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Abstract  1 

Background  2 

In Germany, all citizens must purchase health insurance, in either statutory (SHI) or private 3 

health insurance (PHI). Because of the division into SHI and PHI, person insurance’s status is 4 

an important variable for studies in the context of public health research. In the German Na-5 

tional Cohort (NAKO), the variable on self-reported health insurance status of the participants 6 

has a high proportion of missing values (55.4%). The aim of our study was to develop and 7 

internally validate models to predict the health insurance status of NAKO baseline survey par-8 

ticipants in order to replace missing values. In this respect, our research interest was focused 9 

on the question to which extent socio-demographic characteristics are suitable for predicting 10 

health insurance status. 11 

Methods 12 

We developed two prediction models including 53,796 participants to estimate the probability 13 

that a participant is either member of a SHI (model 1) or PHI (model 2). We identified eight 14 

predictors by literature research: occupation, income, education, sex, age, employment status, 15 

residential area, and marital status. The predictive performance was determined in the internal 16 

validation considering discrimination and calibration. Discrimination was assessed based on 17 

the Area Under the Curve (AUC) and the Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC) curve and 18 

calibration was assessed based on the calibration slope and calibration plot. 19 

Results 20 

In model 1, the AUC was 0.91 (95% CI: 0.91-0.92) and the calibration slope was 0.97 (95% 21 

CI: 0.97-0.97). Model 2 had an AUC of 0.91 (95% CI: 0.90-0.91) and a calibration slope of 0.97 22 

(95% CI: 0.97-0.97). Based on the calculated performance parameters both models turned out 23 
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to show an almost ideal discrimination and calibration. Employment status and household in-24 

come and to a lesser extent educational level, age, sex, marital status, and residential area 25 

are suitable for predicting health insurance status.  26 

Conclusions 27 

Socio-demographic characteristics especially employment status and household income as-28 

sessed at NAKO’s baseline were suitable for predicting the statutory and private health insur-29 

ance status. However, before applying the prediction models in other studies, an external val-30 

idation in population-based studies is recommended. 31 

Keywords: prediction models, missing values, health insurance status, cohort study, primary 32 

data 33 

 34 

Introduction  35 

With 205,264 participants, the German National Cohort (NAKO; German: NAKO Gesund-36 

heitsstudie) is the largest German population-based prospective cohort study to date. The pri-37 

mary goal of the NAKO is to investigate the aetiology, risk, and protective factors of widespread 38 

chronic and infectious diseases such as cancer, diabetes mellitus, neurodegenerative and psy-39 

chiatric diseases as well as diseases of the cardiovascular and respiratory systems. The find-40 

ings will be used to derive new strategies for the prevention, early detection, and treatment of 41 

these diseases. In addition to the elicitation and collection of comprehensive health data, a 42 

sustainable infrastructure for public health research will be established in Germany by this 43 

huge cohort [1–5]. As part of the passive follow-up, the collected primary data are enriched 44 

with claims and registry data (e.g. health insurance, pension insurance, and cancer registry 45 

data), which include information on the exposure and disease status as well as on the utilisa-46 

tion of medical services of the study participants [4, 6]. For the first time in Germany, record 47 

linkage of data from statutory (SHI) and private health insurances (PHI) with primary data of 48 

study participants will be realized [2, 6, 7]. 49 
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In Germany, health insurance has been mandatory since 2009, i.e. all citizens must insure 50 

themselves either in the SHI or in the PHI. Cover through SHI is mandatory for employees and 51 

other groups (e.g. pensioners) with a gross income below the opt-out threshold (64,350€ per 52 

year in 2021). Persons with an income above the threshold can purchase substitutive PHI. 53 

Self-employed can choose between voluntary membership in the SHI and substitutive cover-54 

age through PHI, regardless of income. For certain professional groups (e.g. civil servants), 55 

membership in PHI is mandatory. In Germany, about 85% of the population are covered by 56 

