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Abstract (241 word limit)

Background
Assessment of knowledge, attitudes, and practices (KAP) regarding cardiovascular diseases (CVD) and
cardiovascular risk factors (CVRF) is critical to inform CVD prevention strategies, but limited community-

level data exist from developing countries.

Methods and Results

We conducted a telephone-based survey nested in the on-going CARRS cohort in Delhi and Chennai, India
between January 2021 to February 2021. We randomly selected people with CVRF, but no established
CVD and those with existing CVD from the CARRS cohort and assessed their 1) knowledge of CVD
symptoms and risk factors, 2) attitude towards non-physician health workers (NPHW) facilitated care and
text-messages for healthy lifestyle, and 3) practices regarding monitoring of CVRF. We performed logistic
regression analyses to investigate the factors associated with KAP. We interviewed 502 participants (283
with CVRF and 219 with CVD); 45.8% were female, and mean age (SD) was 48.1 (11.2) years. The
knowledge of heart attack symptoms, stroke symptoms, and CVRF (>75% correct answers) were: 12.9%,
20.7%, and 17.3%, respectively. Individuals with CVRF had 2.5 times lower knowledge of CVD symptoms
compared to those with existing CVD. Acceptability of NPHW-facilitated care and text-messages for healthy
lifestyle was 60% and 84%, respectively.

Conclusions
The knowledge of CVD symptoms and risk factors is below optimal levels, particularly among individuals at
high risk of CVD, unskilled workers, those with lower levels of education and income. Innovative use of

NPHW along with mHealth tools could potentially offer solutions to reduce the burden of CVD.

Keywords: cardiovascular disease, risk factors, knowledge, practices, India
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Main text (4179 words)

INTRODUCTION

Cardiovascular disease (CVD) is a leading cause of premature death and disability worldwide. A
growing body of evidence indicates that South Asians are at a greater risk of CVD than most other ethnic
groups’. Several upstream factors (e.g., population ageing, urbanization) and downstream modifiable risk
factors (e.g., smoking, unhealthy diet, physical inactivity, obesity, hypertension, diabetes, and
dyslipidaemia) together fuel the rising burden of CVD among South Asians. In India, CVD affects more than
70 million people, in their most productive years, with severe socio-economic consequences?. Early
recognition and response to heart attack and stroke symptoms could reduce delays in hospitalization and
mortality. Further, knowledge of, monitoring, and efforts to address modifiable risk factors are necessary

prerequisites for CVD prevention strategies to promote behaviour change.

The strong association between behavioural risk factors and CVD onset is widely known, yet
substantial potential lies in the prevention, screening, and detection of cardiovascular risk factors (CVRF).
Monitoring and addressing CVRFs is critical to prevent or at least mitigate the CVD epidemic. In 2012, the
Indian government adopted a national action plan to prevent and control non-communicable chronic
diseases®*. This plan defined targets for 2025, including a reduction of smoking (30%), hypertension
(25%), and no further increase in diabetes or obesity. India is also playing a pivotal role in terms of reaching
global CVD targets as defined in the WHO’s Global Action plan for the prevention and control of NCDs,
given the projected future growth and aging of the population®. However, it is unclear how the knowledge of
CVD symptoms and modifiable risk factors vary among people with existing CVD and those with CVRFs,

as community-based data are not available so far for major CVRFs and heart attack and stroke symptoms.

Prior studies assessing knowledge, attitudes, and practices (KAP) in South Asia have mainly
focused exclusively on hypertension and diabetes®®. Findings revealed a lack of adequate knowledge
about CVRFs with many respondents being unaware of the negative consequences of unhealthy diet,
obesity, and physical inactivity. However, data are lacking on the community-level awareness of CVRFs,
heart attack and stroke symptoms, and how awareness varies among people with CVRFs and those with
existing CVD in India to design efficient CVD prevention strategies'®. CVD risk reduction requires health
systems that efficiently screen and stratify individuals at high risk, provide useful lifestyle modification
advice, initiate preventive therapies, and mechanisms to promote lifelong adherence to prescribed drug
therapies and lifestyle changes. Strategies such as patient education, task-sharing, and SMS based
reminders targeted at improving health behaviours are proven effective in reducing CVD risk and improving
adherence to treatment ****, Despite their benefits, uptake of proven strategies in India has been limited.
With advances in technology, behavioural interventions can potentially be delivered to people at high CVD
risk involving trained non-physician health workers (NPHW) using mobile phone (mHealth) applications and
text messages, yet limited data exists on the acceptability of these strategies from patients’ perspectives.
Thus, understanding the community-level knowledge of CVD symptoms and CVRFs is an important first
step to developing and implementing CVD prevention or care strategies for the high-risk South Asian

population. This study examined the knowledge of heart attack and stroke symptoms, and modifiable risk
3


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.06.24302426
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.06.24302426; this version posted February 8, 2024. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

factors among people with existing CVD and those with CVRFs in India. Further, we analysed their
attitudes towards NPHW facilitated care and text message-based reminders for clinic visit or lifestyle
advice, and practices on monitoring of CVRFs. The study results may assist policy makers to develop and
expand ongoing efforts to reduce morbidity, mortality, and associated healthcare costs associated with

CVD.

METHODS

Study setting and population

Study participants were sampled from the ongoing Centre for Cardiometabolic Risk Reduction in
South Asia (CARRS) cohort study***°. Briefly, the CARRS study used a multistage cluster random
sampling technique to select households and participants from two megacities in India (Chennai and Delhi)
and one in Pakistan (Karachi). When recruited, the CARRS sample populations were representative of
each city. The details of the CARRS study methodology have been reported™. The baseline data collection
for the CARRS cohort occurred in 2010 and thereafter five longitudinal, bi-annual follow-up surveys of the
cohort participants have been conducted so far. The current telephone survey to assess knowledge,
attitudes and practices (KAP) regarding CVD and modifiable risk factors was conducted alongside the 6™
bi-annual survey (September 2020-November 2021) in Chennai and Delhi participants. From the existing
cohort, we selected all eligible adults who self-reported CVD (based on a self-reported history of coronary
heart disease or stroke). In addition, we selected people at high CVD risk, i.e., those without CVD but
presence of at least one CVRF such as hypertension (defined as blood pressure 2140/ 290 mm Hg or self-
reported treatment for hypertension)®’, diabetes (defined as having either HbAlc 26.5%, fasting blood

glucose =126 mg/dL or self-reported use of glucose-lowering medications)'®*°, or both.

Study design
A cross-sectional, telephone-based survey was conducted in Delhi and Chennai, India from January

2021 to February 2021 to assess the knowledge, attitudes and practices towards CVD and modifiable risk

factors. Figure 1 shows the selection of study participants from the ongoing cohort and assessment tools.

