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ABSTRACT

Introduction: In Peru, one in six adults over 50 years old has cataracts. This proportion increases due to the lack of routine visual
assessments among older adults. Therefore, the objective of this research was to evaluate the socioeconomic inequalities in visual
assessments among older adults with cataracts in Peru. Methods: This analytical cross-sectional study was conducted using
data from the Demographic and Family Health Survey in Peru from 2013 to 2023. Socioeconomic conditions such as gender,
age, educational level, wealth quintile, area or place of residence, health insurance status, and comorbidities were evaluated.
Inequalities were estimated using the concentration index (CI) and Erreyger’s modification (ECI). Results: Of the 6,367 older
adults with cataracts included in the study, 93.1% (95%CI: 92.2-93.9) had a visual assessment. The average age of the participants
was 76.7 years, with over half of them being women (56.2%). Conditions such as educational level, wealth quintile, area or
place of residence, and comorbidities mediated differences in the proportion of adults with cataracts who had visual assessments
(p<0.001). Adults without education (ECI: -0.16), residents of rural areas (ECI: -0.41), or those outside Lima (ECI: -0.51)
exhibited greater inequalities in receiving visual assessments. Conclussion: Among older adults with cataracts, living in rural
areas or outside Lima and having a low educational level were identified as key factors mediating greater inequality in visual

assessments.
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INTRODUCTION

By 2020, it is estimated that nearly 94 million people will be
blind or visually impaired (1). The leading cause of this problem
is cataract, a condition that can be managed with early detection,
timely treatment, and surgical intervention (2, 3). While aging is
a common factor, poverty, lack of education, and limited access
to eye care can increase the risk of cataracts (4, 5). Thus, the gap
in access to these services varies in the population according to
income, educational level, age, sex, place or area of residence,
and even ethnic identification, leading to disparities in eye care
access (6-11).

The global prevalence of visual impairment due to cataracts
ranges from 0.9% to 10.7%, reflecting differences in health-
care systems, socioeconomic conditions, and availability of
treatment (12). In South America, disparities in healthcare
infrastructure, awareness, and treatment accessibility contribute
to the varying prevalence of cataract-related blindness among
older adults (13, 14). In Peru, 13.5% of the population has
visual impairment, and one in six adults over 50 has cataracts,
showing the heavy burden of eye conditions in the country (15,
16). Aging, delayed diagnosis, and health conditions such as
diabetes significantly contribute to the increased prevalence of
cataracts (17-23).

Current visual health guidelines in Peru do not adequately
address the socioeconomic and health disparities in access to
and utilization of eye care services (24—26). These differences
in eye care can negatively impact older adults, reducing their
quality of life, functional independence and increasing the risk

of accidents (27-31). This study aimed to assess socioeconomic
disparities in evaluating the vision of older adults with cataracts
in Peru, looking at differences in accessing eye care services
and treatment results.

METHODS
Study Design

An analytical study was conducted using data from the De-
mographic and Family Health Survey (or ENDES, in Spanish)
in Peru. The National Institute of Statistics and Informatics (or
INEL in Spanish) has been conducting the ENDES annually
in Peru, a country in South America with approximately 32
million of inhabitans, wich capital city is Lima (32). Therefore,
we assessed Peruvian adults aged 65 or older with cataracts who
were surveyed in ENDES between 2013 and 2023.

Variables Assessed

Within the survey, participants are asked whether they have
"been diagnosed with cataract’ and whether a ’doctor or health
professional has evaluated or measured your vision’. In addi-
tion, other variables were assessed, such as sex (male or female),
age group (65 to 69, 70 to 79, and 80 or older), education level
(no education, primary, secondary, or higher), wealth quintile
(first, second, third, fourth, and last quintile), wealth quintile
(first, second, third, fourth, and last quintile), area of residence
(rural and urban), living in the capital city (yes or no), having
health insurance (yes or no), and having a comorbidity such
as overweight or obesity, hypertension, or diabetes mellitus.
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Statistical Analysis

The analysis was performed using R Studio software version
4.2.2 (https://cran.r-project.org/), including the complex sample
design of ENDES. Categorical variables were described using
frequencies and percentages, with their respective 95% confi-
dence intervals weighted by the design effect. In addition, the
Rao-Scott test was used to assess differences in the proportion of
adults with cataracts who had an ophthalmological examination
between the categories of variables included in the study. We
used Poisson regression models with large variances to look at
the relationship between socioeconomic factors and eye exams.
This helped us figure out the crude Prevalence Ratio (cPR) and
the adjusted Prevalence Ratio (aPR).