SHI and 11% are covered by substitutive PHI. Sector-specific governmental schemes provide 57 

coverage for certain population groups such as police officers, soldiers and refugees. The co-58 

existence of SHI and PHI leads to inequalities due to differences in financing, access and 59 

provision of health care [8, 9]. More details on the German health insurance system can be 60 

found in [8, 9]. 61 

Various studies have shown that health status, medical care and the distribution of socio-de-62 

mographic characteristics differ between people with SHI and PHI. For example, privately in-63 

sured people earn a higher average income and are on average healthier than statutory in-64 

sured [7, 10–17]. Therefore, person insurance’s status is an important variable for studies in 65 

the context of public health research in Germany. However, existing studies that investigated 66 

differences between statutorily and privately insured persons are mainly cross-sectional and 67 

were subject to limitations such as small sample sizes in which subgroup analyses are difficult 68 

[18]. Also, claims data analyses have mostly used data from SHI [7]. Thus, approximately 11% 69 

privately insured persons of the German population [9] were ignored in most analyses [7]. In 70 

this respect, the NAKO offers a unique opportunity since health-related factors of statutorily 71 

and privately insured persons can be longitudinally analysed in a huge study population in-72 

cluding a large number of collected variables [18–20].  73 

Background  74 

The acquisition and scientific use of claims and registry data and its individual linkage with 75 

primary data in the NAKO requires informed consent, which is retro- and prospectively valid 76 
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for 5 years and must then be renewed [21]. Health insurance number, name of the insurance 77 

company and the information 'privately insured' (yes/no) were recorded during the consent 78 

process [22, 23] from those participants who gave their informed consent (n=188,974; 92%; 79 

Fig. 1).  80 

<<Fig. 1 insert here>> 81 

 82 

Fig. 1 Completeness of data on health insurance status in the NAKO baseline assessment 83 

To enable the comparison of health-relevant aspects between participants with SHI or PHI 84 

without actually having access to their claims data, the health insurance status has been ad-85 

ditionally recorded since 2017 in the baseline survey on participants' self-report. Table 1 illus-86 

trates the recording of health insurance information in the NAKO. The baseline survey began 87 

in 2014. The question on health insurance status was subsequently included in 2017 as part 88 

of the revision of the touchscreen self-filler questionnaire. This resulted in the high number of 89 

missing values in the variable (n=113,710; 55.4%). For 10,380 participants (5.1%), no infor-90 

mation on health insurance status is available in either data source (Fig. 1). In the NAKO's 91 
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follow-up (2018-2023), the health insurance status of all participants will be continuously rec-92 

orded in a computer-assisted personal interview (CAPI).  93 

Table 1 Recording of health insurance information in the NAKO baseline assessment (information on consent pro-94 

cess from [23]) 95 

Consent process 

Question Answer option 

Scanning of the health insurance card and de-

termining the following information:  

 

'Privately insured'  Yes 

No 

Health insurance number Free text 

Health insurance number not brought along Field to tick off 

Number of the health insurance company Free text 

Name of the health insurance company Drop-down list 

Remarks on health insurance Free text 

Touchscreen self-filler questionnaire  

Question Answer option 

Are you a member of a health insurance?* Yes, I am a member of a SHI 

Yes, I am a member of a PHI 

Yes, I am otherwise insured  

No, I am not insured 

I don't know 

Not specified 

 * Translation by authors 96 

For the analysis of health-relevant differences between statutorily and privately health insured 97 

persons using the data set of the NAKO baseline survey, valid and non-missing information on 98 

the health insurance status is required. Incorrect information may result from the participants' 99 

limited institutional knowledge of the German health insurance system. For example, it is con-100 

ceivable that respondents claim to be a member of PHI although they have a supplementary 101 

PHI or are insured through sector-specific governmental schemes such as the Freie 102 

Heilfürsorge, which e.g. covers soldiers and police officers [24]. Using the incorrect self-report 103 

of health insurance status in a statistical analysis may introduce information bias by measure-104 

ment error and by this may lead to biased estimators and, therefore, invalid study results [25, 105 

26]. 106 
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Self-reported health insurance status was already validated as part of the quality assurance of 107 

the baseline survey. For this purpose, the self-reported health insurance status information 108 

from the touchscreen self-filler questionnaire was linked to the health insurance information 109 

