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BY HAAKE 3, 2138 A o Sh(HAALLY). HAAGS WA LEE )
A BB 2 Q93,2670 A, F% 1,802 A, o AT 2, 8608
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A, 9 A9 L9138 A, ¢ £ 12808 AL AT, AYnEsle) gud
e QU G, 999, FE 9hE o= W tehied, o B
g Bgol TR FAslel AT L F vk

(Figure 1) Premium Income by Insurance Type: 2003 vs. 2021

(1) Life Insurance (2) General Insurance

(unit: Trillion KRW) (unit: Trillion KRW)

2003 131 106 2003 41 7_5

2021 184 266 2021 45.0 194

Sickness(Disease-Accident-Care) = Lifetime mRetirement ®Qthers Sickness(Disease-Accident) “Auto  ®Retirement ®Others

Source: Korea Insurance Development Institute: Insurance Statistics Service (Insurance Statistics
Monthly Bulletin) .

AYLTE e Fke] HERAIE EE GPAEE o] 83t] A3FHe|
AQ W AP olgul, wEFE, 25, v 5

k=, Jdesds, Auvcke] 49 34 AR 100% EAdez Q)
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(<0
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kY

Garcia-Goémez, 2011; Garcia-Goémez et

al., 2014; Dobkin et al., 2018; Meyer and Mok, 2019; Simonetti et al., 2022).
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o fokAlH] ol ALY WkAAIA HT} Aztai) QledlAlols) s
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2007). oY, AAFACE QIgE &H] vt wiEA] $A A4S udtia =

L AR G ARG 2] g E o] ol av) 7har) HAe)

T itk =
Aed 4= 9)7] wFo]t} (Finkelstein et al., 2013).

HZ TUdAE dHo A7t o said ARE o]&ste] BluA APAQl
AGEAE AT A R Bosta 434 Wi Fall A4 $9714 4
TS ATk A (2018) & AFFTAS A3A X ddew st A
PR A ol FAHERE & Ajst] AATA0] 40~554 TS ALA ¢
woEA] A A5 7o nAle FHA JFgS 2Asth A5 9
(2018) o F&5(2021) & AFSAS 43 A - HE WA o7 Hosta A gl
(coarsened exact matching) F= AT A T o] FAELE S Agsle] 721z}
74 AT 2 A nA = ddFe AT o] - WIQ1A (2022)

e

13) E8d(2018) & 2008-2015 AFEE, AFZ 9(2018) 2 20082016 AFRE, Y&
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(Table 1) Descriptive Statistics of Treatment and Control Groups Before and
After PSM Matching (at TT=-1)

Low-income Household
Full Sample (HH Income 1-2-3 Quartile
Groups)
Control Control
Treatment Treatment
Before After Before After
Age 62.89 | 54.80*** | 62.58 66. 31 58.40*** | 67.01
Male* 0.47 0.48 0. 45 0.51 0.45* 0.55
HH Head" 0.57 0.50** 0.56 0.63 0.53*** | 0.69*
Spouse” 0.84 0.78"* 0.83 0. 81 0. 74** 0. 80
Less than High School” 0.55 0.34*** | 0.53 0.67 0.49*** 0.66
High School Degree® 0.29 0. 35** 0.31 0.25 0.33** 0.26
College Degree” 0.16 0.31** | 0.16 0.08 0.19*** | 0.09
Employed’ 0.55 0.66%** 0.53 0.48 0.58"** 0.51
HH Size 2.90 3.21%** 2.84 2.62 2.96%** 2.50
Insured” 0.62 0.73*** 0.64 0.51 0.63*** 0.50
# Insurance Policies 1.45 L67*** | 1.42 1.05 1. 25%% 0.98
Metro® 0.40 0.43 0.39 0.39 0. 40 0.41
Individual Earnings (log) 3.78 4.88*** | 3.75 3.15 4. 09*** 3. 44
Total HH Income (log) 8.01 8. 24™** 8.01 7.63 7.79%** 7.57
Equalized HH Income (log) 7.53 7.70%** | 7.54 7.20 7.30%** 7.16
# Obs 374 84, 621 2,680 222 39,990 1,433
(# Persons) (374) | (15,017) | (367) (222) (8,605 | (218)

Notes: 1) The table reports the mean value of each variable and # denotes a binary variable.

