 7-year mortality risk by 
0.80 and 0.23 deaths per 1,000 individuals at lower- and higher-income thresholds, respectively.  
To the best of our knowledge, this study is the first to show a relationship between cost-sharing 
and adult mortality risk in lower-income countries, a relationship important to incorporate into 
social welfare analyses of cost-sharing policies. 
 
One Sentence Summary: Outpatient cost-sharing in medical care discourages use – but over time, 
also increases costly hospital service use and raises mortality risk. 
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Main Text:  
 

Consumer cost-sharing in medical care (through co-payments, co-insurance, and 
deductibles) is strongly related to the use of health care services and spending – but it has never 
been shown to influence adult mortality risk in lower-income countries.1  Traditionally, the role of 
cost-sharing under health insurance is to balance protection against financial risk with overuse of 
medical care (i.e., moral hazard) (Arrow 1963; Pauly 1968; Zeckhauser 1970)– and to constrain 
total health care spending (Manning et al. 1987; Newhouse and Insurance Experiment Group 1996; 
Chernew and Newhouse 2008).  However, cost sharing can also be associated with reductions in 
preventive care, disease detection, and the use of clinically important services, potentially leading 
to costly increases in hospital care (Brot-Goldberg et al. 2017; Chandra, Gruber, and McKnight 
2010). This concern may be particularly true for prevalent chronic (rather than acute) conditions 
such as hypertension and diabetes which often develop and progress undetected in their early 
stages without regular clinical consultation and monitoring.  Chronic disease prevalence is rising 
in all parts of the world, in wealthy and poor countries alike, accounting for an increasingly large 
share of the global burden of disease and deaths (Ezzati and Riboli 2012; Gaziano and Pagidipati 
2013; NCD Countdown 2030 Collaborators 2018).2 

 
To the best of our knowledge, this study is the first population-level analysis to present 

evidence showing a causal relationship between cost-sharing and adult mortality risk in a lower-
income country.3  We study the universe of Colombia’s formal sector workforce over the span of 
nearly a decade using monthly health care claims data linked at the individual level to 
administrative payroll data and vital statistics.  With this data, we take advantage of discrete 
changes in outpatient co-payment requirements at well-defined wage rate thresholds using a 
regression-discontinuity study design.  Conditional on the assumption that wage rates are not 
manipulated or ‘gamed’ to obtain eligibility for lower copayments (an assumption for which we 
show empirical support), regression-discontinuity designs are able to provide internally valid 
estimates of causal relationships (Thistlethwaite and Campbell 1960; Hahn, Todd, and Van der 
Klaauw 2001; Lee and Lemieux 2010; Bor et al. 2014). Moreover, given the institutional design 
of Colombia’s health care system, we are able to conduct this analysis at two different 
wage/income levels, enabling us to assess the effect of cost-sharing at mortality risk at different 
points in the income distribution. 

 
1 A recent working paper shows that higher cost-sharing for drugs increases mortality among those 65 years 
of age in the United States (Chandra, Flack, and Obermeyer 2021). For a systematic review of the effect of 
user fees and health insurance on health outcomes in lower-income countries, see Qin et al. (2019). 
2 The price elasticities of services related to the detection and long-term management of major chronic 
diseases may also be larger (i.e., service use may be more sensitive to prices) than for services addressing 
acute illnesses.  Recent developments in value-based insurance design could, in principle, help to structure 
patient cost sharing to differentially encourage use of higher vs. lower value health services, but the data 
requirements are onerous, and potentially infeasible in many countries (Chernew, Rosen, and Fendrick 
2007; Goldman, Joyce, and Karaca-Mandic 2006; Rosen et al. 2005). 
3 Previous studies have shown that health insurance can lead to reductions in mortality (Sommers, Baicker, 
and Epstein 2012; Sommers, Long, and Baicker 2014; Goldin, Lurie, and McCubbin 2021; Sood et al. 2014; 
Card, Dobkin, and Maestas 2009; Miller, Johnson, and Wherry 2019). However, health insurance bundles 
together a variety of differences in the availability and quality of medical care as well as incentives on the 
supply-side – hence studying the consequences of health insurance is conceptually distinct from our specific 
focus on demand-side cost sharing.   
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The outpatient cost-sharing hikes imposed at discrete breaks in the wage distribution can 

be substantial, especially for poorer households.  Colombia’s sweeping health insurance reform in 
1993 introduced competition among health plans into the Colombian health care system (through 
a form of managed competition financed by payroll taxes), but both benefits and prices (premiums 
– and importantly, patient cost-sharing) are fully standardized across all competing insurers.  In 
the Contributory Regime, or Régimen Contributivo (for all formal sector employees and their 
families – numbering approximately 20 million enrollees), there are discrete outpatient cost-
sharing “steps” at two different thresholds in the distribution of monthly earnings.  Specifically, 
for outpatient services, individuals earning less than twice Colombia’s monthly minimum wage 
(MMW) must pay 11.7% of the daily minimum wage per outpatient service, those earning two up 
to five times (inclusive) of the MMW pay 46.1% of the daily minimum wage, and those earning 
above five MMWs pay 121.5% of the daily minimum wage.  Supplement Figure S1 shows these 
outpatient cost-sharing requirements across the earnings distribution.  Note that there is no cost-
sharing requirement for inpatient services. Classification of earnings is maintained by the 
Colombian Ministry of Finance and its Financial Services Authority in a digital system known as 
Planilla Integrada de Liquidación de Aportes, or PILA, and all formal sector companies update 
this information monthly as part of their mandated payroll tax contributions to the Colombian 
social security system.  

 
Our data are novel and represents an important collaboration with Colombian national 

government agencies to provide a stronger evidence-base for health policy.  Specifically, we link 
individual records for nearly 13 million Colombians across: (i.) monthly data on payroll and tax 
contributions (from the Planilla Integrada de Liquidación de Aportes, which is part of the PILA 
system); (ii.) annual health insurance enrollment (in the Base Única de Afiliación, or BDUA); (iii.) 
monthly health service use, claims, and diagnosis data (in the Base del Estudio de la Suficiencia 
de la Unidad por Capitación, or UPC; Supplement Table S1 shows ICD10 codes for chronic 
diseases); and (iv.) national vital statistics.  Supplement Table S2 shows descriptive statistics for 
this linked administrative dataset.   

 
We first use a regression discontinuity design (RDD) to estimate the causal relationship 

between cost-sharing requirements and outpatient service use.  Specifically, we use a standard 
local linear regression in which the outcome variable,  𝑦 , refers to outpatient services for 
individual 𝑖 in month 𝑚 and year 𝑡, and the running variable is the individual’s i monthly earnings 
as a share of the monthly minimum wage. We estimate two separate regressions, one for each 
threshold of the earnings distribution (2 or 5 MMWs). We select robust bias-corrected ‘optimal’ 
sample bandwidths, and we adjust standard errors for heteroskedasticity and clustering at the 
individual level (Calonico, Cattaneo, and Titiunik 2014; Calonico, Cattaneo, and Farrell 2020). 

 
In this statistical framework, we assume that monthly earnings registered by formal-sector 

companies in the PILA system are not manipulated or ‘gamed’ to obtain eligibility for lower 
copayments.  If individuals were able manipulate their earnings (or how their earnings are 
registered in the PILA system) to obtain a lower outpatient copayment rate, this would be evident 
as imbalance along demographic dimensions related to their ability or incentive to do so.  To test 
for this, Supplement Figures S2 and S3 show balance, or the absence of a discontinuity, in 
demographic characteristics (including age and gender as well as enrollment in the public plan 
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offered through Colombia’s managed competition style of health insurance) across both cost-
sharing thresholds. Then, to test for statistical significance we randomly draw 500 false thresholds 
and estimate the local linear regressions using the demographic characteristics as dependent 
variable.  Supplement Figure S4 shows that the null hypothesis of continuity in these variables is 
not rejected, implying the absence of manipulation. We also implement an alternative test for 
manipulation of earnings, formally testing for disproportionate mass in the earnings distribution 
on either side of each threshold (following (McCrary 2008)).  If individuals manipulated their 
reported earnings, and hence their copayment tier, this would be evidence as disproportionate mass 
just below a threshold.  Supplement Figure S5 shows these results, again providing no evidence 
of manipulation (McCrary tests: 0.15 (p-value 0.21) and 0.06 (p-value 0.42) for thresholds at 2 and 
5 MMWs, respectively). 

 
Examining the direct effect of outpatient cost-sharing on the use of outpatient services, 

Figure 1 shows discrete reductions in total outpatient services used at both the 2 and 5 MMW 
thresholds (average reductions of 0.12 and 0.06 services per month, or reductions of 12.90% and 
8.70%, respectively).  Breaking this cost-sharing effect into its components (consultations, drugs, 
lab procedures, and diagnostic imaging, which together sum to our total outpatient service 
measure) and considering annual (rather than monthly) outpatient care use, Figure 2 shows 
separate results for component.4  In general, outpatient care reductions are largely due to decreases 
in drug purchases and clinical consultations (the components most under patient control).  
Strikingly, both figures show that cost-sharing reduces outpatient care relatively more for the poor 
(i.e., the reduction is larger at the 2 relatives to the 5 minimum wage threshold), but the magnitude 
of the cost-sharing change also differs at the two thresholds.  To make a direct comparison between 
the two, Supplement Tables S5 and S6 also report price elasticities at both thresholds – 
confirming that the decline is indeed larger for poorer households.5 

 
Next, we extend our statistical framework to study how these ‘contemporaneous’ changes 

in outpatient service use accumulate over time to influence the subsequent detection and diagnosis 
of chronic diseases (including hypertension and diabetes, which are relatively prevalent in 
Colombia) – and as a result, the use of potentially avoidable inpatient and other hospital services.  
Specifically, we use OLS to estimate: 𝑦 𝛼 ∑ ∑ 𝛼 𝑤

∑ ∑ 𝛼 𝑤 𝑤, 𝛽 ∑ 𝜀 , where the outcome variable yit (diagnosis of a 

chronic condition, hospitalization as an inpatient, emergency room (ER) use, or use of a hospital 
intensive care unit) for individual i in year t; 𝛼  and 𝛼  multiply the polynomials of individual’s 
i twelve monthly wages (as share of the minimum wage) in year t;  𝐶𝑆  takes value 0 or 1 

(denoting below or above a threshold, respectively), and so ∑  is the average number of 

months that individual i in year t is above a threshold; and  𝜀  is the error term. The parameter 𝛽 
measures the casual effect of cost sharing on diagnoses and inpatient (and other hospital) service 
use.  We use a sample of individuals with median monthly earnings within 0.3 or 0.5 MMWs of 
the threshold (and who worked during the entire year), include a second-order wage polynomial 

 
4 The annual service use results shown in Figure 2 are estimated using the general equation shown in the 
following paragraph. 

5 An elasticity is the ratio of the percent change in quantity of services to the percent change in cost-sharing 
(or price). The larger the absolute value of the elasticity, the more sensitive the service is to cost-sharing. 
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(given evidence that higher-order polynomials can lead to biased results) (Gelman and Imbens 
2019), and compute heteroskedastic standard errors clustered at the individual level.6   

 
Figure 3, Panel A and Supplement Tables S7-8 show these cumulative effects of cost-

sharing for diagnoses (estimates of the parameter 𝛽), both for the same year and for all 7 years in 
the sample.  Outpatient cost sharing leads to a reduced probability of chronic disease diagnosis, 
and these reductions are relatively larger for poorer households (at the 2 MMWs threshold relative 
to the 5 MMWs threshold).  Moreover, the cumulative effect of cost-sharing on chronic disease 
diagnosis grows over time for poorer households as well.  Figure 3, Panel B and Supplement 
Tables S9-12 then show that greater cost sharing also subsequently leads to more use of costly, 
potentially avoidable hospital services – including inpatient stays, ER visits, and use of intensive 
care units. 