‘privately insured’ and ‘name of the health insurance company’ (see Table 1) from the informed 110 

consent. Information from both data sources was compared and, if necessary, a correction 111 

was made in the self-reported variable. Validation was only possible for participants who pro-112 

vided information in both data sources (n=85,644; 41.7%). In implausible cases, the name of 113 

the health insurance company was used for validation. This procedure was used to derive a 114 

corrected variable for the self-reported health insurance status, which still has a high proportion 115 

of missing values due to the above-mentioned reasons.  116 

The aim of our study was to develop and internally validate models to predict the health insur-117 

ance status of participants in the NAKO baseline survey in order to replace missing values. In 118 

this respect, our research interest was focused on the question to which extent socio-demo-119 

graphic characteristics are suitable for predicting the health insurance status of participants in 120 

the NAKO for whom neither self-reports on health insurance status nor health insurance infor-121 

mation from informed consent are available. 122 

Methods  123 

Database  124 

During the baseline survey, 205,264 participants aged between 20 and 69 years were recruited 125 

between March 2014 and September 2019 in 18 study centres distributed throughout Ger-126 

many. Sex- and age-stratified random samples (women and men with a share of 50% each; 127 

10% each of 20-29 and 20-39 year-olds, 26.6% each of 40-49, 50-59 and 60-69 year-olds) 128 

were drawn from the general population via the regional population registers [1–4]. Further 129 

inclusion criteria were sufficient German language skills and the ability to give informed con-130 

sent to participate in the study. CAPI’s, touchscreen self-filler questionnaires and physical ex-131 
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aminations were conducted. Certified and trained personnel as well as a common study pro-132 

tocol ensured standardised procedures applied by all study centres. The preliminary mean 133 

response rate was approximately 18% [2]. Further details on the study design and the study 134 

population can be found in [1–4, 18].  135 

The present analysis was based on the data set generated from the NAKO baseline survey 136 

described above, where it should be noted that, with the exception of the variable on self-137 

reported health insurance status, this is a non-quality assured data set. Nevertheless, initial 138 

plausibility checks indicate that the data quality is high. The data set also includes persons 139 

older than 69 years (n=4,401), since in some cases several years passed between sampling 140 

of participants and conduct of the baseline survey [27]. 141 

Outcome variables  142 

We developed two prediction models to estimate the probability that a participant is either 143 

member of a SHI (model 1) or PHI (model 2). Based on the operationalisation of the self-144 

reported health insurance status (Table 1) we defined the outcome variable in model 1 as 145 

follows: 1='statutorily insured', 0='not statutorily insured'. The category 'not statutorily insured' 146 

includes participants who are privately, otherwise, or not health insured. In model 2, we used 147 

the following coding: 1='privately insured', 0='not privately insured'. Participants who indicated 148 

having a statutory, other, or no health insurance were assigned to the category ‘not privately 149 

insured’.  150 

Predictor variables  151 

We selected the predictors based on literature research. Due to the regulations for having 152 

access to PHI described above, there is a selection in PHI towards people with a higher aver-153 

age income and thus a higher socio-economic status by design. Various empirical studies have 154 

examined the distribution of socio-demographic differences between persons with SHI and 155 

PHI. These studies have shown that privately insured people have a higher socio-economic 156 
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status in terms of income, education level and occupation compared to people with SHI. Be-157 

sides, a comparatively higher proportion of women and elderly people are covered by SHI. The 158 

share of PHI-insured persons is higher in West Germany than in East Germany. In addition, 159 

there are differences in the family structures between the two groups of differently insured 160 

persons, since married persons are more likely to opt for SHI [7, 10–12, 15–17]. In summary, 161 

we identified eight potentially suitable predictors of health insurance status by the literature 162 

research: occupation, income, education, sex, age, employment status, residential area, and 163 

marital status. Other potentially relevant predictors of health insurance status, such as health 164 

status or migration background, were not considered because they were not included in the 165 

available data set. 166 

The elicitation of socio-demographic characteristics in the NAKO was mainly based on the 167 

Federal Statistical Office's demographic standards of 2010 [28]. Further information on the 168 

instruments used to measure socio-demographic characteristics in the NAKO and on their dis-169 

tribution at the half-time of the baseline assessment can be found in [18]. We included age as 170 

a continuous variable in the prediction models to avoid loss of information through classifica-171 

tion. For descriptive purposes, we additionally classified age into 10-year groups analogously 172 

to the sampling strategy [2]. All other predictors were per se categorical variables. We divided 173 

the household income into five quantiles according to the recommendation of demographic 174 

standards [28]. The variable study centre served as a proxy for the residential area. Employ-175 

ment status was classified according to the International Labour Organisation (ILO) Labour 176 

