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Abstract

Background. People of color in the U.S. have been disproportionately impacted by the COVID-
19 pandemic in terms of rates of infection and morbidity. Explanations for these disparities
include over-representation as essential workers and long-standing inequities in access to health
services. Prior to the pandemic, racial discrimination has been associated with depression and
general anxiety. However, the effect of discrimination and racial bias specific to the Coronavirus
on mental health has not been examined. The aim'of this study was to assess the effects of
Coronavirus victimization distress and Coronavirus racial bias beliefs on the mental health of

young adult people of eolor.

Method. An online survey administered to a national sample of 350 Black, Indigenous and
Latinx adults (18 — 25 years) included Coronavirus health risks, prescription and financial
security, measure of depression and anxiety and 2 new psychometrically validated measures for

Coronavirus related victimization distress and racial bias.

Results. Employment, number of Coronavirus health risks, Coronavirus victimization distress
and Coronavirus racial bias were positively correlated with each other and with depression and
anxiety. By contrast, household income and perceived financial and prescription security were
negatively correlated with Coronavirus victimization, Coronavirus racial bias and with the
mental health indices. Structural equation modeling controlling for demographic variables
indicated perceived Coronavirus racial bias mediated the effect of Coronavirus victimization

distress on both mental health measures across all groups.



Conclusions. Results suggest the COVID-19 pandemic has created new pathways to mental
health disparities among young adults of color by reversing formerly protective factors such as
employment, and by exacerbating structural and societal inequities linked to race. Findings
highlight the necessity of creating mental health services tailored to the specific needs of

racial/ethnic minorities during the current and future health crises.

Introduction

The COVID-19 pandemic has amplified existing racial/ethnic disparities in the United
States. People of color-have higherrisks of COVID-19 infection and mortality. Black,
Indigenous and Latinx adults are at disproportionally higher risk. For example, as of July 28,
2020, Black, Indigenous, and Latinx;pcople in the U.S. compared with other racial/ethnic groups
accounted for greater proportions of Coronavirus infections among young adults ages 18 — 29
years (17.7%, 1.3%, 30.28%, respectively) and an even greater proportion of deaths (34.6%,
4.5%, 38.66%, respectively) (1). Disparities faced by people of color during the pandemic are
rooted in long-standing inequities in access to health services and health outcomes (2-4). These
include lower levels of treatment satisfaction and trust, utilization rate, and service outcome
resulting in delay and lack of adherence to treatment uptake (3-5). Compared with other
racial/ethnic groups Black, Indigenous and Latinx persons in the US also have higher rates of
CDC identified medical conditions associated with risk of severe illness from COVID-19,
including obesity, diabetes, asthma, and HIV (6-14). In addition, Black, Indigenous, and Latinx
adults are more likely to be employed as lower skilled workers, and during the current crises, as
essential workers (15, 16), which increases risk of COVID-19 exposure. In 2018, approximately

20% of employed Black and Latinx men worked in service occupations, compared to 13% of



White and Asian men (16). Although 11.9% of all workers are Black, they account for 17% of
workers in Coronavirus frontline industries such as grocery and drug stores, public
transportation, trucking, and health care (15). In addition to these longstanding disparities in
healthcare, stay at home orders and reallocation of pharmaceuticals for emergency care have
created barriers to prescriptions for health conditions related to higher risk for Coronavirus,

placing people in lower economic strata and racially segregated communities at higher risk (17).

Mental health among people of color

People of color also suffer higher mental health risks compared to non-Hispanic whites
(5, 18, 19). The National Center for Health Statistics (20) reported that Indigenous populations
are 50% more likely to report hopelessness, worthlessness, and feelings of nervousness or
restlessness compared to non-Hispanic Whites and 80% more likely to report frequent sadness.
Black and Latinx women also report significantly greater depressive symptomatology than non-
Hispanic White females (18, 21). Although the prevalence rates of major depression and general
anxiety among Black and Latinx are often reported to be similar or lower than non-Hispanic
Whites, these findings have been attributed to the fact people of color in the US seek mental
health clinical care at rates well below their need and face discrimination during diagnosis and
treatment, misdiagnosis and clinician bias (2, 5, 22-24). Other studies suggest the long-lasting
effects of depression may be higher for African American and Caribbean Black men compared to

non-Hispanic Whites (56% versus 38.6%) (25).
Factors contributing to mental health problems among people of color

The health, economic and employment disparities described above for people of color

also contribute to increased internalizing disorders. Medical disparities currently identified as



increasing Coronavirus risk, have previously been shown to be associated with poor mental
health in studies on the general population and on people of color specifically. For example,
obesity and asthma have been associated with mood disorders and health-related quality of life
among Black and Latinx populations in the U.S. (26-30). Relatedly, inadequate access to health
care also contributes to depression and anxiety (31). Lower socioeconomic status (SES),
financial and food insecurity in general have been associated with higher levels of depression
and anxiety among Black and Latinx populations (32-39); although some studies found that
higher SES is associated with depression among Black people (40-42). Past research has
repeatedly reported on the protective effect of employment on mental health (43, 44). However,
during the pandemic, employed individuals, especially those in positions involving in-person
contact with others during working hours;-are at higher risks of COVID-19 infection (45). Since
racial/ethnic minorities-are more likely to be employed in health care or low-wage jobs that are
considered essential during the pandemic (31, 46), emerging reports indicate they are
experiencing higher levels of depression and anxiety (47). Finally, although in general gender
and sexual minority status among young adults is associated with increases in depression and
anxiety (48, 49), intersecting ethnic and sexual minority identities have been identified as an
increased risk factor for depression and suicidal ideation among Latinx and Black sexual
minority men and women (50-54) and across people of color identified as transgender females

