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The Institute for Clinical Evaluative Sciences (ICES) is an independent, non-profit organization that produces 
knowledge to enhance the effectiveness of health care for Ontarians. Internationally recognized for its innovative use 
of population-based health information, ICES’ evidence supports health policy development and guides changes to 
the organization and delivery of health care services.

Key to our work is our ability to link population-based health information, at the patient-level, in a way that ensures 
the privacy and confidentiality of personal health information. Linked databases reflecting 12 million of 30 million 
Canadians allow us to follow patient populations through diagnosis and treatment, and to evaluate outcomes. 

ICES brings together the best and the brightest talent under one roof. Many of our scientists are not only 
internationally recognized leaders in their fields, but are also practicing clinicians who understand the grassroots 
of health care delivery, making the knowledge produced at ICES clinically-focused and useful in changing 
practice. Other team members have statistical training, epidemiological backgrounds, project management or 
communications expertise. The variety of skill sets and educational backgrounds ensures a multi-disciplinary 
approach to issues and creates a real-world mosaic of perspectives that is vital to shaping Ontario’s future health 
care system.

ICES receives core funding from the Ontario Ministry of Health and Long-Term Care. In addition, our faculty and 
staff compete for peer-reviewed grants from federal funding agencies, such as the Canadian Institutes of Health 
Research, and project-specific funds are received from provincial and national organizations. These combined 
sources enable ICES to have a large number of projects underway, covering a broad range of topics. The knowledge 
that arises from these efforts is always produced independent of our funding bodies, which is critical to our success 
as Ontario’s objective, credible source of Evidence Guiding Health Care.

About the Population Health Improvement Research Network

The Population Health Improvement Research Network (PHIRN) is a province-wide network linking population health 
researchers and community partners in order to improve the health of Ontarians and the sustainability of the health care 
system. It contains two research programs: Patterns and Pathways of Inequities; and Population Health Interventions.

PHIRN was created with funds from the Ontario Ministry of Health and Long-Term Care to support high-quality 
applied population health research that addresses complex issues affecting health and health equity using a 
collaborative approach; and to promote the production and dissemination of new knowledge, best practices and 
policies. In pursuit of this, PHIRN has identified the following goals:

�Undertake more and better health research in Ontario/with an Ontario focus to help leverage funds from other sources•	

�Enhance research capacity (production and user enhancement) in population health research in the province •	

�Inform policy and practice related to population health in the province with the ultimate goal of improving •	
overall health and health equity 
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Executive Summary

Background

Estimating a population’s baseline risk of disease is a cornerstone of modern health planning. This report estimates 
Canadians’ future risk of developing diabetes based, for the first time, on current levels of obesity and other diabetes 
risk factors in the population.

Study

The baseline risk of developing diabetes in the Canadian population was estimated using information about diabetes 
risk factors collected in the 2007 Canadian Community Health Survey (CCHS cycle 4.1). The baseline risk was then 
used to estimate:

how many people will be newly diagnosed with diabetes in the following 10 years;•	

which populations will bear the greatest number of new cases;•	

the potential benefit of different preventive strategies; and,•	

the contribution of different risk factors to future trends in diabetes cases.•	

Findings were generated using the newly created Diabetes Population Risk Tool (DPoRT). The DPoRT was 
specifically designed, validated and calibrated for population health planning by integrating Canada’s population 
health surveys with diabetes databases in Ontario and Manitoba.

Findings

�Between 2007 and 2017, 1.9 million Canadians are predicted to develop diabetes. This means that about nine •	
out of every 100 Canadians are predicted to be newly diagnosed with diabetes during the 10-year period. 

�In 2007, the 10-year risk of diabetes was lowest in Québec, British Columbia and Canada's urban regions. •	
Individuals who are obese have the highest individual diabetes risk, but Canadians who are overweight bear 
the greatest population risk. 

�In total, 712,000 cases are predicted to develop in people who are •	 overweight, defined as a Body Mass Index 
(BMI) of 25–30, compared to 247,000 cases for people who are very obese (BMI>35). 

�Two case studies are presented which illustrate how the DPoRT can be used for health planning:•	

�The first case study examines the number of cases of diabetes that could be prevented in Ontario using --
either: a population strategy that uniformly reduces the entire population’s weight by a small amount; or, 
a high-risk strategy that targets individuals with preventive therapy—either pharmacotherapy (such as 
metformin) or lifestyle counselling. We show that, because population risk is moderately diffused throughout 
the population, both strategies should be further assessed for preventing diabetes in Ontario. 

��The second case study demonstrates analyses to support local diabetes planning, by estimating the --
diabetes risk for the Ottawa region, and identifying people who bear the greatest population risk. 

Recommendations

�Health planners can use population baseline risk of developing diabetes (estimated using multivariate risk tools) •	
to predict how many people will newly develop diabetes, determine who to target for prevention, and estimate 
the potential benefit of different prevention strategies.

�Population baseline risk can then be combined with other information to gauge the feasibility, resource •	
implications and real-life preventive benefit of prevention strategies.
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Introduction

Background

Diabetes has been described as one of the most important threats to the health of people in developed countries,1 
but there are no estimates of Canada’s future diabetes burden that explicitly consider obesity and other diabetes 
risk factors. In many scientific disciplines, studies that predict, project or forecast what will happen in the future have 
contributed to our understanding of evolving issues and the value of strategies to modify the likely course of events. 
Similarly, calculating how many people can be expected to develop diabetes will help us refine our picture of the 
diabetes “epidemic” and determine the best prevention strategy. 

The natural course of developing diabetes is well-known, so predicting who will develop diabetes is largely 
straightforward. Obesity is by far the most important risk factor for diabetes.2 By knowing how many people are 
obese today, we can reliably and accurately predict how many people will develop diabetes tomorrow. Prediction will 
be even more discriminating and accurate (see glossary of terms) if other risk factors—such as age, sex, ethnicity 
and physical activity—are considered using multiple risk algorithms.3,4 

More vitally, the impact of strategies to prevent or delay diabetes can be estimated once we know who is likely to 
develop the disease. If risk is concentrated in a small group of high-risk people, then diabetes can be effectively 
reduced through a “high-risk” strategy that identifies appropriate people and offers them cost-effective preventive 
therapy. On the other hand, if risk is diffused throughout a population, then a large number of people must be 
targeted with a “population” prevention strategy.5 Advocates of this approach argue that the dramatic rise in 
diabetes is a consequence of an “obesigenic” society, and that reducing obesity is only possible by correcting its 
underlying causes—such as the availability of inexpensive, energy-dense food and a sedentary lifestyle dependent 
on automobiles and other modern conveniences.6,7 Critics point to the challenges of implementing broad-
based interventions and a lack of population-based intervention studies demonstrating a reduction in obesity in 
populations.8 Still others rebut that leading jurisdictions do not necessarily wait for conclusive scientific evidence and 
are often the first to implement innovative new policy and population-based interventions.9

About this report

Previous methods of estimating the future burden of diabetes extend past trends of the number of diagnosed 
cases.1,10,11 These simple extrapolations will be inaccurate if there are changes to the underlying conditions in 
Canada that lead to diabetes. A more informative approach is to estimate future risk of diabetes using population 
data on risk factors such as obesity. For the first time, this report calculates how many people will develop diabetes 
in Canada over a 10-year period (2007–2017) based on information about Canadians’ risk factors.

In this report, we estimate diabetes risk for 101,807 Canadians who anonymously reported their height, weight and 
other relevant risk factors in the 2007 Canadian Community Health Survey (CCHS cycle 4.1). Stripped of personal 
identifiers, this information was used to calculate each survey respondent’s 10-year risk of being diagnosed with 
diabetes, using a multivariate predictive risk tool called the Diabetes Population Risk Tool (DPoRT).12,13 We previously 
developed the DPoRT specifically to estimate Canadians’ baseline risk of developing diabetes.

When we are able to consider information about what leads to disease, not only will predictive estimates be more 
accurate, they will also give us greater insight into who is at risk. With that knowledge, we can appreciate more clearly 
the potential benefit of various prevention strategies. Calculating baseline risk is a cornerstone of population health 
planning because it reveals which groups of people will contribute to the greatest number of new cases of a disease 
or condition (Exhibit 1). Effective prevention at the population level can then be planned by identifying the groups who 
bear a large proportion of population risk and targeting them with effective programs and policies (Exhibit 2).
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Specific objectives

The specific objectives of this report are to:

�Predict how many Canadians will develop diabetes between 2007 and 2017. New cases of diabetes were also 1.	
estimated for provinces, different levels of socioeconomic position, and various body weight and age groups.

Predict diabetes risk for 121 health regions across Canada.2.	

Demonstrate how diabetes risk can support health planning using two case studies to:3.	

�examine the potential number of new diabetes cases that would be prevented in Ontario under different --
provincial strategies (Case Study 1); and,

�describe the characteristics of various populations in the Ottawa region at risk of developing diabetes (Case Study 2).--
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Exhibit 1  Estimating how many people will be diagnosed with diabetes in the future

Target
population

size
X =

Total population

People at high risk 
of developing
diabetes

Diabetes
risk

New cases
of diabetes

• �The number of new cases of diabetes was calculated by multiplying the target population size by the average 
baseline risk of developing diabetes in the future (10 years in this report).  

• �People who are at high individual risk often do not contribute to a large percentage of the total number of 
new cases because they comprise a small percentage of the total population.
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Exhibit 2  Estimating the preventive impact of population and high-risk strategies

Target
population X =

Population
strategy

High-risk
strategy

Large number 
of estimated new cases

Smaller number 
of estimated new cases

Individual
benefit

Cases
prevented

• �The number of cases of diabetes that can be prevented is related to the size of the target population (the 
number of people who are targeted with a health intervention or policy) and the individual benefit of the 
intervention/policy. Population strategies—such as modifying Ontario’s food supply to be less energy dense, 
or improving neighbourhoods to be more “walkable”—target entire populations to reduce risk for developing 
diabetes but will have a small preventive benefit for each individual.  

