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ABSTRACT

Background: Population aging is aglobal phenomenon. Resultant healthcare workforce
shortages are anticipated. To ensure access to comprehensive primary care, which correlates with
improved health outcomes, equity, and costs, data to inform workforce planning are urgently

needed.

Objectives: To explore temporal trendsin early career, mid-career, and near-retirement
comprehensive primary care physician characteristics, the medical and social needs of their
patients, and the workforce' s capacity to absorb patients of near-retirement physicians. Gender-

based workforce trends and trends around alternative practice models were also explored.
Design: A serial cross-sectional population-based study using health administrative data.

Setting: Ontario, Canada, where most comprehensive primary care is delivered by family

physicians (FPs) under universal insurance.

Participants. All insured Ontario residents at three time points: 2008 (12,936,360), 2013
(13,447,365), and 2019 (14,388,566) and all Ontario physicians who billed primary care services

(2008: 11,566; 2013: 12,693; 2019: 15,054).
Exposure(s): Changes in the comprehensive FP workforce over three time periods.

Main Outcome(s) and Measur e(s): The number and proportion of patients attached to near-
retirement comprehensive FPs; the number and proportion of near-retirement comprehensive

FPs; the characteristics of patients and their comprehensive FPs.

Results: Patient attachment to comprehensive FPs increased over time. The overall FP

workforce grew, but the proportion practicing comprehensiveness declined from 77.2% (2008)
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to 70.7% (2019), with shifts into other/focused scopes of practice across all physician career
stages. Over time, an increasing proportion of the comprehensive FP workforce was near
retirement age. Correspondingly, an increasing proportion of patients were attached to near-
retirement comprehensive FPs. By 2019, 13.9% of comprehensive FPs were 65 years or older,
corresponding to 1,695,126 (14.8%) patients. Mean patient age increased, and near-retirement
comprehensive FPs served markedly increasing numbers of medically and socially complex

patients.

Conclusions and Relevance: Primary care isfoundational to high-performing health systems,
but the sector faces capacity challenges as both patients and physicians age and fewer physicians
choose to practice comprehensiveness. Nearly 15% (1.7 million) of Ontarians with a
comprehensive FP may lose their physician to retirement by 2025. To serve a growing and
increasingly complex patient population, innovative solutions that extend beyond simply

growing the FP workforce are needed.
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BACKGROUND

Primary care is the foundation of high-performing health systems worldwide.> A critical enabler
of access to primary care is an adequate health human resource (HHR) supply,®® but many
jurisdictions are grappling with shortages. For example, 14.5% (4.6 million) Canadians are
without a primary care provider.* Further, virtually every country is experiencing population

aging,” with increasingly medically complex patients®™**

and aHHR workforce aging into
retirement. 3*2* Concurrently, fewer incoming clinicians, particularly physicians, are choosing
primary care as a specialty.’**> Among primary care physicians, fewer practice comprehensive
primary care—i.e., provide a broad range of services on alongitudinal basis to a defined panel of
patients of all ages, backgrounds, and health conditions — which isthe type of primary care most
strongly associated with better health outcomes and lower health system costs.***?* Rather,
primary care physiciansincreasingly favor episodic care settings, such as walk-in clinics,® and
focused scopes of practice, such as sports medicine or hospitalist care.? %" Moreover, the
concentration of women in primary care may further reduce capacity, with research finding

women spend more time with patients®® and receive more patient requests than men. 2%

In the context of an aging population and shifting workforce demographics, HHR planning
requires an understanding of the needs of patients who will soon lose their primary care due to
retirement, as well as the capacity of the remaining and incoming workforce. To anticipate future
workforce needs, previous studies often use high-level supply indicators such as number of
primary care physicians, and high-level demand indicators such as patient visit rates and
durations.>** In-depth analyses tend to be limited to sub-jurisdictional populations, such asthe
neighborhood™ or early career clinicians,® and do not directly link supply (individual clinicians)

to demand (patients served by clinicians).
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We conducted an in-depth exploration linking supply and demand at a health system planning
level. We examined temporal trendsin early career, mid-career, and near-retirement primary care
physician characteristics, the medical and socia needs of patients attached to these physicians,
and the workforce' s capacity to meet the needs of patients of near-retirement physicians. We
explored hypothesis-generating differences in gender-based workforce trends, including

differences in care provision,?%

and trends around alternative practice models. As Canadian
healthcare planning and delivery are provincial jurisdiction, we focused on the province-level
(Ontario). In Ontario, most comprehensive primary care is delivered by family physicians (FPs),

most physician services and nearly all residents are covered by government insurance, and health

services data are stored centrally in health administrative datasets.

METHODS

The use of datain this study was authorized under section 45 of Ontario’s Personal Health
Information Protection Act (PHIPA) and did not require review by a research ethics board or
informed consent. This study followed the Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies

in Epidemiology (STROBE) reporting guideline.

Study Design, Population, and Data Sour ces

We conducted a serial cross-sectional population-level analysis using health administrative data
housed at ICES. The study population included all registered Ontario residents covered by the
Ontario Health Insurance Plan (OHIP) at three time points: March 31, 2008 (12,936,360), March
31, 2013 (13,447,365), and March 31, 2019 (14,388,566) and all Ontario physicians who billed

primary care services (2008: 11,566; 2013: 12,693; 2019: 15,054).
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Physician-level and patient-level data came from nine databases which were linked using unique

encoded identifiers and analyzed at ICES (Supplement: eMethods).