Force Concept [29]. We combined the highest educational and vocational qualifications of the 177 

respondents based on the Comparative Analysis of Social Mobility in Industrial Nations (CAS-178 

MIN) educational classification [28, 30, 31]. Additionally, we summarised the categories for the 179 

variables employment status and marital status further. The exact classifications of the respec-180 

tive variables are shown in Table 2 to Table 4. Reporting of this study is based on the Trans-181 

parent Reporting of a multivariable prediction model for Individual Prognosis Or Diagnosis 182 

(TRIPOD)-Guidelines [32, 33].  183 
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Statistical analysis  184 

We calculated absolute and relative frequencies for categorical variables and mean values and 185 

standard deviations for continuous variables to describe the study population. The analysis 186 

was conducted according to the approach proposed by Moons et al.: identification of predic-187 

tors, regression analysis, assessment of predictive performance, and validation [34]. The pre-188 

dictive analysis consisted of two main steps: first, the development of the prediction models in 189 

the training data set, and, second, the internal validation in the test data set. We used a split-190 

sample approach to avoid overfitting. The training data set comprised 70% and the test data 191 

set 30% of the data. Participants with missing data (4.4%) were deleted in both data sets 192 

(complete-case-analysis). 193 

The first step of the statistical analysis was the development of the two prediction models. 194 

Using the full model approach, the predictor variables were included in prediction models. As 195 

already mentioned, we included all predictors by means of a priori knowledge. This procedure 196 

avoids overfitting, and a predictor selection bias [34].  197 

The second step was to internally validate the prediction models. We calculated the predicted 198 

values by the two developed models in the test data set. The predictive performance was 199 

assessed considering discrimination and calibration. Discrimination describes the ability of a 200 

prediction model to distinguish between persons with and without outcome and was assessed 201 

using the Area Under the ROC Curve (AUC). The AUC takes values between 0.5 and 1 were 202 

an AUC of 0.5 indicates that the discriminative ability is not better than chance. An AUC of 1 203 

corresponds to an ideal discrimination. In this study, the AUC represents the ability to distin-204 

guish between statutorily and not statutorily health insured persons and privately and not pri-205 

vately health insured persons. The Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC) curve was used 206 

to visualise the discriminative ability. This is a graph showing the true positive rate (sensitivity) 207 

versus the false-positive rate (1 - specificity).  208 
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Calibration means the agreement between the observed and predicted values. We assessed 209 

calibration with the calibration slope and graphically using the calibration plot [35]. In the cali-210 

bration plot, we plotted the predicted probabilities against the observed values and added a 211 

line according to the Loess algorithm [36]. A diagonal 45° line was used for orientation and 212 

corresponds to an ideal calibration. We estimated the calibration slope with a logistic regres-213 

sion model by regressing the outcome on the logit of the predicted probability as the only pre-214 

dictor variable. A calibration slope of 1 indicates ideal calibration [35]. We calculated 95% con-215 

fidence intervals for the performance parameters according to the TRIPOD-Guidelines [32]. 216 

The statistical analysis was done using IBM SPSS 26 ©. 217 

Results  218 

Selection of the study population  219 

We excluded nine subjects due to implausible values in the age variable. A further 119,619 220 

subjects were excluded, where only the health insurance information from the informed con-221 

sent or only from self-reports was available, or no information on health insurance status was 222 

available in either data source. After excluding 8,943 subjects due to missing values in the 223 

outcome and predictor variables, the study population consisted of 76,693 persons. These 224 

were randomly assigned to a training data set (n=53,796) and a test data set (n=22,897) (Fig. 225 

2).  226 

<<Fig. 2 insert here>> 227 
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 228 

Fig. 2 Selection of study population recruited 2014 - 2019 for the NAKO with 18 study centres 229 

Description of the study population according to socio-demographic character-230 

istics  231 

Table 2 shows the socio-demographic characteristics of the total study population as well as 232 

the participants in the training and test data set (mean age 47 years). The proportion of men 233 

was higher than that of women (54% vs. 46%). In the training and in the test data set, 83.3% 234 

and 83.2% of the participants were statutorily health insured, and 16.0% were privately health 235 

insured. The proportions of otherwise insured and uninsured persons were less than 1% each.  236 

<< Table 2 insert here >> 237 
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Prediction model for the probability of membership in a SHI   238 