2) * ¥k ¥k 3k

, , indicates statistical significance at the 10%, 5%, and 1% level,
respectively (HO: mean (0) -mean (1) =0) .

Qe olzolg, AALE U BRAS, FPaSe WS NY
=

A Bk} (Figure 2) #1). R 8H|E o Ad o] & F
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(Figure 2) Changes in Healthcare Utilization and Economic

Status after Cancer Diagnoses
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(Table 2) Impacts of Cancer Diagnoses on Healthcare Utilization by Insurance Status

Treatment: cancer-diagnosed, Control: non cancer-diagnosed

Full Sample Low-income Household
Total Out-of- Tertle.lry Special Total Out-of- Teme.lry Special
Dep. . pocket | Hospital . pocket | Hospital
. Medical . . . |Treatment| Medical . ~ .. [Treatment
Variable Exp Medical | Medical Exp. Exp. Medical | Medical Exp.
’ Exp. Exp. Exp. Exp.
TT-9 0.033 0. 154 0. 342 0. 338 0. 144 0. 223 0. 394 0.582
0.377) | (0.299) | (0.462) | (0.386) | (0.439) | (0.380) | (0.522) | (0.468)
TTO SOLTTH* | 2, 1217%% | 6. 715% | 6. 7T74™** | 2, 844™** | 1. 977*** | 6. 169" ** | 6. 344***
0.377) | (0.315) | (0.670) | (0.726) | (0.454) | (0.367) | (0.768) | (0.814)
TT1 2.228%** 1 1.360™** | 6. 251%** | 3.689"** | 2.209™** | 1. 395*** | 6. 000" ** | 3. 814***
(0.366) | (0.359) | (0.719) | (0.708) | (0.451) | (0.447) | (0.848) | (0.810)
T LA97*** | 0. 749%** | 4, 719"** | 0.904 | 1.366™** | 0.730** | 4.607*** | 0.665
(0.352) | (0.283) | (0.732) | (0.627) | (0.405) | (0.346) | (0.831) | (0.670)
T3 1.198** | 0.578 | 4.735"** | 1.052 1.018* 0.631 [4.552*** | 0.685
(0.511) | (0.352) | (0.953) | (0.705) | (0.579) | (0.413) | (1.015) | (0.750)
T4 0. 818 0.164 | 3.633%** | 0.627 0. 685 0.213 |3.562***| 0.724
(0.545) | (0.464) | (0.968) | (0.660) | (0.598) | (0.537) | (1.067) | (0.766)
TS 1.016% | 0.704* |4.584*** | 0.593 0.968 | 0.874** | 4.534*** | 0.459
(0.583) | (0.364) | (1.106) | (0.794) | (0.614) | (0.431) | (1.226) | (0.915)
Insuredx | 0.457 0.125 -0.645 | -0.340 0. 237 0.446 | -1.303* | -0.567
TT-2 (0.509) | (0.397) | (0.565) | (0.448) | (0.661) | (0.502) | (0.696) | (0.583)
Insuredx | 1.218%* | 0.873** | 1.117 | 1.854** | 1.132* | 0.968* 1.549 | 2.509**
TTO (0.516) | (0.418) | (0.871) | (0.907) | (0.640) | (0.515) | (1.106) | (1.122)
Insuredx | 0.960* 0.673 0. 755 -1.333 0.634 0. 586 1.372 -1. 260
TT1 (0.491) | (0.445) | (0.889) | (0.825) | (0.633) | (0.588) | (1.116) | (1.055)
Insuredx | 0.947* | 0.704* 1. 490 0. 320 0.615 0. 682 1. 367 0. 368
TT2 | (0.490) | (0.387) | (0.929) | (0.748) | (0.612) | (0.508) | (1.158) | (0.875)
Insuredx | 1.203** | 0.815* 1.172 -0.572 0.921 0. 621 1.242 -0. 415
TT3 (0.610) | (0.442) | (1.126) | (0.813) | (0.723) | (0.559) | (1.353) | (0.921)
Insuredx | 1.521** | 1.203** | 1.907* 0. 828 1.170 0. 893 1.721 0. 261
TT4 | (0.653) | (0.536) | (1.156) | (0.852) | (0.722) | (0.651) | (1.421) | (1.045)
Insuredx | 1.117* 0.616 0.711 0. 366 0.776 0. 495 0.399 -0. 041
TT5 | (0.668) | (0.473) | (1.286) | (0.936) | (0.747) | (0.620) | (1.609) | (1.041)
# Obs 4,653 4,653 4,652 4,653 2,627 2,627 2,627 2,627
# Persons| 741 741 741 741 440 440 440 440
R 0. 093 0. 145 0.133 0. 223 0.110 0.171 0.122 0. 224
Notes: 1) *, ** *** indicates statistical significance at the 10%, 5%, and 1% level,

respectively with clustered standard errors in parentheses.