(55, 56).
The relationship between racial/ethnic discrimination and systemic

racism on depression and anxiety among people of color



People of color experience unique stressors related to their marginalized social identity
that adversely contribute to depression and anxiety (57), including explicit racial/ethnic
discrimination and microaggressions (58-61). Intergenerational trauma created by American
slavery, colonialism, Jim Crow laws, and segregation, has been shown to effect both physical
and psychological health among Black people (62-64). Loss and violation of sacred lands and a
history of segregation of American Indian boarding schools and food programs is a significant
stressor for Indigenous persons (12, 65). For Latinx-people, studies have found significant
association among documentation status (66, 67), fear of deportation (68), acculturation stress
(69-71), and mental health status. Although to date, the effect of racial bias associated
specifically with the Coronavirus on mental health has not been examined, the negative impact
of racial/ethnic discrimination on physical-and mental health has been well documented (58, 72-
76). Based on the stress.and coping framework (77), racial/ethnic discrimination is a social
stressor that affects physiological and psychological responses such as increased levels of heart
rate, cortisol secretions, blood pressure, emotional reactivity, and reliance on maladaptive
emotion-regulation strategies (72). These in turn lead to higher risks of both physical health
problems such as obesity and cardiovascular disease (78-80), and internalizing disorders such as

depression and anxiety (73).

Prior research on populations facing contagious disease

discrimination

Research on victimization distress due to contagious diseases such as HIV, HIN1, and
the 2003 severe acute respiratory syndrome (SARS) has found that contagious disease

discrimination is associated with long-term negative mental health outcomes including



depression and anxiety (81-84). For example, in a study on SARS-related stigma in Hong Kong,
residents who lived in the first officially identified site of community outbreak reported they
were marginalized in their work, social, and home environments and experienced high levels of
psychological distress, which did not decrease during the post-SARS era (85, 86). Prior biases
against marginalized social groups also play a role in disease discrimination. For example, in
Malaysia, during the HINI Flu epidemic, farmers held misconceptions that societal “out-groups”
such as sexual minorities, the homeless and sex workers had higher risks of infections, which in

turn led to discrimination against these ‘groups (87).

Individuals who have personally experienced a negative event may attribute the
victimization to various factors, such as personal reasons and discrimination (88). Following an
experience of Coronavirus related bullying or discrimination, people of color may attribute the
event to racial/ethnie-discrimination based on beliefs that the Coronavirus has increased systemic
racism in the US. The attributional ambiguity perspective suggests that attributions to racial
discrimination rather than personal attributions may be self-protective, buffer the harmful effect
of negative events, and contribute to better mental health (89). However, recent studies have
suggested that there are still harmful effects on mental health with attributions to discrimination
(73). This suggests that perceived increases in systemic racism as a consequence of the
Coronavirus pandemic may not only be directly related to increases in depression and anxiety but

may mediate the influence of Coronavirus victimization on these mental health indices.

The current study

Although the devastating impact of COVID-19 on the health of people of color in the

U.S. has been well established, there is a paucity of research on how individual and societal



factors are affecting the mental health of these populations. The current study conducted an
anonymous online survey in April 2020 to examine the association among demographic
variables, Coronavirus victimization distress, and Coronavirus racial bias with depression and
anxiety among Black, Latinx and Indigenous young adults. The following hypotheses were

tested:

1. Employment status, sexual and gender minority identity, lower household income,
financial and prescription insecurity, and number of COVID-19-health risks will be associated

with higher levels of depression and anxiety among young adults of color:

2. Higherlevels of victimization distress and perceived racial bias specifically related to
the«Coronavirus will be directly associated with depression and anxiety among young adults of

color.

3. Coronavirus racial bias will mediate the association between Coronavirus victimization
distress and depression and anxiety among young adults of color. The conceptual model for this

mediating effect is provided in Table 1.

Figure 1. Conceptual model for the mediating effect of Coronavirus racial bias on the association

between Coronavirus victimization distress and depression and anxiety.
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Note. Conceptual model of the mediating effect of Coronavirus racial bias on the association between
Coronavirus victimization distress and depression and anxiety. Structural equation modeling will test the
model with the following covariates held constant: race/ethnicity, age, gender, sexual orientation,

employment, financial security, prescription security and COVID-19 health risks.