Outcomes and Covariates

The primary outcomes were the number and proportion of patients attached to a near-retirement
age comprehensive FP over three time points, and the number and proportion of near-retirement
age comprehensive FPs over three time points. Based on previous literature finding the average
Ontario FP retires at age 70.5 years (with women retiring on average 5 years earlier than men)*
and accounting for the time needed to train new physicians,® three different “near-retirement”
physician age cut-points were examined: > 55 years, > 65 years, and > 70 years. Comprehensive
FPs were defined by applying a previously validated algorithm described below in the Analysis

section.?®

We described the characteristics of both comprehensive FPs and their attached patients over the
three time points. Physician characteristics served as exploratory indicators of both supply and,
for near-retirement age physicians, anticipated demand based on the populations of patients they
serve. Patient characteristics served asindicators of demand based on medical and
sociodemographic complexity. Detailed data source, cohort, and covariate definitions can be

found in the Supplement (eM ethods).
Analysis

For our patient cohort, we created cross-sections of patients attached to comprehensive FPs at

three time points. 2008, 2013, 2019.
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We began by applying our previously validated algorithm for primary care physician
attachment™ to the population of OHIP-registered Ontario residents; identifying patients attached
to aphysician providing longitudinal primary care services based on billing codes and physician-
level continuity of care (see Supplement eMethods— continuity of care). We removed patients
seen at Community Health Centres because they cannot be attached to a specific physician,
patients the algorithm attached to non-FPs such as pediatricians and surgeons, and patients

attached to a FP with missing covariates.

We next created the cohort of FPs linked to patients with FP attachments (2008, 2013, 2019). We
stratified our patient and FP cohorts by physician practice type (scope) using a previously
published algorithm for determining comprehensiveness of primary care practice,® which
resulted in four groups of patients with attachments to four types of FP scopes. Focusing on the
“comprehensive FP’ group, we described the characteristics of these physicians and their

patients.

Physician analyses were stratified by physician sex and physician age, including the three “near-
retirement” cut-points. Proportions and means with standard deviations were reported for each

time point (2008, 2013, 2019).
RESULTS
Patient Cohort

Excluding long-term care home residents, the population of OHIP-€ligible Ontario residentsin
the patient cohort over time was 12,863,036 (2008), 13,371,946 (2013), and 14,312,309 (2019),
of whom the following were attached to a comprehensive FP: 2008: n = 9,537,353 (77.3%);

2013: n = 10,398,003 (85.1%); 2019: n = 11,480,975 (86.1%) (Figure 1a).
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Physician Cohort

The overall FP workforce grew from 9,944 physiciansin 2008 to 13,269 in 2019 (Figure 1b).
The proportion of FPs practicing comprehensive primary care declined from 77.2% in 2008 (n =

7,673) t0 70.7% in 2019 (n = 9,377) (Supplement: eFigure 1).

Table 1 stratifies comprehensive FP data by age and sex. The mean (SD) physician age remained
relatively stable over time (2008: 50.3 (11.0) years; 2013: 51.4 (11.8) years; 2019: 49.7 (12.9)
years). The mean age (SD) for femal e physicians was lower than for males at each time point
(2008 male 53.0 (10.9) years, female 46.0 (9.7) years, 2013 male 54.7 (11.6) years, female 47.2
(10.6) years; 2019 male 53.1 (13.2) years, female 46.3 (11.6) years). Career stage (yearsin
practice) closdly followed physician age group for both males and females, and the youngest
cohort (age <35) comprised an increasing proportion of the workforce over time, shifting from
7.7% in 2008 t0 15.1% in 2019. The older cohorts were also found to comprise an increasing

proportion of the workforce over time, and the absolute numbers of older physiciansincreased.

Among family physicians with patient attachments, a shift away from comprehensiveness and
into other/focused scopes of practice was seen across all physician age groups, with the most
pronounced shiftsin the youngest and oldest physician groups (Supplement: eTable 1). Instead
of comprehensive primary care, these FPs increasingly worked in focused or other scopes of
practice. The proportion of FPs identified as practicing exclusively without patient attachments
or in low-continuity (“walk-in clinic”) settings fluctuated: 2008: 7.2% (n = 715), 2013: 4.9% (n

= 558); 2019: 5.2% (n = 688) (Figure 1b).

Temporal Trendsof Near-Retirement Comprehensive Family Physicians and their Patients
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When looking at our three near-retirement cut-points (55+, 65+, 70+) over time, an increasing
proportion of the comprehensive FP workforce was near retirement age (Figure 2).
Correspondingly, an increasing proportion of patients were attached to near-retirement
comprehensive FPs (Table 2). In the 55+ age group, the proportion of comprehensive FPs
increased from 35.7% in 2008 to 38.2% in 2019. In 2019, this corresponded to 3,586 physicians
and 4,935,992 (43.0%) patients (2019). In the 65+ group, the proportion increased from 10.0% in
2008 to 13.9% in 2019 (1,307 physicians, 1,695,126 (14.8%) patients). In the 70+ age group, the
proportion increased from 4.6% in 2008 to 6.4% in 2019 (599 physicians, 666,000 (5.8%)

patients).