• �High-risk strategies—such as preventive medications for appropriate individuals—target smaller populations 
of people at high risk but will have a large preventive benefit for each individual.

• �The population benefit of either a population or high-risk strategy is the combination of target population size 
and individual benefit.
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Methods

Data sources

Diabetes risk factors were examined using the 2007 Canadian Community Health Survey (CCHS cycle 4.1), a 
population-based survey that collected self-reported height, weight and information about other diabetes risk 
factors. The 2007 CCHS had 131,061 respondents (response rate 76%) who resided in private dwellings in all 
provinces and territories, with the exception of individuals living on First Nations reserves, institutional residents, 
full-time members of the Canadian Forces, and residents of certain remote regions. The survey used a multistage 
stratified cluster design. The estimates reflect the Canadian community-dwelling population aged 12 and older (98% 
of the total population of this age), after adjustment for the study design using survey weights.

Estimating 10-year diabetes risk

Each survey respondent’s 10-year diabetes risk was estimated using the Diabetes Population Risk Tool (DPoRT).12,13 
The DPoRT was specifically designed, validated and calibrated to provide accurate and discriminating risk prediction for 
respondents in the CCHS and National Population Health Survey (NPHS). These processes are described in Appendix A.

Briefly, the DPoRT was created by individually linking respondents aged 20 and older in the Ontario sample of the 
1996/97 NPHS to a chart-validated registry of physician-diagnosed diabetes, the Ontario Diabetes Database (ODD).  
The ODD is a subset of the National Diabetes Surveillance System and the Canadian Chronic Disease Surveillance System.

Each survey respondent without diabetes at his/her interview date was assessed for risk of developing physician-
diagnosed diabetes during the subsequent 10 years. The time to physician-diagnosed diabetes was modelled using 
a Weibull accelerated failure time model. To ensure the DPoRT could be applied in different populations, preference 
was given to variables that were: based on established evidence, easily captured using survey data, captured the 
same way across surveys, and unlikely to be subject to serious self-reporting error (such as alcohol and dietary 
habits). The DPoRT was then validated to separately-linked NPHS and CCHS surveys in Ontario and Manitoba.

Estimating the number of new diabetes cases

Each respondent’s 10-year risk of developing diabetes was estimated. A 10-year risk close to zero represents  
a small risk, and 10-year risk levels above 30%—representing a 30% likelihood of being diagnosed with diabetes— 
are generally considered very high. Next, respondents’ individual 10-year risk of developing physician-diagnosed 
diabetes were summed to create population estimates. The number of new cases of diabetes in Canada was 
estimated by multiplying the number of Canadians who do not have diabetes by the average baseline risk (Equation 1). 
Similarly, the number of new cases for subgroups was the weighted sum of diabetes risk for that subgroup.

Equation 1

Predicted number of new diabetes cases = population size X average baseline risk
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Estimating the benefit of different preventive strategies—Case Study 1

As provinces assess how to effectively prevent diabetes, two strategies are generally proposed, including:

Population health strategy1.	 —lowering people’s Body Mass Index (BMI)* in the entire population. Examples of 
this strategy include: improving how neighbourhoods are built to allow people to walk, rather than drive, for their 
daily activities; and changing our food supply to make less energy-dense food more readily available. This type 
of strategy does not aim for a large reduction in BMI, but rather targets an entire population with the expectation 
that a small BMI reduction for each person will add up to an important preventive benefit for the population. 
 
In Case Study 1, we examined the preventive benefit of this strategy by modelling a lowering of BMI in the entire 
Ontario population. 

Individual prevention (high baseline risk) strategy2.	 —treating individuals who have an increased risk of 
developing diabetes with preventive interventions.  
 
In Case Study 1, we examined the preventive benefit of this strategy by modelling the use of two different 
interventions: either a) pharmacotherapy or b) lifestyle counselling.

Using Equation 2, we estimated the potential benefit of the two different strategies for preventing diabetes in Ontario.

Equation 2

Population health benefit = target population size X average baseline risk X relative benefit of the intervention 
or policy X intervention coverage

Exhibit 3 shows how we compared the scope of the intervention required for each strategy to be equally effective 
in preventing diabetes and describes the steps to estimate the population health benefit of each strategy. For 
the population health strategy, we defined scope as incremental reductions of BMI in the entire population. 
For the individual prevention strategy, we examined incrementally larger numbers of people adherent to either 
pharmacotherapy or lifestyle counselling, starting with people at highest risk. The primary scenario was the strategy 
scope required to have prevented 10% of new diabetes cases between 2007 and 2012 (a 2% decrease in new 
diabetes cases each year for five years).

* Calculated from self-reported weight and height (kg/m2)
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Exhibit 3  Estimating the strategy scope needed to reduce new diabetes cases by 10% over five years  
(2007–2012), in Ontario

 

2007 Canadian Community Health Survey (CCHS cycle 4.1), respondents 
aged 20 and older who did not report having diabetes and included 

in this study (n=100,173)

High baseline risk 
versus population 

strategy

Who is treated?*

What is the
 intervention?

Scope of the strategy

Number of
 diabetes cases 

prevented/delayed

Strategy scope required 
to reach equivalent 

effectiveness

Estimate five-year risk of 
developing diabetes using the 
Diabetes Population Risk Tool 

High baseline risk strategy

People at high baseline risk 
for developing diabetes

Pharmacotherapy or lifestyle counselling

Apply a hazard ratio: 0.70 
for pharmacotherapy; 0.51 
for lifestyle counselling**

Treatment coverage required 
to achieve effectiveness equal 

to the population strategy

Incrementally increase the number of people 
covered or adherent to the intervention, 

starting with the highest risk people

Population strategy

The entire population

Who is screened?
Entire population age 20+ 

without diabetes Not applicable

BMI reduction

Recalculate diabetes risk 
with lower BMI value

BMI reduction required to achieve 
effectiveness equal to the high 

baseline risk strategy

Incrementally reduce BMI, 
assuming the same reduction 

for everyone

* The primary scenario was the strategy scope required to prevent diabetes by 10% between 2007 and 2012.
** Gillies CL, et al.14
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Using baseline risk estimates for regional planning—Case Study 2

The methods employed in this report can be used by provincial and regional health planners across Canada who 
have access to the CCHS public use files. The SAS programming code for the DPoRT tool that was used to estimate 
survey respondents’ 5- or 10-year risk of diagnosed diabetes can be obtained directly from this report's authors. 
Health planners can use the code to estimate diabetes risk and the predicted number of new cases of diabetes for 
subgroups of CCHS respondents (i.e., specific populations within their health region). Diabetes risk can be calculated 
for different versions of the CCHS, including future CCHS surveys. 

For Case Study 2, we estimated the 10-year diabetes risk using the DPoRT for the Ottawa region of Ontario (City of 
Ottawa Health Unit) by selecting only the CCHS 4.1 respondents from that region. The total number of new diabetes 
cases was the weighted sum of respondents’ individual risk. The number of new diabetes cases in the region is 
presented by grouping respondents based on their predicted diabetes risk.



How many Canadians will be diagnosed with diabetes between 2007 and 2017?—Assessing population risk
Findings

Institute for Clinical Evaluative Sciences	 9
June 2010

Findings

Exhibit 4  Canadian population without diabetes aged 20 years and older, by age group, ethnicity, Body Mass 
Index (BMI), immigration status, education and income group, 2007

Males Females Overall
Sample 

size*
Represented 

population¥ 

(x1,000)

Sample 
size*

Represented 
population¥ 

(x1,000)

Sample 
size*

Represented 
population¥ 

(x1,000)

Total Canadian population 
without diabetes 43,556 10,317 (100%) 56,617 11,297 (100%) 100,173 21,610 (100%)

Age group (years)       

20–44 18,661 	 5,295	 (51%) 21,940 	 5,409	 (48%) 40,601 	 10,710	 (50%)

45–64 16,243 	 3,704	 (36%) 20,446 	 4,037	 (36%) 36,689 	 7,741	 (36%)

65+ 8,652 	 1,317	 (13%) 14,231 	 1,849	 (16%) 22,883 	 3,167	 (15%)

Ethnicity  	 	 	 	 	

White 38,136 	 8,384	 (81%) 49,908 	 9,187	 (81%) 88,044 	 17,570	 (81%)

Visible minority 5,420 	 1,932	 (19%) 6,709 	 2,110	 (19%) 12,129 	 4,042	 (19%)

Body Mass Index (BMI)        

< 23 7,967 	 2,047	 (20%) 18,699 	 4,256	 (38%) 26,666 	 6,304	 (29%)

23–24.9 8,875 	 2,254	 (22%) 9,262 	 1,856	 (18%) 18,137 	 4,110	 (20%)

25–29.9 18,323 	 4,270	 (41%) 15,683 	 2,897	 (27%) 34,006 	 7,168	 (34%)

30–34.9 6,435 	 1,340	 (13%) 6,238 	 1,054	 (10%) 12,673 	 2,394	 (11%)

35+ 1,956 	 404	 (4%) 3,074 	 493	 (5%) 5,030 	 898	 (4%)

BMI Missing  – – 3,661 	 738	 (7%) 3,661 	 738	 (4%)

Immigration status       

Born in Canada 36,899 	 7,899	 (77%) 48,281 	 8,629	 (76%) 85,180 	 16,530	 (77%)

Immigrant 6,448 	 2,375	 (23%) 8,336 	 2,667	 (24%) 14,784 	 5,042	 (23%)

Education       

< Secondary 8,251 	 1,422	 (14%) 10,868 	 1,653	 (15%) 19,119 	 3,076	 (14%)

Secondary graduate 6,813 	 1,626	 (16%) 9,496 	 1,875	 (17%) 16,309 	 3,501	 (16%)

Some post-secondary 3,168 	 847	 (8%) 3,942 	 900	 (8%) 7,110 	 1,747	 (8%)

Post-secondary graduate 25,324 	 6,420	 (62%) 32,311 	 6,868	 (61%) 57,635 	 13,290	 (61%)

Income Group       

Lowest 5,845 	 1,380	 (13%) 11,420 	 2,099	 (19%) 17,265 	 3,479	 (16%)

Low–middle 6,931 	 1,708	 (17%) 10,042 	 2,023	 (18%) 16,973 	 3,732	 (17%)

Middle 7,600 	 1,839	 (18%) 9,005 	 1,933	 (17%) 16,605 	 3,772	 (17%)

Middle–high 8,451 	 2,097	 (20%) 8,650 	 1,905	 (17%) 17,101 	 4,003	 (19%)

Highest 9,416 	 2,233	 (22%) 8,220 	 1,739	 (15%) 17,636 	 3,972	 (18%)

Missing income 5,313 	 1,057	 (10%) 9,280 	 1,597	 (14%) 14,593 	 2,654	 (12%)

*	 Data source: 2007 Canadian Community Health Survey (CCHS cycle 4.1), sample size reflects the number of respondents without diabetes.
¥	�Population estimated using the CCHS sampling weights.