Inequality Analysis

Inequality analysis utilized concentration curves to show the
disparity in eye assessments based on socioeconomic status,
ranging from the poorest to the richest wealth quintile. So, the
concentration index (CI) was found by guessing the area above
or below the curve. This way, the conditions that led to crowd-
ing above the curve showed how poverty affected inequality
(33). Additionally, the Erreygers Concentration Index (ECI)
was utilized to calculate inequality, considering the extremes of
the population distribution across wealth quintiles for a more
equitable assessment (34). Also, maps of Peru were generated
to show the inequal geographic distribution of visual assessment
among adults over 64 years old, along with the ECI distribution.

The study also evaluated disparities among participants with
specific comorbidities like overweight, obesity, hypertension,
and diabetes mellitus. Additionally, the study analyzed annual
changes in the percentage of adults with cataracts who received
eye exams and examined the related inequality indices to track
trends over time.

Ethical Aspects

The study utilized data from ENDES, a national survey con-
ducted with participants’ informed consent, for its development.
In addition, the study had no information to identify the partic-
ipants included in the research.

RESULTS

Of the 6,367 older adults with cataracts examined (Appendix 1),
more than half were female (56.2%, 95%CI: 53.7 to 58.7) and
had a mean age of 76.7 years (95%CI: 76.3 to 77.0). In terms of
socio-economic conditions, 39.9% (95%CI: 37.7 to 42.1) had
completed secondary or higher education, and 56.0% (95%CI:
53.7 to 58.2) were in the first two wealth quintiles. Furthermore,
approximately 84.2% (95%CI: 93.2 to 95.2) of the surveyed
adults resided in urban areas, with around 47.1% (95%CI: 44.8
to 49.4) living in the capital. In addition, 87.7% (95%CI: 84.9

to 90.0) had health insurance, and 77.3% (95%CI: 75.2 to 79.9)
had a comorbidity (Table 1). In addition, 64.0% (95%CI: 61.5
to 66.4) were overweight or obese, 46.5% (95%CI: 44.1 to 49.0)
had high blood pressure, and 14.1% (95%CI: 10.8 to 18.3) had
diabetes mellitus. Among older adults with cataracts, only six in
100 had no visual examination or measurement (6.9%; 95%CI:
6.11t07.8).

In addition, characteristics such as level of education, wealth
quintile, region or place of residence, and presence of any co-
morbidity were found to mediate differences in the proportion
of adults with cataracts who had an eye examination (p<0.001).
Specifically, older adults with cataract who had secondary ed-
ucation (aPR: 1.02; 95%CI: 1.00 to 1.04; p=0.047), who lived
in the capital city (aPR: 1.02; 95%CI: 1.01 to 1.04; p=0.004),
and who had any comorbidity (aPR: 1.04; 95%CI: 1.01 to 1.07;
p=0.008) were more likely to have had an eye examination.
While those with no education (aPR: 0.91; 95%CI: 0.87 to
0.94; p<0.001) or in the third (aPR: 0.97; 95%CI: 0.95 to 0.99;
p=0.005), fourth (RPa: 0.95; 95%CI: 0.91 to 0.98; p=0.002),
and fourth quintile (aPR: 0.95; 95%CTI: 0.91 to 0.98; p=0.002)
were more likely to have had an eye examination. and the last
quintile (aPR: 0.82; 95%CI: 0.77 to 0.87; p<0.001) had a lower
prevalence of an eye examination (Table 2).