Temporal Characteristics of Comprehensive Family Physicians and their Patients

Comprehensive FP Capacity/Workload

Table 1 shows the mean (SD) roster size for the total population of comprehensive FPs remained
consistent over time (2008: 1213 (927); 2013: 1272 (909); 2019: 1209 (837)). Mae FPs had
consistently larger roster sizes in each age group and at each time point. Both male and female
FP roster sizes followed an inverted U pattern with FP age, with practice sizes starting and
ending smaller at the extremes of FP age and peaking during mid-career. This pattern was
observed at all three time points with older (65+) male and female physicians and younger (<35)

male and female physicians caring for larger roster sizes over time.

Working full time equivalent (FTE) also followed an inverted U pattern according to FP age

(Table 1). Older physiciansincreasingly practiced FTE (2008: 58.4%, 2013: 67.0%, 2019:
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72.6%). This was driven by an increasing proportion of female FTE comprehensive FPs. Among
younger physicians, by 2019, females comprised the mgjority of FTE workforce (52.2% of FTE

comprehensive FPs <35 years; 55.2% of FTE comprehensive FPs 35-44 years).

Mean (SD) annual core primary care visits provided per patient declined over time (Table 1):
2008: 7.3 (3.1) vidts; 2013: 6.5 (2.6) visits, 2019: 6.0 (2.3) visits. In most comprehensive FP age
groups, male and females provided similar numbers of annual visits. Older physicians provided

more annual visits compared with their younger counterparts.

In the patient cohort (Table 2), at all near-retirement physician cut-offs (55+, 65+, 70+), a
declining proportion over time made five or more primary care visitsin the preceding year, but
these proportions remained consistently over 50% in all near-retirement groups and at each time

point.

Comprehensive FP Practice Settings

A declining proportion of comprehensive FPs over time practiced in fee-for-service (FFS)
models of care. Alternate payment plan models (APPs), specifically capitation/team-based
models of care, were an increasingly common setting over time (Supplement: eFigure 2). In
these APP models, physician compensation is primarily a lump sum payment per attached
patient, with or without additional government funding for interdisciplinary health professional
supports. In 2008, most comprehensive FPs worked in FFS-based models (76.6%), but by 2019,
most practiced in APPs (55.4%). This shift was seen across all comprehensive FP age groups

(Supplement: eTable 2). Correspondingly, an increasing proportion of patients were served in

10
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APP models: 2008: 26.5% (n = 2,526,116); 2013: 54.3% (n = 5,643,862); 2019: 61.5% (n =

7,064,109).

Over time, a stable mgjority of comprehensive FPs practiced in large urban and urban settings
(Supplement: eTable 3A). After adecline in 2013, an increasing proportion and number
practiced in rural/remote areas by 2019, but numbers did not return to 2008 levels (2008: 6.7%, n
=513; 2013: 5.1%, n = 410; 2019: 5.3%, 492). Trends around age and sex of rural
comprehensive FPs resembled trends seen in the overall comprehensive FP population

(Supplement: eTables 3B, 3C).

Patient complexity

The mean age (SD) of comprehensive FPs' patients increased over time (Table 1): 2008: 33.5
(13.2) years; 2013: 36.5 (12.1) years, 2019: 38.1 (12.0) years. When stratified by physician age
and sex, each physician age group served increasingly older patients. Male physicians cared for

dlightly older patients than did women in each physician age group and at each time point.

The number and proportion of patients aged 65 and older increased over time in each near-
retirement group (Table 2). This number nearly quadrupled in the oldest (70+ years) FP group

(2008: N = 45,414, 2019: N = 176,473).

Comprehensive FPs cared for a stable mean (SD) proportion of female patients over time (Table
1) (2008:53.2% (12.9); 2013: 53.1% (12.5); 2019: 52.9% (12.0). Female comprehensive FPs had
agreater proportion of female patients than male physicians at all time pointsand in all age

groups. The overall proportion of female patients was higher in younger physician age groups at

all time points, equalizing as physicians aged.

11
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When examining the patient cohort by near-retirement comprehensive FP age groups, the
proportion of female patients also remained stable at each time point (Table 2), with sightly

lower proportions of female patients in the oldest near-retirement group.

Over time, an increasing proportion of comprehensive FPS' practices were comprised of the
highest morbidity patients (Resource Utilization Band (RUB) 4+): 2008: 16.5%; 2013: 18.1%;
2019: 19.8% (Table 3). When stratified by comprehensive FP age and sex, older male physicians
cared for higher proportions of the highest RUB patients than did older female physiciansin
2008 (65-69 years) and 2013 (65-69 years, 70+ years), but by 2019, males and females cared for

similar proportions of highest RUB patients within each and across all physician age groups.

Table 2 shows the number and proportion of highest RUB patients attached to near-retirement
comprehensive FPs grew over time. By 2019, 983,818 patientsin the highest RUB were attached
to acomprehensive FP aged 55+, representing 19.9% of all patients attached to a 55+
comprehensive FP. 350,439 were attached to a 65+ comprehensive (20.7%), and 146,298 were

attached to a 70+ comprehensive (22.0%) — representing a tripling of the absolute number.

While proportions of patients with chronic illness (COPD, CHF, diabetes, frailty, mental illness)
remained relatively stable over time, the absolute numbers increased markedly in each near-

retirement group (Table 2).

The proportions and means of socially complex patients cared for within each comprehensive FP
age and sex group varied over time (Table 3) and the number of higher social complexity

patients increased markedly over time for most near-retirement groups (Table 2).

DISCUSSION

12


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.19.23284729

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.19.23284729; this version posted January 19, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

In our population-level serial cross-sectional analyses, we found an increasing proportion of the
comprehensive FP workforce is nearing retirement in Ontario, Canada. Given the average FP
retires at age 70.5 years,* we anticipate that by 2025, nearly 1.7 million Ontarians may lose their

comprehensive FP to retirement.