The prediction model for the probability of being insured by SHI and the performance of the 239 

model are shown in Table 3. We based the model on 53,796 participants, 44,802 of whom are 240 

insured in the SHI system. The most important predictors were employment status and house-241 

hold income. The residential area was left in the model despite a non-significant regression 242 

coefficient since other studies have shown regional differences between the two groups of 243 

differently insured persons. 244 

<< Table 3 insert here >> 245 

The AUC of 0.91 (95%-CI: 0.91-0.92) indicated almost ideal discrimination between persons 246 

with SHI and non-SHI (Table 3). The ROC curve also showed the model's good discriminative 247 

ability (Fig. 3). The calibration plot, which represents the agreement between observed and 248 

predicted values for membership in a SHI, showed an almost ideal calibration (Fig. 4). The 249 

calibration slope of 0.97 (95% CI: 0.97-0.97) did not show any overfitting problems (Table 3). 250 

Therefore, a correction of the regression coefficients was not necessary. 251 

<<Fig. 3 insert here>> 252 

 253 

Fig. 3 ROC curve for the prediction model for the probability of membership in a SHI 254 
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<<Fig. 4 insert here>> 255 

 256 

Fig. 4 Calibration plot for the prediction model for the probability of membership in a SHI 257 

Prediction model for the probability of membership in a PHI  258 

The prediction model for the probability of being insured by PHI and the performance of the 259 

model are shown in Table 4. We based the model on 53,796 participants, 8,588 of whom are 260 

insured in the PHI system. As in the first model, employment status and household income 261 

turned out to be important predictors (Table 4). According to the AUC of 0.91 (95% CI: 0.90-262 

0.91), this model had a very high discriminative ability, which was also shown in the ROC curve 263 

(Fig. 5). The calibration slope of 0.97 (0.97-0.97) and the calibration plot showed close to ideal 264 

calibration (Fig. 6 & Table 4). The probabilities predicted by the model differed only slightly 265 

from the observed values.  266 

<< Table 4 insert here >> 267 

<<Fig. 5 insert here>> 268 

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 12, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.09.24305544doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.09.24305544
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


 

14 

 

 269 

Fig. 5 ROC curve for the prediction model for the probability of membership in a PHI 270 

<<Fig. 6 insert here>> 271 

 272 

Fig. 6 Calibration plot for the prediction model for the probability of membership in a PHI 273 

 274 
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Discussion and Conclusions  275 

Key findings 276 

The present study aimed at answering the question to which extent selected socio-demo-277 

graphic characteristics are suitable for predicting the health insurance status of participants in 278 

the NAKO baseline survey for whom neither self-reports on health insurance status nor health 279 

insurance information from informed consent are available. For this purpose, we developed 280 

and internally validated two prediction models. We investigated the performance of the models 281 

with respect to their discrimination and calibration ability to assess whether the predicted val-282 

ues can be used as reliable replacement of the missing values in the variable on self-reported 283 

health insurance status.  284 

Information on the health insurance status is available from participants who have agreed to 285 

provide claims data via their health insurance. In addition, the self-reported health insurance 286 

status has been collected during the baseline survey since 2017. The variable on self-reported 287 

health insurance status has a high proportion of missing values due to the subsequent inclu-288 

sion of the question in the touchscreen self-filler questionnaire during its revision. For 5.1% of 289 

the participants, neither of the two data sources contains information on health insurance sta-290 

tus.  291 

The literature review identified occupation, income, education, sex, age, employment status, 292 

residential area, and marital status as potentially suitable predictors of health insurance status 293 

[7, 10–12, 15–17]. Based on this information, we developed and internally validated two pre-294 

diction models. Model 1 estimated the probability of a person being insured by SHI and model 295 

2 estimated the probability of a person being insured by PHI. The internal validation showed 296 

extraordinarily good performance of the developed prediction models. Based on performance 297 

parameters and via graphical representations both models turned out to show an almost ideal 298 

discrimination and calibration. The models distinguished very well between persons with and 299 
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without the respective outcome (SHI and PHI). The calibration plots showed that the probabil-300 

ities predicted by the models differ only slightly from the observed values. In model 1, the 301 

observed values were slightly lower than the predicted probabilities. Model 2 showed the op-302 

posite picture. External validation is necessary for further assessment of their calibration, since 303 

here, for example, the calibration-in-the-large can also be considered additionally [35]. 304 