 
Finally, although the actual productivity of medical care services for health outcomes is 

the subject of ongoing debate, we examine how these changes in health service use due to cost-
sharing matter for mortality (or survival).  On the one hand, at lower levels of service use, 
additional services may be incrementally more productive (i.e., on the margin) simply because 
they are otherwise used at low rates.  In lower-income countries, a variety of medical care services 
are in fact generally used less than in wealthy countries (Kruk et al. 2018; O’Donnell 2007).  On 
the other hand, health care providers in lower-income countries might have fewer resources at their 
disposal (including health education specialists, etc.), suggesting that the incremental return to 
medical care may be low (particularly for illnesses requiring considerable lifestyle modification 
and private self-maintenance – as is the case for chronic conditions such as hypertension and 
diabetes, for example) (Kruk et al. 2018; Das and Hammer 2014). 

  
To consider this issue directly, we estimate the cumulative effect of differences in service 

use due to outpatient cost-sharing (and changes in subsequent chronic disease detection as well as 
hospital and ER service use) by integrating our RDD into a duration analysis framework (Bor et 
al. 2014). This approach uses a semiparametric regression model to specify the mortality hazard 
(i.e., the instantaneous probability of death at time t, conditional on survival up to time t) as a 
function of the ‘running variable’ (in our case, the monthly earnings) and time. Because the 
monthly earnings vary over time, we use a time-dependent Cox hazards model, which is 
appropriate with ‘external’ covariates (i.e., covariates vary as a function of time, independent of 
the failure time) (Cox 1972; Prentice and Kalbfleisch 1979; Cox 1975; Kalbfleisch and Prentice 
2011), and we explore the sensitivity of our results using other parametric assumptions (including 
Weibull and Exponential functions) as well as sample restrictions to those consistently employed 
in the formal sector over time.  The Supplementary Materials describe these approaches in detail. 

 
Figure 4 shows these differences in survival due to outpatient cost-sharing.  Figure 4, 

Panel A shows 7-year survival curves estimated for each copayment tier (at both copayment 
thresholds) using time-dependent Cox models.  It suggests that greater outpatient cost-sharing 
decreases 7-year survival at both thresholds.  Figure 4, Panel B then shows corresponding hazard 
ratio estimates (to higher vs. lower copayment requirements) at both thresholds among samples of 
individuals continuously employed in the formal sector for varying amounts of time.  It confirms 
that these reductions in survival are statistically significant (hazard ratios of 4.42 and 1.30 at the 2 

 
6 Supplement Tables S5 and S6. 
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and 5 MMW thresholds, respectively) and increase with the amount of time that individuals are 
subject to copayment requirements.  Importantly, these effects on survival or longevity are also 
larger for individuals with lower earnings (i.e., at the 2 vs. 5 MMW threshold) – the corresponding 
elasticities are 1.06 and 0.29, implying increases in 7-year mortality risk by 0.80 and 0.23 deaths 
per 1,000 individuals at the 2 and 5 MMW thresholds, respectively.  Supplemental Tables S13 
also shows these results in table format, and Supplemental Tables S14-S15 show that these results 
are similar using Exponential and Weibull distributions.  

 
Overall, in this paper we provide new evidence that outpatient cost-sharing reduces the use 

of outpatient services – and in doing so, can unintentionally reduce the detection of new chronic 
diseases and increase the use of more expensive, and avoidable, hospital and ER services – 
ultimately increasing adult mortality. Although past research has traditionally emphasized the role 
of consumer cost-sharing in reducing potentially socially wasteful health care spending, this role 
must be balanced with considerations of detrimental effects of cost-sharing on health and 
mortality. This is an important direction for future social welfare evaluations of cost-sharing 
policies. 
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A. 2 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold 

 

B. 5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold 

 

Fig. 1. Total Outpatient Service Use across the Copayment Threshold. Regression 
discontinuity (RD) graphs with local linear smoothing for both sides of the threshold at 2 monthly 
minimum wages (A) and 5 monthly minimum wages (B). Vertical axis show means of total number 
of outpatient services used per month for all formal workers between 2011 and 2017. We use local 
linear regression with robust bias-corrected ‘optimal’ sample bandwidths, standard errors 
adjusting for heteroskedasticity and clustering at the individual level, to estimate the effect of cost-
sharing on total outpatient service use. 
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Fig. 2. The Effect of Cost-Sharing on Outpatient Service Use, Total and by Type. Effect of 
greater outpatient cost-sharing on the annual use of total number of outpatient services and its 
components (consultations, drugs, laboratory procedures, and diagnostic images) for both 
thresholds (2 MMW and 5 MMW). We use a sample of individuals with median monthly earnings 
within 0.3 MMWs of the threshold, and who worked during the entire year (12 months). We use 
ordinary least square with a second-order polynomial of the monthly earnings, and we compute 
heteroskedastic standard errors clustered at the individual level.     
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A. Chronic Disease Diagnosis (1-Year and 7-Year Horizons) 

 
B. Potentially-Avoidable Hospital Service Use 

 

Fig. 3. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on Chronic Disease Diagnosis and 
Potentially-Avoidable Hospital Service Use. A. Effect of greater outpatient cost-sharing on the 
probabilities (percentage points) of detecting chronic diseases for the same year and for all 7 years 
in the sample at both thresholds (2 MMW and 5 MMW). B. Effect of greater outpatient cost-
sharing on the probabilities (percentage points) of use of potentially avoidable hospital services – 
including inpatient stays, emergency room visits, and use of intensive care units, at both thresholds 
(2 MMW and 5 MMW). For all analysis, we use a sample of individuals with median monthly 
earnings within 0.3 MMWs of the threshold, and who worked during the entire year (12 months). 
We use ordinary least square with a second-order polynomial of the monthly earnings, and we 
compute heteroskedastic standard errors clustered at the individual level.    
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A. Survival Curves for the Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on Mortality Risk (2 
and 5 Monthly Minimum Wage Thresholds) 
 

 

B. Outpatient Cost-Sharing Hazard Ratios for 7-Year Mortality Risk (2 and 5 Monthly Minimum 
Wage Thresholds) 

 

 

Fig. 4. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on 7-Year Survival. A. Survival curves 
for the cumulative effect of outpatient cost-sharing on mortality risk at both thresholds (2 MMW 
and 5 MMW) using time-dependent Cox models with full sample. B. Outpatient cost-sharing 
hazard ratios for 7-year mortality risk among samples of individuals continuously employed in the 
formal sector for varying amounts of time, and with median monthly earnings within 1 MMW of 
the thresholds. We use time-dependent Cox models with a second-order polynomial of the monthly 
earnings.  
 

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 18, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.03.21252857doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.03.21252857


 

12 
 

Bibliography 

 
Arrow, Kenneth J. 1963. ‘Uncertainty and the Welfare Economics of Medical Care’. The American 

Economic Review 53 (5): 941–73. 
Austin, Peter C. 2010. ‘Absolute Risk Reductions and Numbers Needed to Treat Can Be Obtained 

from Adjusted Survival Models for Time-to-Event Outcomes’. Journal of Clinical 
Epidemiology 63 (1): 46–55. 
http://dx.doi.org.libproxy.ucl.ac.uk/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2009.03.012. 

Bor, Jacob, Ellen Moscoe, Portia Mutevedzi, Marie-Louise Newell, and Till Bärnighausen. 2014. 
‘Regression Discontinuity Designs in Epidemiology: Causal Inference Without 
Randomized Trials’. Epidemiology 25 (5): 729–37. 

Brot-Goldberg, Zarek C., Amitabh Chandra, Benjamin R. Handel, and Jonathan T. Kolstad. 2017. 
‘What Does a Deductible Do? The Impact of Cost-Sharing on Health Care Prices, 
Quantities, and Spending Dynamics*’. The Quarterly Journal of Economics 132 (3): 1261–
1318. https://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjx013. 

Calonico, Sebastian, Matias D Cattaneo, and Max H Farrell. 2020. ‘Optimal Bandwidth Choice 
for Robust Bias-Corrected Inference in Regression Discontinuity Designs’. The 
Econometrics Journal 23 (2): 192–210. https://doi.org/10.1093/ectj/utz022. 

Calonico, Sebastian, Matias D. Cattaneo, and Rocio Titiunik. 2014. ‘Robust Nonparametric 
Confidence Intervals for Regression-Discontinuity Designs’. Econometrica 82 (6): 2295–
2326. 

Card, David, Carlos Dobkin, and Nicole Maestas. 2009. ‘Does Medicare Save Lives?*’. The 
Quarterly Journal of Economics 124 (2): 597–636. 
https://doi.org/10.1162/qjec.2009.124.2.597. 

Chandra, Amitabh, Evan Flack, and Ziad Obermeyer. 2021. ‘The Health Costs of Cost-Sharing’. 
w28439. Cambridge, MA: National Bureau of Economic Research. 
https://doi.org/10.3386/w28439. 

Chandra, Amitabh, Jonathan Gruber, and Robin McKnight. 2010. ‘Patient Cost-Sharing and 
Hospitalization Offsets in the Elderly’. The American Economic Review 100 (1): 193–213. 

Chernew, Michael E, and Joseph P Newhouse. 2008. ‘What Does the RAND Health Insurance 
Experiment Tell Us About the Impact of Patient Cost Sharing on Health Outcomes?’, 3. 

Chernew, Michael E., Allison B. Rosen, and A. Mark Fendrick. 2007. ‘Value-Based Insurance 
Design’. Health Affairs, January. https://doi.org/10.1377/hlthaff.26.2.w195. 

Cox, D. R. 1972. ‘Regression Models and Life-Tables’. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society. 
Series B (Methodological) 34 (2): 187–220. 

———. 1975. ‘Partial Likelihood’. Biometrika 62 (2): 269–76. https://doi.org/10.2307/2335362. 
Das, Jishnu, and Jeffrey Hammer. 2014. ‘Quality of Primary Care in Low-Income Countries: Facts 

and Economics’. Annual Review of Economics 6 (1): 525–53. 
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-economics-080213-041350. 

Ezzati, Majid, and Elio Riboli. 2012. ‘Can Noncommunicable Diseases Be Prevented? Lessons 
from Studies of Populations and Individuals’. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1227001. 

Fan, Jianqing. 2018. Local Polynomial Modelling and Its Applications: Monographs on Statistics 
and Applied Probability 66. Routledge. 

Gaziano, Thomas A., and Neha Pagidipati. 2013. ‘Scaling Up Chronic Disease Prevention 
Interventions in Lower- and Middle-Income Countries’. Annual Review of Public Health 
34 (1): 317–35. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-publhealth-031912-114402. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 18, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.03.21252857doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.03.21252857


 

13 
 

Gelman, Andrew, and Guido Imbens. 2019. ‘Why High-Order Polynomials Should Not Be Used 
in Regression Discontinuity Designs’. Journal of Business & Economic Statistics 37 (3): 
447–56. https://doi.org/10.1080/07350015.2017.1366909. 

Goldin, Jacob, Ithai Z Lurie, and Janet McCubbin. 2021. ‘Health Insurance and Mortality: 
Experimental Evidence from Taxpayer Outreach’. The Quarterly Journal of Economics 
136 (1): 1–49. https://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjaa029. 

Goldman, Dana P, Geoffrey F Joyce, and Pinar Karaca-Mandic. 2006. ‘Varying Pharmacy 
Benefits With Clinical Status: The Case of Cholesterol-Lowering Therapy’. THE 
AMERICAN JOURNAL OF MANAGED CARE 12 (1): 8. 

Hahn, Jinyong, Petra Todd, and Wilbert Van der Klaauw. 2001. ‘Identification and Estimation of 
Treatment Effects with a Regression-Discontinuity Design’. Econometrica 69 (1): 201–9. 

Imbens, Guido W., and Thomas Lemieux. 2008. ‘Regression Discontinuity Designs: A Guide to 
Practice’. Journal of Econometrics, The regression discontinuity design: Theory and 
applications, 142 (2): 615–35. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeconom.2007.05.001. 

Kalbfleisch, John D., and Ross L. Prentice. 2011. The Statistical Analysis of Failure Time Data. 
1st ed. John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118032985. 