Methods

Participants

Data were collected during April 2020 as part of a larger Internet-based national survey
on the biological; psychological and social impact of the Coronavirus pandemic among young
adults from diverse racial/ethnic groups. Forthe current study, eligible participants self-
identified as Black, Indigenous, or'Latinx; were between 18 — 25 years of age; self-reported they
did not currently have the Coronavirus; lived in the United States for more than one year; and

could read English at an eighth-grade level.
Procedure and data validation

Recruitment was conducted by Qualtrics XM. Qualtrics XM is an aggregator of survey
panel websites and can recruit individuals who have signed up to take paid surveys across
multiple sites. Participants are paid in points which they can exchange for gift cards. For the
current study, Qualtrics XM sent emails or provided posts to young adults who had signed up to
take surveys through various survey websites and offered compensation worth $16.50 converted
into the survey panel’s point system. The emails and posts briefly described the study and
provided a link to a screener on another Qualtrics site. The screener included questions on

participants’ age, race/ethnicity, assigned sex at birth, gender, sexual orientation, the US state
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and zip code in which they lived, length of time living in the U.S., geographic region, living

situation, employment and student status.

The target goal was to recruit a minimum of 100 participants from each of the 3
racial/ethnic groups and to over sample for individuals living in rural areas to obtain a
representative geographic sample. A Qualtrics system feature excluded participants whe did not
meet eligibility criteria and prevented them from re-entering the screener. Manual data validation
protocols were established to exclude fraudulent or repeat participants; consistency between age
and date of birth; inconsistency between reported city in which the survey was taken and zip
code, and responseswith identical IP addresses. Qualtrics also'includes a speed check to exclude
participants who respond in less than half the time of the median survey response.
Approximately 57,000 people were sent emails or posts. A total of 418 Black, 223 Indigenous,
and 195 Latinx participants took the screener, with 469 meeting eligibility requirements. Of
those 350 (74.63%) completed the survey and passed the speed check. For the purposes of this
study, an additional 38 respondents were eliminated if they reported they had the Coronavirus
and 7 were eliminated for missing data on the Coronavirus Racial Bias Scale, resulting in a final

sample of 305 (42% Black, 28% Indigenous; 30% Latinx).

Following the screener, eligible individuals were immediately sent to a page providing
informed consent information. Participants who selected “I agree” at the bottom of the informed
consent page, were redirected to the main survey which consisted of 204 items which took on
average 14.02 minutes (SD = 33.84); some participants took an hour or more to complete the
survey resulting in the large standard deviation. Participants were able to quit the survey at any
time by closing the survey window and their data was not included in analysis. At the end of the

survey, online resources on health information and Coronavirus prevention were provided.
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Qualtrics uses unique identification numbers for each participant so that identifiable information
and survey data are not stored on Qualtrics servers. The identity of participants and their contact
information were therefore unknown to the investigators. Participants received the agreed
amount of incentive within seven days after they completed the survey to allow for data quality

checks. The study was approved by the University Institutional Review Board.

Measures

Demographic information

Demographic¢ information collected during screenihg included age, gender, race and
ethnicity, sexual orientation, employment (full-or part-time; whether one was employed as an
“essential worker”), student status; and region (urban, suburban, exurban, rural). Additional
information included: household income; financial security; prescription security; and an 8 item

checklist on CDC COVID-19 health risks. Item choices are provided in Table 1

Table 1. Frequency and percentages for sociodemographic characteristics and COVID-19 health

risks for Black, Indigenous, and Latinx participants young adults ages 18 — 25 years.

Black Indigenous  Latinx Total
(N=128) (N=86) N=91) ([N=305)

N % N % N % N % X2 ar p
Gender X%=2.02 .73
Cisgender Male 31 1421 23 2674 17 18.68 71 23.28
Cisgender Female 67 5234 46 53.49 53 5824 166 54.43