Regarding the inequality of ophthalmological assessment in
older adults with cataracts, a moderate inequality was found
in those without ophthalmological assessment (Figure 1A). In
addition, adults with only primary education (CI: -0.20), living
in rural areas (CI: -0.97) or in regions outside Lima (CI: -0.41),
and without health insurance (CI: -0.22) were more unequal in
having an ophthalmological examination. On the other hand,
those with higher education (CI: 0.35) and those living in Lima
(CI: 0.03) had less inequality in visual examinations (Figure 2).

Moreover, older adults with cataracts but no other health con-
ditions showed higher inequality in receiving eye examinations
(CI: -0.11 and ECTI: -0.12). While inequality was higher among
adults with cataracts and no visual assessment, it was higher
among those with other comorbidities such as overweight or
obesity (CI: -0.63) or diabetes mellitus (CI: -0.59), as shown in
Figure 1B. Also, the proportion of older adults with cataracts
increased from 2013 (24.8; 95%CTI: 19.6 to 31.0) to 2023 (26.4;
95%CI: 23.7 to 29.3). The percentage of people who had an
eye exam stayed the same between 19.6% (95%CI: 17.2 to 22.0)
and 27.0% (95%CT: 23.8 to 30.1), but there was less inequality
in eye exams from 2013 (ECI: 0.15) to 2020 (ECI: 0.07) and
even more in 2023 (ECI: 0.12), as shown in Figure 3.

On the other hand, in terms of geographical distribution at
the national level, a considerable variation in older adults with
cataracts was observed in regions such as Cajamarca (13.8%)
and Arequipa (32.4%). A lot of adults in this group had their
eyes checked, but the coverage varied a lot between places like
Huancavelica (68.3% of the population) and the constitutional
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province of Callao (96.9%). There were also big differences in
the visual assessment for older adults with cataracts was spread
out across the country (Figure 4). For instance, variations were
observed between regions like Tumbes (ECI: 0.06) or Cusco
(ECI: 0.29) and Ancash (ECI: 0.29).

DISCUSSION

In this study, we evaluated inequalities in the visual assessment
of older Peruvian adults with cataracts from 2013 to 2023. We
found that those older adults living in rural areas experience
greater disparities in receiving visual assessments, a gap that
only increases when seeking surgery for cataract detection (35).
Challenges such as limited access to healthcare facilities, ir-
regular screening practices, and financial barriers worsen the
disparities in timely diagnosis and treatment for eye conditions
(36-40). In addition, the scarcity of ophthalmologists in Peru,
with only 39.6 per million inhabitants, compared to countries
like Argentina (103.6), Brazil (67.4), and Chile (49.8), perpetu-
ates these inequalities (41,42).

Inequalities in the ophthalmological assessment of older adults
with cataracts may be due to differences in waiting times for
surgery, which are longer for women and adults with low ed-
ucational attainment (43-45). This is consistent with studies
indicating that older adults from disadvantaged socioeconomic
backgrounds have reduced access to essential eye care services,
leading to lower utilization rates (46). Therefore, the absence of
visual care in the community restricts the availability of vision
screening for the population, especially when additional costs
are incurred due to the absence of ophthalmological screening
covered by national health insurance (47,48).

In 2019, 16.6% of adults aged 50 years and older in Peru
reported a diagnosis of cataract, which is lower than the esti-
mated figures for Peruvian older adults with cataract between
2013 and 2023 (49). This figure is worrying given that cataracts
account for 58.0% and 59.3% of cases of blindness and severe
visual impairment, respectively, in Peru (40). As a result, older
adults with limited education experience greater inequalities in
visual assessment due to lower rates of visual examinations and
follow-up care for cataract detection (50). This represent also
an opportunity for educational interventions for visual health in
older adults.

Moreover, older adults with cataracts and other health con-
ditions exhibited fewer disparities in their visual assessments.
This is notable given the higher likelihood of cataract develop-
ment in individuals with diabetes mellitus and arterial hyper-
tension (51). Furthermore, as the incidence of these chronic
diseases increases with age, in Peru, between 20% and 35% of
adults with diabetes had cataracts (52-54). Thus, routine visual
assessment of patients with metabolic diseases is crucial from
the first level of healthcare (55,56). Routine evaluations could
prevent the development of cataracts or others visual diseases.