Data collection

A structured pre-tested questionnaire was used to collect data on the knowledge of heart attack and
stroke symptoms and modifiable CVD risk factors such as smoking, unhealthy diet, physical inactivity, high
blood pressure, high cholesterol, high blood glucose, stress, and depression. Components of the study
questionnaire were taken from published studies®®?°. Further, we assessed participants’ attitudes or
acceptability of NPHWSs (nurse, community health workers, or pharmacists) delivered care and willingness
to receive text messages to support heart healthy lifestyles. In addition, we collected data on the practices
related to CVD management including how frequently participants monitored their blood pressure, blood

cholesterol, blood glucose, and body weight.
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The questionnaire was initially developed in English and then translated into Hindi. To ensure
accuracy of the English to Hindi translation, the questionnaire was back translated from Hindi into English
(Supplement). The survey questionnaire had additional questions designed to cross-check validity of
participants’ responses. In addition, participants’ data on self-reported medical history of hyperlipidaemia,
chronic kidney disease, and biomarkers such as body mass index (BMI), blood pressure, blood cholesterol
and blood glucose were obtained from the latest available data of CARRS cohort conducted in the fourth
follow up (2016-17). We used biomarkers data from the previous follow-up survey because in the current

telephone survey conducted between 2020-2021 no blood samples were taken.

Since this study was conducted during the COVID pandemic in India (January 2021-February
2021), we followed COVID-appropriate policies and national guidelines for data collection®. The telephone
survey was administered by trained field interviewers, and verbal consent was obtained from the study
participants. Data were collected using the Commcare application installed in electronic tablets?. This
study was approved by the institutional ethics committee of the Public Health Foundation of India (TRC-IE
No:TRC-IEC-382.1/18) and Madras Diabetes Research Foundation in Chennai, India (Reference no.
MDRF/NCT/06-01/2020).

Data analysis
The demographic and clinical characteristics for the overall study population, and participants with

existing CVD and those with CVRFs, are reported as mean (standard deviations, SD) or median (25" and
75™ percentiles) for continuous variables and frequencies (percentages) for categorical variables.
Knowledge of CVD symptoms and madifiable risk factors are reported as mean (SD) and number (percent)

for overall study population and stratified by prior CVD and CVRFs.

Next, we created a composite score to assess the level of knowledge of heart attack and stroke
symptoms based on responses to 8 questions. Each correct response was assigned a score of 1 with a
total maximal score of 8 points each for the knowledge of heart attack symptoms and stroke symptoms.
The total score for heart attack symptoms was classified into three groups: 1 (score: 0-3), 2 (score: 4-5)
and 3 (score: 6-8). Likewise, the total score for stroke symptoms was classified into three strata: 1 (score:
0-1), 2 (score: 2-4) and 3 (score: 5-8). Further, knowledge of CVD risk factors was assessed based on
responses to 12 questions for a total maximal score of 12 points and was classified into: 1 (score: 0-6), 2
(score: 7-9), 3 (score: 10-12). Finally, we compared the highest vs lowest levels for the knowledge of heart
attack symptoms, stroke symptoms, and modifiable risk factors. The lowest level of knowledge scores (i.e.,
<75% correct responses) by people with existing CVD vs those with CVRFs were plotted using bar charts
across age-group, sex, and education strata. The chi-square test was performed to investigate the
difference in knowledge scores between people with existing CVD vs those with CVRFs across age-group,

sex, and education strata.

Bivariate and multivariable regression analyses were performed to assess associations between

socio-demographic factors with knowledge (lowest vs highest levels) of heart attack symptoms, stroke
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symptoms, and modifiable risk factors. Unadjusted and adjusted odds ratios with 95% confidence intervals
(CI) are reported. The model was adjusted for age, sex, city, and presence of existing CVD. Next, we
analysed the acceptability of NPHW delivered care and willingness to receive text-messages for heart
healthy lifestyle by people with CVD and CVRFs. Factors associated with acceptability of NPHW care and
text-messages were analysed using bivariable and multivariable logistic regression models. Unadjusted
and adjusted odds ratios with 95% CI were calculated, with adjustments for age, sex, city, and presence of

existing CVD/CVRFs. Data were available for all covariates and outcomes.

Lastly, the monitoring of CVD risk factors: blood pressure, cholesterol, blood glucose and weight
were classified into three groups: 1) measures checked in the past 12 months; 2) measures checked >12
months ago; 3) never checked. Bivariable and multivariable regression analyses were performed to assess
the factors associated with monitoring of CVD risk factors in the past 12 months adjusting for age, sex, city,
and presence of existing CVD/CVRFs. A two-sided p <0.05 was considered statistically significant without
adjustment for multiple testing. All analyses were performed using STATA version 16.0, College Station,
Texas, USA.

RESULTS

Characteristics of study participants

Between January 2021 — February 2021, 560 participants were invited and 502 participants were
consented (89.6% response rate) and completed the telephone survey. The overall mean (SD) age was
48.1 (11.2) years, 45.8% were female, 56.3% (n=283) with CVRF and 43.6% (n=219) with CVD. People
with CVRFs were younger (mean age = 45 years vs. 52 years, p<0.001), were more likely to be female
(55.1% vs. 33.8%, p<0.001), and less likely to have access to a mobile phone (69.6% vs. 96.3%, p=0.03).
Two-thirds of respondents had a high school education, nearly half (47.4%) were unemployed and 54.2%
had a monthly household income less than Rs. 10,000. Two-thirds of respondents had internet access
(62.3%) on mobile phones. Less than one-quarter had a family history of coronary heart disease (15.5%),
with no difference among people with CVRFs and existing CVD (13.4% vs. 18.3%, p=0.14). Overall, half of
the study participants had a self-reported history of hypertension (51.1%) with lower rates for diabetes
(43.4%) and hyperlipidaemia (38.6%). Among people with CVD, 192 (87.7%) reported coronary heart
disease and 38 (17.4%) had a stroke, and 11 (5.0%) had both heart disease and stroke. Further, among
people with CVD, 64.8% had hypertension, and 49.3% had diabetes. In contrast, people with CVRFs,
40.6% had hypertension and 38.9% had diabetes (Table 1).

Knowledge of heart attack and stroke symptoms and modifiable CVD risk factors

The overall mean (SD) knowledge score for heart attack symptoms was 3.9 (2.3), which was
significantly lower among people with CVRFs than those with CVD (3.2 vs. 4.8, p<0.001). Further,
knowledge of heart attack symptoms (defined as >75% correct responses) was 12.9%, which was
significantly lower among people with CVRFs than those with CVD (8.5% vs. 18.7%, p<0.01). The mean
(SD) knowledge score for stroke symptoms was lower at 2.8 (2.5), with no difference between people with
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CVRFs and CVD (p=0.70). Further, knowledge of stroke symptoms (>75% correct response) was 20.7%,
with no difference between those with risk factors or existing CVD (p = 0.60). The mean (SD) knowledge of
modifiable risk factors was 7 (2.6) with no significant difference between people with CVRFs and CVD
(p=0.04). Overall, the knowledge of maodifiable risk factors (>75% correct responses) was 17.3%, with
similar proportions among people with CVRFs and CVD (p=0.47). In terms of knowledge of single
modifiable risk factors, most participants recognized high cholesterol (88.6%), stress (82.9%), and
hypertension (81.1%) as the factors that increases the risk of having a heart attack, followed by unhealthy
diet (64.5%), diabetes (63.1%), smoking (60.6%) and obesity (59.6%). Less than one-quarter of study
participants reported that daily exercise (22.7%) and sleeping too much (15.1%) increased the risk of a
heart attack, which was similar between people with CVRFs and CVD except for an increased awareness
among people with CVD vs CVRFs for smoking (66.2% vs. 56.2%, p=0.02), alcohol use in excess (63.9%

vs. 55.5%, p=0.05), and diabetes (69.4% vs. 58.3%, p=0.01) (Table 2).

