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What is already known on this subject? 1 

Emerging evidence suggests that the burden of COVID-19 infection is falling unequally across 2 

England, with provisional data suggesting higher overall infection and mortality rates for Black, 3 

Asian, and mixed race/ethnicity individuals. 4 

What does this study add? 5 

We found that regions with greater socioeconomic deprivation and poorer population health 6 

measures showed a faster rise in COVID-19 cases, and reached higher peak case levels. Areas 7 

with a higher proportion of Black residents were more likely to show this kind of time course, 8 

even after adjusting for multiple co-occurring factors, including population density. This finding 9 

merits further investigation in terms of the intersecting vulnerability factors Black and other 10 

minority ethnic individuals face in England (e.g. proportion of people working in service and 11 

caring roles, and the role of structural discrimination), and has implications for the ongoing 12 

allocation of public health resources, in order to better mitigate such inequalities.  13 
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Abstract 14 

 15 

Objective: To identify factors associated with local variation in the time course of COVID-19 16 

case burden in England.  17 

 18 

Methods: We analyzed laboratory-confirmed COVID-19 case data for 150 upper tier local 19 

authorities, from the period from January 30 to May 6, 2020, as reported by Public Health 20 

England. Using methods suitable for time-series data, we identified clusters of local authorities 21 

with distinct trajectories of daily cases, after adjusting for population size. We then tested for 22 

differences in sociodemographic, economic, and health disparity factors between these clusters.   23 

 24 

Results: Two clusters of local authorities were identified: a higher case trajectory that rose faster 25 

over time to reach higher peak infection levels, and a lower case trajectory cluster that emerged 26 

more slowly, and had a lower peak. The higher case trajectory cluster (79 local authorities) had 27 

higher population density (p<0.001), higher proportion of Black and Asian residents (p=0.03; 28 

p=0.02), higher multiple deprivation scores (p<0.001), a lower proportions of older adults 29 

(p=0.005), and higher preventable mortality rates (p=0.03). Local authorities with higher 30 

proportions of Black residents were more likely to belong to the high case trajectory cluster, even 31 

after adjusting for population density, deprivation, proportion of older adults and preventable 32 

mortality (p=0.04).  33 

 34 

Conclusion: Areas belonging to the trajectory with significantly higher COVID-19 case burden 35 

were more deprived, and had higher proportions of ethnic minority residents. A higher 36 

proportion of Black residents in regions belonging to the high trajectory cluster was not fully 37 

explained by differences in population density, deprivation, and other overall health disparities 38 

between the clusters.  39 
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Introduction 40 

 41 

England currently has amongst the highest worldwide recorded cases of the novel coronavirus  42 

(COVID-19), with 243,303 cases as of May 17, 2020 [1]. However, increasing evidence suggests 43 

this burden disproportionately affects certain groups. Provisional data from the Office for 44 

National Statistics has indicated significantly increased COVID-19 mortality estimates for Black, 45 

Asian, and mixed race/ethnicity individuals, even after indirect adjustment for age, broad 46 

geographical region, and measures of self-reported health and disability [2,3]. There are also 47 

disparities in COVID-19 mortality across geographic regions. Based on COVID-19 deaths 48 

occurring in March and early April, the age-standardized mortality rate was twice as high in the 49 

most deprived areas of England, compared with the least deprived [4]. Importantly, a recent 50 

study assessing hypothetical vulnerability to respiratory pathogen pandemics – calculated in 51 

terms of likely demand characteristics versus supply-side differences in existing healthcare 52 

provision – found greater vulnerability in regions of England with higher economic deprivation 53 

levels [5].  54 

 55 

Here, we sought to identify whether local-level variation in trajectories (changes over time) in 56 

confirmed COVID-19 cases were related to variation in socioeconomic deprivation and self-57 

reported racial/ethnic identity. We also assessed whether time courses of caseloads differed 58 

according to important population health measures – including healthy life expectancy, 59 

preventable mortality, and proportion of individuals with chronic health conditions that may 60 

increase susceptibility to COVID-19 morbidity and mortality. The ability of different areas to 61 

control COVID-19 infection rates over time may provide a more sensitive readout of 62 

vulnerability than cumulative case or mortality data, as this time course will depend on a 63 

combination of sociodemographic variables and local capacity to enact public health measures 64 

that help limit disease spread [5]. Critically, we examined whether differences in demographic 65 

measures between trajectories remained significant after adjusting for covariance with other 66 

factors that may affect COVID-19 caseload (population density, proportion of older adults, 67 

relative deprivation, and preventable mortality rates) [6–8]. 68 

 69 

 70 
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Methods 71 

 72 

Data on daily laboratory-confirmed COVID-19 cases for the period spanning January 30 to May 73 