2) All regressions include Insured, Age, Male, HH Head, HH Size, Spouse, College

Degree, Employed, Metro, # Chronic Diseases, Total HH Income, year dummies,

and individual fixed effects.



(Figure 3) Impacts of Cancer Diagnoses on Healthcare Utilization by Insurance Status (1)
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(Figure 4) Impacts of Cancer Diagnoses on Healthcare Utilization by Insurance Status (2)
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(Table 3) Impacts of Cancer Diagnoses on Income and Savings by Insurance Status

Treatment: cancer-diagnosed, Control: non cancer-diagnosed
Individual Earnings
Dependent Total InsiIrI:nce Those HH HH
Variable | HH Income All employed at | Earnings Savings
Income
TT=-1,0
TT- 0. 054 0.117 0. 201 -0.195 0. 060 0. 226
(0.048) (0.127) (0.191) (0.188) (0. 180) (0. 146)
TTO 0. 030 0. 354** -0. 387* -1.800*** -0. 247 0. 084
(0. 068) (0. 169) (0.199) (0. 424) (0.191) (0. 156)
TT1 0.019 0. 147 -0.825*** | -3,155*** -0. 323 0. 145
(0. 050) (0.138) (0. 279) (0.521) (0. 241) (0.163)
T2 0.037 -0. 088 -0.532* -2.149*** -0. 193 0.427**
(0. 060) (0.133) (0.302) (0. 568) (0. 320) (0.209)
™S 0.012 -0. 217 -0. 539 -2.093*** 0. 022 0.588***
(0.073) (0.137) (0. 359) (0. 608) (0.353) (0. 215)
T4 0. 042 0. 159 -0. 424 -2.130*** -0. 091 0.518**
(0.095) (0. 260) (0. 408) (0.619) (0. 483) (0. 252)
TS 0. 160 0. 044 -0. 538 -2.596*** -0. 005 0.687**
(0.098) (0. 248) (0. 465) (0. 680) (0. 485) (0. 307)
Insuredx -0. 085 0. 574** -0.520** 0. 089 -0. 256 -0. 375*
TT-2 (0.054) (0. 233) (0. 260 (0. 226) (0. 224) (0. 204)
Insuredx 0.192** 2.938%** -0. 603** 0.211 0.014 -0. 418**
TTO (0.076) (0.317) (0. 263) (0. 488) (0. 214) (0. 205)
Insuredx -0. 020 0.579** -0. 462 0. 810 0. 154 -0. 368*
TT1 (0.057) (0. 269) (0. 354) (0. 605) (0.272) (0.217)
Insuredx -0.131* 0. 366 -0. 530 0. 096 0. 037 -0.763***
TT2 (0. 069) (0. 254) (0. 370) (0. 635) (0. 348) (0. 262)
Insuredx -0.076 0.176 -0.591 -0. 296 -0. 274 -0.699***
TT3 (0.082) (0. 262) (0. 435) (0.707) (0. 404) (0. 266)
Insuredx -0. 154 -0. 065 -0.579 0.014 -0. 321 -0. 838***
TT4 (0.107) (0. 348) (0. 477) (0.729) (0.537) (0. 310)
Insuredx -0. 160 -0. 263 -0. 471 0. 338 -0. 186 -0.715*
TT5 (0.118) (0. 344) (0. 546) (0. 824) (0.563) (0. 368)
# Obs 4,653 4,653 4,653 1,770 4,653 4,653
# Persons 741 741 741 301 741 741
R’ 0.075 0. 144 0. 207 0. 180 0. 362 0.421
Notes: 1) ¥, ** *** indicates statistical significance at the 10%, 5%, and 1% level,

respectively with clustered standard errors in parentheses.