The bivariate analysis comparing knowledge of heart attack symptoms, stroke symptoms and
modifiable CVD risk factors between people with CVRF and CVD across age, sex, and education groups
are shown in e-Figures la-1c. Overall, younger age (<35 years) and elderly (>55 years) versus middle
aged patrticipants (35-55 years)), females vs. males, were more likely to have low knowledge of heart attack

symptoms, stroke symptoms, and modifiable CVD risk factors (p<0.001).

In the adjusted multivariable regression model (Table 3), lower knowledge of heart attack symptoms
were predominantly found in people with CVRF vs people with CVD (OR=2.57, 95% CI: 1.43, 4.62), and
those with lower levels of education and unemployed, but the latter did not reach statistical significance.
The lower knowledge of stroke symptoms was prevalent among semiskilled/unskilled workers vs
trained/skilled workers (OR=3.43, 95% CI: 1.39, 8.43). Further, there were generally no significant
differences in terms of the knowledge of modifiable risk factors by age, sex, income categories, except
lower education was associated with low knowledge of modifiable CVD risk factors (high school vs.
graduates; OR=1.76, 95% CI: 1.01-3.07).

Attitude towards involving non-physician health workers and use of text-message in CVD care

More than two-thirds of respondents (72%) faced difficulty in understanding written medical
information received from the hospital, with significantly higher problems reported by people with CVD than
those with CVRFs (78.5% vs. 64.6%, p=0.002). Further, more than half of respondents (60%) were willing
to receive counselling on healthy diet, exercise, prescribed medicines, and clinic visit reminders offered
through a trained non-physician health worker (NPHW) such as a nurse or community health worker, with
no significant differences between people with CVD and CVRFs. Nearly half of participants were willing to
have their blood pressure, blood cholesterol, and blood glucose measured by a trained NPHW, and one-
third preferred receiving reminders for laboratory appointments, with significantly higher acceptance among
people with CVD than those with CVRFs (p <0.001). One-third of participants preferred receiving advice on

smoking cessation from NPHWSs, with no significant difference between groups (p=0.08). Lastly, most
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respondents (84%) were willing to receive text-messages about heart healthy lifestyle, with significantly

higher acceptance among people with CVRFs vs with CVD (88.3% vs. 80.5%, p=0.03) (Table 4).

Participants from Delhi vs Chennai reported significantly greater acceptability towards NPHW
delivered care (OR=9.3, 95%CI: 4.54,19.03) and willingness to receive text-messages for healthy lifestyle
(OR=6.79, 95%CI: 2.84,16.21). People with CVRFs vs those with CVD had two times greater acceptability
to receive text messages for healthy lifestyle (OR=2.25, 95%CI: 1.19, 4.26) (Table 5).

Practices related to the monitoring of CVD risk factors

Overall, less than one-third of the participants had their blood pressure, blood glucose, body weight,
and blood cholesterol checked >12 months ago and Less than 10% of the study participants had never
checked any of these measures (eTable 1). The adjusted logistic regression model showed that people
with lower levels of education (OR=2.84, 95%CI: 1.39, 5.78) and income (OR=2.02, 95%CI: 1.19, 3.41) had

poor monitoring of cardiovascular risk factors (eTable 2).

DISCUSSION

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first community-level data documenting variation in
knowledge scores for heart attack and stroke symptoms and modifiable risk factors among adults with CVD
compared to those at high CVD risk in two megacities in India. In this study, knowledge of heart attack
symptoms, stroke symptoms, and modifiable risk factors was low, i.e., less than 20% of the participants
provided >75% correct responses to knowledge-related questions. Despite the low composite knowledge
scores, most participants recognized chest pain and pain in arms or shoulder as common symptoms of
heart attack. Many participants also identified humbness or weakness of the face, arm, or leg, or sudden
confusion or trouble speaking or walking as symptoms of stroke. Further, this study showed that NPHW
facilitated care and text messages for healthy lifestyle and risk factor monitoring to prevent or manage CVD
are generally acceptable in a country with extremely limited specialist doctors and low physician-to-patient

ratio.

When compared to people with existing CVD, lower level of knowledge of heart attack/stroke
symptoms and risk factors was found predominantly in people with CVRFs, unskilled workers, low
education, and low-income groups. Our study findings are consistent with previous reports. For example, a
study of 444 adults from South Korea found the mean knowledge score of 4.3/9, 5.8/9, and 7.3/11, for heart
attack symptoms, stroke symptoms, and modifiable risk factors, respectively?®. Further, the regression
analyses showed that older age and lower levels of education and income were associated with lower
knowledge scores. In the current study, high blood cholesterol, high blood pressure, and stress/depression
were identified as the most common modifiable risk factors for heart attack, which is consistent with studies
from Nepal, Bangladesh, Pakistan, Iran, and other regionsz“. In this study, the knowledge of modifiable risk
factors (>75% correct responses) was 17.3%, which is consistent with a study from Uganda involving 4,372
participants which found that a relatively small proportion of the respondents (18%) had good knowledge of
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CVD prevention. Although the survey instrument used was different, this study from Uganda revealed that
education levels, occupation, household income, and social-economic index were significantly associated

with the CVD knowledge?.

Several large epidemiological studies have shown a strong association between socio-economic
position and CVD incidence and deaths. For instance, the Prospective Urban Rural Epidemiology (PURE)
study analysed data of 160,299 adults aged 35-70 years old from urban and rural communities in 20
countries. After adjustment for wealth and other cofounding factors, the researchers found that low levels of
education vs. high level of education was significantly associated with all-cause deaths: Hazard rate (HR),
95% Cls: 1.50 (95% CI: 1.14, 1.98) for high-income countries, 1.80 (95% CI: 1.58, 2.06) in middle-income
countries, and 2.76 (95% Cl: 2.29, 3.31) in low-income countries®. Further, O’Donnell et al. showed that
sub-optimal knowledge, diagnosis, and treatment of hypertension were significantly associated with higher
risk of stroke, younger age of stroke onset, and larger proportion of intracerebral haemorrhagic stroke in
lower-income countries. This study underscored the potential role of population-wide strategies to improve
knowledge of hypertension, and access to opportunistic screening for risk factors, to reduce the burden of

premature stroke in LMICs?’.