6, 2020 were accessed via Public Health England [9]. These case counts are reported based on 74 

the date the specimen was taken from the patient, not the date the lab carried out testing and 75 

reported results to Public Health England. Case data were extracted for upper tier local 76 

authorities (henceforth referred to as local authorities), a level of analysis which was chosen in 77 

order to balance geographical resolution against availability of up-to-date clinical and 78 

sociodemographic data. Case counts were adjusted for local authority population size, using 79 

population estimates provided by the Office for National Statistics (ONS), as of April 2019 [10]. 80 

 81 

We identified clusters, or homogenous groups, of local authorities with distinct COVID-19 case 82 

trajectories. Clusters were identified using a partition around mediods approach [11], a clustering 83 

analysis for time-series data. A dynamic time warping similarity metric was used to capture 84 

nonlinear similarity between two time-series based on their shape. This metric was chosen 85 

because it is has been shown in the literature to be optimal for clustering of time series data. 86 

Unlike the Euclidean distance which is commonly used for cluster analysis of non-time series 87 

data, the dynamic time warping distance is not sensitive to time shifts, which is helpful as some 88 

local authorities may have had earlier cases than others. The clustering algorithm partitions local 89 

authorities in order to maximize intra-cluster similarities in case trajectories, and maximize inter-90 

cluster differences in case trajectories. In order to identify the optimal number of clusters, 2-, 3-, 91 

4-, and 5-cluster models were compared using five established cluster validity indices 92 

(Silhouette, Score function, Davies-Bouldin, modified Davies-Bouldin, and COP) [12]. 93 

 94 

Sociodemographic, economic deprivation and public health data for each local authority were 95 

compiled from Public Health England Fingertips repository using FingertipsR [13]. Specifically, 96 

we extracted the most recent data on ethnicity (proportions of Black or Black British ethnic 97 

group, Asian or Asian British ethnic group, Mixed/multiple ethnic group and White residents); 98 

older adults (proportion of adults aged 65 or older), index of multiple deprivation (IMD, a 99 

composite measure of deprivation calculated across multiple domains, including income, 100 

employment, education, health, crime, barriers to housing and services, and living environment: 101 
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[14]); employment deprivation (proportion of working-age population involuntarily excluded 102 

from the labor market, calculated from claimants of various out-of-work social security 103 

allowances: [14]), healthy life expectancy (average number of years a person would expect to 104 

live in good health based on contemporary mortality rates and prevalence of self-reported good 105 

health); preventable mortality (age-standardized mortality rate from causes considered 106 

preventable, per 100,000 people); pre-existing chronic health conditions (proportion of registered 107 

patients with a general practitioner (GP)-recorded diagnosis of coronary heart disease, diabetes, 108 

hypertension or obesity); self-reported physical activity (proportion of adults completing at least 109 

150 minutes of moderate-intensity physical activity per week); and nursing home admissions 110 

(permanent admissions to residential and nursing care homes, per 100,000 people aged 65+). 111 

Population density was calculated as number of people per land area square kilometer, according 112 

to standard area measurements of local authorities available from the Office of National 113 

Statistics Open Geography portal [15]. 114 

 115 

Differences in sociodemographic, deprivation and public health measures between the clusters 116 

were tested using the nonparametric Kruskal Wallis test. We presented the median and 117 

interquartile range (IQR) of the measures in each cluster. In addition, separate logistic regression 118 

models were used to determine whether proportions of minority ethnicity groups and deprivation 119 

predicted cluster membership, after adjusting for potential confounding variables. Odds ratios 120 

(OR) and 95% confidence intervals (CI) for adjusted models are presented. All statistical 121 

analyses were carried out using R, version 3.6.1 (R Core Team, 2019). 122 

 123 

Results 124 

 125 

Two clusters of local authorities were identified, based on daily population-adjusted COVID-19 126 

laboratory confirmed case counts (Figure 1a). All five cluster validity indices supported the 127 

identification of two clusters. A cluster of 79 local authorities had significantly higher 128 

population-adjusted daily case trajectories. Members of this cluster tended to be located close to 129 

or contain major urban centers (including Manchester, Newcastle upon Tyne, Liverpool, 130 