Kruk, Margaret E., Anna D. Gage, Catherine Arsenault, Keely Jordan, Hannah H. Leslie, Sanam 
Roder-DeWan, Olusoji Adeyi, et al. 2018. ‘High-Quality Health Systems in the Sustainable 
Development Goals Era: Time for a Revolution’. The Lancet. Global Health 6 (11): e1196–
1252. https://doi.org/10.1016/S2214-109X(18)30386-3. 

Lee, David S., and Thomas Lemieux. 2010. ‘Regression Discontinuity Designs in Economics’. 
Journal of Economic Literature 48 (2): 281–355. 

Manning, Willard G., Joseph P. Newhouse, Naihua Duan, Emmett B. Keeler, and Arleen 
Leibowitz. 1987. ‘Health Insurance and the Demand for Medical Care: Evidence from a 
Randomized Experiment’. The American Economic Review 77 (3): 251–77. 

McCrary, Justin. 2008. ‘Manipulation of the Running Variable in the Regression Discontinuity 
Design: A Density Test’. Journal of Econometrics 142 (2): 698–714. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeconom.2007.05.005. 

Miller, Sarah, Norman Johnson, and Laura R. Wherry. 2019. ‘Medicaid and Mortality: New 
Evidence from Linked Survey and Administrative Data’. w26081. National Bureau of 
Economic Research. https://doi.org/10.3386/w26081. 

Ministerio de Salud y Protección Social. 2017. ‘Boletín Del Aseguramiento En Salud’. ISSN 2590-
7530. Boletín No. 01 - Primer Trimestre. Ministerio de Salud y Protección Social. 
https://www.minsalud.gov.co/proteccionsocial/Regimensubsidiado/Paginas/coberturas-
del-regimen-subsidiado.aspx. 

Moscoe, Ellen, Jacob Bor, and Till Bärnighausen. 2015. ‘Regression Discontinuity Designs Are 
Underutilized in Medicine, Epidemiology, and Public Health: A Review of Current and 
Best Practice’. Journal of Clinical Epidemiology 68 (2): 132–43. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2014.06.021. 

NCD Countdown 2030 collaborators. 2018. ‘NCD Countdown 2030: Worldwide Trends in Non-
Communicable Disease Mortality and Progress towards Sustainable Development Goal 
Target 3.4’. The Lancet 392 (10152): 1072–88. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-
6736(18)31992-5. 

Newhouse, Joseph P., and Insurance Experiment Group. 1996. Free for All?: Lessons from the 
Rand Health Insurance Experiment. Harvard University Press. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 18, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.03.21252857doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.03.21252857


 

14 
 

O’Donnell, Owen. 2007. ‘Access to Health Care in Developing Countries: Breaking down 
Demand Side Barriers’. Cadernos de Saúde Pública 23 (12): 2820–34. 
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0102-311X2007001200003. 

Pauly, Mark V. 1968. ‘The Economics of Moral Hazard: Comment’. The American Economic 
Review 58 (3): 531–37. 

Prentice, Ross L., and J. D. Kalbfleisch. 1979. ‘Hazard Rate Models with Covariates’. Biometrics 
35 (1): 25–39. 

Qin, Vicky Mengqi, Thomas Hone, Christopher Millett, Rodrigo Moreno-Serra, Barbara McPake, 
Rifat Atun, and John Tayu Lee. 2019. ‘The Impact of User Charges on Health Outcomes 
in Low-Income and Middle-Income Countries: A Systematic Review’. BMJ Global Health 
3 (Suppl 3): e001087. https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjgh-2018-001087. 

Rosen, Allison B, Mary Beth Hamel, Milton C Weinstein, David M Cutler, A Mark Fendrick, and 
Sandeep Vijan. 2005. ‘Cost-Effectiveness of Full Medicare Coverage of Angiotensin-
Converting Enzyme Inhibitors for Beneficiaries with Diabetes’, 15. 

Sommers, Benjamin D., Katherine Baicker, and Arnold M. Epstein. 2012. ‘Mortality and Access 
to Care among Adults after State Medicaid Expansions’. New England Journal of Medicine 
367 (11): 1025–34. https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMsa1202099. 

Sommers, Benjamin D., Sharon K. Long, and Katherine Baicker. 2014. ‘Changes in Mortality 
After Massachusetts Health Care Reform’. Annals of Internal Medicine 160 (9): 585–93. 
https://doi.org/10.7326/M13-2275. 

Sood, Neeraj, Eran Bendavid, Arnab Mukherji, Zachary Wagner, Somil Nagpal, and Patrick 
Mullen. 2014. ‘Government Health Insurance for People below Poverty Line in India: 
Quasi-Experimental Evaluation of Insurance and Health Outcomes’. BMJ: British Medical 
Journal 349. https://www.jstor.org/stable/26517235. 

Sundararajan, Vijaya, Toni Henderson, Catherine Perry, Amanda Muggivan, Hude Quan, and 
William A Ghali. 2004. ‘New ICD-10 Version of the Charlson Comorbidity Index 
Predicted in-Hospital Mortality’. Journal of Clinical Epidemiology, 7. 

Thistlethwaite, Donald L, and Donald T Campbell. 1960. ‘Regression-Discontinuity Analysis: An 
Alternative to the Ex Post Facto Experiment’ 51: 9. 

Zeckhauser, Richard. 1970. ‘Medical Insurance: A Case Study of the Tradeoff between Risk 
Spreading and Appropriate Incentives’. Journal of Economic Theory 2 (1): 10–26. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-0531(70)90010-4. 

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 18, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.03.21252857doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.03.21252857


 
 

1 
 

 
 

 
Supplementary Materials for 

 
“Cost-Sharing in Medical Care Can Increase Adult Mortality Risk 

in Lower-Income Countries” 
 

Giancarlo Buitrago, Grant Miller*, Marcos Vera-Hernández 
 

*Correspondence to: ngmiller@stanford.edu  
 
This supplement includes: 
 

Materials and Methods 
Supplementary Text 
Figs. S1 to S7 
Tables S1 to S15 

 
 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 18, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.03.21252857doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.03.21252857


 
 

2 
 

Contents 
 

 
1.  Materials and Methods ............................................................................................................ 4 

1.1.  Institutional Background ................................................................................................. 4 
1.2.  Data and Study Population.............................................................................................. 5 
1.3.  Treatment Assignment .................................................................................................... 6 
1.4.  Outcomes ........................................................................................................................ 6 
1.5.  Statistical analysis ........................................................................................................... 7 

1.5.1.  RDD Estimation for ‘Contemporaneous’ Outpatient Service Use ......................... 7 
1.5.2.  RDD Estimation for Chronic Disease Diagnosis .................................................... 8 
1.5.3.  RDD Estimation for Inpatient Care or Emergency Room (ER) Use ...................... 8 
1.5.4.  Duration Analysis of Mortality Over Time ............................................................ 9 
1.5.5.  Elasticities ............................................................................................................. 10 

2.  Supplementary Text .............................................................................................................. 12 
2.1.  Descriptive Statistics ..................................................................................................... 12 
2.2.  Evaluation of RDD Assumptions.................................................................................. 12 

2.2.1.  Tests for Covariate Continuity/Balance ................................................................ 12 
2.2.2.  McCrary Density Test for Sorting Around the Thresholds .................................. 12 

2.3.  Cost-Sharing and Monthly Outpatient Care Service Use ............................................. 12 
2.4.  Effect of copayment on Annual Outpatient Care Services ........................................... 13 
2.5.  Outpatient Cost Sharing and Subsequent Diagnoses of Chronic Disease and Hospital 
Care ‘Offsets’ ............................................................................................................................ 13 
2.6.  Outpatient Cost-Sharing and Subsequent Mortality/Survival....................................... 13 

Fig. S1. Outpatient Service Copayment Requirements for Formal-Sector Employees in 
Colombia. ...................................................................................................................................... 15 
Fig. S2. Balance in Covariates across the Copayment Threshold (at 2 Monthly Minimum 
Wages). ......................................................................................................................................... 17 
Fig. S3. Balance in Covariates across the Copayment Threshold (at 5 Monthly Minimum 
Wages). ......................................................................................................................................... 19 
Fig. S4. Covariate Falsification Significance Tests. ..................................................................... 20 
Fig. S5. McCrary (2008) Density Test for Running Variable Manipulation. ............................... 21 
Fig. S6. Outpatient Service Use by Type across the Copayment Threshold (at 2 Monthly 
Minimum Wages (MMWs)). ........................................................................................................ 22 
Fig. S7. Outpatient Service Use by Type across the Copayment Threshold (at 5 Monthly 
Minimum Wages (MMWs)). ........................................................................................................ 23 
Table S1. ICD-10 Codes Used to Identify Chronic Disease Diagnosis in Base del Estudio de 
Suficiencia de la Unidad Por Capitación, or UPC Database. ...................................................... 24 
Table S2. Descriptive Statistics. ................................................................................................... 26 
Table S3. The Effect of Cost-Sharing on Outpatient Service Use, Total and by Type (at the 2 
Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold). ........................................................................... 27 
Table S4. The Effect of Cost-Sharing on Outpatient Service Use, Total and by Type (at the 5 
Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold). ........................................................................... 28 
Table S5. Cumulative Effect of Cost-Sharing on Outpatient Service Use, Total and by Type (at 
the 2 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold). .................................................................. 29 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 18, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.03.21252857doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.03.21252857


 
 

3 
 

Table S6. Cumulative Effect of Cost-Sharing on Outpatient Service Use, Total and by Type (at 
the 5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold). .................................................................. 30 
Table S7. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on Chronic Disease Diagnosis (1-Year 
and 7-Year Horizons, at the 2 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold). ........................... 31 
Table S8. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on Chronic Disease Diagnosis (1-Year 
and 7-Year Horizons, at the 5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold). ........................... 32 
Table S9. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on Potentially-Avoidable Hospital 
Service Use (0.5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Bandwidth, at the 2 MMW Threshold)..... 33 
Table S10. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on Potentially-Avoidable Hospital 
Service Use (0.3 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Bandwidth, at the 2 MMW Threshold)..... 34 
Table S11. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on Potentially-Avoidable Hospital 
Service Use (0.5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Bandwidth, at the 5 MMW Threshold)..... 35 
Table S12. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on Potentially-Avoidable Hospital 
Service Use (0.3 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Bandwidth, at the 5 MMW Threshold)..... 36 
Table S13. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on 7-Year Mortality Hazard (Time-
Dependent Cox Models, at the 2 and 5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Thresholds). ........... 37 
Table S14. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on 7-Year Mortality Hazard 
(Parametric survival model (Exponential Distribution), at the 2 and 5 Monthly Minimum Wage 
(MMW) Thresholds). .................................................................................................................... 38 
Table S15. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on 7-Year Mortality Hazard 
(Parametric survival model (Weibull Distribution), at the 2 and 5 Monthly Minimum Wage 
(MMW) Thresholds). .................................................................................................................... 39 
 
  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 18, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.03.21252857doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.03.21252857


 
 

4 
 

1. Materials and Methods 
 

1.1. Institutional Background  
 
The current Colombian health care system (called Sistema General de Seguridad Social en Salud) 
was created in 1993 under Law 100. This social health insurance system offers a benefits package 
defined by Ministry of Health and administered by both public and private insurers. There are two 
major ‘regimes’ within this system: the ‘Contributory Regime’ and the ‘Subsidized Regime’. The 
Contributory Regime includes all formal-sector workers (and dependents) earning one or more 
legally-established monthly minimum wages (MMW). Alternatively, the Subsidized Regime 
covers all individuals (and dependents) earning less than one MMW and also meeting a proxy 
means test through the Sistema de Identificación de Beneficiarios (SISBEN). The benefits package 
is the same for both regimes and is generally comprehensive, covering all outpatient and inpatient 
services for almost all diseases, only some health technologies are excluded due to the absence of 
a sanitary register or non-clinical purposes (cosmetic plastic surgery, for example). Nearly the 
entire Colombian population is enrolled in one of these two regimes – in 2016, for example, the 
overall population coverage rate was 95.6%, with 45.54% in the Contributory Regime and 45.48% 
in the Subsidized Regime (Ministerio de Salud y Protección Social 2017). 
 