Findings

• �There were 21.6 million Canadian adults aged 20 and older who did not have diabetes in 2007. In a sense, all of these 21.6 million 
people were “at risk” of developing diabetes over the next year. Some had a very small baseline risk (<1 %) because they had few 
risk factors for developing diabetes, whereas others had a large risk (>30%). 



How many Canadians will be diagnosed with diabetes between 2007 and 2017?—Assessing population risk
Findings

Institute for Clinical Evaluative Sciences	 10
June 2010

Exhibit 5  Calculating 10-year diabetes risk using the Diabetes Population Risk Tool (DPoRT)—two hypothetical profiles

Profile 1: Female, 33 years old, BMI=22 kg/m2, no hypertension, white, not immigrant, post-secondary 
education. Ten-year risk of being diagnosed with diabetes using the Diabetes Population Risk Tool is 1.2%.

Profile 2: Male, 55 years old, BMI=38 kg/m2, hypertensive, white, does not have heart disease, smoker, less then 
secondary school education. Ten-year risk of being diagnosed with diabetes using the Diabetes Population 
Risk Tool is 44%.

Calculations for Profile 1

µ= 10.537 - 0.305 (Hypertension (no) - 0.164) - 0.404 (Ethnicity (white) - 0.189) 

- 0.255 (Immigrant (no) - 0.236) + 0.203 (Education (Post-secondary) - 0.686) 

- 0.490 (Age<45 BMI 23–25 (no) - 0.072) - 0.827 (Age <45 BMI 25–30 (no) - 0.093) 

- 1.440 (Age<45 BMI 30–35 (no) - 0.037) - 1.999 (Age <45 BMI 35+ (no) - 0.021) 

- 1.10 (Age<45 BMI unknown (no) - 0.038) - 0.153 (Age 45–65 BMI <23 (no) - 0.111) 

- 0.695 (Age 45–65 BMI 23–25 (no) - 0.064) - 1.424 (Age 45–65 BMI 25-30 (no) - 0.108) 

- 2.16 (Age 45–65 BMI 30–35 (no) - 0.039) - 2.27 (Age 45–65 BMI 35+ (no) - 0.018) 

- 1.71 (Age 45–65 BMI unknown (no) - 0.016) - 1.13 (Age 65+ BMI <23 (no) - 0.049) 

- 1.17 (Age 65+ BMI 23–25 (no) - 0.028) - 1.64 (Age 65+ BMI 25–30 (no) - 0.054)

- 1.92 (Age 65+ BMI 30–35 (no) - 0.018) - 2.12 (Age 65+ BMI 35+ (no) - 0.005) 

- 1.95 (Age 65+ BMI unknown (no) - 0.014) 

µ = 10.537 - 0.305 (0 - 0.164) - 0.404 (0 - 0.1886) - 0.255 (0 - 0.236) 

+ 0.203 (1 - 0.686) - 0.490 (0 - 0.072) - 0.827 (0 - 0.093) - 1.440 (0 - 0.037) 

- 1.999 (0 - 0.021) - 1.10 (0 - 0.038) - 0.153 (0 - 0.111) - 0.695 (0 - 0.064) 

- 1.424 (0 - 0.108) - 2.16 (0 - 0.039) - 2.27 (0 - 0.018) - 1.71 (0 - 0.016) 

- 1.13 (0 - 0.049) - 1.17 (0 - 0.028) - 1.64 (0 - 0.054) - 1.92 (0 - 0.018)

- 2.12 (0 - 0.005) -1.95 (0 - 0.014) 

µ = 11.652

m = (log(365.25 *10) - µ)/ σ = (8.203 - 11.652) / 0.784 = -4.399

10-year predicted risk for developing diabetes:

P = 1 – exp (-e-4.399)

P = 0.0122 or 1.2 %

Findings

• �The estimated 10-year diabetes risk for a hypothetical person from the 2007 Canadian population with few baseline 
risk factors (profile 1) was 1.2% (calculations shown).

• �A person with more baseline risk factors (profile 2) had an estimated 10-year diabetes risk of 44% (general DPoRT 
functions provided in Appendix A).
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Exhibit 6  Predicted total number of new diabetes cases between 2007 and 2017, in Canada

Population
size X =

Canada

BMI >35

BMI 30–35

BMI 25–30

BMI 23–25

BMI <23

Average
baseline

risk

Number
of new
cases

8.9%

1.9
million

0% 30%

21.6
million

Note: BMI (Body Mass Index) is calculated from self-reported weight and height (kg/m2).

• �Between 2007 and 2017, 1.9 million Canadians aged 20 and older are estimated to be newly diagnosed 
with diabetes. The number of predicted new cases of diabetes is calculated by multiplying the size of the 
Canadian population (21.6 million people aged 20 and older) with the average baseline risk (8.9%; 10-year 
risk of being newly diagnosed with diabetes), as estimated by the DPoRT and using Canadians’ Body Mass 
Index (BMI) as well as other risk factors in 2007.

• �People who are overweight (BMI 25–30) are estimated to contribute to the largest number of new cases 
(712,000), even though their baseline risk is lower than for people with a BMI of 30–35 or >35. This is because 
there are more Canadians who are overweight than obese (BMI >30).
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Exhibit 7  Predicted number of new diabetes cases from 2007–2017 and 10-year risk of developing diabetes,  
by age group, ethnicity, immigration status, income category, education and Body Mass Index (BMI), in Canada
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Findings

• �Diabetes risk increases with age. Men have a higher risk of diabetes, compared to women, and are estimated 
to account for more new cases of diabetes (approximately 1 million cases for men, 870,000 for women).

• �People who were born in Canada have a lower diabetes risk than immigrants, but the predicted number of 
new cases is higher than for immigrants (1.4 million people with newly diagnosed diabetes among Canadian-
born), again this is because there are more Canadian-born than immigrants in the population.

• �Women with a lower income have both a higher diabetes risk and greater estimated number of new cases, 
compared to women with higher incomes. For men, there is a smaller difference in diabetes across different 
income groups, and more cases of diabetes are expected among high-income men. This pattern of diabetes 
risk is related to differences in obesity between income levels in men and women. Women with a low income 
are more likely to be obese or overweight than high-income women, whereas men have less difference in BMI 
across income groups.

• �People with less than secondary education have more than twice the diabetes risk compared to people with at 
least some post-secondary education. People with post-secondary education are estimated to contribute to a 
large number of new diabetes cases (983,000 cases), more so than any other education level.

• �The patterns of new cases and increasing risk related to BMI are the same for both sexes. However, diabetes 
risk is generally higher for men at higher BMI values, and so more new cases of diabetes are expected in men 
compared to women.
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Exhibit 8  Predicted number of new diabetes cases from 2007–2017 and 10-year risk of developing diabetes, by 
sex and province/territory, in Canada
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Number of new diabetes cases Standardized 10-year diabetes risk
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Findings

• �The number of new cases of diabetes will be related primarily to the size of each province’s population, with 
most cases of diabetes expected in Ontario (777,000 new cases) and the other more-populated provinces.

•	 �Québec (7.2% 10-year diabetes risk) and British Columbia (7.3%) have the lowest diabetes risk while 
Nunavut and the Northwest Territories have the highest risk (11.5%).

• �Risk estimates were adjusted for differences in the age distributions of the provinces (age-standardized to the 
1991 Canadian population), but the unadjusted ranking of provinces was the same because differences in the 
age distributions among the provinces were generally small.
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Exhibit 9  Standardized 10-year risk of developing diabetes, by sex and health region, in Canada

Health region (males)
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Health region (females)
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Health region (overall)

Findings

• �Diabetes risk and new cases of diabetes are illustrated for 121 health regions.

• �In general, diabetes risk is lowest in health regions with urban areas and in health regions in Québec and 
other lower-risk provinces.
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Exhibit 10  Strategy scope to prevent 10% of new diabetes cases, 2007–2012, in Ontario; estimating the 
benefit of different preventive strategies—Case Study 1

 33,000 new diabetes cases prevented

3.3% average weight 
reduction entire Ontario** 

population

4.2% average weight 
reduction Ontarians** 

with BMI ≥ 25

Lifestyle counselling
Ontarians** at high risk 

(baseline risk >13%)

Treatment with medication
Ontarians** at high risk

(baseline risk >10%)

8,275,000 (100%†) 4,054,000 (49%†) 369,000 (4.0%†) 
NNT = 11

753,000 (9.0%†) 
NNT = 22

* Efficacy estimates: 0.51 for lifestyle interventions and 0.70 for pharmacotherapy; from Gillies et al.14

** Ontarians aged >20; †Percent of total population; ‡percent (of target population) unless otherwise indicated; §5-year risk; ¶average kcal/kg/day
Note: BMI (Body Mass Index) is calculated from self-reported weight and height (kg/m2).
NNT = Number needed to treat.

Population Strategy Individual Strategy*

How many people
 are treated? 

How many people
 are treated? 