Birmingham, Sheffield and London), however members of this cluster also included less densely 131 

populated areas (such as Cumbria, Northumberland, and Herefordshire; Figure 1b). A second 132 
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cluster of 71 local authorities followed a lower daily case trajectory. These areas tended to be 133 

less densely populated, including the south-west region, but also included several London 134 

boroughs (Hillingdon, Richmond, Westminster, Camden, Islington, City of London, Tower 135 

Hamlets and Greenwich; Figure 1b, inset).  136 

 137 

Both clusters followed a similar temporal pattern, with case counts increasing until early April 138 

and then declining. However, as of May 6, 2020, the median cumulative number of cases per 1 139 

million population in the high trajectory cluster was 2947.64 [IQR: 2543.85, 3350.20], as 140 

compared with 1717.96 [IQR: 1376.34, 1999.41] cases per 1 million population in the low 141 

trajectory cluster (p<0.001).  Figure 1a shows that this was due to a faster rate of rise, and higher 142 

overall peak level in the higher case, compared to the lower case trajectory cluster. 143 

 144 

Table 1 presents the socio-demographic and health factors in the two clusters. Local authorities 145 

in the high trajectory cluster had significantly higher proportions of Black and Black British 146 

ethnic group residents (p=0.026). Local authorities in the high trajectory cluster had a median of 147 

2.36% [IQR: 0.49%, 8.55%] Black residents, compared with a median of 0.89% [IQR: 0.57%, 148 

2.14%] Black residents in the low trajectory cluster group. There was also higher proportions of 149 

Asian and Asian British ethnic group residents in the high trajectory cluster, with a median of 150 

7.41% [IQR: 2.33%, 15.57%] as compared with a median of 3.71% [IQR: 1.80%, 8.28%] in the 151 

low trajectory cluster group. Local authorities in the high trajectory cluster group had 152 

significantly lower proportions of white residents (p=0.011), while they did not differ on the 153 

proportions of Mixed/multiple ethnic group residents (p=0.101).  154 

 155 

Local authorities in the high trajectory cluster also had significantly lower proportions of 156 

older adult males and females aged 65+ (p=0.005; p=0.004). However, there were higher rates of 157 

admission into nursing homes among older adults aged 65+ in the high trajectory cluster 158 

(p=0.088).  159 

 160 

There was significantly greater deprivation, quantified through both the multiple index of 161 

deprivation and employment deprivation, in the high case trajectory cluster (p<0.001; p<0.001). 162 

The high case trajectory cluster also had significantly greater population density (p<0.001). This 163 
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was a median of 2526 [IQR: 1269, 4735] persons per land area square kilometer in the high case 164 

trajectory cluster, compared with 589 [IQR: 322, 2546] persons per land area square kilometer in 165 

the low case trajectory cluster.   166 

 167 

The cluster of local authorities with a high daily case trajectory had significantly poorer health 168 

measures. It had higher preventable mortality per 100,000 persons for males and females 169 

(p=0.003; p=0.027), and had lower healthy life expectancy for males (p=0.009). Further, 170 

significantly lower proportion of adults were physically active (p=0.001), and there was higher 171 

prevalence of diabetes (p=0.001).     172 

 173 

Table 2 presents results from logistic regression models. Because population density varies 174 

significantly between clusters, and high population density could facilitate the spread of an 175 

infectious disease, we adjusted for it in logistic regression models. In adjusted models, local 176 

authorities with higher proportions of Black residents were significantly more likely to belong to 177 

the high case trajectory cluster (OR 1.14 [95% CI: 1.02 – 1.29], p=0.026), and local authorities 178 

with higher proportions of White residents were significantly less likely to have high case 179 

trajectory membership (OR 0.97 [95% CI: 0.93, 0.99], p=0.041).  180 

 181 

Next, to identify whether higher proportion of minority ethnic groups is associated with higher 182 

probability of belonging to the high case trajectory, we also adjusted for additional covariates. 183 

Local authorities with higher proportions of Black residents were more likely to belong to the 184 

high case trajectory cluster (p=0.035), even after adjusting for population density, deprivation, 185 

proportion of older adults and preventable mortality. The adjusted odds ratio corresponding to a 186 