Contributory Regime enrollees (called Cotizantes) face a step-function copayment for outpatient 
services (including consultations with general practitioners and specialists, drugs, and diagnostic 
tests) that varies with monthly earnings (measured in MMWs) and is officially recorded by 
Ministry of Finance using payroll data from employers. Specifically, there are three copayment 
tiers: 
 

𝐶𝑇
𝐶𝑇1      𝑖𝑓      1 𝑤 2 
𝐶𝑇2      𝑖𝑓      2 𝑤 5 
𝐶𝑇3      𝑖𝑓               𝑤 5 

 

 
where  𝐶𝑇  is the individual’s 𝑖 copayment amount (in Colombian Pesos) in month 𝑚 and year 
𝑡; 𝑤  is individual’s 𝑖 earnings (in monthly minimum wages units) in month 𝑚 and year 𝑡. 1  
 
The corresponding copayment amount in each tier is: 
 
CT1:  11.7% of a daily minimum wage, which roughly corresponds to 3,400 Colombian 

Pesos (COP $) (or 0.92 United States Dollars (USD $)) in 2020. 
CT2:  46.1% of a daily minimum wage, which roughly corresponds to COP $ 13,500 

(USD $ 3.65) in 2020. 
CT3: 121.5% of a daily minimum wage, which roughly corresponds to COP $ 35,600 

(USD $ 9.62) in 2020. 
 

 
1 𝑤 𝑊 /𝑀𝑀𝑊  where the numerator is individual’s i earnings (in Colombian Pesos) in month 𝑚 and year 𝑡, 
and 𝑀𝑀𝑊  is the legal monthly minimum wage in year 𝑡. 
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The copayment is paid by the worker (i.e., the Cotizante) for the outpatient care services use, which 
includes consultations with general practitioners and specialists, drugs, and diagnostic tests. There 
is no limit on the annual copayment that a worker can pay in a year.  
 
Additionally, some outpatient services have no copayment requirement – most relevant to this 
study are those related to chronic disease management (for hypertension and diabetes, for 
example). There is no cost-sharing requirement for inpatient care. 
 

1.2. Data and Study Population 
 
Our study includes all individuals enrolled in Contributory Regime for at least one month between 
January 2011 and December 2017. We excluded individuals who reached the legal retirement age 
(57 for women and 62 for men) in 2011 because the benefits to these individuals change as 
pensioners, but we are unable to identify pensioners from those still in the labor force.   
 
To build our database of all Contributory Regime enrollees, we used the following data sources: 
 

1. ‘Unique Affiliation Database’ (Base de Datos Única de Afiliación, or BDUA). The BDUA 
is the official government registrar tool for tracking and designating individual enrollee 
status in the Colombian health system. This database also includes basic socio-
demographic characteristics of enrollees. 

 
2. ‘Integrated Contribution Settlement Worksheet’ (Planilla Integrada de Liquidación de 

Aportes, or PILA). The PILA contains monthly payroll data on the economic contributions 
of citizens and their employers to Colombian social security systems, as reported by 
employers.  

 
3. ‘Study Basis for Calculation of the Capitation Unit’ (Base del Estudio de Suficiencia de la 

Unidad Por Capitación, or UPC).  The UPC database contains detailed records of each 
health service use by each Colombian enrolled in the country’s health care system 
(including identity of the enrollee, location of service, date of service, specific type of 
service, any diagnostic information, identity (and type) of health professional providing the 
service, and payments/reimbursements for the service).  The UPC is the database used by 
the Ministry of Health and Social Protection for computation of risk-adjustment payments 
added to the insurance premiums paid to insurers.  

 
4. Vital Statistics (Registro Único de Afiliación, or RUAF): The RUAF contains individual-

level death certificate data maintained by the Colombian National Department of Statistics, 
including date of death, cause(s) of death, and geographic location of death. 

 
Using these data sources, we first used PILA to identify all formal sector employees with incomes 
greater than or equal to one MMW in any month of the 84-month study period (January 2011-
December 2017). Next, at the individual level, we link each person with the individual’s 
information in the BDUA database to merge health insurance enrollment status and socio-
demographic characteristics. Then, using UPC data, we link each individual in the database with 
her health care utilization records for each service in each study month.  Finally, we use RUAF 
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data to identify each individual in our database who died during the study period, merging that 
individual with information about her death (death date, location, and cause(s)). 
 

1.3. Treatment Assignment 
 
The primary exposure or treatment that we study is the copayment level that each individual 
Contributory Regime enrollee faced in each study month. We assign this exposure/treatment 
using the precise earnings (in MMW units) reported by employers to PILA. 
 

1.4. Outcomes 
 
The primary outcome of our study is individuals’ survival time (time to death). The maximum 
survival time observed is seven years (84 months). 
 
Additionally, we also study other primary outcomes that contribute to survival time: outpatient 
service use, inpatient service use, and new chronic disease diagnoses.  Specifically: 
 
Outpatient Services: 
 
1. OUT: Number of outpatient services during the period. 
2. DRUGS: Number of drugs purchased during the period. 
3. CONS: Number of medical consultations during the period. 
4. LAB: Number of laboratory procedures during the period. 
5. IMAG: Number of diagnostic imaging procedures during the period. 
 
OUT = CON + DRUGS + LAB + IMAG 
 
Inpatient Services: 
 
1. ER: An indicator variable taking value 1 if an individual visits the Emergency Room (ER) 

during the period, and 0 otherwise. 
2. NUMER: Number ER visits during the period. 
3. HOS: An indicator variable taking value 1 if an individual is hospitalized during the period, 

and 0 otherwise. 
4. NUMHOS: Number of hospital stays during the period.  
5. NUMHOSDAY: Number of hospital days during the period. 
6. ICU: An indicator variable taking value 1 if an individual receives care in intensive care unit 

(ICU) during the period, and 0 otherwise. 
7. NUMICU: Number ICU episodes during the period. 
8. NUMICUDAY: Number of ICU days during the period. 
 
Chronic Disease Diagnosis 
 
9. CHRDIAG: An indicator variable taking value 1 for any new chronic disease diagnosis 

(listed in Supplement Table S1), and 0 otherwise.  
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Using ICD-10 disease classification codes in the UPC database, we identified new diagnoses of 
major chronic diseases. For this, we use the diseases described by the Charlson comorbidities index 
(Sundararajan et al. 2004) and to this index we add diagnoses of hypertension to create our 
measure. Supplement Table S1 (below) shows the specific ICD-10 codes that we classify as 
reflecting the presence of a major chronic disease. 
 

1.5. Statistical analysis 
 
We use a regression discontinuity design (RDD), a quasi-experimental study design capable of 
yielding an unbiased local average treatment effect (LATE) in the absence of treatment 
randomization. In the specific context of our study, the copayment tier (and corresponding 
copayment amount) is the ‘treatment’ of interest, and assignment shifts discontinuously at two 
specific thresholds in the underlying continuous monthly earnings distribution (measured in units 
of MMWs): 2 and 5 MMWs. Because this deterministic assignment rule generates a discontinuity 
in the probability of exposure among individuals with essentially identical earnings on either side 
of the threshold (identical in the limit as one approaches the threshold), treatment assignment is 
‘as-good-as-random’ for individuals in the neighborhood of the threshold, enabling causal 
inference (Lee and Lemieux 2010; Bor et al. 2014).  Importantly, this framework assumes 
continuity on the conditional expectation functions for each of the potential outcomes at the 
threshold, this assumption implies no-manipulation of running variable and continuity of baseline 
variables at the threshold (Lee and Lemieux 2010; Calonico, Cattaneo, and Titiunik 2014; Imbens 
and Lemieux 2008), which we investigate and for which we show support in Section 2.2.   
 
Following Moscoe et al. (39) and the potential outcome framework, the average causal effect 
(ACE) in the sharp RD (SRD) design is defined as: 

 
𝐴𝐶𝐸 lim

↑
𝐸 𝑌 1 |𝑤 𝑤 lim

↓
𝐸 𝑌 0 |𝑤 𝑤 , 

(1) 
 
Where 𝑌 1  is an outcome of interest (outpatient use, inpatient use, 7-year survival, etc.) for 
individual 𝑖, when “exposed” (i.e. the worker with earnings just to the right of a threshold); 𝑌 0  
is the outcome for individual 𝑖 when “unexposed” (i.e. the workers with earnings just to the left of 
a threshold); and 𝑤 is the continuous running variable (i.e. earnings in minimum wage units) in 
which there is a threshold or cut-off point 𝑐 (i.e. 2 or 5) at which the probability of being exposed 
to a higher copayment changes discontinuously.   
 
Our precise estimation strategies are as follows: 
 

1.5.1. RDD Estimation for ‘Contemporaneous’ Outpatient Service Use  
 
We begin by using a RDD framework to estimate the contemporaneous causal relationship 
between copayment and outpatient service use in a given month.  Specifically, for each threshold 
𝑐 (2 or 5), we estimate (1) using a standard local linear regression (Fan 2018). In particular, the 
estimate of 𝐴𝐶𝐸  is given by: 
 
 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 18, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.03.21252857doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.03.21252857


 
 

8 
 

                                                            𝐴𝐶𝐸 𝑎 𝑎 ,                                                        (2)   
  
where 
 

𝑎 , 𝑏 𝐴𝑟𝑔𝑀𝑖𝑛 1 𝑤 𝑐 𝑦 𝑎 𝑏 𝑤 𝑐 𝐾
𝑤 𝑐

ℎ
 

  

𝑎 , 𝑏 𝐴𝑟𝑔𝑀𝑖𝑛 1 𝑤 𝑐 𝑦 𝑎 𝑏 𝑤 𝑐 𝐾
𝑤 𝑐

ℎ
 

 
where 𝑦  is an outcome (outpatient services as well as each component of outpatient care 
described in Section 1.4:  medical consultations, drugs, laboratory procedures, and diagnostic 
imaging procedures) for individual 𝑖 in month 𝑚 and year 𝑡, ℎ is the robust bias-corrected ‘optimal’ 
sample bandwidths bandwidth (Calonico, Cattaneo, and Titiunik 2014; Calonico, Cattaneo, and 
Farrell 2020), and K(.) is the triangular Kernel. This estimation procedure restricts the sample to a 
distance ℎ from either side of a threshold: 𝑐 ℎ 𝑤 c ℎ. The standard errors are adjusted 
for heteroskedasticity and clustering at the individual level.  
 

1.5.2. RDD Estimation for Chronic Disease Diagnosis 
 

Next, we extend our statistical framework to study how these ‘contemporaneous’ changes in 
outpatient service use accumulate over time to influence the subsequent detection and diagnosis 
of chronic diseases. Specifically, we use ordinary least square (OLS) to estimate, for each 
threshold: 
 

 𝑦 𝛼 ∑ ∑ 𝛼 𝑤 ∑ ∑ 𝛼 𝑤 𝑤, 𝛽 ∑ 𝜀   

(3) 
 

where 𝑦  takes value 1 if the individual has been diagnosed of a new chronic disease within the 
year 𝑡 or the 7 year period of the study, and 0 otherwise; 𝑤  is the running variable, the 
individual’s 𝑖 earnings in month 𝑚 and year 𝑡;  𝐷  is an indicator variable taking a value of 1 if 

𝑤  is equal to or above above a threshold (2 or 5) and 0 otherwise – and ∑  is the share 

of months in a year that an individual falls above the corresponding threshold; and  𝜀  is an error 
term. The parameter 𝛽 captures the effect of copayment on new chronic disease diagnoses. We 
restrict the sample to individuals within bandwidth h of the median wage (𝑤 ℎ 𝑤
𝑤 ℎ, where 𝑤 is the median of individual’s 𝑖 monthly earnings in year 𝑡), and we again 
adjust standard errors for heteroskedasticity and clustering at the individual level. For this analysis, 
we only use individual-years with complete records for the 12 months of year t.  Following Gelman 
and Imbens 2019, we include a second-order polynomial (given that higher order polynomials can 
lead to biased results).  
 