This study found that two-thirds of respondents were willing to receive NPHW delivered care for
lifestyle modification advice related to healthy diet, exercise, and managing medicines as well as clinic visit
reminders. Further, most participants were willing to receive text-messages for healthy lifestyle and to
improve medication adherence, which is consistent with prior studies?®. However, willingness to receive
text-messages may not alone translate into adoption of healthy behaviours in long-term. Task-sharing and
mHealth based strategies involving structured lifestyle modification programs to support patients have been
extensively evaluated for its effectiveness in high-income countries to improve patient outcomes with some
pilot studies from low- and middle-income countries®®. A 2019 systematic review and meta-analysis of 31
studies found that task-sharing interventions with NPHW significantly reduced systolic and diastolic blood
pressures (mean difference, 95% CI): -4.85 mm Hg (95% CI: -6.12 to -3.57), and -2.92 mm Hg (95% CI: -
3.75 to -2.09), respectively, in low- and middle-income countries®. Another study reported that a NPHW-led
educational intervention improved adherence to guideline directed medical therapy and healthy lifestyle
among patients with the acute coronary syndrome®. Park et al. reviewed 28 studies that applied mobile
phone interventions (i.e., text messaging, mobile apps, tele-monitoring via mobile phones) for CVD
management and found that text messaging appears to be more effective than smartphone interventions
(e.g., mobile apps and telemonitoring) in secondary prevention of CVD*. Furthermore, a 2017 systematic
review of 27 randomised trials found that mobile health interventions increased medication adherence,
achievement of blood pressure targets, exercise, and increased awareness of diet and exercise for the
secondary prevention of CVD®. A recent cross-sectional survey among 4,372 adults in Mukono and
Buikwe districts in Uganda reported that participants who had received advice on healthy lifestyle through
mobile phones had higher CVD knowledge as compared to those who had ever received healthy lifestyle
advice; adjusted prevalence ratio = 1.37 (95% Cl: 1.14, 1.65)*. However, data from recent trials of text-

messaging showed null results®**®.
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Implications for clinical practice and policy

Given that increasingly CVD affects people in their economically most productive ages, these
results have important implications for clinical practice and CVD prevention policies to minimize the
adverse consequences of inadequate knowledge such as delayed diagnosis and treatment, increased
disease burden due to uncontrolled risk factors, higher healthcare costs, reduced quality of life and social
and economic challenges, all exacerbating existing health inequalities. Promoting awareness and adopting
healthy behaviors to prevent and manage CVD involves a multi-faceted approach that targets individuals,
communities, and healthcare systems. First, this study highlights the urgent need to implement community-
based health education programs that provide information about CVD risk factors and preventive measures
using various channels such as schools, workplaces, community centers, and social medial to reach out
the target population at high risk of CVD. Second, to collaborate with media outlets to disseminate accurate
and culturally appropriate information on CVD prevention, symptoms, and risk factors, as well as, engage in
public service announcements to reach diverse populations. Third, train healthcare professionals to
effectively communicate with patients about cardiovascular health, emphasizing the importance of early
detection, risk factor control and lifestyle modifications during outpatient visits. Fourth, utilize technology to
deliver health information and promote sustainable behavior change through mobile apps and interactive
tools that provide personalized advice, track health metrics and offer resources for cardiovascular health.
Lastly, policy advocacy that support cardiovascular health at the community and national levels through
improved food labeling, urban planning that encourage physical activity, effective implementation of

tobacco regulations, and regular health screenings to detect and manage CVD risk factors early.

Strengths and limitations

This study has several strengths. First, we selected participants from a well-established, large
cohort from Delhi and Chennai in North and South India using multi-stage cluster random sampling, and
compared knowledge, attitude, and practices among well-defined groups, i.e., participants with prior CVD
vs those with CVRFs. Second, a standardized pre-tested questionnaire was administered by trained study
staff. Third, we also assessed attitudes and practices around CVD management to inform design of
targeted prevention strategies, i.e., acceptability of NPHW delivered care and willingness to use text-
messages, which are potential, yet under-studied strategies to improve knowledge-practice gaps in CVD

prevention.

This study also has some limitations. This is an observational cross-sectional study that relied on
self-reported data. The self-reported measures of modifiable risk factors may have overestimated the
knowledge as the participants may have responded positively to the cardiovascular risk factors knowing
that this study was focused on CVD (i.e., healthy volunteer bias). However, knowledge of heart attack and
stroke symptoms related questions are unlikely to be affected. We did an exploratory analysis to determine
the association of knowledge of CVD symptoms, and risk factors with socio-demographic factors. The
reported confidence intervals for occupation category and low-income group, were wide, which may be due
to small sample size. Also, data for risk factor levels (blood pressure, glucose, cholesterol, and weight)
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were obtained from 2016-17, which may not reflect participants’ current values. However, these data points
were not included in the multivariable regression model and the study results remain unaffected by the use
of old laboratory values. Participants were selected from two urban cities in India, which limits the
generalizability of this study results to India’s other cities and its rural population. However, study
participants had diverse representation across education and income groups. Although respondents’
health-seeking behaviours (self-monitoring of CVD risk factors) were relatively high, the risk of social
desirability bias might have led the respondents to provide answers expected by interviewers. Further,
given the study data collection period between January-February 2021, we cannot ascertain the influence

of COVID-19 pandemic on the perceived knowledge, attitudes, and practices regarding CVD.

Conclusion

This study shows substantial variation and sub-optimal knowledge of heart attack and stroke
symptoms and CV risk factors in India. The use of task-sharing approaches, including trained NPHWSs, and
use of SMS-based reminders for healthy lifestyle were acceptable to most participants across major
subgroups, which may improve the uptake of preventive CVD care. However, to engage and empower
people at high CVD risk, culturally appropriate, and targeted educational programs leveraging digital

technologies customized for elderly, low socio-economic groups would be desirable.
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Figure 1. Study flowchart to demonstrate selection of study participants

CARRS Baseline
Survey: 2010-12

N=12,271
Non-response
Deaths reported till »  participants till 5
5" Follow up Follow up Survey:
Survey: 2018 N=551
N=551
\ 4
CARRS 6" Follow-up
Survey: 2020-21
N=11,169
.|  Excluded those without
| CVDor CV risk factors
N=4,927
v
Eligible population for
KAP Survey:
N=6,242
Participants Participants
with CVD: with CVRFs:
N=493 N=5,749
KAP Survey:
N=560 (invited)
N=502 (consented)
Participants with Participants
CVD: with CVRF:

N=493 N=493



https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.06.24302426
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.06.24302426; this version posted February 8, 2024. 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

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .
Table 1. Characteristics of study participants

perpetuity.