Average baseline risk§ (%) 14.9

Female (%) 39.8

Age (mean/median)  58.1/57.0

BMI (mean/median) 32.9/31.9

White (%) 66.6

Immigrant (%) 45.6

Hypertension (%) 58.2

Current smoker 17.9

Physical activity¶ (mean/median) 1.5/0.9

Heart disease (%) 17.3

Graduated post-secondary (%) 38.5

Average baseline risk§ (%) 18.3

Female (%) 39.6

Age (mean/median) 57.4/57.0

BMI (mean/median) 33.8/33.0

White (%) 54.0

Immigrant (%) 51.8

Hypertension (%) 63.9

Current smoker (%) 22.0

Physical activity¶ (mean/median) 1.3/0.9

Heart disease (%) 20.3

Graduated post-secondary (%) 30.5

Average baseline risk§ (%) 5.4

Female (%) 42.4

Age (mean/median)  47.7/47.0

BMI (mean/median) 29.3/28.1

White (%) 79.6

Immigrant (%) 30.0

Hypertension (%) 21.2

Current smoker (%) 21.2

Physical activity¶ (mean/median) 2.0/1.4

Heart Disease (%) 5.1

Graduated post-secondary (%) 60.9

Average baseline risk§ (%) 4.0

Female (%) 52.4

Age (mean/median) 45.7/42.0

BMI (mean/median) 25.8/25.2

White (%) 75.1

Immigrant (%) 33.4

Hypertension (%) 15.8

Current smoker (%) 22.1

Physical activity¶ (mean/median) 2.1/1.5

Heart disease (%) 4.2

Graduated post-secondary (%) 62.2

Population 
characteristics‡  

Population 
characteristics‡  
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Findings

• �This case study shows how population baseline risk can be used to estimate the benefit of different 
preventive strategies. We began by defining target reductions for diabetes prevention in Ontario (10% 
reduction in new cases over five years from 2007 to 2012) and then estimated the scope of two different 
strategies, examined separately, required to meet those targets.

•	 �The first strategy was a population approach of Body Mass Index (BMI) reduction. The preventive benefit was 
calculated by assuming a hypothetical change in baseline risk if Ontarians’ BMI was lower. BMI would need 
to be 3.3% lower to achieve a 10% reduction in new diabetes cases in Ontario over the five-year period. 
Ontarians whose BMI is greater than 25 would need to be 4.2% lower to achieve the same reduction in the 
same period of time.

•	 �The second strategy was a high-risk approach to diabetes prevention. We examined two different high-risk 
therapies separately: individual lifestyle therapy and diabetes prevention medications. We calculated the 
percentage of the total Ontario population that would need to be adherent to each therapy to achieve the 
different prevention targets. We assumed that Ontarians at highest risk of diabetes would be treated first 
(offered and adherent to therapy), and then we incrementally expanded the scope of the strategy to include 
people at lower risk.

•	 �For lifestyle therapy, 369,000 Ontarians at highest risk for diabetes would need to be treated to achieve a 10% 
reduction in new diabetes cases. People offered and adherent to therapy would have a 10-year baseline risk 
of diabetes of 18.3% or higher. Eleven people would need to be treated to prevent each case of diabetes. 

•	 �For pharmaceutical therapy, 753,000 Ontarians at highest risk for diabetes would need to be treated to 
achieve a 10% reduction in new diabetes cases. People offered and adherent to therapy would have a  
10-year baseline risk of diabetes of 14.9% or higher. Twenty-two people would need to be treated to  
prevent each case of diabetes.

•	 �The population strategy targets the entire Ontario population, so the characteristics match those for the province. 
For the high-risk strategy, people targeted have higher BMI, age and other risk factors compared to the Ontario 
population. For example, the highest-risk Ontarians targeted to achieve a 10% reduction in diabetes using lifestyle 
therapy would have an average BMI of 34, an average age of 57 years, and 60% would be male.
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Exhibit 11  Who should be targeted for a diabetes intervention in Ottawa, Ontario? Using baseline risk 
estimates for regional planning—Case Study 2

Estimated risk (men)
<2% 2–5% 5–10% >10% Total

Predicted number of new cases from 
2007 to 2017 500 2,600 3,700 18,500 25,300

(% of total cases) (2) (10) (14) (73) (100)

Target population size 49,000 78,600  48,400 101,000 277,000

(% of total) (18) (28) (17) (36) (100)

Estimated risk (women)
<2% 2–5% 5–10% >10% Total

Predicted number of new cases from 
2007 to 2017 1,100 3,100 4,600 13,100 22,000

(% of total cases) (5) (14) (21) (60)  (100)

Target population size 78,500 96,600 63,400 69,100 307,600

(% of total) (26) (31) (21) (22)  (100)

Estimated risk (overall)
<2% 2–5% 5–10% >10% Total

Predicted number of new cases from 
2007 to 2017 1,600 5,700 8,300 31,700 47,300

(% of total cases) (3) (12) (17) (67)  (100)

Target population size 127,400 175,200 111,800 170,200 584,600

(% of total) (22) (20) (19) (29)  (100)

Findings

• �The Diabetes Population Risk Tool (DPoRT) was designed and validated so that regional health planners 
could use the CCHS data for their region to estimate baseline risk for their region’s population. We show 
different examples of how baseline risk can be used at the regional level.

• �The first example estimates the number of new cases of diabetes for a health region and compares the 
region’s baseline risk to other areas. Between 2007 and 2017, 47,300 new cases of diabetes are estimated to 
be diagnosed in the Ottawa region. This provides insight into the need for prevention and also health services 
for people newly diagnosed.
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Exhibit 12  Ten-year risk of developing diabetes, by age group, ethnicity, immigration status, income category, 
education, Body Mass Index (BMI) and sex, in Ottawa, in Ontario, and in Canada
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Findings

• �The baseline risk of diabetes for the Ottawa region (8.1% 10-year baseline risk) is somewhat lower than for 
Ontario (9.2%) or Canada (8.9%).

•	 �The risk of diabetes for Ottawa, Ontario, and Canada for different subgroups is also shown. This information 
supports health planning by identifying the size and characteristics of potential target populations for prevention.
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Interpretive Cautions and Guidelines

The Diabetes Population Risk Tool (DPoRT) used in this report was calibrated to the Ontario Diabetes Database, 1996 to 
2005 (a portion of Canada’s National Diabetes Surveillance System). During this period, Canada experienced considerable 
change in population levels of obesity,15 the level of testing and screening,16 and how diabetes is defined for diagnosis.17,18 
The DPoRT is currently calibrated to reflect those trends. This study’s estimates of diabetes risk from 2007 to 2017 will be 
inaccurate if large changes to the historic trends in risk factors and definitions occur during the forecast period. The text 
box below summarizes how to interpret the studies findings. Please see Appendix A for further details.

Summary of interpretation guidelines and factors that will affect the accuracy of findings

Who was included in the study?

Study population: The findings represent community-dwelling Canadians living in the 10 provinces in 2007.  
The findings do not represent:

residents of First Nation reserves,•	

people who live in institutions such as nursing homes,•	

full-time members of the Canadian Forces,•	

residents of certain remote regions, and•	

people who may immigrate to Canada from 2007 to 2017.•	

Diabetes definition: This study examined how many people will develop physician-diagnosed diabetes. The 
study did not examine people who develop diabetes not recognized by themselves or their doctor. 

Diabetes identification in the Canadian population: The study’s findings reflect cases identified in the 
National Diabetes Surveillance System (NDSS). 

If we look back at this report in 2017, how likely will the estimates reflect what actually transpired? Accuracy of 
the study’s findings

Validation of the DPoRT: The DPoRT was validated to external data in Ontario and Manitoba and shown to be 
discriminating and accurate.

�The DPoRT has also been shown to have good discrimination and predictive accuracy for different •	
calendar years, age groups, different levels of risk, BMI values, and socioecomonic groups, for men and 
women, and for follow-up periods ranging up to 10 years.

�The DPoRT has not been validated in First Nations peoples, who may have a higher diabetes risk than is •	
predicted using the DPoRT.

�Regional estimates should be interpreted with caution due to small samples sizes and potential concerns •	
regarding predictive accuracy in some regions.

Trends in risk factors such as obesity: The DPoRT is currently calibrated for the increasing obesity trend 
among Canadian survey respondents over the past 15 years. If trends in weight either level or decline, fewer 
cases of diabetes may occur in the future compared to estimates in this report. 

Future changes in disease definition and trends in testing and screening: The DPoRT has been shown to 
be accurate in predicting diabetes cases, despite changes to the diagnostic definition of diabetes and increased 
screening and testing for the disease over the past 10 years. However, the predictive estimates in this report may 
be inaccurate if there are further important changes to the definition of diabetes or in screening levels.
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Discussion

Estimates of the number of new diabetes cases

Between 2007 and 2017,1.9 million Canadians aged 20 and older will be newly diagnosed with diabetes, based on 
2007 BMI levels and other risk factors. Canadians’ average baseline risk for developing diabetes in 2007 was 8.9%. 
This means that about nine out of every 100 Canadians are predicted to develop diabetes during the 10-year period.

Population risk and individual risk

Population risk is a concept that is both different from individual risk and central to discussions about diabetes 
prevention in Canada. Population risk describes which groups of people will contribute to the greatest proportion 
of total cases. To be effective, strategies that aim to prevent diabetes in Canada should target groups who bear the 
greatest population risk.

The difference between population risk and individual risk can be seen by looking at risk related to body weight 
among Canadians. An individual’s risk for developing diabetes rises with increasing weight (Exhibit 6). Canadians 
who are very obese (BMI > 35) have a 27.4% likelihood of developing diabetes over the 10 years of this study. Their 
individual risk is, on average, five times greater than among people with an ideal weight (BMI between 23 and 25, 
with 10-year diabetes risk of 5.5%), and almost three times greater than overweight Canadians (9.9% 10-year risk). 
However, the greatest population risk is carried in people who are overweight (712,000 new cases of diabetes during 
the 10 years) as opposed to people who are obese (456,000 cases) or very obese (247,000 cases). Despite their 
lower individual risk, people who are overweight will account for many more diabetes cases (compared to the very 
obese) because more Canadians are overweight (7.2 million) than are very obese (0.9 million). 