1.5.3. RDD Estimation for Inpatient Care or Emergency Room (ER) Use 
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Next, we study how the ‘contemporaneous’ changes in outpatient service use and chronic disease 
diagnosis accumulate over time to influence the use of potentially avoidable inpatient services. 
Specifically, we use ordinary least square (OLS) to estimate, for each threshold: 
 

 𝑦 𝛼 ∑ ∑ 𝛼 𝑤 ∑ ∑ 𝛼 𝑤 𝑤, 𝛽 ∑ 𝜀   

(4) 
 

where 𝑦  is an outcome related to inpatient or ER service use as (describe in Section 1.4) for 
individual 𝑖 in year 𝑡; 𝑤  is the running variable, the individual’s 𝑖 earnings in month 𝑚 and year 
𝑡;  𝐷  is an indicator variable taking a value of 1 if 𝑤  is equal to or above above a threshold 

(2 or 5) and 0 otherwise – and ∑  is the share of months in a year that an individual falls 

above the corresponding threshold; and  𝜀  is an error term. The parameter 𝛽 captures the effect 
of copayment on new chronic disease diagnoses and inpatient care use. We restrict the sample to 
individuals within bandwidth h of the median wage (𝑤 ℎ 𝑤 𝑤 ℎ, where 𝑤 is 
the median of individual’s 𝑖 monthly earnings in year 𝑡), and we again adjust standard errors for 
heteroskedasticity and clustering at the individual level. For this analysis, we only use individual-
years with complete records for the 12 months of year t. 
 

1.5.4. Duration Analysis of Mortality Over Time 
 
Following the approach of Bor et al. 2014, we study the survival of individuals facing different 
outpatient copayment rates over time by integrating our RDD into a duration analysis framework. 
This approach uses a semiparametric regression model to specify the mortality hazard (i.e., the 
instantaneous probability of death at time 𝑡, conditional on survival up to time 𝑡) as a function of 
the ‘running variable’ (in our case, monthly earnings) and time. Because monthly earnings vary 
over time, we use a time-dependent Cox model, which is appropriate with ‘external’ covariates 
(i.e., covariates vary as a function of time, independent of the failure time) (Cox 1972; Prentice 
and Kalbfleisch 1979; Cox 1975; Kalbfleisch and Prentice 2011). This is a plausible assumption 
if the RDD assumptions are otherwise met (as we examine, and for which we show support, in 
Section 2.2). Specifically, we estimate the causal hazard ratio (𝐶𝐻𝑅), following Bor et al. 2014, 
as: 
 

𝐶𝐻𝑅
ℎ ∑ 𝐷

𝑁 1,𝑋 ,𝑤 ↑ 𝑐

ℎ ∑ 𝐷
𝑁 0,𝑋 ,𝑤 ↓ 𝑐

, 

(5) 
where: 

ℎ 𝑡;
𝐷
𝑁

,𝑋 ,𝑤 ℎ 𝑡 𝑒𝑥𝑝 𝛼 𝑤 𝛿𝑋 𝛽
𝐷
𝑁

, 

(6) 
 
ℎ .  is the 7-year mortality hazard for individual 𝑖; 𝑤 is individual 𝑖’s earnings in month 𝑚, 
𝑚 ∈ 1,84 ; 𝐷 is an indicator variable taking value 1 if 𝑤  is equal to or greater than a threshold 
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𝑐 (2 or 5 MMWs) and 0 otherwise, meaning that  ∑  share of months in an N-month period 

that individual 𝑖 falls above the c threshold; 𝑁  is the number of months that individual 𝑖 is observed 
in PILA database (i.e. number of months that individual 𝑖 and his/her employer make payroll 
contributions); 𝑋  is a vector of time-invariant individual characteristics (age in 2011, sex, 
enrollment with a public (vs. private) insurer, and geographic region of enrollment of which there 
are 5 in Colombia). We also include quadratic monthly earnings polynomials. The parameter 𝛽 
again captures the effect of higher copayments on the 7-year mortality hazard. We restrict the 
sample to individuals within bandwidth h of the median wage (𝑤 ℎ 𝑤 𝑤 ℎ, 

where 𝑤 is the median of individual’s 𝑖 monthly earnings over the period of observation). 
Follow Austin 2010, we estimate the absolute difference in 7-year mortality risk for both 
copayment thresholds using the time-dependent Cox model. 
 
Finally, in addition to time-dependent Cox models, we also use several parametric survival models 
to estimate the causal hazard ratio of facing a higher-tier copayment. Specifically, we use Weibull 
and Exponential functions to identify the causal hazard ratio described in Equation (5).  
 

1.5.5. Elasticities 
 
To facilitate both the interpretation of our results and comparisons of effect sizes between the two 
copayment thresholds (at 2 and 5 MMWs), we also estimate arc elasticities for each of the models 
previously described. For the analysis described in 1.5.1, we use the following:  

 

𝜀 ,

lim
↑
𝐸 𝑌 lim

↓
𝐸 𝑌

lim
↑
𝐸 𝑌 lim

↓
𝐸 𝑌 /2

𝐶𝑇 , 𝐶𝑇 ,

𝐶𝑇 , 𝐶𝑇 , /2

 

(7) 
 
where 𝜀 ,  is the arc elasticity of an outcome 𝑌 at threshold 𝑐; lim

↑
𝐸 𝑌  is the limit of the expected 

value of 𝑌 as earnings 𝑤 approaches the threshold from above (in the earnings distribution); 
lim
↓
𝐸 𝑌  is the limit of the expected value of 𝑌 as earnings approaches the threshold from below 

(in the earnings distribution); 𝐶𝑇 , is the copayment value (in daily minimum wages) above the 
threshold (CT3 if c =5 or CT2 if c =2) and 𝐶𝑇 , is the copayment value (in daily minimum wages) 
below the threshold (CT2 if c =5 or CT1 if c =2).  
 
For the analysis described in 1.5.2, 1.5.3, and 1.5.4, we use: 
 

𝜀 ,

𝐸 𝑌|∑
𝐷
12 1,𝑤 𝑐 𝐸 𝑌|∑

𝐷
12 0,𝑤 𝑐

𝐸 𝑌|∑
𝐷
12 1,𝑤 𝑐 𝐸 𝑌|∑

𝐷
12 0,𝑤 𝑐 /2

𝐶𝑇 , 𝐶𝑇 ,

𝐶𝑇 , 𝐶𝑇 , /2
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(8) 
 

where 𝐸 𝑌|∑ ,𝑤 𝑐  refer to the predictions of the regression or survival models 

indicated in (3), (4), and (5), and  𝐶𝑇 ,  is defined as in (7).  
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2. Supplementary Text 
 

2.1. Descriptive Statistics 
 
Supplement Table S2 shows summary statistics of Contributory Regime enrollees in our sample, 
both overall and by copayment tier. Among 12,850,726 individuals meeting inclusion criteria 
(i.e. all individuals enrolled in Contributory Regime for at least one month between January 2011 
and December 2017, excluding individuals who reached the legal retirement age (57 for women 
and 62 for men) by 2011), there were 11,764,672 for at least one month in copayment tier 1 
(below 2 MMWs), 4,128,676 for at least one month in tier 2 (between 2 and 5 MMW), and 
1,406,560 for at least one month in tier 3 (above 5 MMWs).  
 

2.2. Evaluation of RDD Assumptions 
 

2.2.1. Tests for Covariate Continuity/Balance  
 
Considering that the baseline characteristics are time invariant, but the running variable (i.e. 
monthly earnings) varies over time, we used randomization inference with false thresholds to test 
for true discontinuities in the distribution of the baseline characteristics at the threshold. 
 
Supplement Figures S2, S3 and S4 then also show tests of continuity/balance across each of the 
thresholds using individual characteristics that cannot be influenced by cost-sharing: age, sex, 
enrollment with a public insurer (which can only change annually at the time of ‘open enrollment’), 
and region of enrollment.  Supplement Figures S2 and S3 show balance, or the absence of a 
discontinuity, in demographic characteristics across both cost-sharing thresholds. Then, to test for 
statistically significant differences across each threshold, we randomly draw 500 false thresholds 
and re-estimate the same local linear regressions (using the demographic characteristics as 
dependent variables).  Supplement Figure S4 shows that the null hypothesis of continuity in these 
variables across each threshold is not rejected – a result consistent with the assumptions of the 
RDD model. 
 

2.2.2. McCrary Density Test for Sorting Around the Thresholds 
 
Our RDD estimation (and the estimation frameworks which build on them – described in detail 
in Section 1) assumes no manipulation of the ‘running variable’ (in our case, that individuals do 
not manipulate the reporting of their earnings in the PILA system to gain lower cost-sharing 
requirements). Such manipulation would be evident as a mass-point of individuals just below a 
threshold (2 or 5 in the distribution of 𝑤 ), which we formally test using the McCrary density 
test (McCrary 2008). Supplement Figure S5 shows the density of observations across the 
earnings distribution. We then implement a McCrary 2008 density test using randomization 
inference at each copayment threshold, finding no statistically significant evidence of a 
discontinuity in sample density at either – a result again consistent with the assumptions of the 
RDD model. 
 

2.3. Cost-Sharing and Monthly Outpatient Care Service Use 
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Figure 1 in the paper shows total outpatient care service use across both copayment thresholds in 
the distribution of earnings.  Breaking outpatient services into its components (medical 
consultations, drugs, laboratory procedures, and diagnostic imaging procedures), Supplement 
Figures S6 and S7, and Supplement Tables S3 and S4 show equivalent analyses for each 
component at each threshold (2 MMW and 5 MMW).  
 

2.4. Effect of copayment on Annual Outpatient Care Services 
 
For comparability with subsequent analysis, we also estimate the effect of copayments on annual 
outpatient care services using Equation (3) where yit represents annual measures of total outpatient 
services and the number of each of its components (medical consultations, drugs, laboratory 
procedures, and diagnostic imaging procedures). Figure 2 and Supplement Tables S5 and S6 show 
these results.  In all cases (and at both the 2 MMW and 5 MMW copayment threshold), the 
estimated copayment effects are negative and statistically significant.  To aid in interpretation, the 
tables also report arc elasticities computed using (8).   
 

2.5. Outpatient Cost Sharing and Subsequent Diagnoses of Chronic Disease and Hospital 
Care ‘Offsets’  

 
Extending our RDD estimation framework to examine how differences in outpatient cost-sharing 
(and service use) accumulate over time, contributing to the detection of chronic disease, 
Supplement Tables S7 and S8 report estimates from Equation (3) which correspond to the results 
shown in paper Figure 3A.  Separate tables show results for each cost-sharing threshold (2 MMWs 
and 5 MMWs).  In general, over both shorter and longer periods of time (1 and 7 years), they 
consistently show a relationship between greater outpatient cost-sharing and lower probabilities of 
detecting chronic diseases.  To aid in interpretation, we also report arc elasticities computed using  
(8).   
 
Similarly, we use the same estimation framework (Regression (4)) to estimate the effect of greater 
outpatient cost-sharing (and less outpatient service use and subsequent chronic disease diagnosis) 
on the use of hospital and emergency care.  Specifically, Supplement Tables S9-S12 below show 
estimates that correspond to the results in paper Figure 3B (and extend them on the intensive 
margin – that is, the number of services used, not just probability of use).  In general, across cost-
sharing thresholds (at 2 and 5 MMWs), and sample bandwidths (0.5 and 0.3 MMWs), there is 
consistently a relationship between greater outpatient care cost-sharing and more emergency room 
visits, more (and longer) inpatient stays, and greater (and longer) use of intensive care units.  These 
results suggest the presence of important hospital care “offsets” – that is, the use of services that 
are potentially avoidable through appropriate use of outpatient care. Again, to aid in interpretation, 
we also report arc elasticities computed using (8).   
 