This number may be an underestimate for several reasons. First, half of all comprehensive FPs
are now female, and female FPs retire on average 5 years earlier than males.® Second, a
decreasing proportion of FPs are practicing comprehensive family medicine. Thistrend was seen
across every physician age group, indicating FPs are exiting comprehensiveness earlier thanin
previous years while a smaller proportion of incoming FPs are entering comprehensiveness.
Third, due to limitations in data availability for more recent years, our analyses predate the
COVID-19 pandemic, and surveys from Ontario indicate the pandemic has hastened retirement
plans, with amost double the usual proportion of FPs closing their offices during the pandemic
(3%, compared with the usual rate of 1.6%/year),*” and onein five indicating an intention to

retire within five years.®

Several other trendsidentified likely apply to other jurisdictions and, when taken together,
indicated limited capacity in the workforce to absorb the workload of near-retirement physicians.
Comprehensive FPs cared for increasingly older groups of patients with increasing complexity
over time. As of 2019, all physician age groups served similar proportions of complex patients,
and near-retirement comprehensive FPs cared for an increasing number and proportion of older
patients with increasing medical and social complexities. Females, who comprised an increasing
proportion of the comprehensive FP workforce, served smaller rosters than did males, which
may reflect previous research finding women primary care physicians spend more time with and

receive more requests from patients.”** That said, both the oldest and youngest male and female
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comprehensive FP groups served increasingly larger rosters, and an increasing proportion of

older (65+) physicians practiced FTE.

Ontario continues to add a net positive number of FPs to the workforce each year, but this
number has declined from 453 in 2017 to 303 in 2020, .* Over the past 7 years, asmaller
proportion of medical school graduates ranked family medicine as their first choice discipline,.*
echoing trendsin other jurisdictions including the US.*> The future supply of incoming FPs may
therefore be inadequate to meet needs identified in our study, especially considering the 1.6

million Ontarians already without aregular primary care provider in our 2019 cohort.

Solutions to FP workforce shortages identified in the literature focus on addressing deterrents to
the practice of comprehensive primary care, including perceived poor respect for primary care as
a profession, inadequate compensation, and inadequate administrative and interdisciplinary
health supports to manage increasing patient complexity.”** Our finding of a shift toward
APP models underscores the desire among comprehensive FPs for financia stability and team-
based supports. Further, we identified large numbers of patients with chronic diseases and

complex socia needs, all of which are highly amenable to team-based care. ™

There are some limitations to our study. The FTE indicator is based on physician billings and
excluded non-billable administrative time. Almost half of Canadian FPs report 10-19 hours per
week of administrative tasks,*’ so the indicator may underestimate workload, and thus the
number of FTE FPs. Rural FPs often practice in both primary care and hospital settings;* since
the comprehensiveness agorithm is based on primary care billings,? it may underestimate the
number of rural comprehensive FPs. Further, the rurality index scores and methodology have not
been updated since 2008. Some physician analyses could not be fully stratified by both age and

sex dueto small cell sizes. Community Health Centre patients are not included and we did not

14
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examine other clinicians who may provide primary care; however, these clinicians are the main
primary care source for only a small minority of Ontarians.***° Finally, our analyses do not
51-53

account for therise of virtual care and its potential impact on capacity.

CONCLUSIONS

Primary care faces many capacity challenges as physicians age into retirement and fewer choose
to enter or remain in comprehensive practice. While increasing the number of FPs will be
important ,>* it islikely insufficient to serve a growing and increasingly complex patient

population.
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VR: Virtually Rostered. Patient is considered VR to the physician with whom the majority of their primary care core visits were made over the preceding two-year period (Jaakkimainen et al 2021)

CoC: Physician-level Continuity of Care. Numerator = the number of patients virtually rostered to a physician. Denominator = all unique patients the same physician had seen over two years. Physician CoC < 10%
corresponds to low CoC. (Jaakkimainen et al 2021)
Comprehensive FP: Comprehensive scope of primary care practice. At least 50% of prior year’s billings are for core primary care services in at least 7 different primary care activity areas (Schultz & Glazier 2017)
Focused FP: Narrowed scope of practice, such as sports medicine, palliative care, hospitalist.
Other: Not comprehensive and not focused practice

<44 days: Worked less than 44 days/year
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Figure 1b. Cohort creation: Physicians
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CoC: Physician-level Continuity of Care. Numerator = the number of patients virtually rostered to a physician. Denominator = all unique
patients the same physician had seen over two years. Physician CoC < 10% corresponds to low CoC. (Jaakkimainen et al 2021)
Comprehensive FP: Comprehensive scope of primary care practice. At least 50% of prior year’s billings are for core primary care services in at

least 7 different primary care activity areas (Schultz & Glazier 2017)

Focused FP: Narrowed scope of practice, such as sports medicine, palliative care, hospitalist.
Other: Not comprehensive and not focused practice

<44 days: Worked less than 44 days/year
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Table 1. Practice characteristics of comprehensive family physicians