Gender Minority 30 23.44 17 19.77 21 23.08 68 | 22.30



Sexual Orientation

Heterosexual

Sexual Minority

Do not wish to answer

Employment Status

Not employed

Essential workers

Non-essential workers

Student

Financial Security

I can’t make ends meet

I have just enough

I am comfortable

Household Annual
Income

Less than $30,999

$31,000 — $79,999

More than $80,000

91

33

55

44

29

73

46

49

33

71.09

25.78

3.13

42.97

34.38

22.67

57.03

35.94

38.28

25.78

45.31

29.69

8.59

59

25

34

31

21

45

23

40

23

42

25

68.6

29.07

2.33

39153

36.05

24.42

52.33

26.74

46.51

26.74

48.84

29.07

10.47

61

27

32

34

25

56

22

51

18

39

31

67.03 211

29.67

33

35.16

37.36

27.47

61.54

24.18

56.04

19.78

42.86

34.07

8.79

&5

121

109

75

174

91

140

74

139

94

28

69.18

27.87

2.95

39.67

35.74

24.59

57.05

29.84

45.90

24.26

45.57

30.82

9.18

X%=.65

X%=145

X%=1.53
X%,=7.61

X%=1.83

.83

1

93

12



I do not want to answer/I do
not know

Education Level

Partial high school or less

High school graduate

Some college

Graduate degree

Missing data

Region

Urban

Suburban

Exurban

Rural

Prescription Security

No, because of costs or lack
of insurance

No, unable to reach a
doctor to get a prescription
I need

No, have not been able to
get to a pharmacy to pick
up my prescription

21

11

59

41

15

35
43

46

19

25

16.41

8.59

46.09

21.09

11.72

1.56

27.34
33.59
3.13
35.94

14.84

19.53

6.25

10

29

34

12

25
35

17

10

11.63

10.47

33.72

27.91

13.95

2.33

29.07
40.7
10.47
19.77

10.47

11.63

8.14

13

14

23

37

17

30
42

10

16

14

14.29

15.38

25.27

23.08

18.68

32.97

46.15
9.89
10.99

17.58

15.38

4.4

44

34

111

112

44

90
120
22
73

44

49

19

14.43

11.15

36.39

36.72

14.43

1.31

29.51
39.34
7.21
23.93

14.43

16.07

6.23

X*=13.89

X26=22.60

X%=6.81

13

.085

.001

.57



Yes, have been able to fill
my prescription needs

Have not had any
prescription needs

COVID-19 Health risks ?
Asthma or chronic lung
disease

Heart condition

HIV

Rheumatoid Arthritis

Other
immunocompromised
disease

Cancer treatment

Diabetes

Obesity

26 | 20.31

50  39.06

21  16.41

16 12.50

7 547

10 7.81

& 625

6 4.69

11 859

17 13.28

20

40

24

12

11

14

23.26

46.51

27.91

13.95

4.65

9.30

12.79

8.14

10.47

16.28

24 26.37
33 1 36.26
23 12527
9 9.89
6 .6.59
& .8.79
9 9.89
5 549
& 8.79
14 15.38

123

37

17

26

28

18

28

45

22.95

40.33

22.30 X% =459

12.13 X4 =.71
557 X*=.32
8.52 X% =.16
9.18 X* =272
590 X*=1.14

9.18 X%’ =.24

14.75 X% = .41

.10

.26

.56

14

* Mean number of COVID-19 Health risks, standard deviations and range for each group are provided in

Table 5.

Coronavirus Victimization Distress Scale (CVDS)

The Coronavirus Victimization Distress Scale (CVDS) is a 5-item scale adapted from

items in the Daily Heterosexist Experiences Questionnaire (90), the LGBT People of Color

Microaggressions Scale (91), and the Adolescent Discrimination Distress Index (ADDI) (75).

The items assess distress in response to different instances of victimization (e.g. “teased or

bullied”, “physically threatened”) resulting from other’s believing the participant was a
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Coronavirus risk. Each item was formatted as “I have been [...] because someone thought I was
infected with the Coronavirus.” Responses were on a 5-point Likert-type scale (1 = It never
happened, 2 = It happened but did not upset me; 3 = It happened and upset me a little; 4 = It

happened and upset me moderately; 5 = It happened and upset me quite a bit).
Coronavirus Racial Bias Scale (CRBS)

The Coronavirus Racial Bias Scale (CRBS) is.a.9-item scale developed to assess
participants’ beliefs about how the Coronavirus is negatively affecting societal attitudes toward
one’s race/ethnicity. Sample items include “I believe the country has.become more dangerous for
people in my racial/ethnic group because of fear of the Coronavirus”; “People of my
race/ethnicity are more likely to lose theirjob because of the Coronavirus”; Negative social
media posts against people of my race/ethnicity have increased because of the Coronavirus.”
Participants indicated their Coronavirus racial bias beliefs on a 4-point Likert-type scale (1 —

Strongly disagree, 4 — Strongly agree).
Center for Epidemiologic Studies Depression Scale (CES-D)

The 20-item Center for Epidemiologic Studies Depression Scale (CES-D) was used to

assess the frequency of past-month experiences with depressive symptoms (92). The CES-D

scale taps depressed affect (e.g., I felt depressed), somatic complaints (e.g., I could not get
“going), interpersonal difficulties (e.g., People were unfriendly), and positive affect (e.g., |

enjoyed life). Responses are scored on a 4-point scale, anchored by (0) rarely or none of the time

and (3) most or all the time. Composite scale scores are computed by the average of item
responses. In prior studies, Cronbach’s alpha for this scale ranged from .85 to .93 across adults

identifying as Black, Indigenous, and Latinx (93-98).
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General Anxiety Disorder Screener (GAD-7)

The 7-item Generalized Anxiety Disorder Screener (GAD-7) (99) was used to assess
anxiety symptoms of participants during the past month. Sample items include “Being so restless
that it is hard to sit still” and “Feeling afraid as if something awful might happen”. Participants

respond to a 4-point scale, anchored by (0) not at all and (3) nearly every day. Composite scale

scores are computed by the average of item responses. In prior studies, Cronbach’s alpha for
GAD-7 ranged from .79 to .91 across adultsiidentifying as Black, Indigenous, and Latinx (100-