In this report, several other groups of people demonstrate this same relationship—they make a large contribution 
to population risk for diabetes while having only moderate risk as individuals. Immigrants to Canada have a high 
diabetes risk, likely in part because of risks related to genetics or ethnicity,19 but more cases of diabetes will be 
diagnosed in Canadian-born residents. People with post-secondary education have lower risk than people with less 
than secondary education, in part because people with more education tend to have lower weight, but there are 
more people with post-secondary education—and so more of these people will develop diabetes.
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The benefits of prevention strategies

This report illustrates how the preventive benefit of different strategies can be calculated by combining information 
on population risk with our knowledge about the efficacy of various preventive strategies. We compared the 
population health benefit of two strategies to prevent diabetes. Because diabetes risk in Ontario is moderately 
diffused, there is merit for further assessment of both a population health strategy (that seeks to lower BMI in the 
entire population) and individual prevention (that treats individuals at increased risk of developing diabetes with 
appropriate preventive interventions). If only one or the other strategy were used, a 10% reduction in new diabetes 
cases in Ontario between 2007 and 2017 could be achieved by reducing the average BMI for all Ontarians by 3.3% 
(population strategy), treating 753,000 Ontarians at highest risk for diabetes with preventive medication (high-risk 
individual strategy), or treating 369,000 people at highest risk for diabetes with lifestyle modification therapy (high-
risk individual strategy).

These scenarios presented in Exhibit 10 are simplistic representations of the likely real-world benefit of both 
population and high-risk strategies. Rather than arguing for a particular strategy, the scenarios are meant to engage 
discussion and present the scope of strategy that is required to reduce new diabetes cases. Our scenarios may both 
under- and over-represent the potential benefits of intervention strategies. For the high-risk strategy, we assumed 
the entire Ontario population over 20 years of age was screened to identify those who are at highest risk of diabetes. 
Then we assumed that all high-risk people were offered and adherent to individual preventive therapy. In real life, 
the “rule of halves” often holds, where half the target population is screened, half initiate therapy, and half complete 
or are adherent on therapy.20 As this halving accumulates (50% X 50% X 50% = 12.5%), real-world community 
effectiveness will be considerably lower compared to the ideal scenario we present. On the other hand, we assumed 
scenarios that aim to reduce people’s weight (population strategy) or improve lifestyle risk factors (individual lifestyle 
modification) only resulted in benefit for diabetes prevention. However, improving weights or lifestyle will have 
preventive benefit for a wide range of diseases including depression, arthritis and heart disease.4,21 Furthermore, 
population strategies such as improved public transportation or more “walkable” neighbourhoods have potential 
benefits beyond health, such as improved economic and environmental sustainability.22

“All models are wrong, some are useful”

This study uses a multivariate risk tool to generate a predictive model of diabetes in Canada. An observation by 
the statistician George Box—“all models are wrong, but some are useful”—provides insight into the limitation and 
interpretation of the model that underpins this report’s findings.23 The prediction that 1.9 million people in Canada will 
be diagnosed with diabetes will likely not become a reality for a number of reasons. The landscape of diabetes risk, 
screening, diagnoses and surveillance will likely change before 2017, and such changes will influence the observed 
number of new cases of diabetes. Appendix A provides detail on how to interpret our findings and the likely effect 
of changing patterns of model components. Most importantly, we can hope that our predictions will not come true 
because Canadian leaders and people at all levels of society will rise to the challenge of the growing diabetes risk 
and implement new strategies, both population and high-risk, with the aim of creating a healthier future.

There are many different forms of population models. Some researchers and planners would argue that a “true” 
model should consider a greater scope of the diabetes landscape by including forecasts in population dynamics 
(such as migration patterns) and expected changes in risk factors and diagnoses. Such information, along with 
data on pre-existing cases and diabetes complications, could be incorporated with the DPoRT to generate more 
robust models. We have attempted to introduce a straightforward modeling approach to describe diabetes risk 
using the concept of population baseline risk estimated through a multivariate tool that can be assessed by using 
well-established validation methods, such as tests of discrimination and accuracy. Ideally, the development of a 
diabetes prevention strategy would be supported by more robust models that consider benefits, harms and resource 
implications, not only for diabetes but also for other health conditions and other outcomes, such as environmental 
and economic impacts.4
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Implications for Policy and Planning

A cornerstone of modern health planning is assessing which groups of people bear the greatest population risk 
(which groups will contribute to the greatest proportion of future cases). Using approaches such as multiple-risk 
algorithms, population risk assessment is a foundation that should be laid down early to build an appropriate 
prevention strategy. Next steps that depend on this foundation include the assessment of:

�efficacious or effective interventions;•	

�resource implications of different strategies;•	

�interventions for reducing health inequities;•	

�societal preferences; and,•	

�effective and efficient implementation.•	

This report’s estimates of population risk for diabetes set an important challenge for these critical next steps. 
Consider, for example, the problem of assessing interventions. Because diabetes risk is moderately diffused 
throughout Canada’s population, an effective prevention strategy should include a population approach to reduce 
body weight in most people who are overweight or obese. However, critics of a population prevention strategy 
point to a lack of evidence on effective approaches to weight reduction in a large segment of a population. There is 
concern that we need to reverse the direction of our obesigenic society, but as yet, there is no clear way of making 
that change.

The resource implications of interventions, such as those modelled in this report, are equally challenging. Advocates 
of a population strategy suggest that we must rebuild our communities, changing their physical structure, for 
example, to expand public transportation as a way of stimulating greater physical activity. This would entail a 
massive investment, as demonstrated by the $17.5-billion MoveOntario 2020 program to fund rapid-transport 
projects in the Greater Toronto–Hamilton area.24 Similarly, a high-risk prevention strategy has a role in diabetes 
prevention but also involves significant resource implications. Preventive medications and lifestyle modification have 
been shown to be efficacious, but these interventions rely on physicians, pharmacists, nurses and qualified lifestyle 
counsellors. Offering a new preventive therapy to thousands of Ontarians (medications for 753,000 people and 
lifestyle therapy for 369,000 people, to achieve a 10% reduction in new diabetes cases) will put further demands on 
health care professions, programs and services.

Such major investments in prevention may well be warranted given the potential cost of diabetes to the social and 
economic health of Canadian communities. Many relatively small-scale efforts are underway across the country 
to curtail the rise in this disease. Better evidence on how to design and implement effective strategies to prevent 
diabetes is undoubtedly needed. Meanwhile, we encourage planners to use validated tools, such as the DPoRT, to 
understand who is most at risk, and which groups will account for the most new cases in their regions, and then plan 
programs that respond to those realities.



How many Canadians will be diagnosed with diabetes between 2007 and 2017?—Assessing population risk
References

Institute for Clinical Evaluative Sciences	 30
June 2010

References

�Wild S, Roglic G, Green A, Sicree R, King H. Global prevalence of diabetes: estimates for the year 2000 and projections for 1.	
2030. Diabetes Care 2004; 27(5):1047–53.

�Hu FB, Manson JE, Stampfer MJ, Colditz G, Liu S, Solomon CG, Willett WC. Diet, lifestyle, and the risk of type 2 diabetes 2.	
mellitus in women. N Engl J Med 2001; 345(11):790–7.

�Manuel DG, Lim J, Tanuseputro P, Anderson GM, Alter DA, Laupacis A, Mustard CA. Revisiting Rose: strategies for reducing 3.	
coronary heart disease. BMJ 2006; 332(7542):659–62.

�Manuel DG, Rosella LC. Commentary: Assessing population (baseline) risk is a cornerstone of population health planning – 4.	
looking forward to address new challenges. Int J Epidemiol 2010; 39(2):380–2.

�Rose GA. 5.	 The Strategy of Preventive Medicine. New York: Oxford University Press; 1992.

�Jain A. Treating obesity in individuals and populations. 6.	 BMJ 2005; 331(7529):1387–90.

�Swinburn B, Gill T, Kumanyika S. Obesity prevention: a proposed framework for translating evidence into action. 7.	 Obes Rev 
2005; 6(1):23–33.

�Jain A. Fighting obesity. 8.	 BMJ 2004; 328(7452):1327–8.

�Manuel D, Creatore MI, Rosella LC, Henry DA. 9.	 What Does It Take to Make a Healthy Province? A Benchmark Study of 
Jurisdictions in Canada and Around the World with the Highest Levels of Health and the Best Health Behaviours. ICES 
Investigative Report. Toronto: Institute for Clinical Evaluative Sciences; 2009. 

�Boyle JP, Honeycutt AA, Narayan KM, Hoerger TJ, Geiss LS, Chen H, Thompson TJ. Projection of diabetes burden through 10.	
2050: impact of changing demography and disease prevalence in the U.S. Diabetes Care 2001; 24(11):1936–40.

�King H, Aubert RE, Herman WH. Global burden of diabetes, 1995–2025: prevalence, numerical estimates, and projections. 11.	
Diabetes Care 1998; 21(9):1414–31.

�Rosella L, Manuel D. A population-based risk algorithm for the development of physician-diagnosed diabetes mellitus. 12.	 Am J 
Epidemiol 2006; 163(suppl 11):S182.

�13.	 Rosella LC, Manuel D, Burchill C, Stukel TA. A population-based risk algorithm for the development of diabetes: development 
and validation of the Diabetes Population Risk Tool (DPoRT). J Epidemiol Community Health 2010 Jun 1 [Epub ahead of print].

�Gillies CL, Abrams KR, Lambert PC, Cooper NJ, Sutton AJ, Hsu RT, Khunti K. Pharmacological and lifestyle interventions 14.	
to prevent or delay type 2 diabetes in people with impaired glucose tolerance: a systematic review and meta-analysis. BMJ 
2007; 334(7588):299–308.