The results of the internal validation clearly show that the socio-demographic characteristics 305 

included in the models prove to be suitable predictors for the health insurance status of the 306 

participants in the NAKO baseline survey. In particular, employment status and household in-307 

come are important to predict the health insurance status of NAKO participants. This finding is 308 

very plausible considering the regulations for having access to PHI. PHI only insures persons 309 

with a gross income above the opt-out threshold or specific professional groups such as civil 310 

servants or self-employed [8]. It should be noted that in the present study, the monthly net 311 

household income was included in the analyses, as the NAKO does not collect respondent 312 

income.  313 

Strengths and limitations  314 

The strengths of our analysis included the large study population drawn from random samples 315 

of regional population registers and the high number of outcomes, which significantly influence 316 

the robustness of statistical results in predictive analyses. In addition, large samples reduce 317 

the probability of an overly optimistic estimate of the predictive performance [32, 35]. A further 318 

strength was the standardised collection of the predictor variables. On the one hand, this en-319 

sured high data quality with regard to the socio-demographic characteristics in the NAKO [18]. 320 

On the other hand, the orientation towards the demographic standards in the collection of the 321 

characteristics enables a certain reproducibility. The models developed can be applied to data 322 

sets or studies in which the socio-demography of the participants is acquired in the same way. 323 

Using the equations given in Table 3 and Table 4, the predicted probability of membership in 324 

SHI or PHI can be calculated. Besides, the prediction models were developed and internally 325 

validated considering current recommendations and guidelines. 326 
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The present analysis also has some limitations. First, the lack of external validation of the 327 

prediction models means that the results may not be generalised to other research settings. 328 

Second, other potentially relevant predictors of health insurance status, such as health status 329 

or migration background, were not considered because they were not included in the available 330 

data set. Another limitation was the dichotomisation of the outcome variables. The develop-331 

ment of a model for the prediction of all possible health insurance statuses could have been 332 

realized using multinomial logistic regression. This would be of interest for an optimisation or 333 

completion of the variable on the self-reported health insurance status. In the present study, 334 

only the outcomes SHI and PHI were considered, since the literature on predictive modelling 335 

mainly refers to binary endpoints. Additionally, in the context of e.g. health services research, 336 

the focus lies on the distinction between those with SHI and PHI.  337 

Implications and recommendations for future research  338 

Our findings show that socio-demographic characteristics are suitable predictors for the health 339 

insurance status of the participants in the NAKO baseline survey. The predicted values can be 340 

used as reliable replacement of the missing values in the variable on self-reported health in-341 

surance status. However, before the models are used, e.g. for the preparation and processing 342 

of data from other studies, an external validation in population-based studies is recommended.  343 

Future studies could investigate to which extent replacing the missing values in the variable 344 

on the self-reported health insurance status with the developed prediction models differs from 345 

multiple imputation and which procedure yields better results. 346 

 347 

Tables larger than one A4 page 

Table 2 Description of the study population (German National Cohort) according to socio-demographic character-

istics 

Characteristicsa Total study popula-
tion  

N=76,693 

Training data set 
N=53,796 

Test data set  

N=22,897 
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Sex, n (%) 

Women 35,219 (45.9) 24,613 (45.8) 10,606 (46.3) 

Men 41,474 (54.1) 29,183 (54.2) 12,291 (53.7) 

Age at examination date, 
mean (SD)b 

47.4 (12.2) 47.5 (12.2) 47.4 (12.2) 

Age groups, n (%) 

20-29 years 8,651 (11.3) 6,056 (11.3) 2,595 (11.3) 

30-39 years 9,783 (12.8) 6,870 (12.8) 2,913 (12.7) 

40-49 years 24,669 (32.2) 17,251 (32.1) 7,418 (32.4) 

50-59 years 19,197 (25.0) 13,401 (24.9) 5,796 (25.3) 

60-69 years  13,611 (17.7) 9,668 (18.0) 3,943 (17.2) 

70-75 years 782 (1.0) 550 (1.0) 232 (1.0) 

Education (CASMIN), n (%) 

Low 8,686 (11.3) 6,091 (11.3) 2,595 (11.3) 

Middle 36,969 (48.2) 26,030 (48.4) 10,939 (47.8) 