<35 Years 35-44 Years 55-64 Years 65-69 Years 70+ Years Total Comprehensive FPs
45-54 Years
Total M F Total M F Total M F Total M F Total M F M F Total M F
Comp. 2008 592 211 381 1877 922 955 2467 1422 1045 1972 1522 450 409 347 62 356 319 37 7673 4743 2930
FPs (7.7) (35.6) (64.4) (24.5) (49.1) (50.9) (32.2) (57.6) (42.4) (25.7) (77.2) (22.8) (5.3) (84.8) (15.2) (4.6) (89.6) (10.4) (100.0) (61.8) (38.2)
N (%) 2013 741 245 496 1666 674 992 2312 1227 1085 2170 1415 755 707 576 131 454 392 62 8050 4529 3521
(9.2) (33.1) (66.9) (20.7) (40.5) (59.5) (28.7) (53.1) (46.9) (27.0) (65.2) (34.8) (8.8) (81.5) (18.5) (5.6) (86.3) (13.7) (100.0) (56.3) (43.7)
2019 1414 528 886 2135 806 1329 2242 1048 1194 2279 1290 989 708 519 189 599 505 94 9377 4696 4681
(15.1) (37.3) (62.7) (22.8) (37.8) (62.2) (23.9) (46.7) (53.3) (24.3) (56.6) (43.4) (7.6) (73.3) (26.7) (6.4) (84.3) (15.7) (100.0) (50.1) (49.9)
Years 2008 6.0 6.3 5.9 14.4 14.7 14.1 23.7 23.8 235 334 33.6 32.8 413 41.2 42.0 48.0 48.0 47.8 24.6 27.3 20.2
in (£2.3) (+2.3) (+2.2) (£3.9) (+3.8) (£3.9) (+4.2) (£4.2) (+4.2) (+4.4) (+4.2) (+4.8) (£3.0) (£3.0) (£3.2) (£5.1) (+4.9) (+6.4) (+11.4) (+11.2) (£10.1)
pract. 2013 5.7 5.4 5.9 13.8 14.0 13.7 239 23.9 23.8 33.2 336 325 41.2 41.1 41.6 48.7 48.7 49.0 25.6 28.8 214
(mean (£2.1) (£2.1) (£2.1) (+4.2) (+4.2) (+4.1) (+4.2) (+4.0) (+4.4) (+4.4) (+4.4) (+4.5) (+3.5) (+3.4) (+4.0) (+4.9) (+4.9) (+4.9) (£12.3) (£12.1) (£11.1)
(sD)) 2019 5.8 5.7 5.8 12.5 12.5 12.5 23.7 23.9 235 333 334 33.2 40.8 41.0 40.3 48.5 48.4 48.7 23.7 27.0 20.3
(+2.0) (+2.0) (+1.9) (+4.2) (+4.4) (+4.0) (+4.7) (+4.7) (+4.6) (+4.7) (+4.5) (+4.9) (#3.6) (+3.4) (+4.0) (#5.1) (45.3) (+4.1) (+13.4) | (+13.8) | (+12.0)
Roster | 2008 638.3 790.7 553.9 1131.8 1323.5 946.7 1345.1 1470.3 1174.6 1432.1 1494.0 1222.7 1123.1 1186.1 770.7 566.3 584.9 406.5 1212.8 1338.8 1008.8
size (+622 (¢722. (¢542. (+873. (+981. (¢707 (£920. (£996.7) | (+774. (+945. (+961. (+856. (+955. (+981. (£701. (+770 (+785 (+618 (¢927. (£991. (770.
(mean 5) 0) 7) 2) 3) 0) 7) 4) 2) 5) 4) 5) 7) 1) 9) 4) 7) 0) 1) 0)
(SD)) 2013 620.0 725.2 568.0 1152.8 1348.6 1019.7 1407.1 1567.8 1225.4 1490.2 1593.1 1297.2 1366.1 1420.3 1128.0 898.1 946.7 591.1 1272.1 1425.0 1075.4
(£605 (£690. (£552. (+836. (+935. (+732. (£927. (£1013. (£780. (+894. (£937. (£772. (£905. (£921. (£794. (£895 (£922 (+622 (+909. (£975. (£773.
9) 9) 6) 0) 1) 6) 1) 4) 2) 6) 6) 4) 8) 3) 3) 7) 9) 7) 2) 2) 4)
2019 734.0 834.7 674.0 1074.5 1217.2 987.9 1394.8 1529.3 1276.7 1405.6 1531.6 1241.1 1434.4 1502.5 1247.6 1098.0 1125.7 949.2 1208.9 1351.9 1065.4
(+t644 (£712. (£592. (£720. (+841. (+620 (+876. (£946.5) (£791. (+847. (£902. (£738. (£900. (£932. (£777. (£804. (+815. (£729 (+837. (+908. (£731.
2) 0) 4) 3) 6) 1) 2) 2) 2) 2) 3) 5) 8) 3) 3) 1) 6) 4) 8) 6)
Core 2008 6.2 6.2 6.2 7.3 7.5 7.2 7.3 7.4 7.3 7.7 7.7 7.7 7.5 7.6 6.9 6.8 6.9 6.2 7.3 7.4 7.1
PC (+2.7) (+2.8) (+2.7) (+4.2) (45.6) (+2.3) (+2.3) (+2.5) (+2.1) (+2.6) (+2.6) (+2.4) (3.1) (3.2) (+2.7) (#3.5) (43.5) (+2.9) (¢3.1) (3.5) (+2.4)