People with People with
OVERALL CpVRF exist?ng cvp  Fvalue
N=502 (%) N=283 (%) N=219 (%)

Age, in years, mean (SD) 48.1 (11.2) 45.0 (10.8) 52.0 (10.5) <0.001

Sex <0.001
Male 272 (54.2%) 127 (44.9%) 145 (66.2%)

Female 230 (45.8%) 156 (55.1%) 74 (33.8%)

Marital status 0.240
Married 472 (94.0%) 263 (92.9%) 209 (95.4%)

Non-Married 30 (6.0%) 20 (7.1%) 10 (4.6%)

Education 0.110
Up to primary schooling 61 (12.2%) 28 (9.9%) 33 (15.1%)

High school to Secondary 322 (64.1%) 181 (64.0%) 141 (64.4%)

Graduation and above 119 (23.7%) 74 (26.1%) 45 (20.5%)

Occupation 0.210
Unemployed 238 (47.4%) 134 (47.3%) 104 (47.5%)
Semiskilled/Unskilled 88 (17.5%) 43 (15.2%) 45 (20.5%)
Trained/skilled 176 (35.1%) 106 (37.5%) 70 (32.0%)

Household Income (monthly), Indian

rupees (US$) 0.530
<10000 (<125) 272 (54.2%) 160 (56.5%) 112 (51.1%)
10000-20000 (125-250) 102 (20.3%) 56 (19.8%) 46 (21.0%)
>20000 (>250) 126 (25.1%) 67 (23.7%) 59 (26.9%)

Missing 2 (0.4%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (0.9%)

Religion <0.001
Hindu 425 (84.7%) 252 (89.0%) 173 (79.0%)

Muslim 32 (6.4%) 12 (4.2%) 20 (9.1%)

Sikh 11 (2.2%) 1 (0.4%) 10 (4.6%)

Christian 32 (6.4%) 18 (6.4%) 14 (6.4%)

Jain 2 (0.4%) 0 (0.0%) 2 (0.9%)

City <0.001
Chennai 284 (56.6%) 183 (64.7%) 101 (46.1%)

Delhi 218 (43.4%) 100 (35.3%) 118 (53.9%)

Having access to mobile phone 408 (81.3%) 197 (69.6%) 211 (96.3%) 0.027
Basic Phone 156 (38.2%) 66 (33.5%) 90 (42.7%)

Smart Phone 252 (61.8%) 131 (66.5%) 121 (57.3%)

Having internet access in mobile phone 254 (62.3%) 131 (66.5%) 123 (58.3%) 0.160
Family history of coronary heart disease 78 (15.5%) 38 (13.4%) 40 (18.3%) 0.140
Self-reported previous heart disease 192 (38.2%) 0 192 (87.7%) <0.001
If yes, taking medications for heart disease (n=192) 174 (90.6%) - 174 (90.6%)
Self-reported previous stroke 38 (7.6%) 0 38 (17.4%) <0.001
If yes, taking medications for stroke (n=38) 15 (39%) - 15 (39%)

Hypertension 257 (51.2%) 115 (40.6%) 142 (64.8%) <0.001

If yes, taking medications for hypertension (n=257) 235 (91.4%) 102 (88.7%) 133 (93.7%) 0.160

Diabetes mellitus 218 (43.4%) 110 (38.9%) 108 (49.3%) 0.019

If yes, taking medications for diabetes (n=218) 210 (96.3%) 106 (96.4%) 104 (96.3%) 0.980

Hyperlipidemia 194 (38.6%) 67 (23.7%) 127 (58.0%) <0.001

If yes, taking medications for hyperlipidemia (n=194) 156 (80.4%) 45 (67.2%) 111 (87.4%) <0.001

Chronic Kidney Disease (CKD) 15 (3.0%) 3 (1.1%) 12 (5.5%) 0.004

If yes, taking medications for CKD (n=15) 10 (67%) 3 (100%) 7 (58%) 0.170
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People with People with

OVERALL CVRF existingcvp T -value
N=502 (%) N=283 (%) N=219 (%)
Body mass index*, Kg/m* mean (SD)
(N=423) 26.5 (4.6) 26.3 (4.6) 26.7 (4.6) 0.440
Systolic blood pressure*, mmHg (N=469) 130.4 (18.5) 130.4 (18.4) 130.5 (18.7) 0.960
Diastolic blood pressure*, mmHg (N=469) 81.8 (11.4) 81.7 (11.2) 82.0 (11.7) 0.76
Total cholesterol*, mean (SD) (N=460) 176.9 (42.2) 183.3 (37.8) 168.7 (46.1) <0.001
Fasting blood glucose*, mean (SD) (N=461) 127.6 (54.8) 124.8 (53.8) 131.4 (56.1) 0.200

*BMI, blood pressure, cholesterol and blood glucose data obtained from the fourth follow-up of CARRS cohort conducted in 2016-17.

Marital status, Religion and Family history of coronary heart disease data obtained from CARRS baseline survey conducted in 2010-11

CVRF=Cardiovascular Risk Factors, CVD=Cardiovascular Disease, INR=Indian rupees; SD=Standard Deviation
P-value reports the difference between people with CVRF vs people with CVD.
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perpetuity.

Table 2. Knowledge of heart attack symptoms, stroke symptoms and cardiovascular risk factors

OVERALL
N=502 (%)

People with
CVRF
N=283 (%)

People with
existing CVD
N=219 (%)

P-value

Knowledge of heart attack symptoms
Chest pain or discomfort
Pain or discomfort in arms or shoulder
Difficulty in breathing or shortness of breath
Feeling weak, light-headed, or faint
Pain or discomfort in the jaw, neck or back
Tingling in the fingers or toes*
Swelling of the feet and legs*
Trouble seeing in one or both eyes*
Knowledge score (heart attack symptoms,
maximum score of 8)

Mean (SD)

Median (IQR)
Knowledge level

High (>75% correct response)

Low (<75% correct response)
Knowledge of stroke symptoms
Sudden numbness or weakness of the face,
arm, or leg
Sudden confusion or trouble speaking or
understanding others
Sudden dizziness, trouble walking, or loss of
balance

Sudden trouble seeing in one or both eyes
Sharp pain in the jaw or mouth

Sudden chest pain or discomfort*

Severe headache with no known cause
Feeling sick to your stomach*

Knowledge score (stroke symptoms,
maximum score of 8)

Mean (SD)
Median (IQR)
Knowledge level
High (>75% correct response)
Low (<75% correct response)
Knowledge of CVD risk factors
Smoking/tobacco use
Alcohol use in excess

Unhealthy diet — high saturated fatty acids,
and salt

Obesity
Stress

Depression
Positive family history of cardiovascular
disease

High Cholesterol levels in blood
Hypertension

Diabetes Mellitus

Sleeping too much

Daily exercise*

403 (80.3%)
343 (68.3%)
303 (60.4%)
198 (39.4%)
190 (37.8%)
92 (18.3%)
64 (12.7%)
44 (8.8%)

3.9 (2.3)
4 (2-6)

65 (12.9%)
437 (87.1%)

291 (58.0%)
249 (49.6%)

237 (47.2%)

159 (31.7%)
128 (25.5%)
68 (13.5%)
76 (15.1%)
9 (1.8%)

2.8 (2.5)
2.5 (0-5)

104 (20.7%)
398 (79.3%)