On the other hand, the COVID-19 pandemic reduced ophthal-
mological care and the number of elective cataract surgeries
(57,58). In Peru, for instance, the impact of the pandemic
increased inequalities in eye care (59). Despite the containment
of the disease spread, the stagnation of eye health indicators
at levels below those before the pandemic poses ongoing chal-
lenges for eye care in Peru (60). It is therefore crucial to develop
strategies to expand screening, diagnosis, and treatment of eye
health problems, as in Peru, the guidelines for managing this
disease do not consider the inequalities faced by the population
(25,26).

However, there were limitations because the ENDES does
not address more aspects related to the development of cataracts
in older adults. In addition, the social desirability bias could
mediate an overestimation in the number of adults with visual
assessments. The years in which the COVID-19 pandemic
affected Peru could also modify the precision of the estimates
because the form of data collection in the ENDES was modi-
fied to virtual platforms. Furthermore, it is unclear what level
of understanding these adults have regarding the significance
of visual evaluation, their practices for preventing eye health
issues, and their responses when dealing with cataracts.

In conclusion, older adults with cataracts living in rural areas
or outside Lima and having a lower educational level experi-
enced greater disparities in vision assessments. These results
underscore the critical importance of rectifying these dispari-
ties to guarantee appropriate eye care and advocate for tailored
strategies to enhance the equity of vision screening among vul-
nerable populations, like older adults. It is vital to tackle these
discrepancies in accessing eye care services to guarantee that
every older adult, irrespective of their socioeconomic status or
location, has equitable access to vision assessments and treat-
ment.
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TABLES Y FIGURES

Table 1. Sociodemographic characteristics of Peruvian older adults with cataracts according to visual evaluation

Peruvian older adults Older adults with Older adults with
) with cataracts (N=6367) cataracts without visual cataracts and visual P-
Variables - evaluation (N=744) evaluation (N=5623) value
n %* (95%CI) n %* (95%CI) n %™ (95%C])

¢ Sex?

Male 2824 43.76 (41.26246.29) 290  6.57 (5.41-7.96) 2534 93.43 (92.04 - 94.59) 0.496

Female 3543 56.24(53.71a58.74) 454  7.16(6.14-8.35) 3089 92.84(91.65-93.86)
¢Age Group?

65t0 69 yearsold 1457 20.60 (18.87222.44) 177  7.07(5.69-8.75) 1280 92.93 (91.25-94.31)

70to 79 yearsold 2955 42.60(40.12a45.12) 328  6.97(5.84-8.30) 2627 93.03 (91.70 - 94.16) 0.944

80ormoreyears 1955 36.80(34.33239.25) 239  6.74(5.37-8.42) 1716 93.26 (91.58 - 94.63)
¢Educational Level?

Without education 1245 15.15(13.83216.58) 340 18.86(16.04-22.04) 905 81.14 (77.96 - 83.96)

Elementary 3173 4497 (4260a42.37) 352  7.56(6.40-891) 2821 92.44(91.09 - 93.60) <0.001
High School 1115 21.68(19.92a23.54) 39 1.35(0.89-2.05) 1076 98.65(97.95-99.11)
University 832 18.19(16.54a19.97) 12  1.86(0.75-4.55) 820 98.14 (95.45 - 99.25)
¢Wealth Index?

Q5 (poorest) 1815 13.43(1246214.46) 469 25.71(22.84-28.81) 1,346 74.29 (71.19 - 77.16)

Q4 1276 13.86(1249a15.36) 139 10.08 (7.57-13.28) 1137 89.92 (86.72 - 92.43)

Q3 1081 16.75(15.33a18.27) 90  6.09 (4.43-832) 991 93.91 (91.68-95.57) <0.001
Q2 1072 2326 (21.12a225.54) 33 3.17(1.91-521) 1039 96.83 (94.79 - 98.09)

Q1 (richest) 1123 32.71(30.20235.32) 13 091 (0.42-1.97) 1110 99.09 (98.03 - 99.58)

¢ Residence Area?