visits 2013 53 5.4 5.3 6.3 6.2 6.3 6.5 6.6 6.4 6.7 6.8 6.4 6.9 6.9 7.0 7.3 7.5 6.5 6.5 6.6 6.3
(mean (£2.3) (£2.3) (+2.3) (£2.1) (£2.2) (£2.0) (£2.4) (£2.7) (£2.0) (+2.8) (£3.2) (£1.9) (£2.4) (£2.4) (£2.3) (£4.0) (+4.2) (+2.4) (£2.6) (£2.9) (£2.1)
(sD)) 2019 | 5.6 5.5 5.6 6.0 5.9 6.0 6.1 6.1 6.1 6.1 6.2 6.0 6.4 6.5 6.2 6.7 6.5 7.2 6.0 6.1 6.0
(£2.5) (£2.6) (+2.4) (£2.5) (+2.8) (+2.4) (£2.1) (£2.3) (£1.9) (£2.1) (£2.3) (+1.8) (£2.2) (£2.3) (£2.0) (£3.0) (£2.9) (£3.1) (£2.3) (£2.5) (£2.2)
Pt age 2008 27.9 29.4 27.1 31.7 32.8 30.5 34.3 35.4 32.7 36.7 37.6 337 35.1 36.0 30.5 28.2 28.5 25.5 335 34.9 31.3
(mean (£13.8) (+14.0) (+13.6) (£11.7) (+12.6) (+10.7) (£11.9) (£12.5) (£10.8) (£13.1) (£13.2) (£12.2) (£16.2) (£16.1) (£15.9) (£18.5) (£18.5) (£17.8) (£13.2) (£13.8) (£11.8)
(SD)) 2013 28.2 30.0 27.4 34.0 35.0 334 36.4 37.8 34.8 39.4 40.5 37.3 40.9 42.0 36.3 39.1 39.7 35.0 36.5 38.5 34.0
(+13.7) | (#13.7) | (+13.6) | (+10.8) | (+11.6) | (+10.1) | (+10.7) | (#11.2) (£9.9) (+10.7) | (+11.1) | (+9.8) (+12.6) | (¥12.4) | (¥12.7) | (¥17.0) | (¥17.1) | (¥16.0) | (¥12.1) | (#¥12.5) | (#¥11.2)
2019 31.8 335 30.7 36.4 37.1 36.0 38.4 39.4 37.5 40.6 42.0 38.7 43.0 43.9 40.8 433 43.6 41.2 38.1 40.0 36.2
(£14.5) (+14.2) (+14.5) (£10.9) (+11.8) (+10.3) (£9.8) (£10.6) (£9.0) (+10.5) (+10.8) (+9.8) (£11.5) (£11.6) (£10.9) (£14.3) (£14.5) (£13.1) (£12.0) (£12.3) (£11.3)
Prop. 2008 55.7 46.9 60.7 55.2 46.2 63.8 54.3 46.3 65.3 51.0 46.8 65.0 49.5 473 61.5 47.8 46.7 57.6 53.2 46.6 64.0
Fem. (£15.1) (+10.7) (+14.9) (£13.2) (£7.5) (+11.6) (£13.0) (£7.4) (£10.9) (£11.0) (£7.0) (£10.7) (£11.1) (£8.5) (£15.7) (£13.2) (£11.1) (£22.6) (£12.9) (£7.8) (£12.1)
Pts 2013 55.3 47.8 59.0 55.1 46.1 61.2 53.7 45.6 62.9 52.4 45.9 64.7 48.9 45.9 62.2 49.6 47.2 64.8 53.1 46.1 62.3
(mean (+15.6) | (#13.7) | (#15.1) | (+12.1) | (¢8.3) (+¢10.4) | (#12.3) | (¢7.4) (£9.9) (+12.1) | (+7.5) (49.3) (+10.1) | (£7.2) (+10.5) | (#12.2) | (+10.4) | (#11.9) | (¥12.5) | (¢8.3) (+11.0)
(SD)) 2019 54.3 47.7 58.2 54.3 45.0 59.9 53.5 45.4 60.6 52.4 44.8 62.2 49.9 45.1 63.0 48.2 45.9 60.7 52.9 45.5 60.4
(+13.7) | (#11.2) | (+13.6) | (+11.8) | (¢8.2) (+¢10.0) | (#11.2) | (¢7.6) (+8.9) (+11.8) | (+7.8) (48.5) (#11.7) | (£7.9) (#10.2) | (+9.9) (+8.1) (+9.6) (+12.0) | (+8.4) (+10.3)
FTE 2008 290 146 144 1210 754 456 1802 1173 629 1481 1209 272 239 220 19 114 107 7(6.1) 5136 3609 1527
(N (49.0) (50.3) (49.7) (64.5) (62.3) (37.7) (73.0) (65.1) (34.9) (75.1) (81.6) (18.4) (58.4) (92.1) (8.0) (32.0) (93.9) (66.9) (70.3) (29.7)
(%)) 2013 335 152 183 1073 556 517 1694 1014 680 1634 1156 478 474 415 59 189 177 12 5399 3470 1929
(45.4) (45.4) (54.6) (64.4) (51.8) (48.2) (73.3) (59.9) (40.1) (75.3) (70.8) (29.3) (67.0) (87.6) (12.5) (41.6) (93.7) (6.4) (67.1) (64.3) (35.7)
2019 734 351 383 1401 628 773 1722 881 841 1681 1052 629 514 402 112 327 288 39 6379 3602 2777
(51.9) (47.8) (52.2) (65.6) (44.8) (55.2) (76.8) (51.2) (48.8) (73.8) (62.6) (37.4) (72.6) (78.2) (21.8) (54.6) (88.1) (11.9) (68.0) (56.5) (43.5)