�Lee DS, Chiu M, Manuel DG, Tu K, Wang X, Austin PC, Mattern MY, Mitiku TF, Svenson LW, Putnam W, Flanagan WM, Tu 15.	
JV. Trends in risk factors for cardiovascular disease in Canada: temporal, socio-demographic and geographic factors. CMAJ 
2009;181(3–4):E55–E66.

�Wilson SE, Lipscombe LL, Rosella LC, Manuel DG. Trends in laboratory testing for diabetes in Ontario, Canada, 1995–2005: a 16.	
population-based study. BMC Health Serv Res 2009; 9:41.

�Canadian Diabetes Association Clinical Practice Guidelines Expert Committee. Canadian Diabetes Association 2008 clinical 17.	
practice guidelines for the prevention and management of diabetes in Canada. Can J Diabetes 2008; 32(suppl 1):s1–s201.

�Meltzer S, Leiter L, Daneman D, Gerstein HC, Lau D, Ludwig S, Yale JF, Zinman B, Lillie D. 1998 clinical practice guidelines 18.	
for the management of diabetes in Canada. CMAJ 1998; 159(suppl 8):S1–S29.

�Creatore MI, Moineddin R, Booth G, Manuel DH, DesMeules M, McDermott S, Glazier RH. Age- and sex-related prevalence 19.	
of diabetes mellitus among immigrants to Ontario, Canada. CMAJ 2010; 182(8):781–9.

�Hart JT. Rule of halves: implications of increasing diagnosis and reducing dropout for future workload and prescribing costs 20.	
in primary care. Br J Gen Pract 1992; 42(356):116–9.

�McLaren L, McIntyre L, Kirkpatrick S. Rose's population strategy of prevention need not increase social inequalities in health. 21.	
Int J Epidemiol 2010; 39(2):372–7.



How many Canadians will be diagnosed with diabetes between 2007 and 2017?—Assessing population risk
References

Institute for Clinical Evaluative Sciences	 31
June 2010

�Woodcock J, Edwards P, Tonne C, Armstrong BG, Ashiru O, Banister D, Beevers S, Chalabi Z, Chowdhury Z, Cohen A, 22.	
Franco OH, Haines A, Hickman R, Lindsay G, Mittal I, Mohan D, Tiwari G, Woodward A, Roberts I. Public health benefits of 
strategies to reduce greenhouse-gas emissions: urban land transport. Lancet 2009; 374(9705):1930–43.

�Box G, Draper N. 23.	 Empirical Model-Building and Response Surfaces. New York: Wiley; 1987.

�McGuinty government action plan for rapid transit will move the economy forward [media release]. Accessed on May 31, 24.	
2010, at http://www.premier.gov.on.ca/news/event.php?ItemID=4019&Lang=EN.

�Cowie CC, Rust KF, Byrd-Holt DD, Eberhardt MS, Flegal KM, Engelgau MM, Saydah SH, Williams DE, Geiss LS, Gregg 25.	
EW. Prevalence of diabetes and impaired fasting glucose in adults in the U.S. population: National Health And Nutrition 
Examination Survey 1999-2002. Diabetes Care 2006; 29(6):1263–8.

�Rathmann W, Haastert B, Icks A, Lowel H, Meisinger C, Holle R, Giani G. High prevalence of undiagnosed diabetes mellitus in 26.	
Southern Germany: target populations for efficient screening. The KORA survey 2000. Diabetologia 2003; 46(2):182–9.

�Moons KG, Royston P, Vergouwe Y, Grobbee DE, Altman DG. Prognosis and prognostic research: what, why, and how? 27.	 BMJ 
2009; 338:b375.

�Rose G. Sick individuals and sick populations, 1985. 28.	 Bull World Health Organ 2001; 79(10):990–6.

�Sheridan S, Pignone M, Mulrow C. Framingham-based tools to calculate the global risk of coronary heart disease: a 29.	
systematic review of tools for clinicians. J Gen Intern Med 2003; 18(12):1039–52.

�Tuomilehto J, Lindstrom J, Hellmich M, Lehmacher W, Westermeier T, Evers T, Bruckner A, Peltonen M, Qiao Q, Chiasson JL. 30.	
Development and validation of a risk-score model for subjects with impaired glucose tolerance for the assessment of the risk 
of type 2 diabetes mellitus – the STOP-NIDDM risk-score. Diabetes Res Clin Pract 2010; 87(2):267–74.

�World Health Organization. 31.	 Definition and Diagnosis of Diabetes Mellitus and Intermediate Hyperglycemia: Report of a WHO/
IDF Consultation. Geneva: WHO; 2006.

�Stiell IG, Greenberg GH, McKnight RD, Nair RC, McDowell I, Worthington JR. A study to develop clinical decision rules for the 32.	
use of radiography in acute ankle injuries. Ann Emerg Med 1992; 21(4):384–90.

�Hux JE, Ivis F, Flintoft V, Bica A. Diabetes in Ontario: determination of prevalence and incidence using a validated 33.	
administrative data algorithm. Diabetes Care 2002; 25(3):512–6.

http://www.premier.gov.on.ca/news/event.php?ItemID=4019&Lang=EN


How many Canadians will be diagnosed with diabetes between 2007 and 2017?—Assessing population risk
Appendix A—Technical Appendix

Institute for Clinical Evaluative Sciences	 32
June 2010

Appendix A—Technical Appendix

Who was included in the study?

Canadians who resided in the community, 2007

Diabetes risk was calculated for respondents in the 2007 Canadian Community Health Survey (CCHS cycle 4.1). This 
survey was designed to reflect the population of Canadians who reside in the community. Not included in this study are:

residents of First Nations reserves;•	

people who live in institutions such as nursing homes;•	

full-time members of the Canadian Forces; and,•	

residents of certain remote regions.•	

As well, the study does not consider diabetes risk or new cases of diabetes that might develop among immigrants 
who will arrive in Canada between 2007 and 2017.

How is diabetes defined?

Physician-diagnosed diabetes

This study examined how many people will develop physician-diagnosed diabetes. The study did not examine 
people who develop diabetes not recognized by themselves or their doctor. People with diagnosed diabetes are of 
interest to those planning for and evaluating the delivery of care because these people are the target of treatment 
strategies to prevent complications of the disease. People with unrecognized diabetes—not included in this report—
are of particular interest to those who plan for and evaluate prevention of diabetes onset and/or are interested in the 
overall burden of disease. Diagnosed diabetes is the focus of this study because it is the measure of diabetes used 
most commonly in similar studies in Canada, including the National Diabetes Surveillance System (NDSS). 

Estimates in this report could be adjusted or calibrated to reflect both diagnosed and undiagnosed diabetes. Studies 
in the United States and Europe suggest that about one-third to one-half of diabetes cases are unrecognized.25,26 In 
Canada, we would expect to see a smaller proportion of unrecognized diabetes because of better access to primary 
care and diabetes screening/testing.16

How is diabetes identified in the Canadian population?

The study’s findings are calibrated to the Ontario portion of the National Diabetes Surveillance System (NDSS) 

The NDSS collects data from each of the 10 provinces separately. Because health care data likely differ among 
provinces, we can expect provincial differences in how people with diabetes are included in the NDSS. Such 
differences were found during DPoRT validation (see below). We decided to calibrate the DPoRT to Ontario for two 
reasons. First, information about diabetes testing and diagnoses in most provinces is not sufficient to recalibrate the 
DPoRT beyond Ontario and Manitoba. Second, calibration to a single province is appropriate for most uses of this 
report. For example, we could have re-calibrated Manitoba’s diabetes risk estimate upward to better reflect what 
appears to be lower diabetes ascertainment in Manitoba’s NDSS data compared to Ontario’s. However, Manitoba 
would then appear to have a higher diabetes risk compared to other provinces that were not calibrated or did not 
require re-calibration. The higher provincial estimates would reflect differences in how Manitoba captures diabetes 
cases in the NDSS, rather than differences in the underlying risk of diabetes such as the level of obesity in the 
province.
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If we look back at this report in 2017, how likely is it that the estimates will reflect what 
actually transpired?

The accuracy of the predictive results depends on three factors:

�the validity of the risk prediction tool (DPoRT);1.	

�trends in risk factors such as obesity; and,2.	

�trends in diabetes testing/screening and future changes to how diabetes is defined.3.	

1. Validity of the risk prediction tool (DPoRT)

There are two main validation tests for predictive risk tools: predictive accuracy (or calibration) and discrimination.

Predictive accuracy–In population health planning, the most stringent validation of a risk prediction tool such as 
DPoRT is demonstration of predictive accuracy or calibration in different external populations. This exercise first 
identifies a potential “validation” population that is different from the population used to develop the risk tool. (The 
DPoRT was developed using the Ontario portion of the 1996 NPHS.) The validation population must have information 
available that includes both the variables used to predict risk in the prediction tool and observed outcomes such as 
diabetes diagnosed in follow-up years. Next, the number of outcome events in the validation population is predicted 
using the prediction tool, and this estimate is compared to the actual observed number of outcome events. A 
prediction tool is considered to be accurate, or well calibrated, if the number of predicted outcomes is the same as 
the observed outcomes. A risk tool is considered robust if it has good predictive accuracy in a range of validation 
populations, or it is easily re-calibrated to generate accurate estimates.27 A risk tool should be used cautiously in 
populations that differ considerably from the original derivation or validation populations. Particular caution should 
be exercised when the differences between a new population and the derivation or validation populations include 
potentially unmeasured risks that may have high independent association with the outcome.

To date, the DPoRT has been shown to have very good predictive accuracy in a range of external populations that 
are reflected in this report. In other words, the 10-year predictive risk estimates for 2007 CCHS 4.1 respondents will 
likely reflect the observed outcomes if these outcomes are measured over the subsequent 10 years (and barring 
major changes in risk trends or disease detection, such as those discussed later in this appendix). 