304 (60.6%)
297 (59.2%)

324 (64.5%)

299 (59.6%)
416 (82.9%)
407 (81.1%)

243 (48.4%)

445 (88.6%)
407 (81.1%)
317 (63.1%)
76 (15.1%)

114 (22.7%)

209 (73.9%)
174 (61.5%)
158 (55.8%)
103 (36.4%)
97 (34.3%)
50 (17.7%)
33 (11.7%)
21 (7.4%)

3.2 (2.32)
3 (1-5)

24 (8.5%)
259 (91.5%)

166 (58.7%)
141 (49.8%)

134 (47.3%)

90 (31.8%)
80 (28.3%)
21 (7.4%)
45 (15.9%)
6 (2.1%)

2.7 (2.6)
2 (0-5)

61 (21.6%)
222 (78.4%)

159 (56.2%)
157 (55.5%)

185 (65.4%)

168 (59.4%)
234 (82.7%)
228 (80.6%)

129 (45.6%)

252 (89.0%)
223 (78.8%)
165 (58.3%)
39 (13.8%)
73 (25.8%)

194 (88.6%)
169 (77.2%)
145 (66.2%)
95 (43.4%)
93 (42.5%)
42 (19.2%)
31 (14.2%)
23 (10.5%)

4.8 (1.98)
5 (4-6)

41 (18.7%)
178 (81.3%)

125 (57.1%)
108 (49.3%)

103 (47.0%)

69 (31.5%)
48 (21.9%)
47 (21.5%)
31 (14.2%)
3 (1.4%)

2.8 (2.5)
3 (0-5)

43 (19.6%)
176 (80.4%)

145 (66.2%)
140 (63.9%)

139 (63.5%)

131 (59.8%)
182 (83.1%)
179 (81.7%)

114 (52.1%)

193 (88.1%)
184 (84.0%)
152 (69.4%)
37 (16.9%)
41 (18.7%)

<0.001
<0.001
0.018
0.11
0.061
<0.001
<0.001
<0.001

<0.001
<0.001

<0.001

0.72

0.91

0.94

0.94
0.11
<0.001
0.59
<0.001

0.70
0.51
0.60

0.02
0.05

0.66

0.92
0.90
0.03

0.15

0.75
0.14
0.01
0.33
0.08
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Knowledge score

Mean (SD) 7.0 (2.6) 6.8 (2.6) 7.3 (2.5) 0.05
Median (IQR) 8 (6-9) 7 (5-9) 8 (6-9) 0.05
Knowledge level 0.47
High (>75% correct response) 87 (17.3%) 46 (16.3%) 41 (18.7%)
Low (<75% correct response) 415 (82.7%) 237 (83.7%) 178 (81.3%)

*Correct answer to these questions was No.
CVRF=Cardiovascular Risk Factors, CVD=cardiovascular disease.

P-value reports the difference between people with CVRF vs people with CVD.
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Table 3. Factors associated with the knowledge of heart attack and stroke symptoms, and risk factors.

Knowledge score Unadjusted Adjusted*

High Low Odds ratio Odds ratio

N (%) N (%) (95% ClI) (95% ClI)
Knowledge of heart attack
symptoms
People with CVRF 24 (8.5%) 259 (91.5%) 2.49 (1.45,4.26) 2.57 (1.43,4.62)
Female 24 (10.4%) 206 (89.6%) 1.52 (0.89,2.61) 1.28 (0.74,2.24)
Age 65 (13.0%) 437 (87.0%) 1.01 (0.79, 1.28) 1.02 (0.99,1.05)
Marital Status (Married) 61 (12.9%) 411 (87.1%) 1.04 (0.35,3.07) 1.29 (0.42,3.96)
Education

Graduation and above

Up to primary schooling

High school to Secondary school
Occupation

Trained/skilled

Unemployed

Semiskilled/Unskilled
Monthly household income (in Indian
rupees)
>20,000
<10,000
10,000-20,000
Family history of CHD (No)

Knowledge of symptoms of stroke
People with CVRF
Female
Age
Marital Status (Married)
Education
Graduation and above
Up to primary schooling
High school to Secondary school
Occupation
Trained/skilled
Unemployed
Semiskilled/Unskilled
Monthly household income (in Indian
rupees)
>20,000
<10,000
10,000-20,000
Family history of CHD (No)

17 (14.3%)
6 (9.8%)
42 (13%)

26 (14.8%)
25 (10.5%)
14 (15.9%)

15 (11.9%)
32 (11.8%)
16 (15.7%)
52 (12.3%)

61 (21.6%)
50 (21.7%)
104 (20.7%)
99 (21.0%)

45 (37.8%)
8 (13.1%)
51 (15.8%)

51 (29.0%)
46 (19.3%)
7 (8.0%)

51 (40.5%)
29 (10.7%)
24 (23.5%)
79 (18.6%)

Knowledge of modifiable CVD risk factors

People with CVRF
Female
Age
Marital Status (Married)
Education
Graduation and above

46 (16.3%)
39 (17.0%)
87 (17.3%)
78 (16.5%)

37 (31.1%)

102 (85.7%)
55 (90.2%)
280 (87.0%)

150 (85.2%)
213 (89.5%)
74 (84.1%)

111 (88.1%)
240 (88.2%)
86 (84.3%)
372 (87.7%)

222 (78.4%)
180 (78.3%)
398 (79.2%)
373 (79.0%)

74 (62.2%)
53 (86.9%)
271 (84.2%)

125 (71.0%)
192 (80.7%)
81 (92.0%)

75 (59.5%)
243 (89.3%)
78 (76.5%)
345 (81.4%)

237 (83.7%)
191 (83.0%)
415 (82.7%)
394 (83.5%)

82 (68.9%)

ref
1.53(0.57,4.1)
1.11 (0.61,2.04)

ref
1.48 (0.82,2.66)
0.92 (0.45,1.86)

ref
1.01 (0.53,1.95)
0.73 (0.34,1.55)
1.43 (0.74,2.77)

0.89 (0.57,1.38)
0.89 (0.58,1.37)
1.11 (0.91, 1.36)
0.75 (0.28,2.02)

ref
4.03 (1.76,9.24)
3.23 (2.01,5.20)

ref
1.70 (1.08,2.69)
4.72 (2.04,10.91)

ref
5.70 (3.37,9.62)
2.21 (1.24,3.95)
2.06 (1.21,3.52)

1.19 (0.75,1.89)
1.05 (0.66,1.67)
1.06 (0.85, 1.31)
2.16 (0.96,4.90)

ref

ref
1.47 (0.52,4.14)
1.04 (0.54,2.02)

ref
1.36 (0.60,3.06)
0.96 (0.45,2.02)

ref
0.78 (0.37,1.67)
0.62 (0.28,1.37)
1.26 (0.64,2.50)

0.65 (0.38,1.09)
0.86 (0.53,1.40)
1.01 (0.99,1.04)
0.58 (0.2,1.66)

ref
2.05 (0.83,5.05)
1.53 (0.90,2.61)

ref
1.61 (0.79,3.29)
3.43(1.39,8.43)

ref
2.81(1.54,5.13)
1.56 (0.83,2.91)
1.46 (0.81,2.65)