2) All regressions include Insured, Age, Male, HH Head, HH Size, Spouse, College
Degree, Employed (excluded in the regression where the dependent variable is
Individual Earnings), Metro, # Chronic Diseases, year dummies, and individual fixed
effects. The regression where the dependent variable is HH Savings includes Total

HH Income.
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(Table 4) Impacts of Cancer Diagnoses on Income and Savings by Insurance Status:
Low-income Household

Treatment: cancer-diagnosed, Control: non cancer-diagnosed
HH Individual Earnings
Dependent Total Insurance Those HH HH
Variable | HH Income All employed at| Earnings Savings
Income
TT=-1,0
TT- 0.017 0. 052 0. 044 -0. 325 0.014 0.076
(0.051) (0. 130) (0. 207) (0. 260) (0.187) (0.152)
TTO 0.021 0.118 -0. 008 -1.155%** -0.033 0.197
(0.076) (0.149) (0.193) (0.421) (0.213) (0. 150)
TT1 -0. 012 0. 240 -0.597** | -3.266** -0. 168 0.293*
(0. 055) (0.171) (0.303) (0. 580) (0.293) (0. 159)
T2 0.013 -0. 167 -0. 186 -2.321%** 0. 161 0.471**
(0. 065) (0. 140) (0. 350) (0.618) (0.392) (0.186)
T -0. 021 -0. 254 -0. 086 2. 217*** 0.510 0.672%**
(0.082) (0. 160 (0. 410) (0. 666) (0. 439) (0.213)
TT4 0. 042 0.172 0.109 -2, 248%** 0. 538 0.472*
(0. 100) (0. 294) (0. 475) (0.671) (0.572) (0. 247)
TS 0. 140 0. 149 -0. 031 -2, 957%** 0. 520 0. 609**
’ (0.109) (0. 269) (0.553) (0.737) (0.571) (0. 280)
Insuredx -0.157** -0.519** -0.608* 0.132 -0.581* -0.567**
TT-2 (0. 066) (0. 254) (0. 324) (0.317) (0. 306) (0. 264)
Insuredx 0.204** 2.911%%* | -1.190*** -0. 806 -0. 446 -0.478*
TTO (0.094) (0. 394) (0. 310) (0.572) (0. 285) (0.252)
Insuredx 0.010 0. 441 -0. 749* 0. 354 -0. 130 -0.605**
TT1 (0.075) (0. 377) (0. 448) (0.752) (0. 375) (0. 282)
Insuredx -0.119 0. 390 -0. 659 0.179 -0. 206 -1, 013%**
TT2 (0.082) (0.327) (0. 449) (0.729) (0. 448) (0. 304)
Insuredx -0. 060 -0.019 -0. 739 -0. 342 -0. 643 -0. 812***
TT3 (0.094) (0. 281) (0.537) (0. 848) (0.531) (0.312)
Insuredx -0.176 -0. 480 -0.916* 0.168 -0. 845 -0.798**
TT4 (0.119) (0. 387) (0.553) (0. 849) (0. 637) (0.352)
Insuredx -0. 174 -0. 402 -0. 318 1.323 -0. 374 -0.896**
TTS (0.139) (0. 400) (0. 644) (0. 940) (0.699) (0.417)
# Obs 2,627 2,627 2,627 987 2,627 2,627
# Persons 440 440 440 166 440 440
R’ 0.051 0.118 0. 223 0. 209 0.417 0. 244

Notes: 1) *, ** *** indicates statistical significance at the 10%, 5%, and 1% level,
respectively with clustered standard errors in parentheses.

2) All regressions include Insured, Age, Male, HH Head, HH Size, Spouse, College
Degree, Employed (excluded in the regression where the dependent variable is
Individual Earnings), Metro, # Chronic Diseases, year dummies, and individual fixed
effects. The regression where the dependent variable is HH Savings includes Total
HH Income.
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(Figure b) Impacts of Cancer Diagnoses on Income & Savings by Insurance Status
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, 2018, pp.31-62.

3

1, A414E, Al
Effects of Health Shocks on Employment and

] AejEA, 2022,

(Translated in English) National Health Insurance Corporation, 2021 Survey on Healthcare

Expenses for National Health Insurance Patients, 2022.