Rural 2154 15.78 (1476 a16.85) 709  11.2(9.99-12.52) 4450 88.8 (87.48 - 90.01) <0.001
Urban 4213 84.22(93.15295.24) 35  208(1.30-332) 1173 97.92(96.68 -98.70)
¢ Place of Residence?

Others Regions 5159 5291(50.65a55.17) 487 21.99(19.53-24.67) 1667 78.01 (75.33 - 80.47) <0.001
Capital 1208 47.09 (44.83249.35) 257  4.08(3.34-4.98) 3956 95.92(95.02-96.66)

¢ Health Insurance?

No 661  1231(9.97al5.11) 69  591(3.97-871) 592 94.09(9129-96.03) .,
Yes 5705 87.69 (84.89290.03) 675  7.05(6.21-7.98) 5030 92.95(92.02 - 93.79)

¢ Comorbidity?

No 1670 22.36 (20.11a24.79) 309 12.55(10.15-15.43) 1361 87.45(84.57 - 89.85)

Yes 4697 7734 (7521279.89) 435 528 (4.55-6.12) 4262 94.72 (93.88 - 95.45) ~0-001

*Weighted percentage for complex samples
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Table 2. Regression model to assess sociodemographic characteristics of older adults with
cataracts associated with visual evaluation.

Crude Model Adjusted Model
Variables
cPR 95%ClI P-value* aPR 95%ClI P-value*

¢ Sex?

Male REF REF

Female 0.994 0.976-1.012 0.493 0.995 0978 -1.012 0.541
¢Age Group?

65 to 69 years old REF REF

70 to 79 years old 0.997 0977-1.018 0.810 0997 0978 -1.017 0.780

80 or more years 0.996 0.974-1.020 0.762 0.988 0.966-1.011 0.296
¢ Educational Level?

Without education REF REF

Elementary 1.005 0.987-1.023 0.579 1.020 1.000-1.040 0.047

High School 0.942 0.922-0.963 <0.001 0.994 0.971-1.017 0.583

University 0.827 0.794-0.861 <0.001 0906 0.872-0941 <0.001
¢Wealth Index?

Q5 (poorest) REF REF

Q4 0.977 096-0995  0.012 0.985 0.966-1.005 0.132

Q3 0.948 0.927-0968 <0.001 0.969 0.948 -0.991 0.005

Q2 0.907 0.879-0.937 <0.001 0.946 0.914-0.980 0.002

Q1 (richest) 0.750 0.72-0.781 <0.001 0.818 0.772-0.866 <0.001
¢ Residence Area?

Rural REF REF

Urban 0.813 0.786-0.841 <0.001 0.970 0.925-1.017 0.210
¢ Place of Residence?

Others Regions REF REF

Capital 1.103 1.084-1.122 <0.001 1.024 1.008 -1.041  0.004
¢ Health Insurance?

No REF REF

Yes 0.988 0.962-1.014 0370 0989 0.966-1.012 0.335
¢ Comorbidity?

No REF REF

Yes 1.083 1.050-1.118 <0.001 1.040 1.010-1.070  0.008

cPR: Crude Prevalence Ratio, aPR; Prevalence Ratio adjusted for the other variables,

95%ClI: 95% Confidence Interval, REF: Reference for estimating the measure of

association in the other categories.
*P-value estimated using the Poisson regression model
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Figure 1. Inequality concentration index for visual
assessment of older Peruvian adults with cataract
according to comorbidities
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CI: Concentration Index.
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Figure 2. Inequality for visual assessment of older Peruvian adults with cataract according
to socioeconomic conditions
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Figure 3. Annual variation of inequality for visual assessment of older adults with cataract
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Figure 4. Geographical distribution of inequality for visual assessment of older Peruvian adults with cataract
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