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THE UNITED STATES HEALTHCARE SYSTEM
Introduction.
Financing health care institutions can be a complex task. A healthcare system encompasses institutions, governmental organizations, people, components, and resources that work together to ensure services are effectively delivered to patients to see that the needs of the entire population are satisfied. Healthcare institutions can either receive financing schemes from the national government, compulsory or voluntary prepayments, and insurance companies. Moreover, patients can finance their medical services through capitation or fee for service. the capitation refers to a type of payment system where a physician, a medical institution, or doctor is paid a fixed amount of money per patient for a certain period of services, timed by a physician association or an insurer. Fee-for-service is a payment system where services are unbundled and are paid for separately. Based on research by (Feldhaus et al, 2018), the payment systems for providers are characterized by the payment methods utilized that are associated with different incentives offered by those providers. These incentives are important in determining which healthcare systems a hospital is comfortable with. Therefore, the following research focuses on analyzing the differences between National Health Services and National health insurance, while comparing it with the healthcare system of the United States of America. 
Differences between NHS and NHI.
The National Health Service system represents a healthcare system that is funded by the government of the United Kingdom that ensures that all citizens within the United Kingdom receive comprehensive care irrespective of race, gender, age, disability, financial capabilities, the sexual orientation of the people, or their beliefs. The national Health service system ensures that the services provided are of high quality at a lower cost. The National Health Insurance system represents a model that is driven by private health providers with the payments that are made by insurance programs that are run by the government. Therefore, every citizen has to pay for this program to ensure that they receive these services. Moreover, this model does not make any profit or deny claims to patients. The major difference between the National health service system and the National Health insurance is greatly based on their payment method and their program focus (Silver, 2018).  For instance, while the National Health Service is considered a program that was based on general revenues taxed from the citizens, National Health Insurance focuses on considering the needs of the people that were already insured. That is, while the National Health service focuses on guaranteeing service, National Health Insurance focuses on guaranteeing payment for the offered services. Moreover, the National Health Insurance was considered a mechanism for funding other models of health services by ensuring that the government was empowered to have enough funds, which were controlled by a board of members chosen by the national department of health while the National Health Service in England remained the full responsibility of the government department, from payments to the services offered. Furthermore, while National Health Insurance covers citizens of a nation, permanent residents, inmates, refugees, and a certain group of foreigners, the National Health Service system covers every citizen in the United Kingdom consisting of every appointment, treatments, prescriptions, off on arranging services such as accidents, dentists and pharmacy needs. 
NHS and NHI systems compared with the US healthcare system.
The healthcare system of the United States has specific features that differentiate it from National health services and National Health Insurance systems. The healthcare system of the United States and that of the United Kingdom through the National Health service have both the greatest private sectors in the world. However, the United States health sector spends a lot more than the National Health service. In terms of fairness in finances, the United Kingdom is better than the United States since, with the National Health service, the tax system of the United Kingdom is utilized to create funds for healthcare. In the United States, private sectors are the major aspects where citizens that can afford quality healthcare services get the most effective care, leaving out the ones living in poor economic status. However, the National Health service has low responsiveness to the needs and wants of its citizens. The United States healthcare system is considerate of what its citizens need, which caused them to set up clinics and hospitals in every location of the United States to ensure that accessibility is increased. That is, the National Health Service and the National Health Insurance have tight control of the funding, and the resources that have led to intangible needs in the healthcare system. It leads to unnecessary waiting in medical facilities. Based on research by (Ham, 2017), the healthcare system of the United States spends over fifteen percent of its gross domestic product on healthcare, while the United Kingdom spends only seven percent. Even though the major population of both systems has expressed dissatisfaction with their healthcare systems, most of the British population believe that their systems work well, and do not need to be rebuilt. However, the majority of the United States population think that their system needs to be rebuilt with major changes in the emergency response sector, and dealing with chronic illnesses.  Compared to the NHI, a lot of American citizens under the age of 70 lack insurance despite them spending a lot. Their Medicaid groups ensure that every citizen receives medical care depending on what they can pay. Thus, it focuses more on the payment rather than the quality and access to services for all citizens. 
Comparing the healthcare system of the US and Other nations (Russia). 
Performing a comparison between the United States and the Russian healthcare system, the United States is better in terms of information technology, healthcare performance, and provider payment models. For instance, the end of the Soviet Union led to the decline of healthcare in Russia. As a result, conditions like cancer, tuberculosis, and heart disease were high compared to the United States of America. The United States is well equipped in handling the cardiovascular disease. Moreover, Russia has problems with accessing national health systems, where most patients have to stand in lines for so long before getting the services and they have poor payment models where the records of patients' medical and payment history are at a constant attack from outside sources. The drugs are also unaffordable which leads them to result in herbal medicine and faith healings. In contrast, America includes medical prescriptions therefore, the patient does not have to worry about paying for medication separately. Furthermore, there is a shortage of medical practitioners in Russian hospitals causing the patients to depend on themselves for treatment. In the United States, healthcare facilities are at every corner, allowing every citizen within the country to have access no matter their economic status, living situation, or their location. According to (Antanova, 2016), the Russian healthcare system faces flaws that instead of improving health, can lead to other infections. Also, while Russia's ministry of health provides insurance to citizens, the United States of America offers several types of insurance that allow a patient to choose his way of payment and what the insurance covers. The downside is that the United States does not offer insurance to veterans after they retire since Tricare covers them when on duty.
Conclusion.
In conclusion, the healthcare system of the United States is relatively lower compared to the National Health Services and the National Health Insurance systems. However, compared to the healthcare system of Russia, the United States is better in terms of information technology, healthcare performance, and provider payment models. Therefore, dealing with the challenges can ensure that the system of the US can increase accessibility, quality, and reduce the cost of healthcare services.
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