2.6. Outpatient Cost-Sharing and Subsequent Mortality/Survival  
 
Finally, Table S13 show causal hazard ratio (CHR) estimates obtained using extended Cox hazard 
models as shown in (5) and (6).  These estimates underly the results shown in Figures 4A and 4B, 
which we also present in Tables S14 and S15 by analyzing sensitivity to different hazard models 
(parametric models with Exponential and Weibull distributions for the survivor function).  We 
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observe that the mortality hazard ratios increase with the amount of time that individuals are 
subject to copayment requirements in the formal sector. Again, to aid in interpretation, we also 
report arc elasticities computed using (8).   
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Fig. S1. Outpatient Service Copayment Requirements for Formal-Sector Employees in 
Colombia.  
Contributory Regime enrollees face a step-function copayment for outpatient services that varies 
with earnings (measured in Monthly Minimum Wages (MMWs)). There are three copayment 
tiers (CT); CT1: 11.7% of a daily minimum wage, which roughly corresponds to 3,400 
Colombian Pesos (COP $) (or 0.92 United States Dollars (USD $)) in 2020; CT2: 46.1% of a 
daily minimum wage, which roughly corresponds to COP $ 13,500 (USD $ 3.65) in 2020; and 
CT3: 121.5% of a daily minimum wage, which roughly corresponds to COP $ 35,600 (USD $ 
9.62) in 2020.  
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A.      B. 

 
C.      D. 

 
E.      F. 

 
G.      H. 
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Fig. S2. Balance in Characteristics across the Copayment Threshold (at 2 Monthly 
Minimum Wages).  
Regression discontinuity (RD) graphs of balance, or the absence of a discontinuity, in 
demographic characteristics with local linear smoothing for both sides of the threshold at 2 
monthly minimum wages. Each panel shows a demographic characteristic: A. Age in years; B. 
Proportion of women; C, Proportion of Public Insurer; D. Proportion in Region: Atlántica; E. 
Proportion in Region: Bogotá; F. Proportion in Region: Central; G. Proportion in Region: 
Oriental; and H. Proportion in Region: Others. We randomly draw 500 false thresholds and 
estimate the local linear regressions using the demographic characteristics as dependent variable 
to test for statistical significance. 
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Fig. S3. Balance in Characteristics across the Copayment Threshold (at 5 Monthly 
Minimum Wages).  
Regression discontinuity (RD) graphs of balance, or the absence of a discontinuity, in 
demographic characteristics with local linear smoothing for both sides of the threshold at 5 
monthly minimum wages. Each panel shows a demographic characteristic: A. Age in years; B. 
Proportion of women; C, Proportion of Public Insurer; D. Proportion in Region: Atlántica; E. 
Proportion in Region: Bogotá; F. Proportion in Region: Central; G. Proportion in Region: 
Oriental; and H. Proportion in Region: Others. We randomly draw 500 false thresholds and 
estimate the local linear regressions using the demographic characteristics as dependent variable 
to test for statistical significance. 
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A. 2 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold 

 

B. 5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold 

 

Fig. S4. Covariate Falsification Significance Tests.  
Tests of continuity of baseline covariates at the 2 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold 
(A) and the 5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold (B). We randomly draw 500 false 
thresholds and estimate the local linear regressions using the demographic characteristics as 
dependent variable to test for statistical significance.  
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Fig. S5. McCrary (2008) Density Test for Running Variable Manipulation.  
Histogram of the distribution of observations across the monthly earning (in unit of Monthly 
Minimum Wages) distribution. We implement the McCrary density test using randomization 
inference with 500 false thresholds at each copayment threshold. 
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A.        B. 

 

C.       D. 

 

Fig. S6. Outpatient Service Use by Type across the Copayment Threshold (at 2 Monthly 
Minimum Wages (MMWs)).  
Regression discontinuity (RD) graphs of outpatient service use by type with local linear 
smoothing for both sides of the threshold at 2 monthly minimum wages. (A) Drugs. (B) 
Consultations. (C) Laboratory Tests. (D) Diagnostic Images. Vertical axis show means of 
services used per month for all formal workers between 2011 and 2017. We use local linear 
regression with robust bias-corrected ‘optimal’ sample bandwidths, standard errors adjusting for 
heteroskedasticity and clustering at the individual level, to estimate the effect of cost-sharing on 
the total outpatient service use. 
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A.        B. 

 

C.        D. 

 

Fig. S7. Outpatient Service Use by Type across the Copayment Threshold (at 5 Monthly 
Minimum Wages (MMWs)).  
Regression discontinuity (RD) graphs of outpatient service use by type with local linear 
smoothing for both sides of the threshold at 5 monthly minimum wages. (A) Drugs. (B) 
Consultations. (C) Laboratory Tests. (D) Diagnostic Images. Vertical axis show means of 
services used per month for all formal workers between 2011 and 2017. We use local linear 
regression with robust bias-corrected ‘optimal’ sample bandwidths, standard errors adjusting for 
heteroskedasticity and clustering at the individual level, to estimate the effect of cost-sharing on 
the total outpatient service use. 
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Disease ICD-10 Codes 
Acute myocardial infarction I21, I22, I252 
Congestive heart failure I50 
Peripheral vascular disease I71, I790, I739, R02, Z958, Z959 

Cerebral vascular accident 
I60, I61, I62, I63, I65, I66, G450, G451, G452, G458, G459, G46, I64, 
G454, I670, I671, I672, I674, I675, I676, I677, I678, I679, I681, I682, I688, 
I69 

Dementia F00, F01, F02, F051 

Pulmonary disease 
J40, J41, J42, J44, J43, J45, J46, J47, J67, J44, J60, J61, J62, J63, J66, J64, 
J65 

Connective tissue disorder 
M32, M34, M332, M053, M058, M059, M060, M063, M069, M050, M052, 
M051, M353 

Peptic ulcer K25, K26, K27, K28 
Liver disease K702, K703, K73, K717, K740, K742, K746, K743, K744, K745 

Diabetes 
E109, E119, E139, E149, E101, E111, E131, E141, E105, E115, E135, 
E145 

Diabetes complications E102, E112, E132, E142 E103, E113, E133, E143 E104, E114, E134, E144 
Paraplegia G81, G041, G820, G821, G822 

Renal disease 
N03, N052, N053, N054, N055, N056, N072, N073, N074, N01, N18, N19, 
N25 

Cancer 

C0, C1, C2, C3, C40, C41, C43, C45, C46, C47, C48, C49, C5, C6, C70, 
C71, C72, C73, C74, C75, C76, C80, C81, C82, C83, C84, C85, C883, 
C887, C889, C900, C901, C91, C92, C93, C940, C941, C942, C943, C9451, 
C947, C95, C96 

Metastatic cancer C77, C78, C79, C80 
Severe liver disease K729, K766, K767, K721 
Human Immunodeficiency Virus B20, B21, B22, B23, B24 
Arterial hypertension I10, I11, I12, I13, I14, I15 

 

Table S1. ICD-10 Codes Used to Identify Chronic Disease Diagnosis in Base del Estudio de 
Suficiencia de la Unidad Por Capitación, or UPC Database.  
Arterial hypertension codes are not included in the Charlson comorbidities index. However, we 
include them due to the high prevalence of patients with hypertension. ICD-10: International 
Classification of Diseases, 10th Revision. 
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  (1) (2) (3) (4) 
VARIABLES  Full sample  1 𝑤 2   2 𝑤 5   𝑤 5  

     

Age (in Years) 31.1 30.49 32.69 36.22 
 (0.00316) (0.00326) (0.00518) (0.00868) 

Share Women (%) 40.79 40.55 38.16 38.8 
 (0.0137) (0.0143) (0.0239) (0.0411) 

Share Enrolled in the Public Plan (%) 8.079 8.11 7.596 6.789 
 (0.0076) (0.00796) (0.013) (0.0212) 

Share by Geographical Region (%)     
     

Atlántica 14.89 15.08 13.82 12.83 
 (0.00993) (0.0104) (0.017) (0.0282) 

Bogotá 26.38 25.18 31.15 39.01 
 (0.0123) (0.0127) (0.0228) (0.0411) 

Central 25.7 26.01 24.11 21.58 
 (0.0122) (0.0128) (0.0211) (0.0347) 

Oriental 16.79 17.22 16.19 13.73 
 (0.0104) (0.011) (0.0181) (0.029) 

Pacífica 14.01 14.29 11.87 10.39 
 (0.00968) (0.0102) (0.0159) (0.0257) 

Others 2.22 2.216 2.858 2.468 
 (0.00411) (0.00429) (0.0082) (0.0131) 

7-year Cumulative Mortality Risk (%) 0.658 0.658 0.561 0.548 
 (0.00226) (0.00236) (0.00368) (0.00622) 

Chronic Disease Diagnosis (%) 16.47 16.08 21.27 21.37 
 (0.0103) (0.0107) (0.0201) (0.0346) 

Earnings (in Monthly Minimum Wages (MMWs))  1.831 1.435 2.708 5.753 
 (0.00054) (0.00024) (0.00083) (0.00323) 

Annual Outpatient Services Use     
     

OUT (mean) 7.023 7.037 7.869 6.772 
 (0.00321) (0.00333) (0.00558) (0.00938) 

DRUGS (mean) 3.205 3.252 3.451 2.718 
 (0.00177) (0.00185) (0.00307) (0.00511) 

CONS (mean) 2.215 2.233 2.488 2.055 
 (0.000904) (0.000949) (0.00153) (0.00244) 

LAB (mean) 1.305 1.26 1.576 1.66 
 (0.000924) (0.000939) (0.00168) (0.00307) 

IMAG (mean) 0.298 0.292 0.355 0.339 
 (0.000215) (0.000222) (0.000376) (0.000592) 

Annual Inpatient Services Use     
     

ER (%) 46.05 46.21 58.23 52.65 
 (0.0139) (0.0145) (0.0243) (0.0421) 

NUMER (mean) 0.423 0.435 0.454 0.343 
 (0.000247) (0.000264) (0.0004) (0.000563) 

HOS (%) 12.73 12.74 16.72 14.98 
 (0.0093) (0.00972) (0.0184) (0.0301) 

NUMHOS (mean) 0.195 0.2 0.189 0.156 
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 (0.00059) (0.000626) (0.000857) (0.00134) 
NUMHOSDAY (mean) 0.0737 0.075 0.0759 0.0624 

 (0.0000972) (0.000103) (0.000146) (0.000223) 
ICU (%) 1.074 1.089 1.268 1.072 

 (0.00287) (0.00303) (0.00551) (0.00868) 
NUMICU (mean) 0.0311 0.0319 0.0274 0.0221 

 (0.000207) (0.000217) (0.000314) (0.000492) 
NUMICUDAY (mean) 0.00487 0.00499 0.00434 0.00351 

 (0.0000235) (0.0000244) (0.0000338) (0.0000468) 
     

Observations 12,850,726 11,764,672 4,128,676 1,406,560 

Table S2. Descriptive Statistics.  
Descriptive statistics of main variables for all individuals enrolled in Contributory Regime for at 
least one month between January 2011 and December 2017, excluding individuals who reached 
the legal retirement age (57 for women and 62 for men) by 2011. Standard errors in parentheses. 
OUT: annual average of all outpatient services used; DRUGS: annual average of drugs used; 
CONS: annual average of medical consultations used; LAB: annual average of laboratory 
procedures used; IMAG: annual average of diagnostic imaging procedures used; ER: is an 
indicator variable taking value 1 if the worker visits the Emergency Room (ER) and 0 otherwise 
in a year; NUMER: annual average of visits to ER; HOS: is an indicator variable taking value 1 
if the worker is hospitalized in a year and 0 otherwise; NUMHOS: annual average of 
hospitalizations; NUMHOSDAY: annual average of days of hospital stay; ICU: is an indicator 
variable taking value 1 if the worker is hospitalized in intensive care unit (ICU) in a year and 0 
otherwise; NUMICU: annual average of hospitalizations in ICU; NUMICUDAY: annual average 
of days of hospital stay in ICU. 
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  (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 
Outpatient 
Services Use 

Total 
Outpatient 

Drugs Consultations 
Diagnostic 

Images 
Laboratory 

Tests 

            
Outpatient  -0.115*** -0.0667*** -0.0277*** -0.00399*** -0.0157*** 
Cost-Sharing Effect (0.00491) (0.00285) (0.00127) (0.000298) (0.00124) 