High 31,038 (40.5) 21,675 (40.3) 9,363 (40.9) 

Employment status, n (%) 

Employees 61,808 (80.6) 43,299 (80.5) 18,509 (80.8) 

Self-employed 9,014 (11.8) 6,383 (11.9) 2,631 (11.5) 

Civil servants, judges, pro-
fessional soldiers 

5,760 (7.5) 4,042 (7.5) 1,718 (7.5) 

Contributing family workers 111 (0.1) 72 (0.1) 39 (0.2) 

Employment status (ILO), n (%) 

Employed 64,333 (83.9) 45,100 (83.8) 19,233 (84.0) 

Unemployed 1,882 (2.5) 1,361 (2.5) 521 (2.3) 

Not in labour force 10,478 (13.7) 7,335 (13.6) 3,143 (13.7) 

Average monthly net household income, n (%) 

1€ to under 2,000€ 13,122 (17.1) 9,240 (17.2) 3,882 (17.0) 

2,000€ to under 2,900€ 14,033 (18.3) 9,793 (18.2) 4,240 (18.5) 

2,900€ to under 4,000€ 18,614 (24.3) 13,118 (24.4) 5,496 (24.0) 

4,000€ to under 5,000€ 12,956 (16.9) 9,081 (16.9) 3,875 (16.9) 

5,000€ and more 17,968 (23.4) 12,564 (23.4) 5,404 (23.6) 

Residential area, n (%) 

New federal states  

(with Berlin) 

24,502 (31.9) 17,185 (31.9) 7,317 (32.0) 

Old federal states (without 
Berlin) 

52,191 (68.1) 36,611 (68.1) 15,580 (68.0) 

Marital status, n (%) 

Single 22,934 (29.9) 15,995 (29.7) 6,939 (30.3) 

Married 44,811 (58.4) 31,546 (58.6) 13,265 (57.9) 

Divorced 7,483 (9.8) 5,240 (9.7) 2,243 (9.8) 

Widowed 1,465 (1.9) 1,015 (1.9) 450 (2.0) 
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Health insurance status, n (%) 

Statutorily insured 63,859 (83.3) 44,802 (83.3) 19,057 (83.2) 

Privately insured 12,252 (16.0) 8,588 (16.0) 3,664 (16.0) 

Otherwise insuredc  462 (0.6) 321 (0.6) 141 (0.6) 

Not insured 120 (0.2) 85 (0.2) 35 (0.2) 

SD standard deviation, CASMIN Comparative Analysis of Social Mobility in Industrial Nations, ILO International 

Labour Organisation 
a Differences in the sum of percentages may result from rounding.  
b Age range: 20-75 years 
c e.g. Freie Heilfürsorge 

 

Table 3 Prediction model for the probability of membership in a SHI 

Model estimates in the training data seta 

n 53,796  

Number of SHI-insured persons 44,802  

Variable Beta Coefficient (SE) p-value 

Sex  

Women 0.874 (0.037) <0.001 

Men Ref. Ref. 

Age (per 1 year increase) -0.031 (0.002) <0.001 

Education (CASMIN) 

Low 0.320 (0.070) <0.001 

Middle Ref. Ref. 

High -0.486 (0.036) <0.001 

Employment status 

Employees Ref. Ref. 

Self-employed -1.953 (0.036) <0.001 

Civil servants, judges, profes-
sional soldiers 

-5.655 (0.078) <0.001 

Contributing family workers -1.370 (0.356) <0.001 

Employment Status (ILO) 

Employed Ref. Ref. 

Unemployed 0.364 (0.161) 0.024 

Not in labour force -0.191 (0.059) 0.001 

Average monthly net household income 

1€ to under 2,000€ 1.038 (0.077) <0.001 

2,000€ to under 2,900€ 0.513 (0.064) <0.001 

2,900€ to under 4,000€ Ref. Ref. 

4,000€ to under 5,000€ -0.410 (0.055) <0.001 

5,000€ and more -1.507 (0.047) <0.001 

Residential area 

New federal states (with Berlin) 0,039 (0,037) 0,293 
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Old federal states (without Ber-
lin) 

Ref. Ref. 

Marital status 

Single -0,534 (0,045) <0,001 

Married Ref. Ref. 