The DPoRT was validated in the Manitoba sample of the 1996 National Population Health Survey and the Ontario 
sample of the 2001 Canadian Community Health Survey (Cycle 1.1). The DPoRT showed good predictive accuracy  
in the original derivation population (overall observed to predicted [O–P] = 0.4% and Hosmer-Lemeshow [H–L] χ2 < 
20) and accuracy validation cohorts (O–P ≤ 0.4% and H–L <20). Within the derivation and validation populations,  
the DPoRT has also been shown to have good predictive accuracy for different time periods (different calendar 
years), age groups, levels of risk, BMI values, socioeconomic groups, for men and women, and for follow-up periods 
ranging up to 10 years.

Populations where there are potential concerns for the DPoRT’s predictive accuracy include prediction for local 
regions, for specific ethnic groups and for First Nations. When diabetes was predicted in Ontario’s 16 Local Health 
Integration Networks (LHINs), there were several regions whose five-year predicted estimate differed considerably 
more than the average compared to the observed estimate of diabetes diagnoses (results not shown). Several 
specific ethnic subgroups showed differences between predicted and observed outcomes, but these differences did 
not reduce the predictive accuracy of estimates for “white” and “non-white” subgroups in this report.

Discrimination–In the clinical setting, the ability to discriminate people at high risk from those at low risk is generally 
considered the most important validation measure. This is important for clinical decision-making because people at 
high risk often undergo further invasive testing and treatment that may be costly and/or have adverse side effects. 
Similarly, it is important to confidently reassure other patients that they are indeed at low risk. 
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Risk prediction tools in the clinical setting often improve their discriminating power by including detailed clinical information 
or physical measures (such as blood tests) collected from patients. These disease-specific questions and physical 
measures are not routinely collected in Canada’s population health surveys, and so cannot be included in risk tools such as 
the DPoRT that are designed and used in the population setting using routinely-collected self-report information.
However, discrimination is an equally important attribute for risk tools in the population setting. Characterizing 
population risk is an essential first step in the assessment of different strategies for preventing diabetes. In the 
population setting, “risk discrimination” is analogous to Geoffrey Rose’s term “diffusion of risk.” In his seminal work, 
Sick individuals and sick populations, Rose demonstrated that when risk for a disease is diffused throughout the 
population—meaning when most individuals have a similar risk—then prevention warrants a population strategy that 
seeks to reduce risk by targeting the entire population.28 Typically, these strategies focus on “upstream” prevention 
of underlying causes of disease. Using the example of heart disease, Rose demonstrated that small changes in 
a risk factor throughout a population can have a larger preventive benefit compared to targeting only high-risk 
people with medical treatment. In the population setting, multiple-variable risk tools such as the DPoRT are the 
most discriminating tools to describe whether population risk is concentrated in a small group of people or diffused 
throughout large groups at medium and low risk. 

The DPoRT was very discriminating in both the development (c-statistic ~ 0.8) and validation populations (range of 
c-statistic = 0.77 – 0.80).12,13 Indeed, the DPoRT’s discriminating ability is the same as that of widely-used clinical risk 
tools that include clinical measures, such as the Framingham risk tool for cardiovascular disease (c-statistic ~0.76).29 
The main reason for the DPoRT’s good discrimination is the very strong relationship between self-reported BMI and 
diabetes risk. That stated, the DPoRT is less discriminating than clinic diabetes risk tools such as FINRISK.30 More 
discriminating clinical risk tools for diabetes cannot currently be used in the population setting in Canada because 
population data with the required variables such as family history of diabetes are not available. The new Canadian 
Health Measures Survey may offer new opportunities to estimate risk of diabetes at the national level. If these tools 
could be used, population risk of diabetes in this report might then appear less diffused, a change that could make 
high-risk preventive strategies appear more efficient.

Table 1 General DPoRT Functions

Female:

µ= 10.537 - 0.305 (Hypertension - 0.164) - 0.404 (Ethnicity - 0.189) - 0.255 (Immigrant - 0.236)

+ 0.203 (Education - 0.686) - 0.490 (Age <45 BMI 23–25 - 0.072)

- 0.827 (Age <45 BMI 25–30 - 0.093) - 1.440 (Age <45 BMI 30–35 - 0.037)

- 1.999 (Age <45 BMI 35+ - 0.021) - 1.10 (Age <45 BMI unknown - 0.038)

- 0.153 (Age 45–65 BMI <23 - 0.111) - 0.695 (Age 45–64 BMI 23–25 - 0.064)

- 1.424 (Age 45–65 BMI 25–30 - 0.108) - 2.16 (Age 45–64 BMI 30–35 - 0.039)

- 2.27 (Age 45–65 BMI 35+ - 0.018) - 1.71 (Age 45–64 BMI unknown - 0.016)

- 1.13 (Age 65+ BMI <23 - 0.049) - 1.17 (Age 65+ BMI 23–25 - 0.028)

- 1.64 (Age 65+ BMI 25–30 - 0.054) - 1.92 (Age 65+ BMI 30–35 - 0.018)

- 2.12 (Age 65+ BMI 35+ - 0.005) - 1.95 (Age 65+ BMI unknown - 0.014)

Male:

µ= 10.419 -0.240 (Hypertension -0.151) - 0.585 (Ethnicity - 0.189) -0.437 (Heart Disease - 0.049)

- 0.155 (Smoker - 0.268) + 0.204 (Education - 0.694) -1.11 (Age <45 BMI 23–25 - 0.110)

- 1.36 (Age <45 BMI 25–30 - 0.189) - 2.27 (Age <45 BMI 30–35 - 0.059)

- 3.17 (Age <45 BMI 35+ - 0.020) - 1.87 (Age 45+ BMI <23 - 0.076)

- 2.23 (Age 45+ BMI 23–25 - 0.100) - 2.61 (Age 45+ BMI 25–30 - 0.210)

- 3.06 (Age 45+ BMI 30–35 - 0.067) - 3.23 (Age 45+ BMI 35+ - 0.017)
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2. Trends in risk factors such as obesity

The estimates in this report consider how risk factors change over time, but use only risk factor information at 
baseline. For example, the 10-year diabetes risk for a person in 2007 is calculated using BMI and other risk factors 
as reported in 2007, but the DPoRT uses that information as a proxy of risk exposure both before and after 2007. 

The DPoRT is currently calibrated for the increasing obesity trend in Canada that occurred during the time period 
of DPoRT development and validation (1996 to 2006). DPoRT validation studies have shown predictive accuracy in 
different populations over this time, despite fluctuations in obesity levels. However, the predictive estimates may be 
inaccurate if there are considerable changes in the trend of behavioural risk factors from 2007 to 2017 compared 
to the trends in obesity from 1996 to 2006. There are some suggestions that trends in Canadians’ weights may be 
leveling,15 following considerable obesigenic changes in Canadian society over the past 25 years. If Canadians’ 
weights level out, fewer cases of diabetes may occur in the future compared to estimates in this report. If the obesity 
trend accelerates, then there may be more cases of diabetes than estimated here.

3. Trends in diabetes testing/screening and future changes to how diabetes is defined

The DPoRT has been shown to be accurate in predicting diabetes cases, despite changes to the definition of 
diabetes and increased screening/testing for diabetes from 1996 to 2008. For example, in 1998, the blood glucose 
levels used to define diabetes were lowered to reflect new evidence that people with previously elevated blood 
glucose levels were at risk of cardiovascular complications.18,31 The definition of diabetes may be further modified 
in the future to reflect advances in our understanding of the disease and how best to screen for and diagnose it. 
If the disease definition expands to include more people, then the actual number of new cases of diabetes will be 
higher than estimated in this report. In this situation, the DPoRT would need to be re-calibrated to ensure accurate 
prediction in future reports.

Similarly, the DPoRT is currently calibrated for the trend toward more screening/testing in Ontario. The percentage 
of the population being tested for diabetes has been increasing gradually in Ontario over the past decade (a 28% 
increase from 1995 to 2005) to a moderately high-level increase between 1995 and 2005.16 In 2005, over 3.3 million 
people in Ontario over age 20 years (37% of the population) received a blood glucose test. In the previous five 
years, about 71% of people had received a test. Given the current high level of testing, future increases will likely 
be modest and are unlikely to affect the predictive estimates in this report. However, if provinces institute formal 
screening programs for diabetes, or the level of screening/testing increases considerably, the actual number of new 
cases of diabetes may be higher than the estimates in this report.
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Accuracy The proximity of measurement results to the true value. See also calibration. Accuracy is 
sometimes used as a general term for performance of an instrument or model, including both 
diagnostic and prediction instruments/models.

Baseline risk The probability of an event for a person, during a specified period of time, under a “baseline” 
scenario of no change in their health trajectory (i.e., same development or change in health 
behaviour, health status and therapy; prevention or treatment which is the same as a 
predefined person). For example, in the clinical setting, baseline risk is the probability of an 
event for a patient under no treatment condition.

Calibration Calibration is achieved in a prediction model if it is able to predict future risk with accuracy (i.e., 
if the predicted probabilities closely agree with the observed outcomes). A model that is not 
well calibrated will have significant over- or under-estimation of risk in the overall population 
and/or within certain subgroups. Calibration/accuracy is not an issue if the purpose of the 
predicted model is only to rank-order subjects. Calibration in the Framingham prediction 
models has been assessed statistically by dividing the cohort into deciles of predicted risk 
and comparing observed versus predicted risk resulting in a modified version of Hosmer-
Lemenshow χ2. Other measures assessing calibration/accuracy include graphical methods and 
correlations or R2 values between observed and predicted estimates. Accuracy, reliability and 
calibration are often used synonymously.