      
Observations 14,410,541 13,633,739 16,188,180 21,437,670 25,676,933 
Optimal Bandwidth 0.08 0.08 0.09 0.12 0.15 
Mean below threshold 0.93 0.42 0.29 0.04 0.18 
Mean above threshold 0.81 0.36 0.26 0.04 0.16 
Elasticity -0.11 -0.14 -0.09 -0.09 -0.08 
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1     

 

Table S3. The Effect of Cost-Sharing on Outpatient Service Use, Total and by Type (at the 
2 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold).  
Local linear regressions (LLR) estimates obtained using Equation (2) (dependent variables are 
the number of services and procedures, total and by type, shown at the top of each column). We 
use the full sample of individuals enrolled in the Contributory Regime for at least one month 
between January 2011 and December 2017, excluding individuals who reached the legal 
retirement age (57 for women and 62 for men) by 2011, to estimate the effect of cost-sharing at 
the 2 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) threshold on the outpatient service use.  We use robust 
bias-corrected ‘optimal’ sample bandwidths and adjust standard errors for heteroskedasticity and 
clustering at the individual level.  
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  (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 
Outpatient 
Services Use 

Total 
Outpatient 

Drugs Consultations 
Diagnostic 

Images 
Laboratory 

Tests 

            
Outpatient  -0.0624*** -0.0323*** -0.0181*** -0.000871** -0.00894*** 
Cost-Sharing Effect (0.00772) (0.00376) (0.00213) (0.000367) (0.00207) 

      
Observations 4,247,275 5,335,053 3,908,669 15,132,618 10,182,542 
Optimal Bandwidth 0.16 0.21 0.15 0.59 0.40 
Mean below threshold 0.69 0.28 0.20 0.03 0.17 
Mean above threshold 0.63 0.24 0.19 0.03 0.16 
Elasticity -0.10 -0.14 -0.10 -0.03 -0.06 
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1     

 

Table S4. The Effect of Cost-Sharing on Outpatient Service Use, Total and by Type (at the 
5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold).  
Local linear regressions (LLR) estimates obtained using Equation (2) (dependent variables are 
the number of services and procedures, total and by type, shown at the top of each column). We 
use the full sample of individuals enrolled in the Contributory Regime for at least one month 
between January 2011 and December 2017, excluding individuals who reached the legal 
retirement age (57 for women and 62 for men) by 2011, to estimate the effect of cost-sharing at 
the 5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) threshold on the outpatient service use.  We use robust 
bias-corrected ‘optimal’ sample bandwidths and adjust standard errors for heteroskedasticity and 
clustering at the individual level.  
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  (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 
Outpatient 
Services Use 

Total 
Outpatient 

Drugs Consultations 
Diagnostic 

Images 
Laboratory 

Tests 
      

A. 0.5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Bandwidth    

      
Outpatient  -1.371*** -0.871*** -0.349*** -0.0235*** -0.127*** 
Cost-Sharing Effect (0.0571) (0.0332) (0.0153) (0.00395) (0.0172) 

      
Observations 5,220,007 5,220,007 5,220,007 5,220,007 5,220,007 
Mean below threshold 11.50 5.340 3.559 0.486 2.111 
Mean above threshold 10.13 4.469 3.209 0.463 1.985 
Elasticity -0.107 -0.149 -0.0867 -0.0417 -0.0519 

      
      

B. 0.3 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Bandwidth    

      
Outpatient  -1.332*** -0.875*** -0.333*** -0.0167*** -0.108*** 
Cost-Sharing Effect (0.0663) (0.0382) (0.0181) (0.00441) (0.0203) 

      
Observations 2,996,596 2,996,596 2,996,596 2,996,596 2,996,596 
Mean below threshold 11.48 5.313 3.547 0.487 2.133 
Mean above threshold 10.15 4.439 3.214 0.471 2.025 
Elasticity -0.103 -0.151 -0.0827 -0.0293 -0.0436 
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 

 

Table S5. Cumulative Effect of Cost-Sharing on Outpatient Service Use, Total and by Type 
(at the 2 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold).  
Effect of greater outpatient cost-sharing on the annual use of total outpatient services and its 
components (number of drugs, consultations, laboratory tests, and diagnostic images) at the 2 
Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold. We use a sample of individuals with median 
monthly earnings within 0.5 (A) and 0.3 (B) MMWs of the threshold, and who worked during 
the entire year (12 months). We use ordinary least square with a second-order polynomial of the 
monthly earnings, and we compute heteroskedastic standard errors clustered at the individual 
level. We include a vector of time-invariant individual characteristics (age in 2011; sex; 
enrollment with a public (vs. private) insurer; and geographic region of enrollment, of which 
there are 5 in Colombia). 
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  (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 
Outpatient 
Services Use 

Total 
Outpatient 

Drugs Consultations 
Diagnostic 

Images 
Laboratory 

Tests 
      

A. 0.5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Bandwidth    
      

Outpatient  -0.261*** -0.231*** -0.0495** 0.00489 0.0149 
Cost-Sharing Effect (0.0874) (0.0475) (0.0226) (0.00576) (0.0315) 

      
Observations 824,970 824,970 824,970 824,970 824,970 
Mean below threshold 8.189 3.226 2.416 0.422 2.125 
Mean above threshold 7.928 2.995 2.366 0.426 2.140 
Elasticity -0.0360 -0.0827 -0.0230 0.0128 0.00774 

      

      
B. 0.3 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Bandwidth    

      
Outpatient  -0.376*** -0.281*** -0.0856*** -0.00319 -0.00612 
Cost-Sharing Effect (0.0989) (0.0538) (0.0256) (0.00656) (0.0358) 

      
Observations 492,492 492,492 492,492 492,492 492,492 
Mean below threshold 8.152 3.220 2.403 0.420 2.109 
Mean above threshold 7.777 2.940 2.317 0.417 2.103 
Elasticity -0.0524 -0.101 -0.0403 -0.00847 -0.00323 
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1 

 

Table S6. Cumulative Effect of Cost-Sharing on Outpatient Service Use, Total and by Type 
(at the 5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold).  
Effect of greater outpatient cost-sharing on the annual use of total outpatient services and its 
components (number of drugs, consultations, laboratory tests, and diagnostic images) at the 5 
Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold. We use a sample of individuals with median 
monthly earnings within 0.5 (A) and 0.3 (B) MMWs of the threshold, and who worked during 
the entire year (12 months). We use ordinary least square with a second-order polynomial of the 
monthly earnings, and we compute heteroskedastic standard errors clustered at the individual 
level. We include a vector of time-invariant individual characteristics (age in 2011; sex; 
enrollment with a public (vs. private) insurer; and geographic region of enrollment, of which 
there are 5 in Colombia). 
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Chronic Disease (1) (2) (3) (4) 
Diagnosis 1 year 7 years 1 year 7 years 
          
Outpatient  -0.804*** -2.765*** -0.793*** -3.219*** 
Cost-Sharing Effect (0.0952) (0.162) (0.110) (0.183) 

     
Observations 5,220,007 5,220,007 2,996,596 2,996,596 
Bandwidth 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.3 
Mean below threshold 10.27 24.45 10.38 25.17 
Mean above threshold 9.464 21.68 9.584 21.95 
Elasticity -0.0685 -0.101 -0.0667 -0.115 
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1    

 

Table S7. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on Chronic Disease Diagnosis (1-
Year and 7-Year Horizons, at the 2 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold).  
Effect of greater outpatient cost-sharing on the probabilities (percentage points) of detecting 
chronic diseases for the same year and for all 7 years in the sample at the 2 Monthly Minimum 
Wage (MMW) Threshold. We use a sample of individuals with median monthly earnings within 
0.5 and 0.3 MMWs of the threshold, and who worked during the entire year (12 months). We use 
ordinary least square with a second-order polynomial of the monthly earnings, and we compute 
heteroskedastic standard errors clustered at the individual level. We include a vector of time-
invariant individual characteristics (age in 2011; sex; enrollment with a public (vs. private) 
insurer; and geographic region of enrollment, of which there are 5 in Colombia). 
  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 18, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.03.21252857doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.03.21252857


 
 

32 
 

 

 
Chronic Disease (1) (2) (3) (4) 
Diagnosis 1 year 7 years 1 year 7 years 
          
Outpatient  0.155 -0.368 -0.0260 -0.582** 
Cost-Sharing Effect (0.156) (0.257) (0.176) (0.286) 

     
Observations 824,970 824,970 492,492 492,492 
Bandwidth 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.3 
Mean below threshold 9.324 22.36 9.299 22.28 
Mean above threshold 9.479 21.99 9.273 21.70 
Elasticity 0.0183 -0.0184 -0.00311 -0.0294 
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1    

 

Table S8. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on Chronic Disease Diagnosis (1-
Year and 7-Year Horizons, at the 5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold).  
Effect of greater outpatient cost-sharing on the probabilities (percentage points) of detecting 
chronic diseases for the same year and for all 7 years in the sample at the 5 Monthly Minimum 
Wage (MMW) Threshold. We use a sample of individuals with median monthly earnings within 
0.5 and 0.3 MMWs of the threshold, and who worked during the entire year (12 months). We use 
ordinary least square with a second-order polynomial of the monthly earnings, and we compute 
heteroskedastic standard errors clustered at the individual level. We include a vector of time-
invariant individual characteristics (age in 2011; sex; enrollment with a public (vs. private) 
insurer; and geographic region of enrollment, of which there are 5 in Colombia). 
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Potentially-Avoidable (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 
Hospital Service Use ER NUMER HOS NUMHOS NUMHOSDAY ICU NUMICU NUMICUDAY 

                  
Outpatient  1.333*** 0.0489*** 0.908*** 0.101*** 0.0256*** 0.164*** 0.0205*** 0.00266*** 
Cost-Sharing Effect (0.120) (0.00345) (0.0562) (0.0103) (0.00144) (0.0145) (0.00261) (0.000354) 

         
Observations 5,220,007 5,220,007 5,220,007 5,220,007 5,220,007 5,220,007 5,220,007 5,220,007 
Mean below threshold 27.10 0.530 4.572 0.171 0.0793 0.246 0.0195 0.00363 
Mean above threshold 28.43 0.579 5.481 0.273 0.105 0.410 0.0400 0.00629 
Elasticity 0.0403 0.0741 0.152 0.383 0.234 0.420 0.578 0.451 
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1        

 

Table S9. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on Potentially-Avoidable Hospital 
Service Use (0.5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Bandwidth, at the 2 MMW Threshold).  
Effect of greater outpatient cost-sharing on the use of potentially avoidable hospital services – 
including inpatient stays, emergency room visits, and use of intensive care units at the 2 Monthly 
Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold. We use a sample of individuals with median monthly 
earnings within 0.5 MMWs of the threshold, and who worked during the entire year (12 months). 
We use ordinary least square with a second-order polynomial of the monthly earnings, and we 
compute heteroskedastic standard errors clustered at the individual level. We include a vector of 
time-invariant individual characteristics (age in 2011; sex; enrollment with a public (vs. private) 
insurer; and geographic region of enrollment, of which there are 5 in Colombia). ER: is the 
probability (in percent points) to visit an ER in a calendar year; NUMER: is the number of visits 
to ER in a calendar year; HOS: is the probability (in percent points) to being hospitalized in a 
calendar year; NUMHOS: is the number of hospitalizations in a calendar year; NUMHOSDAY: 
is the number of days of hospital stay in a calendar year; ICU: is the probability (in percent 
points) to being hospitalized in an ICU in a calendar year; NUMICU: is the number of 
hospitalizations in ICU in a calendar year; NUMICUDAY: is the number of days of hospital stay 
in ICU in a calendar year. 
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Potentially-Avoidable (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 
Hospital Service Use ER NUMER HOS NUMHOS NUMHOSDAY ICU NUMICU NUMICUDAY 

                  
Outpatient  1.830*** 0.0687*** 1.259*** 0.117*** 0.0333*** 0.207*** 0.0217*** 0.00287*** 
Cost-Sharing Effect (0.141) (0.00404) (0.0678) (0.0138) (0.00176) (0.0181) (0.00315) (0.000444) 