104).
Data analysis plan

Descriptive statistics wete calculated for all demographic variables. This was followed by
analysis of variance (ANOVA) and Chi-square tests to assess differences on these variables
among the 3 racial/ethnic groups. To determine the independence and structure of the
Coronavirus Victimization Distress Scale and the Coronavirus Racial Bias Scale, several
confirmatory factor analyses (CFA) were conducted followed by Cronbach alphas to assess
resulting scale reliability. Measurement invariance was then tested to assess whether the
constructs of the Coronavirus Victimization Distress Scale and Coronavirus Racial Bias Scale
were the same across the three racial/ethnic minority groups (105). Correlational analyses and
ANOVAs were then conducted to examine: (1) the associations among Coronavirus
victimization distress, Coronavirus racial bias, and demographic variables; and (2) differences on
depression and anxiety levels based on demographic variables, Coronavirus victimization

distress and Coronavirus racial bias.
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Structural equation modeling (SEM) using the R-4.0.1. and /avaan package (106, 107) to
test the a priori conceptual model based on research hypotheses, which assessed the hypothesis
that Coronavirus racial bias exerted a mediating role of Coronavirus racial bias on the effect of
Coronavirus victimization distress on depression and anxiety. Two SEM analyses were
conducted, with the first analysis estimated the effect across all racial/ethnic groups, and the
second multigroup analysis estimated the effect for each racial/ethnic group separately. An
alternative model was then examined, which reversed the relationship between Coronavirus
racial bias and Coronavirus victimization distress, with the Coronavirus victimization distress

mediated the relationship between Coronavirus racial bias and depression or anxiety.

Goodness of fit indices included the comparative fit index (CFI), Tucker-Lewis Index
(TLI), and the root-mean-square error of approximation (RMSEA). A fit of > 0.95 for the CFI
and TLI and < 0.06 for RMSEA was considered to indicate adequate fit (108). To test the
indirect effects for statistical significance, the bias-corrected bootstrapping approach was
adopted as it is robust against the violation of normal distribution assumptions for both the
sampling distribution and indirect effect (109). One thousand re-samples were drawn to estimate

the standard errors of the indirect effects and their 95% confidence intervals.

Results

Descriptive data

The sample included 305 participants (Mean age = 20.84, SD = 2.19, range =18 — 25)
self-identified as, Black (N = 128; Mean age = 20.71, SD = 2.15), Indigenous (N = 86; Mean age

=21.30, SD =2.41) and Latinx (N = 91%; Mean age = 20.58, SD = 1.99). An ANOVA
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indicated no significant age differences across groups (Fz,203 = 2.80, p = .06). Demographic data,
percentages and Chi square tests of significance provided in Table 1 for each racial/ethnic group.
Across race/ethnicity the majority identified as cisgender females or cisgender males, reported
heterosexual sexual orientation, were full or part-time employed (60.33%; including 35.74%
essential workers); and approximately half were students. Nearly one third (29:8%) indicated
they felt financially insecure (“can’t make ends meet”). Approximately 45.57% reporting an

annual household income below the national poverty rate for a family of 5 ($30,680) (110).

On average participants reported 1.52 COVID-19 pre-existing health risks (range = 0 —
8). The mean and standard deviation (SD) forhealth risks for-¢ach group was: Black (Mean
=.75, SD = 1.34, range = 0 — 7); Indigenous (Mean= 1.03, SD = 1.85, range = 0 — 8); and
Latinx (Mean = .90, SD = 1.43, range =0 — 6). The distributions are highly skewed (skewness >
2 for each group), as-more than half of Black (65.62%), Indigenous (56.98%), and Latinx
(53.84%) participants did not report COVID-19 health risks. As indicated in Table 1, across
groups thirty-seven percent reported difficulty filling prescriptions during the past month. Chi-
square tests yielded no significant differences among the three racial/ethnic groups for the above
demographic categories, except for region, which included a higher percentage of Black

participants in rural areas.

Psychometric validation of the Coronavirus Victimization Distress

Scale (CVDS) and Coronavirus Racial Bias Scale (CRBS)

As a prerequisite for the SEM analysis, three confirmatory factor analyses were
conducted to determine the independence and structure of the Coronavirus Victimization

Distress Scale (CVDS) and the Coronavirus Racial Bias Scale (CRBS). Model 1 included all
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items on both scales. Table 2 provides factor loadings of items on each scale. In this model,
modification indices (MI = 39.54) indicated a strong correlated error between item 7 on the
CRBS (“Due to the Coronavirus I have been cyberbullied because of my race/ethnicity”) and the
CVDS (111). For that reason, item 7 on the CRBS was removed from the scale. Model 2
included all five items on the CVDS and 8 items on the CRBS. Finally, to yield higher reliability
and communalities for the SEM (112), Model 3 was developed, with all five items on CVDS and
four parcels constructed from the 8-item CRBS, which were created by randomly pairing two

items together and calculating the mean.

Table 2. Factor loadings for Coronavirus Victimization Distress'Scale and Coronavirus Racial Bias

Scale based on CFA Model 1.

Coronavirus Coronavirus
Victimization Racial Bias
Distress

I have been teased or bullied because someone thought I 752 321

was infected with the Coronavirus

I have been physically threatened, hit or beaten up because  .870 339

someone thought I was infected with the Coronavirus

I have been treated rudely or unfairly because someone 825 312

thought I was infected with the Coronavirus

I have been verbally taunted or called bad names in public ~ .787 .303

because someone thought I was infected with the

Coronavirus



I have been cyberbullied because someone thought I was

infected with the Coronavirus

Due to the Coronavirus I have been cyberbullied because

of my race/ethnicity

Since the Coronavirus I have seen a lot more cyberbullying

of people of my race/ethnicity

Negative social media posts against people of my

race/ethnicity have increased because of the Coronavirus

I worry about people thinking I have the Coronavirus

simply because of my race/ethnicity.