1% increase in Black residents was 1.20 (95% CI: 1.03 – 1.45).  187 

 188 

Higher index of multiple deprivation scores were also significantly associated with high case 189 

trajectory after adjusting for differences in population density, proportion older adults, and 190 

proportion of Black, Asian and Mixed/Multiple ethnic groups (OR = 1.08 [95% CI: 1.03 – 1.14], 191 

p=0.002). Further, in adjusted models, higher employment deprivation was significantly 192 

associated with high case trajectory (OR = 1.21 [95% CI: 1.09 – 1.35], p<0.001).  193 

 194 
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Discussion 195 

 196 

Our findings suggest that the burden of COVID-19 falls disproportionately on areas in England 197 

with higher deprivation, a higher proportion of Black and Asian residents, a higher prevalence of 198 

chronic diseases, more physical inactivity, and lower healthy life expectancy, and higher 199 

mortality from preventable causes.  200 

 201 

Importantly, local differences in race/ethnicity and deprivation scores significantly predicted 202 

membership of the higher case trajectory cluster after adjusting for differences in population 203 

density – suggesting these effects are not simply the result of higher proportions of ethnic 204 

minority residents and higher deprivation levels in dense urban areas where COVID-19 is likely 205 

to be more prevalent [16]. 206 

 207 

The geographic disparities in case trajectories were in general consistent with the trend in 208 

COVID-19 mortality data, where the death toll in the most deprived areas of England and Wales 209 

were approximately twice that in the least deprived areas [17]. Often, populations living in 210 

deprivation also are co-living with a higher burden of chronic health conditions that elevate risk 211 

for COVID-19 morbidity and mortality, producing a compounded effect [18–20]. Similar health 212 

inequalities in COVID-19 outcomes have been reported elsewhere with regard to socioeconomic 213 

and demographic profiles. [21–24]. Our results are also aligned with estimates based on 214 

individual-level data from the UK Biobank, which showed a 2 to 4-fold higher risk of COVID-215 

19 infection among Black, Asian, and minority ethnic (BAME) communities than their white 216 

counterparts, after adjusting for socioeconomic status, lifestyle, obesity, and comorbidities [25].  217 

 218 

However, it is important to note that it is difficult to separate racial, socioeconomic, and health 219 

contributions when reporting COVID-19 disparities – and, crucially, that insufficient 220 

contextualization of findings may lead to misunderstandings that undermine the goal of 221 

eliminating health inequalities [26]. For example, recent analysis from the Office for National 222 

Statistics suggests that occupation may pay an important role in COVID-19 exposure and 223 

mortality – with workers in social care, public transport, and sales/retail all found to have 224 

increased death rates [27]. The increased exposure to other individuals and reduced ability to 225 
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maintain physical distancing associated with these roles is likely to interact with findings 226 

stratified by ethnicity groups, as there are significantly greater proportions of BAME individuals 227 

employed in caring and customer service professions [28]. Further, there are demonstrable long-228 

term health implications of structural inequality and discrimination with respect to race and 229 

ethnicity. Research has demonstrated that the cumulative effects of physiological responses to 230 

external stressors, especially racial discrimination, are linked to increased risk of chronic health 231 

conditions such as cardiovascular disease and diabetes (the ‘weathering’ hypothesis, [29,30]) – 232 

further exacerbating risk from COVID-19 [31,32]. Finally, migrant groups in the UK may have 233 

limited healthcare entitlements, and face additional barriers to healthcare access, including fear 234 

of the imposition of high charges and/or sharing of their data with immigration enforcement 235 

agencies [3,33]. 236 

 237 

Interestingly, areas with a high daily case trajectory had a significantly lower proportion of older 238 

adults (aged 65 or above), which preliminarily suggests that it may not be older population that is 239 

driving the higher burden of COVID-19 infection in these regions. However, as the healthy life 240 

expectancy of males is significantly lower in the high trajectory areas, and the admissions into 241 

nursing homes is higher in the high trajectory areas, it is possible that older adults in these areas 242 

may have poorer health; however, this warrants further study.  243 

 244 

The burden of COVID-19 deaths has fallen disproportionately in major urban centers – 245 

particularly London, Liverpool, Birmingham and Manchester [4,17]. As expected, local 246 

authorities in these cities tended to belong to the high case trajectory cluster. However, we note 247 

that within London, some wealthier local authorities (e.g. Westminster, City of London) 248 

belonged to the lower case trajectory cluster. People with means may be more able to enact 249 

physical distancing, and have the ability to leave London, as 250,000 people were estimated to 250 

have left London in mid-March prior to the lockdown based on smartphone data [34].   251 