Comp. FPs: Comprehensive family physicians; Pract.: Practice; PC: Primary care; Pt(s): Patient(s); Prop: Proportion; Fem: Female; FTE: Full-time equivalent
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Table 2. Characteristics of patients attached to near-retirement comprehensive family physicians over time, by near-retirement group

Age 55+ Age 65+ Age 70+
Comprehensive FPs Comprehensive FPs Comprehensive FPs
N % N % N %
Patient Characteristics
OVERALL 2008 | 3,571,661 | 37.5 690,642 | 7.2 214,861 | 2.3
(N, % of all patients attached 2013 | 4,676,625 | 45.0 1,399,119 | 13.5 419,172 | 4.0
to all comprehensive FPs) 2019 | 4,935,992 | 43.0 1,695,126 | 14.8 666,404 | 5.8
Aged 65+ 2008 | 597,707 | 16.7 136,394 | 19.8 45,414 | 21.1
(N, % of patients attached to 2013 | 846,974 | 18.1 298,545 | 21.3 95,833 | 22.8
near-retirement physician 2019 | 1,003,769 | 20.3 402,430 | 23.7 176,473 | 26.5
group)
Female patients 2008 | 1,804,585 | 50.5 338,656 | 49.0 103,386 | 48.1
(N, % of patients attached to 2013 | 2,371,923 | 50.7 678,971 | 48.5 201,104 | 48.0
near-retirement physician 2019 | 2,498,453 | 50.6 823,090 | 48.6 317,967 | 47.7
group)
Rural patients (RIO score 40+) | 2008 | 233,045 | 6.5 48,860 7.1 14,323 | 6.7
(N, % of patients attached to 2013 | 292,357 | 6.3 88,311 6.3 20,294 | 4.8
near-retirement physician 2019 | 274,099 | 5.6 83,691 4.9 33,545 | 5.0
group)
Highest (4+) RUB 2008 | 677,436 | 19.0 137,995 | 20.0 44,067 | 20.5
(N, % of patients attached to 2013 | 878,340 | 18.8 283,013 | 20.2 88,182 | 21.0
near-retirement physician 2019 | 983,818 | 19.9 350,439 | 20.7 146,298 | 22.0
group)
Highest (5+) annual core 2008 | 2,109,950 | 59.1 403,026 58.4 127,050 | 59.1
primary care visits 2013 | 2,462,236 | 52.7 753,388 | 53.9 227,090 | 54.2
(N, % of patients attached to 419 480395 | 50.3 876,487 | 51.7 346,668 | 52.0
near-retirement physician
group)
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COPD 2008 | 233,498 | 6.5 51,856 7.5 16,411 | 7.6
(N, % of patients attached to | 2013 | 326,748 | 7.0 115,669 | 8.3 37,477 | 8.9
near-retirement physician 2019 | 337,202 | 6.8 132,395 | 7.8 59,350 | 8.9
group)
CHF 2008 | 69,573 2.0 15,645 2.3 4,952 |23
(N, % of patients attached to | 2013 | 80,026 1.7 28,187 2.0 9,214 | 2.2
near-retirement physician 2019 | 90,436 | 1.8 35567 | 2.1 15,832 | 2.4
group)
Diabetes 2008 | 327,127 | 9.2 68,392 9.9 21,389 | 10.0
(N, % of patients attached to | 2013 | 506,014 | 10.8 170,115 | 12.2 52,815 | 12.5
near-retirement physician 2019 | 555,358 | 11.3 215,696 | 12.7 92,395 | 13.9
group)
Frailty 2008 | 66,559 1.9 14,875 2.2 4,964 | 2.3
(N, % of patients attached to 2013 | 98,490 2.1 33,005 2.4 10,794 | 2.6
near-retirement physician 2019 | 114,085 | 2.3 43,032 |25 18,597 | 2.8
group)
Any mental health illness in 2008 | 825,520 23.1 166,257 24.1 51,802 | 24.1
last 2 years 2013 | 979,987 | 21.0 311,771 | 22.3 96,543 | 23.0
(N, % of patients attachedto  [5519 | 1022523 | 20.7 355911 | 21.0 150,153 | 22.5
near-retirement physician
group)
Lowest income quintile 2008 | 706,504 | 19.8 150,381 | 21.8 48,403 | 22.5
(N, % of patients attached to | 2013 | 876,982 | 18.8 282,922 | 20.2 91,236 | 21.8
near-retirement physician 2019 | 944,888 | 19.1 348,869 | 20.6 142,881 | 21.4
group)
Highest housing instability 2008 | 761,397 | 21.3 165,525 | 24.0 54,275 | 25.6
quintile 2013 | 934,472 | 20.0 295,059 | 21.1 92,653 | 22.2
(N, % of patients attachedto  [5519 | 1,031,506 | 20.9 374,322 | 22.1 155,859 | 23.4
near-retirement physician
group)

2008 | 736,903 | 20.6 163,835 | 23.7 52,733 | 24.9
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Highest material deprivation 2013 | 1,045,136 | 22.4 338,012 24.2 112,097 | 26.9
quintile 2019 | 926,043 | 18.8 352,849 | 20.8 145,084 | 21.8
(N, % of patients attached to

near-retirement physician

group)

Highest neighborhood ethnic | 2008 | 962,252 | 26.9 177,586 | 25.7 63,167 | 29.8
concentration quintile 2013 | 1,335,124 | 28.6 397,430 | 28.4 124,062 | 29.8
(N, % of patients attachedto  [5519 [ 1521975 | 30.8 584,512 | 345 213,182 | 32.0
near-retirement physician

group)