People of my race/ethnicity aremore likely to get the

Coronavirus

Most social and mass media reports about the Coronavirus

create bias against people of my racial/ethnic group.

People of my race/ethnicity will not receive Coronavirus

healthcare as good the care received by other groups

I believe the country has become more dangerous for
people in my racial/ethnic group because of fear of the

Coronavirus.

People of my race/ethnicity are more likely to lose their job

because of the Coronavirus.

.863

570

424

371

339

338

277

.209

.192

.042

322

6592

.689

744

731

.766

719

547

.613

480

20
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Note. Extraction Method: Maximum Likelihood. Rotation Method: Oblimin with Kaiser Normalization.
* This item was removed from final scale based on analysis of confirmatory factor analysis.

Table 3 shows the y2 statistic and the global model fit indices of the three hypothesized
CFA models. Model 2 had a relatively good fit based on all three model fit indices including the
global fit index root mean square error of approximation (RMSEA), the Comparative Fix Index
(CFI), and the Tucker-Lewis Index (TLI). However, model 3 fit the data best among all tested
models, and met rule of thumb criteria for adequate fit (RMSEA < .06, CFI and TLI > .95) (108).
Both resultant scales had high demonstrated internal consistency (Cronbach's alpha = .91 for
CVDS, Cronbach’s alpha = .86 for CRBS). The two scales were positively correlated (= .43, p

<.001).

Table 3. Global model fit indices of CFA models for Coronavirus Victimization Distress and

Coronavirus Racial Bias items.
Model 2 df RMSEA CFI TLI
1 220.21 76 .079 935 922
2 139.66 64 .062 962 953
3 3424 26 .032 995 .993

Note. CFA = confirmatory factor analysis; RMSEA = root-mean-square error of approximation; CFI =

Comparative Fix Index; TLI = Tucker-Lewis Index.

Measurement invariance of the CVDS and the CRBS across Black, Latinx

and Indigenous
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The measurement invariance of model 3 across Black, Indigenous, and Latinx participants was
examined (See Table 4 for detailed results). The sequence of tests of measurement invariance
included configural invariance, metric invariance, scalar invariance, and strict invariance. The
null hypothesis of the 2 difference test was that the more restricted invariance model (e.g.,
metric invariance) fit the data equally as well as the less restricted invariance model (e.g.,
configural invariance). Thus, the %2 difference test of the two nested invariance models in the
sequence should ideally be non-significant or there-should be no material change in RMSEA
(105, 113). With the exception of the invariance model, the models were not statistically
different, and the RMSEA change of strict invariance from scalar invariance did not increase
noticeably (change < .01), supporting measurement invariance of the CVDS and CRBS across
the three racial/ethnic groups.

Table 4. Global model fit indices of measurement invariance tests for the CVDS and CRBS

Invariance * difference test
e ' df Comparison v(df) p RMSEA
Configural 109.10 78 .063
Metric 124.31 92 Configural 15.21 (14) .36 .059
Scalar 145.87 106 Metric 21.56 (14) .088 .061
Strict 160.57 110 Scalar 14.70 (4) .0054 .067

Racial/ethnic and demographic differences on the CVDS and CRBS
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Mean scores on the CVDS and CRBS among the 3 racial/ethnic groups are illustrated in
Table 5. An ANOVA followed by Bonferroni post-hoc comparison (p = .001) indicated Black
and Latinx participants had significantly higher scores on the CRBS than Indigenous
respondents, but no significant racial/ethnic differences emerged for the CVDS. Gender minority
persons reported higher scores on the CVDS (F(2,302) = 7.78, p =.001) and CRBS (£(2,302) =
4.39, p = .013) than cisgender females (p=.01, p<.001, respectively), but did not differ from
males. There were no significant differences between participants employed as essential workers
and those employed in other positions, $0 employment was combined as one category. Employed
participants compared to ion-employed reported higher scores on the CVDS (F(1,303) = 15.65,
p <.001).and the CRBS (#(1,303) =4.77, p =.03); There were no significant differences between
participants who did not have any prescription needs or were able to fill their prescriptions and as
a group these participants teported lower levels of CVDS (£(1,303) = 70.33, p <.001) and
CRBS (F(1,303) = 17.15, p < .001) than those reporting prescription difficulties. Pearson’s
correlation tests indicated significant positive correlations between the number of COVID-19
health risks and scores on the CVDS (»=.39, p <.001) and CRBS (» = 17, p <.01). There were
no differences on CVDS and CRBS based on age, sexual orientation, financial security, or

annual household income.

Table 5. Means, standard deviations, and ranges for COVID-19 health risks, CVDS, CRBS, CES-D,

and GAD-7 for Black, Indigenous, and Latinx participants.