0.99 (0.58,1.7)
1.00 (0.61,1.65)
1.02 (0.99,1.04)
2.16 (0.88,5.28)

ref
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Up to primary schooling

High school to Secondary school
Occupation

Trained/skilled

Unemployed

Semiskilled/Unskilled
Monthly household income (in Indian
rupees)
>20,000
<10,000

10 000-20,000
Family history of CHD (No)

10 (16.4%)
40 (12.4%)

38 (21.6%)
39 (16.4%)
10 (11.4%)

36 (28.6%)
27 (9.9%)
24 (23.5%)
69 (16.3%)

51 (83.6%) 2.30 (1.05,5.03)
282 (87.6%) 3.18 (1.91,5.30)

138 (78.4%) ref
199 (83.6%) 1.41 (0.86,2.31)
78 (88.6%) 2.15(1.01,4.55)
90 (71.4%) ref
245 (90.1%) 3.63 (2.08,6.32)
78 (76.5%) 1.30(0.71,2.37)

355 (83.7%) 1.54 (0.86,2.77)

1.26 (0.54,2.94)
1.76 (1.01,3.07)

ref
1.02 (0.49,2.10)
1.45 (0.65,3.23)

ref
1.84 (0.98,3.45)
0.91 (0.48,1.72)
1.09 (0.58,2.04)

The model is adjusted for age, sex, city, and presence of existing CVD/CVRFs
CVRF=Cardiovascular Risk Factors, CHD=coronary heart disease
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perpetuity.

Table 4. Attitudes towards the non-physician health workers and text messages for cardiovascular disease

management.

Overall
N=502 (%)

People with
CVRF
(N=283) (%)

People with

existing CvD P-value

(N=219) (%)

Difficulty in understanding written information
received from the hospital

Need assistance to read physician prescription
or medical notes

Acceptability of NPHW delivered care
Offer advice on healthy diet
Offer advice on exercise
Offer advice on smoking cessation
Measure blood pressure
Measure blood glucose

Measure blood cholesterol

Helping patients managing their prescribed
medicine

Reminder for clinic visits

Reminder for lab appointments

Willing to receive text messages on healthy
lifestyle
Reasons for not opting text messages
(N=64)

Too expensive

Not worried about my health

300 (71.9%)

304 (72.9%)

248 (59.9%)
246 (59.3%)
142 (34.2%)
212 (51.1%)
198 (47.7%)
192 (46.3%)

241 (58.1%)

250 (60.2%)
150 (36.1%)

344 (84.3%)

4 (6.2%)
4 (6.3%)

128 (64.6%)

113 (57.1%)

122 (61.9%)
126 (63.6%)
76 (38.4%)
76 (38.4%)
68 (34.3%)
63 (31.8%)

127 (64.1%)

142 (71.7%)
57 (28.8%)

174 (88.3%)

0 (0%)
2 (3.2%)

172 (78.5%)

191 (87.2%)

126 (58.1%)
120 (55.3%)
66 (30.4%)
136 (62.7%)
130 (59.9%)
129 (59.4%)

114 (52.5%)

108 (49.8%)
93 (42.9%)

170 (80.57%)

4 (9.9%)
2 (4.9%)

0.002

<0.001

0.42

0.08

0.08
<0.001
<0.001
<0.001

0.01

<0.001
0.01

0.03

0.26

NPHW=non-physician health worker

The model is adjusted for age, sex, city, and presence of existing CVD/CVRFs

CVRF=Cardiovascular Risk Factors, CVD=cardiovascular disease
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Table 5. Factors associated with acceptability of non-physician health worker and text messages for
cardiovascular disease management.

Acceptability of NPHW
facilitated care

No
N (%)

Yes
N (%)

Unadjusted

Odds ratio (95% CI)

Adjusted*

Odds ratio (95% CI)

Acceptability of NPHW for any services

People with CVRF
City (Delhi)
Female
Age (in years)
Marital Status (Married)
Education
Graduation and above
Up to primary schooling
High school to Secondary school
Occupation
Trained/skilled
Unemployed

Semiskilled/Unskilled
Monthly household income (in
Indian rupees)
>20 000
<10000

10000-20000

Family history of CHD (No)

47 (23.7%)
24 (24.5%)
45 (24.7%)
98 (23.6%)
93 (23.9%)

19 (18.1%)
13 (26.0%)
66 (25.4%)

26 (17.9%)
55 (27.4%)
17 (24.6%)

25 (21.5%)
98 (23.7%)
22 (25.0%)

87 (25.1%)

151 (76.3%)
191 (60.3%)
137 (75.3%)
317 (76.4%)
297 (76.1%)

86 (81.9%)
37 (74.0%)
194 (74.6%)

119 (82.1%)
146 (72.6%)
52 (75.4%)

91 (78.5%)
315 (76.3%)
66 (75.0%)

259 (74.9%)

0.99 (0.63,1.55)
4.67 (2.80,7.80)
0.90 (0.57,1.41)
0.97 (0.95,0.99)
0.80 (0.29,2.19)

ref
0.63 (0.28,1.40)
0.65 (0.37,1.15)

ref
0.58 (0.34, 0.98)
0.67 (0.33,1.34)

ref
0.85 (0.50, 1.47)
0.82 (0.43,1.59)

0.56 (0.28,1.12)

0.92 (0.55,1.53)
9.30 (4.54,19.03)
0.89 (0.54,1.47)
0.97 (0.95,0.99)
0.76 (0.25,2.32)

ref
1.79 (0.69,4.65)
1.72 (0.86,3.45)

ref
0.94 (0.433, 2.05)
1.01 (0.48,2.13)

ref
3.22 (1.50, 6.93)
1.83 (0.83,4.04)

0.79 (0.38,1.64)

Willing to receive text messages about heart healthy living

People with CVRF
City (Delhi)
Female
Age (in years)
Marital Status (Married)
Education
Graduation and above
Up to primary schooling
High school to Secondary school
Occupation
Trained/skilled
Unemployed
Semiskilled/Unskilled
Monthly household income (in
Indian rupees)
>20,000
<10,000
10,000-20,000
Family history of CHD (No)

23 (11.6%)
9 (14.1%)
32(18.4%)
64 (15.7%)
61 (15.9%)

4 (3.8%)
15 (31.3%)
45 (17.6%)

9 (6.2%)
39 (20.2%)
16 (23.2%)

5 (4.4%)
47 (22.9%)
11 (12.6%)
61 (18.0%)

174 (88.4%)
203 (59.0%)
142 (81.6%)
344 (84.3%)
323 (84.1%)

101 (96.2%)
33 (68.7%)
210 (82.0%)

137 (93.8%)
154 (79.8%)
53 (76.8%)

109 (95.6%)
158 (77.1%)
76 (87.4%)
278 (82.0%)