 252 

This study had some limitations. There may be some local differences in availability and 253 

provision of COVID-19 testing, although this is not expected to be a significant limitation, as 254 

there is standardized government guidance for members of the public who suspect they have 255 

COVID-19, to contact NHS 111 or visit nhs.net, rather than contacting their GP. Further, there 256 
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may be outflow and inflow of residents to areas which were not their primary residence prior to 257 

and during the lockdown period, which could slightly alter the data profile of local authorities. 258 

Our ecological study design serves as an important complement to analyses of individual-level 259 

patient data, to help understand how structural inequities at the population level affect COVID-260 

19 burden. Here, we also adjusted for multiple potential confounders in our models to better 261 

identify associations between proportions of ethnicity groups in a local authority, or deprivation 262 

of the local authority, and COVID-19 case burden.  263 

 264 

Our findings imply that structural inequities related to race/ethnicity, socioeconomic deprivation, 265 

local health disparities and environmental factors may be “root causes” of disparities in COVID-266 

19 infection in England. The interaction between these factors is likely to multifaceted and 267 

complex [26], and may evolve over time. The identified clusters of COVID-19 caseload 268 

trajectory and their varied associations with contextual factors may also have important 269 

implications for future resource allocation strategies and public health planning, at the national 270 

level. Recent calls to the research community have highlighted the importance of reporting 271 

socioeconomic as well as racial/ethnic disparity data in order to properly understand COVID-19 272 

health inequalities [26,35]. We conclude that public health practitioners and policymakers should 273 

recognize both the collective contribution of social determinants of health and their 274 

intersectionality, to better mitigate the burden of COVID-19 and reduce health disparities.  275 
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Figure 1. Cluster analysis of daily COVID-19 case data by local authority region 276 
a Analysis of daily case data identified two trajectory clusters: a higher daily case trajectory 277 

(formed of 79 local authorities), and a lower case trajectory cluster (formed of 71 local 278 
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authorities. Data plotted here represent the mean (standard error) of laboratory-confirmed 279 

COVID-19 cases each day, per 1 million (1M) population (data from Public Health England). 280 

Grey shading represents weekends (Saturdays and Sundays), when number of reported cases 281 

tends to be lower. b Cluster assignment, plotted for each region (unitary or upper tier local 282 

authorities). Boundary data are correct as of December 2019 (source: Office for National 283 

Statistics Open Geography portal). Inset shows a magnification of the Greater London area. The 284 

eight largest cities by population size are labeled.   285 
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 286 

 High trajectory cluster 

(n=79) 

Low trajectory cluster 

(n=71) 

 

 
Median (interquartile 

range) 

Median (interquartile 

range) 

p-value 

Racial/ethnic composition and older adults 
1Black (%) 2.36 [0.49, 8.55] 0.89 [0.57, 2.14] 0.026 
2Asian (%) 7.41 [2.33, 15.57] 3.71 [1.80, 8.28] 0.016 

Mixed/Multiple ethnic 

group (%) 

2.08 [1.07, 4.17]         1.57 [1.17, 2.48]           0.101 

White (%) 85.49 [65.75, 95.97] 92.66 [85.92, 95.74] 0.011 

65+ Male (%) 15.16 [11.84, 18.20] 17.18 [13.55, 20.11] 0.005 

65+ Female (%) 17.98 [14.23, 20.95] 20.06 [16.00, 22.88] 0.004 

Deprivation and population density 
3IMD score 25.66 [19.24, 31.10] 19.00 [14.76, 26.35] <0.001 
3IMD decile 4.00 [2.00, 7.00] 7.00 [4.00, 9.00] <0.001 
4Employment deprivation 0.13 [0.11, 0.17] 0.11 [0.08, 0.14] <0.001 
5Population density 

(persons per km2) 

2526 [1269, 4735] 589 [322, 2546] <0.001 

Health factors 
6Healthy life expectancy 

(M) 61.42 [59.22, 64.68] 63.15 [61.40, 65.66] 0.009 
6Healthy life expectancy 

(F) 62.40 [59.17, 64.82] 63.99 [60.99, 65.90] 0.058 
7Preventable mortality per 

100,000 (M) 251.20 [218.40, 288.75] 220.40 [195.30, 258.30] 0.003 
7Preventable mortality per 