“«

(Translated in English) Kwon, Junghyun,
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(Table A1) Variable Definitions

Variable

Definition

2009~2011, 5-digit Code: 12000-12301

Cancer 2012~2018, KCD6 Code: C00-C97, D00-D09 (except some positive
brain neoplasms (D32-D33) and borderline tumors (D37-D48))
Total HH Income (log) %il(r)nogg 121;1{%1 household labor income and asset income
HH Insurance Income Annual household private insurance income (10, 000 adjusted
(log) KRW) using CPI
Individual Earnings (log) |Annual individual earned income (10,000 KRW) (2018
HH Earnings (log) Annual household earned income (10, 000 KRW) =100)
. Household average monthly savings amount (10, 000
HH Savings (log) ,
KRW)
. Total medical expenses for outpatient and inpatient
Total Medical Exp. (log) weatment. (KRW) adiusted
Sum of legal copayments for public health insurance, using the
Out-of-pocket Medical |non-covered medical expenses by public health medical
Exp. (log) insurance, and prescription drug expenses for outpatient : service
and inpatient services (KRW) price
Tertiary Hospital Medical [ Medical expenses for outpatient and inpatient treatment at —index
Exp. (log) a tertiary hospital (KRW) (2018
Special Treatment Exp. |Physician surcharges for special inpatient treatment =100)
(log) (KRW)

Years since cancer diagnosis including the period from 2 years

TT before cancer diagnosis up to 5 years after cancer diagnosis
(reference category: TT=-1)
For cancer patients, 1 if they have private health insurance from at
least one year before cancer diagnosis (TT=-1) to the year of
Insured

diagnosis (TT=0), and 0 otherwise. For non-cancer patients, 1 if
they have private health insurance at TT=-1, and 0 otherwise

Insurance Type dummies

Insurance status or type falls into following 3 dummies: Uninsured,
Insured 1, Insured 2. Each dummy is coded 0 or 1

Age Individual's age (years)

Male Coded 0 or 1: 1 indicates that a person is a male

HH Head Coded 0 or 1: 1 indicates that a person is a household head
HH Size Number of household members

Spouse Coded 0 or 1: 1 indicates that a person has a spouse
College Degree Coded 0 or 1: 1 indicates that a person has a collage degree
Employed Coded 0 or 1: 1 indicates that a person is employed

Equalized HH Income

Annual household income divided by the square root of the
number of household members (10,000 KRW)

Metro

Coded 0 or 1: 1 indicates that a person resides in Seoul, Pusan,
Daegu, Incheon, Gwangju, Daejeon, or Ulsan

# Chronic Diseases

Number of Chronic Diseases
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(Table A2) Impacts of Cancer Diagnoses by Insurance Status and Type

Treatment: cancer-diagnosed, Control: non cancer-diagnosed

Insurance Uninsured vs. Cancer-specific Insurance| Uninsured vs. Fixed Benefit Insurance

Tvoe (Insured 1) vs. Other Only (Insured 1) vs. Other
P Insurance (Insured 2) Insurance (Insured 2)
Total Total HH .. Total Total HH ..
,Df.}p' Medical HH  |Insurance Indlx{dual Medical HH |Insurance Indl\,{dual
Variable Earnings Earnings
Exp. Income | Income Exp. Income | Income