Recent immigrant 2008 | 269,131 | 7.5 52,717 7.6 21,202 | 10.9
(N, % of patients attached to | 2013 | 289,772 | 6.2 83,484 6.0 27,024 | 7.0
;‘f;::)etireme"tphy“da" 2019 | 277,755 | 5.6 82,560 | 4.9 28,449 | 4.3

Interpretation of Table 2 rows:
Interpretation of the “Overall” category: For example, in 2019, 1,695,126 patients were attached to a comprehensive FP aged 65+. This represents 14.8% of all patients
who are attached to a comprehensive FP.
Interpretation of each patient category: For example, in 2019, of the 666,404 patients attached to comprehensive FPs over the age of 70 years, 28,449 (4.3%) were
recent immigrants

FPs: Family physicians

RIO: Rurality Index of Ontario

RUB: Morbidity, based on Resource Utilization Band

COPD: Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease

CHF: Congestive heart failure
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Table 3. Practice characteristics: Medical and social complexity of patients attached to comprehensive family physicians over time by physician age and sex

<35 Years 35-44 Years 45-54 Years 55-64 Years 65-69 Years 70+ Years TOTAL

Total | M F Total M F Total M F Total M F Total M F Total M F Total M F

% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
Highest 2008 | 153 | 14.7 | 156 | 16.2 | 158 | 16.7 | 16.4 | 165 | 162 | 173 | 175|166 | 16.8 | 17.2 | 140 | 140 | 141|130 | 165 | 16.7 | 16.3
morbidity (RUB | 2013 | 17.5 | 17.6 | 17.4 | 182 | 175 | 18.7 | 17.7 |17.8 |17.6 | 181 |[185 |173 | 19.5 | 200 [ 175 | 201 |205 | 179 | 181 | 183|178
(4+)) 2019 | 193 | 19.4 | 19.2 | 206 | 20.2 | 20.8 | 194 | 194 | 194 | 195 |20.2 | 187 | 203 | 204 | 201 | 214 |215|213| 198 | 19.9 | 19.7
2008 | 185 | 19.2 | 181 | 181 | 19.6 | 16.6 | 184 | 19.8 | 16.4 | 199 |20.2 | 188 | 226 | 225|236 | 239 |201 | 17.2| 19.0 | 20.1 | 17.2
Lowestincome 750137189 | 206 | 18.0 | 17.2 | 19.1 | 160 | 180 | 194 | 164 | 184 | 195 | 165 | 20.5 | 204 | 21.2 | 240 | 242 | 225 | 183 | 19.6 | 16.7
quintile 2019 | 20.4 | 219 | 20.7 | 188 | 20.7 | 17.6 | 183 | 205 | 165 | 188 |20.4 | 168 | 199 | 207 | 179 | 221 |222 | 214 | 19.0 | 20.7 | 17.5
Highest 2008 | 245 | 22.8 | 255 | 206 | 20.7 | 204 | 204 | 204|204 | 219 |216|230| 240 | 231|292 | 255 |256|24.2| 214 |21.2 | 217
_housing 2013 | 26.0 | 23.6 | 27.2 | 218 | 209 | 225 | 199 | 204 |19.4 | 20.8 |206 |21.3| 217 |21.8|21.2| 245 |241 266 | 21.4 | 209 | 219
"::?nlr:,:y 2019 | 265 | 253 | 27.2 | 245 | 247 | 245 | 211 | 218|204 | 214 |215|213| 226 |21.7|249| 255 |252|27.1| 230 |227|233
Highest 2008 | 186 | 19.8 | 179 | 174 | 193 | 155 | 182 | 20.1 | 156 | 205 |21.3| 181 | 237 | 239|224 | 257 |262 |213| 19.0 | 20.6 | 16.4
ma_te”"j" 2013 | 229 | 246 | 220 | 205 | 22.1 {194 | 212 | 229|193 | 214 |226|19.2 | 237 | 232|257 | 29.2 |29.4 | 278 | 215 | 228|199
deqpl:;:tai:fn 2019 | 182 | 19.7 | 173 | 173 | 199 | 158 | 17.0 | 193 | 150 | 181 | 198 | 159 | 197 | 209 | 16.7 | 21.8 |22.1|19.9 | 17.8 | 19.8 | 159
Highest 2008 | 27.4 | 30.8 | 255 | 275 | 284 | 265 | 260 | 261|259 | 272 |263 (304 | 280 |264 |372| 326 |328 (307 269 |269 |27.0
"eight:‘:‘rih“d 2013 | 299 [ 311 | 292 | 286 | 292 | 282 | 279 [292 | 266 | 272 | 272273 | 277 | 255|373 330 [320[394| 280 [281]280
con:entr:ﬁon 2019 | 26.0 | 26.6 | 25.7 | 258 | 27.2 | 25.0 | 285 |29.2 |278| 270 |26.8|273| 332 |337 319 321 |309|385| 274 |283 | 267

quintile

Interpretation: For example, in 2008, within the group of comprehensive family physicians under the age of 35 years, 15.3% of patients in those practices had the highest level of morbidity (RUB
4+). When further stratified by physician sex, 14.7% of patients attached to male comprehensive family physicians belonged to the highest morbidity (RUB 4+) group.

RUB: Morbidity, based on Resource Utilization Band
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