1.82 (1.05,3.17)
8.8 (4.21,18.38)
0.70 (0.41,1.20)
0.96 (0.94,0.98)
0.76 (0.22,2.61)

ref
0.09 (0.03,0.28)
0.18 (0.06,0.53)

ref
0.26 (0.12,0.55)
0.22 (0.09,0.52)

ref
0.15 (0.06,0.40)
0.32 (0.11,0.95)
0.21 (0.06,0.68)

2.25 (1.19,4.26)
6.79 (2.84,16.21)
0.53 (0.29,0.98)
0.96 (0.93,0.98)
0.67 (0.16,2.81)

ref
0.32 (0.09,1.16)
0.57 (0.18,1.8)

ref
0.61 (0.22,1.71)
0.38 (0.15,0.97)

ref
0.41 (0.14,1.24)
0.61 (0.19,2.01)
0.25 (0.07,0.88)

*Each covariate is adjusted with city, age and sex
CVRF=Cardiovascular Risk Factors, CHD=coronary heart disease
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eTable 1. Practices related to monitoring of cardiovascular risk factors.

Overall Control Cases P-value
Parameters
N=502 (%) N=283 (%) N=219 (%)
Blood pressure checked last time <0.001
Checked in the last 12 months 374 (74.5%) 192 (67.8%) 182 (83.1%)
Checked >12 months ago 108 (21.5%) 76 (26.9%) 32 (14.6%)
Never checked 20 (4.0%) 15 (5.3%) 5 (2.3%)
Blood cholesterol checked last time <0.001
Checked in the last 12 months 285 (56.8%) 139 (49.1%) 146 (66.7%)
Checked >12 months ago 166 (33.1%) 113 (39.9%) 53 (24.2%)
Never checked 51 (10.2%) 31 (11.0%) 20 (9.1%)
Blood glucose checked last time <0.001
Checked in the last 12 months 348 (69.3%) 176 (62.2%) 172 (78.5%)
Checked >12 months ago 124 (24.7%) 89 (31.4%) 35 (16.0%)
Never checked 30 (6.0%) 18 (6.4%) 12 (5.5%)
Body weight checked last time 0.007
Checked in the last 12 months 322 (64.1%) 171 (60.4%) 151 (68.9%)
Checked >12 months ago 142 (28.3%) 95 (33.6%) 47 (21.5%)
Never checked 38 (7.6%) 17 (6.0%) 21 (9.6%)
Monitoring CVRF* 0.083
All four 194 (38.6%) 100 (35.3%) 94 (42.9%)
Any one 308 (61.4%) 183 (64.7%) 125 (57.1%)
Recent blood pressure (perceived) <0.001
Normal 406 (80.9%) 219 (77.4%) 187 (85.4%)
High 37 (7.4%) 18 (6.4%) 19 (8.7%)
Don't Know 57 (11.4%) 46 (16.3%) 11 (5.0%)
Recent blood cholesterol (perceived) <0.001
Normal 335 (66.7%) 180 (63.6%) 155 (70.8%)
High 22 (4.4%) 5 (1.8%) 17 (7.8%)
Don't Know 136 (27.1%) 97 (34.3%) 39 (17.8%)
Recent fasting blood
glucose(perceived) 0.019

Normal
High
Don't Know

369 (73.5%)
49 (9.8%)
81 (16.1%)

202 (71.4%)
24 (8.5%)
57 (20.1%)

167 (76.3%)
25 (11.4%)
24 (11.0%)
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eTable 2. Factors associated with low monitoring of CVD risk factors.

Knowledge score

High
N (%)

Low
N (%)

Unadjusted

Odds ratio (95% ClI)

Adjusted*

Odds ratio (95% CI)

Monitoring of CVD risk factors
People with CVRF
Female
Age (in years)
Marital Status (Married)
Education
Graduation and above
Up to primary schooling
High school to Secondary school
Occupation
Trained/skilled
Unemployed

Semiskilled/Unskilled
Monthly household income (in Indian
rupees)
>20,000
<10,000
10,000-20,000
Family history of CHD (No)

100 (35.3%)
89 (38.7%)
194 (38.7%)
186 (39.4%)

52 (43.7%)
20 (32.8%)
122 (37.9%)

70 (39.8%)
95 (39.9%)
29 (33.0%)

51 (40.5%)
100 (36.8%)
43 (42.2%)
163 (38.4%)

183 (64.7%)
141 (61.3%)
308 (61.3%)
286 (60.6%)

67 (56.3%)
41 (67.2%)
200 (62.1%)

106 (60.2%)
143 (60.1%)
59 (67.0%)

75 (59.5%)
172 (63.2%)
59 (57.8%)
261 (61.6%)

1.38 (0.96,1.98)
1.00 (0.69,1.43)
0.99 (0.97,1.00)
0.56 (0.24,1.28)

ref
1.59 (0.83,3.03)
1.27 (0.83,1.95)

ref
0.99 (0.67,1.48)
1.34 (0.79,2.30)

ref
1.17 (0.76,1.80)
0.93 (0.55,1.59)
1.06 (0.64,1.73)

1.50 (1.00,2.23)
0.92 (0.63,1.34)
0.99 (0.97,1.01)
0.57 (0.24,1.34)

ref
2.84 (1.39,5.78)
2.07 (1.27,3.38)

ref
1.34 (0.76,2.36)
1.77 (1.00,3.13)

ref
2.02 (1.19,3.41)
1.25 (0.71,2.20)
1.19 (0.71,1.99)

*The regression model is adjusted for city, age and sex. “monitoring of CVD risk factors includes blood pressure, blood glucose,

and blood cholesterol
CVRF=Cardiovascular Risk Factors
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eFigure la. Lower level knowledge of heart attack symptoms among people with existing CVD vs people
with CVRF by socio-demographic categories.
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*p-value <0.001 for difference in poor knowledge (<75% correct responses) between people with existing CVD and
those with CVRF across age-group and sex. p=0.16 for education categories.

Case=People with cardiovascular disease, Control=People with cardiovascular risk factors
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eFigure 1b. Lower level knowledge of stroke symptoms among people with existing CVD vs people with
CVREF by socio-demographic categories.
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*p-value <0.001 for difference in poor knowledge (lowest tertile, <75% correct responses) between people with
existing CVD and those with CVRF acorss age-group and sex. p=0.25 for education categories.

Case=People with cardiovascular disease, Control=People with cardiovascular risk factors
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eFigure 1c. Lower level knowledge of modifiable risk factors among people with existing CVD vs people
with CVRF by socio-demographic categories.
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*p-value <0.001 for difference in poor knowledge (lowest tertile, <75% correct responses) between people with
existing CVD and those with CVRF acorss age-group and sex.

Case=People with cardiovascular disease, Control=People with cardiovascular risk factors

*Modifiable risk factors included: smoking/tobacco use, alcohol use in excess, unhealthy diet (high saturated fatty

acids, and salt), obesity, stress, depression, high cholesterol levels in blood, hypertension, diabetes, sleep, exercise.
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