Canadian 
Community 
Health Survey 
(CCHS)

The Canadian Community Health Survey (CCHS) is a cross-sectional survey that collects 
information related to health status, health care utilization and health determinants for the 
Canadian population. The CCHS operates on a two-year collection cycle. The first year of 
the survey cycle “.1” is a large-sample, general population health survey, designed to provide 
reliable estimates at the health region level. The second year of the survey cycle “.2” has a 
smaller sample and is designed to provide provincial level results on specific focused health 
topics. Excluded from the sampling frame are individuals living on First Nations reserves 
and on Crown Lands, institutional residents, full-time members of the Canadian Forces, and 
residents of certain remote regions. The CCHS covers approximately 98% of the Canadian 
population aged 12 and older. The first CCHS (Cycle 1.1) was conducted in 2001; CCHS 4.1 
was conducted in 2007–2008.

Clinical risk 
prediction

In clinical medicine, there are two types of risk prediction: prediction of a current state or future 
event. Most clinical risk prediction tools use a multiple factors to improve discrimination and 
accuracy of the prediction. Discrimination is important. An example of clinical prediction of a 
current state is the “Ottawa Ankle Rules,”32 a simple collection of symptoms and signs that 
almost perfectly discriminate (see entry) patients who have a fractured ankle from those who do 
not. People who do not meet the “rules” can be confidently told that they do not have an ankle 
fracture, thereby avoiding unnecessary x-rays. An example of a clinical prediction of future 
event is the Framingham Tool,29 which estimates a patient’s five- or 10-year baseline risk  
(see entry) of heart disease using information such as a patient’s age, sex, smoking status, 
blood pressure and cholesterol level. People who have a high Framingham predictive risk or 
score (see entry) are recommended treatment, such as statins, to lower their future risk of 
disease. See also prognosis.
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Concentrated 
population risk

When a small group of people contributes to a large proportion of (total) population risk (see 
entry). Population risk is concentrated when the baseline risk of a small group of people is 
much higher than the baseline risk of the remaining (larger) proportion of the population. 
Concentrated population risk occurs when there is a wide range in baseline risk amongst 
individuals or groups within a population. 

The term was originally coined by Geoffrey Rose to describe the prevention scenario when 
individual therapy may be warranted for effective disease prevention within populations. This 
type of strategy is called a high-risk or high-baseline risk strategy. 

See also diffused population risk.

Diffused 
population risk

Population risk is diffused when there is little variation in baseline risk amongst individuals or 
groups within a population. The contrary to concentrated population risk. 

The term was originally coined by Geoffrey Rose to describe the prevention scenario when a 
population strategy (see entry) may be warranted for effective disease prevention within populations.

Discrimination Discrimination is the ability to differentiate between those who are high risk and those who 
are low risk, or in this case, those who will and will not develop diabetes given a fixed set of 
variables. Tests of discrimination include Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC) curve, C 
statistic, sensitivity and specificity. An ROC curve repeats all possible pairings of subjects in 
the sample who exhibit and do not exhibit the outcome and calculates the proportion of correct 
predictions, essentially being an index of resolution of the model. This area under the ROC curve 
is equal to the C statistic which can be used to assess the degree of discrimination, 1.0 being 
perfect discrimination and 0.5 being no discrimination. A perfect prediction model would perfectly 
resolve the population into those who get diabetes and those who do not. Accuracy is unaffected 
by discrimination, meaning a model can possess good discrimination yet poor calibration.

DPoRT Diabetes Population Risk Tool

External 
validation

The process of validation where the model is applied to external data that is from a different 
population. This second external dataset must include data on all the variables in the model 
and be similarly collected. This is thought to be the most stringent test of validation, since it 
examines the true generalizability of the model.

Forecasting Forecasting is a less specific term for prediction (see entry) originally used in the context of 
weather, but more recently used when there is considerable predictive uncertainty.

Internal 
validation

An approach to model validation that randomly splits the development dataset. The first portion 
of the data set, where the model is developed, is often called the "training" set. The model 
performance is then compared by applying the model to the portion of the dataset that was 
not used to estimate the coefficients. This approach will tend to give optimistic results because 
the two datasets are very similar, having come from the same population. Other methods of 
using the same data to validate include sampling from the dataset in different ways using 
bootstrapping.

Microsimulation A type of modelling that uses a hypothetical population of individual people. With the 
availability of affordable computing power, the populations are often large, comprising millions 
of people representing a real population (such as all Canadians). Microsimulation models are 
initialized by assigning health characteristics to the hypothetical population, and then the 
population is aged and followed over time to predict how their health characteristics change, 
including change in health risk factors and the development of disease outcomes.
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Model A general term for the creation of a hypothetical representation of a real system or real world. 
Population health models represent entire or general populations of people, including people 
who are healthy and ill. 

Models are used to test or examine “what if” scenarios that would not be able to be examined 
in real world settings, either because it is not practical (too costly or not practical), not 
possible (looking into the future), or unethical. Models can also increase our knowledge or 
understanding of complex systems. Population health models can increase our understanding 
of health and disease process by combining together many different types of information 
to provide insights into the overall influence of population health or the interaction between 
individual risk factors, demographic changes and/or health interventions.

National 
Diabetes 
Surveillance 
System 
(NDSS)

The National Diabetes Surveillance System (NDSS) is a network of regionally distributed 
diabetes surveillance systems that compile administrative health care data relating to diabetes 
and send aggregate anonymous data to Health Canada for national analyses. The NDSS is 
made up of physician claims, administrative hospital records and insurance coverage files from 
all provinces and territories in Canada. The NDSS is being replaced by the Canadian Chronic 
Disease Surveillance System, which will include heart disease, stroke and other diseases in 
addition to diabetes.

National 
Population 
Health Survey 
(NPHS)

The National Population Health Survey (NPHS) collects information related to the health of the 
Canadian population and related socio-demographic information. The target populations are: 1) 
household residents in all provinces (excluding populations on First Nation reserves, Canadian 
Forces bases and some remote areas in Québec and Ontario); 2) long-term residents expected 
to stay longer than six months in health care institutions; and, 3) the Northern Territories 
(excluding populations on First Nation reserves, Canadian Forces bases, and some of the most 
remote areas of the Territories). The first cycle of data collection began in 1994 with plans for 
data collection every second year, for approximately 20 years in total. The longitudinal sample 
for 1998–1999 consisted of all longitudinal respondents (approximately 17,000) chosen in cycle 
1 who had completed at least the general component of the questionnaire in 1994–95.

Obesigenic Environmental factors that promote obesity in individuals or populations (i.e., factors that 
encourage high energy intake and sedentary behaviour).

Ontario 
Diabetes 
Database  
(ODD)

The Ontario Diabetes Database (ODD) contains all physician-diagnosed diabetes patients in 
Ontario identified since 1991. The database was created using hospital discharge abstracts 
and physician service claims. A patient is said to have physician-diagnosed diabetes if he or 
she meets at least one of the following two criteria: (a) a hospital admission with a diabetes 
diagnosis (International Classification of Diseases Clinical Modification code 250 (ICD9-CM) 
before 2002 or ICD-10 code E10–E14 after 2002, or (b) a physician services claim with a 
diabetes diagnosis (code 250) followed within two years by either a physician services claim  
or a hospital admission with a diabetes diagnosis. Individuals entered the ODD as incident 
cases when they were defined as having diabetes according to the criteria described above.  
A hospital record with a diagnosis of pregnancy care or delivery close to a diabetic record  
(i.e., a gestational admission date between 90 days before and 120 days after the diabetic 
record date) was considered to relate to a diagnosis of gestational diabetes and was excluded. 
The ODD has been validated against primary care health records and demonstrated excellent 
accuracy for determining incidence and prevalence of diabetes in Ontario (sensitivity 86%, 
specificity of 97%).33

Physician-
diagnosed 
diabetes

Diabetes is defined based on physician service claims and hospitalization records bearing a 
diagnosis code for diabetes.
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Population 
baseline risk

The sum or total predictive risk of individuals within a population under a “baseline” scenario.

Population risk The sum or total predictive risk of individuals within a population. For example, the population 
risk of diabetes is described as the predicted number of new cases of diabetes in the total 
population. Population risk can be described as diffused, concentrated, etc.

Prediction From the Latin word praedict “to make known beforehand.” There are two types of prediction 
in health and health care: prediction of a current state or future event. Prediction in this report 
refers to latter. Prediction of a future event is synonymous with other less specific terms such 
as “forecasting,” “trend analyses,” “projection” and “simulation modelling.” In this report, 
we prefer the term prediction used in conjunction with an interpretive description of the level 
of uncertainty. See also clinical risk prediction, forecasting, population risk prediction, risk 
prediction tool, simulation modelling.

Predictive 
accuracy

Accuracy of a predictive estimate. See also accuracy and calibration.

Predictive risk The likelihood of an event.

Prognosis A term used in clinical medicine to describe the likely course of a disease or course of illness. 
In modern times, clinical risk prediction tools (see entry) have been developed to analytically 
estimate prognosis. In medicine, regression models relating to patient outcome are termed 
prognostic models.

Reference 
standard

Sometimes referred as the “gold standard”, “physician-diagnosed diabetes” is the reference 
standard for the Ontario Diabetes Database and the National Diabetes Database.

Reliability Reliability is the consistency or repeatability of a measure; that is, the degree to which an 
instrument measures the same way each time it is used under the same condition with the 
same subjects (precision). In the practice of modelling, reliability is often used as a general term 
that includes accuracy along with concepts of durability or practical benefit of the model under 
different scenarios.

Risk prediction 
tool/risk 
prediction 
algorithm

A model or equation that yields estimates which enable the prediction of the risk of future 
events in individuals or groups based on baseline information, such as characteristics of the 
individual or population. Prediction tools/models are developed to inform treatment or other 
clinical decisions for individual patients. Similar to the individual level, at the population setting 
predictive risk tools have the potential of providing insight into the future burden of a disease in 
an entire region or nation and the influence of specific risk factors.

Validation for 
risk prediction

Assessment of the performance of a predictive tool/model for a specified use. Assessment of 
whether a predictive tool/model is transportable to other populations. The main ways to assess 
or validate the performance of a prediction are to compare observed and predicted event rates 
for individuals (known as calibration) and to quantify the model’s ability to distinguish between 
individuals who do or do not experience the event of interest (known as discrimination).
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