         
Observations 2,996,596 2,996,596 2,996,596 2,996,596 2,996,596 2,996,596 2,996,596 2,996,596 
Mean below threshold 26.65 0.513 4.364 0.159 0.0742 0.218 0.0175 0.00337 
Mean above threshold 28.48 0.582 5.624 0.276 0.108 0.425 0.0391 0.00624 
Elasticity 0.0558 0.105 0.212 0.453 0.308 0.541 0.642 0.502 
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1        

 
 

Table S10. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on Potentially-Avoidable 
Hospital Service Use (0.3 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Bandwidth, at the 2 MMW 
Threshold).  
Effect of greater outpatient cost-sharing on the use of potentially avoidable hospital services – 
including inpatient stays, emergency room visits, and use of intensive care units at the 2 Monthly 
Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold. We use a sample of individuals with median monthly 
earnings within 0.3 MMWs of the threshold, and who worked during the entire year (12 months). 
We use ordinary least square with a second-order polynomial of the monthly earnings, and we 
compute heteroskedastic standard errors clustered at the individual level. We include a vector of 
time-invariant individual characteristics (age in 2011; sex; enrollment with a public (vs. private) 
insurer; and geographic region of enrollment, of which there are 5 in Colombia). ER: is the 
probability (in percent points) to visit an ER in a calendar year; NUMER: is the number of visits 
to ER in a calendar year; HOS: is the probability (in percent points) to being hospitalized in a 
calendar year; NUMHOS: is the number of hospitalizations in a calendar year; NUMHOSDAY: 
is the number of days of hospital stay in a calendar year; ICU: is the probability (in percent 
points) to being hospitalized in an ICU in a calendar year; NUMICU: is the number of 
hospitalizations in ICU in a calendar year; NUMICUDAY: is the number of days of hospital stay 
in ICU in a calendar year. 
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Potentially-Avoidable (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 
Hospital Service Use ER NUMER HOS NUMHOS NUMHOSDAY ICU NUMICU NUMICUDAY 

                  
Outpatient  1.190*** 0.0344*** 0.528*** 0.0449*** 0.0120*** 0.0868*** 0.00560 0.00127*** 
Cost-Sharing Effect (0.187) (0.00456) (0.0869) (0.0147) (0.00207) (0.0221) (0.00585) (0.000415) 

         
Observations 824,970 824,970 824,970 824,970 824,970 824,970 824,970 824,970 
Mean below threshold 18.43 0.318 3.506 0.139 0.0601 0.190 0.0209 0.00291 
Mean above threshold 19.62 0.353 4.033 0.184 0.0721 0.277 0.0265 0.00418 
Elasticity 0.0695 0.114 0.156 0.309 0.203 0.413 0.262 0.399 
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1        

 

Table S11. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on Potentially-Avoidable 
Hospital Service Use (0.5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Bandwidth, at the 5 MMW 
Threshold).  
Effect of greater outpatient cost-sharing on the use of potentially avoidable hospital services – 
including inpatient stays, emergency room visits, and use of intensive care units at the 5 Monthly 
Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold. We use a sample of individuals with median monthly 
earnings within 0.5 MMWs of the threshold, and who worked during the entire year (12 months). 
We use ordinary least square with a second-order polynomial of the monthly earnings, and we 
compute heteroskedastic standard errors clustered at the individual level. We include a vector of 
time-invariant individual characteristics (age in 2011; sex; enrollment with a public (vs. private) 
insurer; and geographic region of enrollment, of which there are 5 in Colombia). ER: is the 
probability (in percent points) to visit an ER in a calendar year; NUMER: is the number of visits 
to ER in a calendar year; HOS: is the probability (in percent points) to being hospitalized in a 
calendar year; NUMHOS: is the number of hospitalizations in a calendar year; NUMHOSDAY: 
is the number of days of hospital stay in a calendar year; ICU: is the probability (in percent 
points) to being hospitalized in an ICU in a calendar year; NUMICU: is the number of 
hospitalizations in ICU in a calendar year; NUMICUDAY: is the number of days of hospital stay 
in ICU in a calendar year. 
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Potentially-Avoidable (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 
Hospital Service Use ER NUMER HOS NUMHOS NUMHOSDAY ICU NUMICU NUMICUDAY 

                  
Outpatient  0.737*** 0.0229*** 0.369*** 0.0349* 0.00960*** 0.0821*** 0.00443 0.00129*** 
Cost-Sharing Effect (0.213) (0.00512) (0.100) (0.0183) (0.00236) (0.0254) (0.00743) (0.000479) 

         
Observations 492,492 492,492 492,492 492,492 492,492 492,492 492,492 492,492 
Mean below threshold 18.61 0.323 3.553 0.143 0.0603 0.186 0.0218 0.00278 
Mean above threshold 19.35 0.346 3.922 0.178 0.0699 0.268 0.0262 0.00407 
Elasticity 0.0432 0.0760 0.110 0.241 0.164 0.402 0.205 0.419 
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1        

 

Table S12. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on Potentially-Avoidable 
Hospital Service Use (0.3 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Bandwidth, at the 5 MMW 
Threshold).  
Effect of greater outpatient cost-sharing on the use of potentially avoidable hospital services – 
including inpatient stays, emergency room visits, and use of intensive care units at the 5 Monthly 
Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold. We use a sample of individuals with median monthly 
earnings within 0.3 MMWs of the threshold, and who worked during the entire year (12 months). 
We use ordinary least square with a second-order polynomial of the monthly earnings, and we 
compute heteroskedastic standard errors clustered at the individual level. We include a vector of 
time-invariant individual characteristics (age in 2011; sex; enrollment with a public (vs. private) 
insurer; and geographic region of enrollment, of which there are 5 in Colombia). ER: is the 
probability (in percent points) to visit an ER in a calendar year; NUMER: is the number of visits 
to ER in a calendar year; HOS: is the probability (in percent points) to being hospitalized in a 
calendar year; NUMHOS: is the number of hospitalizations in a calendar year; NUMHOSDAY: 
is the number of days of hospital stay in a calendar year; ICU: is the probability (in percent 
points) to being hospitalized in an ICU in a calendar year; NUMICU: is the number of 
hospitalizations in ICU in a calendar year; NUMICUDAY: is the number of days of hospital stay 
in ICU in a calendar year. 
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Minimum Number of  (1) (2) (3) (4) 
Months of Continuous 
Formal Sector Employment 

1 12 24 36 

          
A. 2 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold     

     

Outpatient Cost-Sharing Effect 4.438*** 10.83*** 16.82*** 20.37*** 
(Causal Hazard Ratio) (0.275) (0.945) (1.700) (2.398) 

     

Observations (months of individual follow-up) 333,214,162 30,243,190 28,778,093 27,280,772 
Subjects 11,118,265 539,640 436,244 379,504 
Arch Elasticity 1.062 1.396 1.492 1.523 
7-year mortality risk below threshold (per 1,000 subjects) 0.234 0.784 0.532 0.394 
7-year mortality risk above threshold (per 1,000 subjects) 1.036 8.225 8.514 7.599 
Absolute difference in mortality risk (per 1,000 subjects) 0.802 7.441 7.982 7.206 

     
     

B. 5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold     
     

Outpatient Cost-Sharing Effect 1.301** 2.649*** 2.817*** 3.914*** 
(Causal Hazard Ratio) (0.174) (0.449) (0.552) (0.882) 

     

Observations (months of individual follow-up) 17,341,136 7,861,010 7,593,968 7,259,865 
Subjects 301,379 132,267 113,287 100,644 
Arch Elasticity 0.290 1.005 1.058 1.318 
7-year mortality risk below threshold (per 1,000 subjects) 0.927 0.938 0.690 0.427 
7-year mortality risk above threshold (per 1,000 subjects) 1.205 2.469 1.929 1.658 
Absolute difference in mortality risk (per 1,000 subjects) 0.278 1.532 1.240 1.231 
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1     

 

Table S13. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on 7-Year Mortality Hazard 
(Time-Dependent Cox Models, at the 2 and 5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) 
Thresholds).  
Outpatient cost-sharing hazard ratios for 7-year mortality hazard at both thresholds (2 MMW (A) 
and 5 MMW (B)) using time-dependent Cox models among samples of individuals continuously 
employed in the formal sector for varying amounts of time (1, 12, 24 and 36 months), and with 
median monthly earnings within 1 MMW of the thresholds. We use time-dependent Cox models 
with a second-order polynomial of the monthly earnings. We include a vector of time-invariant 
individual characteristics (age in 2011; sex; enrollment with a public (vs. private) insurer; and 
geographic region of enrollment, of which there are 5 in Colombia). 
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Minimum Number of  (1) (2) (3) (4) 
Months of Continuous 
Formal Sector Employment 

1 12 24 36 

          
A. 2 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold     

     
Outpatient Cost-Sharing Effect 3.827*** 8.967*** 11.14*** 11.89*** 
(Causal Hazard Ratio) (0.237) (0.778) (1.119) (1.382) 

 
    

Observations (months of individual follow-up) 333,214,162 30,243,190 28,778,093 27,280,772 
Subjects 11,118,265 539,640 436,244 379,504 

     
     
B. 5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold     
     
Outpatient Cost-Sharing Effect 1.205 2.198*** 1.972*** 2.497*** 
(Causal Hazard Ratio) (0.159) (0.369) (0.383) (0.561) 

 
    

Observations (months of individual follow-up) 17,341,136 7,861,010 7,593,968 7,259,865 
Subjects 301,379 132,267 113,287 100,644 
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1     

 

Table S14. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on 7-Year Mortality Hazard 
(Parametric survival model (Exponential Distribution), at the 2 and 5 Monthly Minimum 
Wage (MMW) Thresholds).  
Outpatient cost-sharing hazard ratios for 7-year mortality hazard at both thresholds (2 MMW (A) 
and 5 MMW (B)) using time-dependent parametric survival model with an Exponential 
Distribution among samples of individuals continuously employed in the formal sector for 
varying amounts of time (1, 12, 24 and 36 months), and with median monthly earnings within 1 
MMW of the thresholds. We use a second-order polynomial of the monthly earnings. We include 
a vector of time-invariant individual characteristics (age in 2011; sex; enrollment with a public 
(vs. private) insurer; and geographic region of enrollment, of which there are 5 in Colombia). 
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Minimum Number of  (1) (2) (3) (4) 
Months of Continuous 
Formal Sector Employment 

1 12 24 36 

          
A. 2 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold     

     
Outpatient Cost-Sharing Effect 4.367*** 10.43*** 13.99*** 14.54*** 
(Causal Hazard Ratio) (0.273) (0.900) (1.381) (1.642) 

 
    

Observations (months of individual follow-up) 333,214,162 30,243,190 28,778,093 27,280,772 
Subjects 11,118,265 539,640 436,244 379,504 

 
    

     
B. 5 Monthly Minimum Wage (MMW) Threshold     
     
Outpatient Cost-Sharing Effect 1.295* 2.664*** 2.669*** 3.528*** 
(Causal Hazard Ratio) (0.173) (0.450) (0.519) (0.786) 

 
    

Observations (months of individual follow-up) 17,341,136 7,861,010 7,593,968 7,259,865 
Subjects 301,379 132,267 113,287 100,644 
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1     

 

Table S15. Cumulative Effect of Outpatient Cost-Sharing on 7-Year Mortality Hazard 
(Parametric survival model (Weibull Distribution), at the 2 and 5 Monthly Minimum Wage 
(MMW) Thresholds).  
Outpatient cost-sharing hazard ratios for 7-year mortality hazard at both thresholds (2 MMW (A) 
and 5 MMW (B)) using time-dependent parametric survival model with a Weibull Distribution 
among samples of individuals continuously employed in the formal sector for varying amounts 
of time (1, 12, 24 and 36 months), and with median monthly earnings within 1 MMW of the 
thresholds. We use a second-order polynomial of the monthly earnings. We include a vector of 
time-invariant individual characteristics (age in 2011; sex; enrollment with a public (vs. private) 
insurer; and geographic region of enrollment, of which there are 5 in Colombia). 
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