Black Indigenous Latinx Total

(N =128) (N =86) N=91) N =305)

Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) | Mean (SD) F
Range Range Range Range (df1, df2)
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COVID-19 .75 (1.34) 1.03 (1.85) .90 (1.43) .88 (1.52)
. 92
Health Risks 55
Range=0 | Range=0—- | Range=0 | Range=0 2, 302) :
-7 8 -6 -8 ’
Coronavirus 1.67(96) | 1.60(.98) | 1.65(90) | 1.64(.94)
Victimization 17 R4
Distress Scale | Range=1 | Range=1- | Range=1 | Range=1 (2,302) :
(CVDS) -5 5 —-3.6 -5
Coronavirus 2.35(.74) 1.97 (\74) 2.26 (.67) 2.21 (.74) 711
Racial Bias - - - - .001
Range=1 | Range=1- | Range=1 Range = 1
Scale (CRBS) 4 4 4 " (2, 203)
Epidemiologic | 228 (81) | 2.37(.83) -2.32(.76)-| 2.32(.80)
: .30
Studies 74
Depression Range=1 | Range=1- | Range=1 | Range=1 (2.203) .
Scale (CES-D) -4 4 —4 -4
Generalized
Anxiety 2.31 (.87) 2.47 (.84) 2.46,(.79) 2.40 (.84) 124
Disorder Range=1 | Range =1/ " Range =1 Range =1 29
Screener 4 4 4 4 (2,203)
(GAD-7)

Relationship of race/ethnicity, CVDS and CRBS and other

demographic variables with mental health indices

Before examining the SEM model, Pearson’s correlation analyses were conducted to
examine relationships among demographic variables and the CVDS and CRBS and the mental
health indices (See Table 6). Consistent with hypotheses 1, employment status, sexual
orientation, and number of COVID-19 health risks were significantly and positively associated
with scores on the CES-D and GAD-7 and financial and prescription security were significantly
and negatively associated with the mental health indices. There were no racial/ethnic, age,

gender, or household income differences on either mental health indices.



Table 6. Correlation matrix of all study variables and potential covariates.

Variable

1. Coronavirus

Victimization Distress

Scale (CVDS)

2. Coronavirus Racial

Bias

Scale (CRBS)

3. Depression

(CES-D)

4. Anxiety

(GAD-7)

5. Race/ethnicity

6. Age

7. Gender

8. Sexual Orientation

9. Employment

10. COVID-19 Health

Risks

1 2 3
13877 .25
130

1

kot

kst

4 5 6 7 8
19" .027 -.042 .11 .090
25" 177 -.10-..086 .059
827031 .1 .109 247
1 -018-.089 .057 .21™

1

-13".063 .00
1 -.090 -.048
1227

1

22

kot

*

12

ok

.16

.14

.022

12

-.022

.029

10 11
.39 2085
177 =061
.25*** _.23***
22*** _.20***
-.046 -.033
-.042 -.071
127 -.041
.056 -.098
227085

1 -13

25

12 13

-43™ 069
=237 -.021
-19"™ .046
- 15" .041
-.069 .017
.003 .034
-021 -.15"
-.040 -.010
-23™ 16
-19" -.001
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sk sk

11. Financial Security 1 147 .19
12. Prescription Security 1 .062
13. Household Income 1

ke sk

Note. N = 305. CVDS and CRBS are both mean scores from the two scales. ~ p<.05. " p <.01 " p

<.001.

Tests of the mediation hypothesis

As illustrated in‘Table 6, consistent with hypothesis 2, scores‘on the CVDS and CRBS
were significantly and positively associated with depression and anxiety measures. Structural
equation modeling (SEM) was conducted-to test the third hypothesis that perceived Coronavirus
racial bias mediates the effect of Coronavirus victimization distress on depression and anxiety.
Gender, age, sexual orientation, financial security, COVID-19 health risks, prescription security,
and employment status were added as covariates based on significant associations between these
factors and studied variables. Household income was not included as a covariate since there were
14.43% missing data, and it was unrelated to mental health, CVDS or CRBS. To accommodate
the use of categorical exogenous variables, parameters were estimated using weighted least
squares with robust standard errors (WLSMV) (107). Missing data (N = 9) on sexual orientation
were handled by listwise deletion (107). Model fit statistics are summarized for two SEM
analyses in Table 7. The first analysis, which posited Coronavirus racial bias as the mediator of
the effect of Coronavirus victimization distress on depression and anxiety, with racial/ethnic
groups added as a covariate, showed adequate fit on all three fit indices including the RMSEA

(.034), 90% CI [.019 .047], CFI (.980), and TCL (.972). Based on the same model, a multigroup
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analysis for three racial/ethnic minority groups was then conducted and adequate fit (RMSEA

=.048, 90% CI[.029 .063], CF1 =.965, TLI = .954) was found.

Table 7. Global model fit indices of structural equation models.

72 df RMSEA CFI TLI
Main Model 158.85 118  .034  .980°972
Multigroup Analysis 389.31 320 047 967 .956

Alternative Model  226.89 | 119 .055 947 927

Note. CFA = confirmatory factor analysis; RMSEA = root-mean-square error of approximation; CFI =

Comparative Fix Index; TLI = Tucker-Lewis Index.