Divorced -0,414 (0,061) <0,001 

Widowed -0,474 (0,137) 0,001 

Intercept 4,681 (0,106) <0,001 

Assessment of the predictive performance in the test data set 

n 22,897  

Number of SHI-insured persons 19,057  

AUC (95%-CI) 0.91 (0.91-0.92)  

Calibration slope (95%-CI) 0.97 (0.97-0.97)  

SE standard error, CASMIN Comparative Analysis of Social Mobility in Industrial Nations, ILO International Labour 

Organisation, AUC Area Under the Curve 
a The predicted probability of a participant of being statutorily insured can be calculated as follows: P(SHI=1)= 

1/[1+exp(-(4.681 + 0.874*sex women - 0.031*age + 0.320*education low - 0.486*education high - 1.953*employ-

ment status self-employed - 5.655*employment status civil servants, judges, professional soldiers - 1.370* employ-

ment status contributing family workers + 0.364*employment status unemployed - 0.191*employment status not in 

labour force + 1.038*household income 1€ to under 2,000€ + 0.513*household income 2,000€ up to under 2,900€ 

- 0.410*household income 4,000€ up to under 5,000€ - 1.507* household income 5,000€ and more + 0.039*resi-

dential area new federal states - 0.534*marital status single - 0.414*marital status divorced - 0.474*marital status 

widowed)). For categorical variables, a 1 is used if the predictor value is present and a 0 is used if it is absent. 

 

Table 4 Prediction model for the probability of membership in a PHI 

Model estimates in the training data seta 

n 53,796  

Number of PHI-insured persons 8,588  

Variable Beta Coefficient (SE) p-value 

Sex  

Women -0.725 (0.035) <0.001 

Men Ref. Ref. 

Age (per 1 year increase) 0.035 (0.002) <0.001 

Education (CASMIN) 

Low -0.273 (0.069) <0.001 

Middle Ref. Ref. 

High 0.599 (0.035) <0.001 

Employment status 

Employees Ref. Ref. 

Self-employed 1.974 (0.037) <0.001 

Civil servants, judges, profes-
sional soldiers 

4.603 (0.057) <0.001 

Contributing family workers 1.193 (0.404) 0.003 

Employment Status (ILO) 
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Employed Ref. Ref. 

Unemployed -0.535 (0.172) 0.002 

Not in labour force 0.246 (0.056) <0.001 

Average monthly net household 
income 

1€ to under 2,000€ -1.053 (0.076) <0.001 

2,000€ to under 2,900€ -0.500 (0.061) <0.001 

2,900€ to under 4,000€ Ref. Ref. 

4,000€ to under 5,000€ 0.367 (0.054) <0.001 

5,000€ and more 1.471 (0.046) <0.001 

Residential area 

New federal states (with Berlin) -0.112 (0.036) 0.002 

Old federal states (without Ber-
lin) 

Ref. Ref. 

Marital status 

Single 0.524 (0.044) <0.001 

Married Ref. Ref. 

Divorced 0.401 (0.059) <0.001 

Widowed 0.434 (0.132) 0.001 

Intercept -4.951 (0.104) <0.001 

Assessment of the predictive performance in the test data set 

n 22,897  

Number of PHI-insured persons 3,664  

AUC (95%-CI) 0.91 (0.90-0.91)  

Calibration slope (95%-CI) 0.97 (0.97-0.97)  

SE standard error, CASMIN Comparative Analysis of Social Mobility in Industrial Nations, ILO International Labour 

Organisation, AUC Area Under the Curve 
a The predicted probability of a participant of being privately insured can be calculated as follows: P(PHI=1)= 

1/[1+exp(-(-4.951 - 0.725*sex women + 0.035*age - 0.273*education low + 0.599*education high + 1.974*employ-

ment status self-employed + 4.603* employment  status civil servants, judges, professional soldiers + 1.193* em-

ployment  status contributing family workers - 0.535* employment  status unemployed + 0.246* employment status 

not in labour force - 1.053*household income 1€ to under 2,000€ - 0.500*household income 2,000€ up to under 

2,900€ + 0.367*household income 4,000€ up to under 5,000€ + 1.471*household income 5,000€ and more - 

0.112*residential area new federal states + 0.524*marital status single + 0.401*marital status divorced + 0.434*mar-

ital status widowed)). For categorical variables, a 1 is used if the predictor value is present and a 0 is used if it is 

absent. 
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