Insured 1x | 0.110 | -0.062 | -0.491 | -0.399 | 0.212 | -0.068 | -0.304 | -0.400
TT-2 (0.627) | (0.058) | (0.312) | (0.318) | (0.536) | (0.061) | (0.253) | (0.289)
Insured 2x | 0.786 | -0.105* |-0.627**|-0.643**| 0.880 | -0.108* |-0.962** | -0.702*
TT-2 (0.607) | (0.063) | (0.296) | (0.313) | (0.749) | (0.060) | (0.380) | (0.360)
Insured 1x | 1.138% |0.297***|3.782***| -0.430 | 0.541 | 0.159** |2.703*** | -0.673**
TTO (0.643) | (0.084) | (0.431) | (0.327) | (0.534) | (0.079) | (0.364) | (0.296)
Insured 2x | 1.286** | 0.101 |2.208***|-0.754** | 2. 322%** | 0. 246*** | 3. 322*** | -0.491
TTO (0.606) | (0.080) | (0.392) | (0.305) | (0.767) | (0.088) | (0.497) | (0.344)
Insured 1x | 0.973 | -0.043 | 0.684* | -0.640 | 0.464 | -0.014 | 0.516 | -0.229
TT1 (0.628) | (0.064) | (0.379) | (0.428) | (0.518) | (0.063) | (0.339) | (0.395)
Insured 2x | 0.956% | -0.003 | 0.480 | -0.320 | 1.786** | -0.029 | 0.682* | -0.849*
TT1 (0.568) | (0.065) | (0.338) | (0.415) | (0.725) | (0.066) | (0.370) | (0.459)
Insured 1x | 0.788 | -0.131* | 0.118 | -0.754 | 0.417 | -0.107 | 0.155 | -0.435
TT2 (0.639) | (0.075) | (0.342) | (0.483) | (0.524) | (0.071) | (0.276) | (0.409)
Insured 2x | 1.074% | -0.134* | 0.548* | -0.352 | 1.837** | -0.171* | 0.741* | -0.669
TT?2 (0.582) | (0.080) | (0.329) | (0.403) | (0.749) | (0.091) | (0.443) | (0.487)
Insured 1x | 0.938 | -0.103 | 0.233 | -1.002* | 0.682 | -0.125 | 0.173 | -0.751
TT3 0.744) | (0.092) | (0.382) | (0.566) | (0.640) | (0.087) | (0.307) | (0.488)
Insured 2x | 1.405%* | -0.059 | 0.101 | -0.286 | 2.070** | 0.014 | 0.188 | -0.277
TT3 (0.685) | (0.091) | (0.326) | (0.469) | (0.834) | (0.099) | (0.424) | (0.542)
Insured 1x | 1.242 | -0.234* | 0.228 | -0.459 | 1.157* | -0.172 | -0.056 | -0.759
TT4 (0.892) | (0.123) | (0.479) | (0.576) | (0.662) | (0.114) | (0.402) | (0.546)
Insured 2x | 1.732** | -0.096 | -0.321 | -0.677 | 2.115** | -0.119 | -0.065 | -0.259
TT4 (0.688) | (0.116) | (0.388) | (0.536) | (0.983) | (0.127) | (0.461) | (0.544)
Insured 1x | 0.965 | -0.231 | -0.221 | -0.246 | 0.708 |-0.270**| -0.114 | -0.688
TT5 (0.857) | (0.145) | (0.445) | (0.657) | (0.691) | (0.128) | (0.389) | (0.632)
Insured 2x | 1.233* | -0.106 | -0.315 | -0.673 | 1.752* | 0.057 | -0.565 | -0.012
TT5 (0.723) | (0.133) | (0.414) | (0.618) | (0.962) | (0.151) | (0.476) | (0.584)
# Obs 4,653 | 4,653 | 4,653 | 4,653 | 4,653 | 4,653 | 4,653 | 4,653
# Persons | 741 741 741 741 741 741 741 741
R’ 0.093 | 0.074 | 0.149 | 0.203 | 0.093 | 0.099 | 0.152 | 0.231

Notes: 1) *, **, *** indicates statistical significance at the 10%, 5%, and 1% level,
respectively with clustered standard errors in parentheses.
2) All regressions include TT dummies (reference category: TT=-1), Insurance Type
dummies (reference category: Uninsured) Age, Male, HH Head, HH Size, Spouse,
College Degree, Employed (excluded in the regression where the dependent variable
is Individual Earnings), Metro, # Chronic Diseases, year dummies, and individual
fixed effects. The regression where the dependent variable is Total Medical Exp.
includes Total HH Income.




(Figure A1) Impacts of Cancer Diagnoses by Insurance Status and Type (1)
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(Figure A2) Impacts of Cancer Diagnoses by Insurance Status and Type (2)
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(Figure A3) Impacts of Cancer Diagnoses by Insurance Status: Low-income HH (1)
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(Figure A4) Impacts of Cancer Diagnoses by Insurance Status: Low-Income HH (2)
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The Effects of Cancer Diagnoses on Medical
Utilization and Income: The Role of Private

Health Insurance*

Yunah Song™*

Abstract

Due to limited social protection, individuals in South Korea tend to purchase
private health insurance which covers income loss as well as medical
expenditures from health shock. This paper examines how the effects of cancer
diagnoses on medical utilization, earnings, and household income vary with
insurance status, using panel event study approach and data from Korea Health
Panel from 2009 to 2018. We find that the increase in medical utilization
following a cancer diagnosis is larger and more persistent for the insured, with
smaller heterogeneous effects by insurance status for lower-income households.
In addition, the insured experience larger decreases in earnings relative to the
uninsured and temporary increases in household income with insurance
payments but not among the uninsured.
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