100,000 (F) 147.60 [124.20, 170.10] 133.80 [117.40, 154.50] 0.027 
8Diabetes (%) 7.30 [6.53, 8.13] 6.82 [6.12, 7.35] 0.001 
8Overweight/Obese (%) 64.04 [59.05, 67.15] 62.66 [60.33, 65.44] 0.196 
8Coronary Heart Disease 

(%) 

3.12 [2.34, 3.85] 3.12 [2.51, 3.69] 0.934 

8Hypertension (%) 13.80 [12.10, 15.70] 14.27 [12.66, 15.97] 0.363 

Physically active (%) 65.60 [61.61, 68.74] 68.12 [65.50, 70.97] 0.001 
9Nursing home 

admissions per 100,000 

600.80 [452.20, 735.95] 558.20 [460.60, 627.60] 0.088 

 
10Cumulative COVID-19 

infections per 1M 

2947.64 [2543.85, 

3350.20] 

1717.96 [1376.34, 

1999.41] 

<0.001 

 

Table 1. Socio-demographic, health factors and burden of COVID-19.  287 
1Black denotes Black or Black British ethnic group; 2Asian denotes Asian or Asian British ethnic 288 

group; 3IMD, Index of Multiple Deprivation, a composite deprivation score encompassing 289 

income, employment, education, health, crime, barriers to housing and services, and living 290 

environment; 4Employment deprivation scale (proportion of the working-age population in an 291 

area involuntarily excluded from the labour market, due to factors such as unemployment, 292 
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sickness, disability or carer responsibilities) represents the most recently available data, from 293 

2015. 5Population density is defined as number of persons per land area square kilometer. 294 
6Healthy life expectancy (average number of years a person would expect to live in good health 295 

based on contemporary mortality rates and prevalence of self-reported good health: M, for males; 296 

F, for females); 7Preventable mortality represents the age-standardized mortality rate from causes 297 

considered preventable per 100,000 population for 2016-2018 (M, for males; F, for females). 298 
8Chronic conditions: percentage of registered patients with a general practitioner (GP)-recorded 299 

diagnosis of coronary heart disease, diabetes, hypertension or obesity; 9permanent admissions to 300 

residential and nursing care homes, per 100,000 people aged 65+. 10Cumulative COVID-19 301 

infections per 1 million (1M) population are those reported as of May 6, 2020. *p< 0.05, **p< 302 

0.01; Kruskal Wallis tests. Data provided by Public Health England.   303 
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 304 

 Odds ratio of 

belonging to 

high case 

trajectory 

95% CI p-value 

Models adjusted for population density 
1Black (%) 1.14 1.02 – 1.29 0.026 
2Asian (%) 1.03 0.99 – 1.08 0.134 

Mixed/Multiple ethnic 

group (%) 

1.08 0.76 – 1.53 0.674 

White (%) 0.97 0.93 – 0.99 0.041 

Older adults (%) 0.92 0.81 – 1.03 0.140 
3IMD score 1.08 1.03 – 1.14 0.001 
4Employment 

deprivation 

1.19 1.09 – 1.31 <0.001 

Models adjusted for population density, % older adults, % Black, % Asian,  

% Mixed/Multiple ethnic group 
3IMD score 1.08 1.03 – 1.14 0.002 
4Employment 

deprivation 

1.21 1.09 – 1.35 <0.001 

Models adjusted for population density, deprivation, % older adults and preventable 

mortality 
1Black (%) 1.20 1.03 – 1.45 0.035 
2Asian (%) 1.02 0.97 – 1.08 0.465 

Mixed/Multiple ethnic 

group (%) 

1.14 0.68 – 1.99 0.634 

White (%) 0.95 0.90 – 1.00 0.083 

 

Table 2. Adjusted models of socio-demographic factors and burden of COVID-19.  305 
1Black denotes Black or Black British ethnic group; 2Asian denotes Asian or Asian British ethnic 306 

group. 3IMD, Index of Multiple Deprivation, a composite deprivation score encompassing 307 

income, employment, education, health, crime, barriers to housing and services, and living 308 

environment. 4Employment deprivation scale (proportion of the working-age population in an 309 

area involuntarily excluded from the labour market, due to factors such as unemployment, 310 

sickness, disability or carer responsibilities) represents the most recently available data, from 311 

2015. Odds ratios and associated confidence intervals were calculated using logistic regression 312 

adjusted for different covariates. Data provided by Public Health England.   313 
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