The first analysis (Fig 2) which included all participants and race/ethnicity as a covariate
generated the best model fit statistics with sufficient power. Table 8 illustrates the standardized
direct, indirect, and total effects of Coronavirus victimization distress on depression and anxiety
through Coronavirus racial bias. In this model, Coronavirus victimization distress had significant
indirect effects on depression and anxiety (3 =.102, p =.006, 95% CI [.023, 0.115], 8 =.095, p
=.006, 95% CI [.024, .117], respectively); direct and total effects were non-significant. The
analysis indicates that Coronavirus racial bias beliefs fully accounted for the influence of

Coronavirus victimization distress on depression and anxiety.
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Figure 2. Standardized results for structural equation model 1 with bootstrapping approach testing

the mediating effect of Coronavirus racial bias on the association between Coronavirus

victimization distress and depression and anxiety.

b=.26 Depression
Coronavirus ,
SRR Coronavirus
Victimization ” Racial Bias
Distress b=.41
Anxiety
75 .80
| vica || vic2 || vicad|| vica | Lvics | par 1 Par 2 Par3 | | Pard

86 6

Note. Fig 2. Structural equation model 1 standardized results with bootstrapping approach testing the
mediating effect of Coronavirus racial bias on the association between Coronavirus victimization distress
and depression and anxiety. Covariates included race/ethnicity, age, gender, sexual orientation,

employment status, financial security, healthcare, and COVID-19 health risks
"p<.05 " p<.01

Table 8. Total, direct and indirect standardized effects of Coronavirus victimization distress on

depression and anxiety based on the first SEM analysis

Paths B 95% CI

Total Effect 142 [-.004, .164]



Coronavirus Victimization Distress — Coronavirus Racial Indirect

Bias — Depression Effect
Direct
Effect

Coronavirus Victimization Distress — Coronavirus Racial Total Effect

Bias — Ancxiety N
naircc

Effect

Direct

Effect

" Statistically significant result based on 95% €L

Test of Alternative Hypothesis

.102

.040

.104

.095

.009

29

[.023,.115]"

[-.087,.116]

[-022,.153]

[.024, .117]"

[-.102,.100]

To further investigate support for the model above, a third SEM analysis considered an

alternative model which posited Coronavirus victimization distress as the mediator of the effect

of Coronavirus racial bias on depression and anxiety. We found an acceptable fit based on values

of RMSEA and CFI, but the TLI (.927) did not support adequate fit (See Table 7). Moreover, the

standardized direct, indirect, and total effects were not statistically significant.

Exploratory Analysis

The Black subsample had adequate power (=.80) to conduct the SEM; however, the

Indigenous and Latinx groups needed another six and two participants, respectively, to achieve

sufficient power (114). To inform future studies, we conducted exploratory analysis to examine

the same model separately for the three racial/ethnic minority groups. Table 9 presents the
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standardized direct, indirect, and total effects of Coronavirus victimization distress on depression
and anxiety through Coronavirus racial bias for each racial/ethnic minority group. Similar to the
results of the main model, significant indirect effects on depression were found for both
Indigenous (B =.146, p =. 083, 95% CI [.011, .226]) and Black (3 =.090, p =.032, 95% CI
[.012, .120]) participants, yet indirect effects on anxiety were not significant. Unexpectedly, for
Latinx participants, Coronavirus victimization distress had significant direct (8 = .270, p =.034,
95% CI [.010, .321], B=.250, p =.031, 95% CI [.009, .314], respectively) and total effects (B
=.331, p=.002, 95% CI [.064, .327], 3= .334, p=.001, 95% CI [.074 .343], respectively) on

depression and anxiety,-although the‘indirect effects were not significant.

Table 9. Total, direct and indirect standardized effects of Coronavirus victimization distress on
depression and anxiety for each racial/ethnic minority group based on the multigroup SEM

analysis
Paths B 95% CI
Black

Coronavirus Victimization Distress — Coronavirus Racial Total Effect .162 [-.054, .278]

Bias — Depression

Indirect .090 [.009, .110]"
Effect

Direct 072  [-.121, .228]
Effect

Coronavirus Victimization Distress — Coronavirus Racial Total Effect .083 [-.126,.196]

Bias — Anxiety

Indirect .076  [-.003, .123]
Effect



Indigenous

Coronavirus Victimization Distress — Coronavirus Racial

Bias — Depression

Coronavirus Victimization Distress — Coronavirus Racial

Bias — Anxiety

Latinx

Coronavirus Victimization Distress — Coronavirus Racial

Bias — Depression

31

Direct -.038 [-.196,.157]
Effect

Total Effect .033  [=135,.133]

Indirect 146 [.011, .231]
Effect

Direct =112  [-.274,.055]
Effect

Total Effect .040 [-.129, .146]

Indirect 125 [-.012,.203]
Effect

Direct -.084 [-.243,.098]
Effect

Total Effect .331  [.062,.334]

Indirect .061 [-.047,.130]
Effect

Direct 270  [.002,.334]
Effect
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Coronavirus Victimization Distress — Coronavirus Racial Total Effect .334 [.074,.362]
Bias — Anxiety

Indirect .084 [-.031,.144]
Effect

Direct 250 [.011,.324]
Effect

" Statistically significant result based on 95% CL

Discussion

People-of color in the United States have been disproportionately impacted by the
COVID-19 pandemic in terms of rates of infection and morbidity. Explanations for these
disparities include over-representation as essential workers and long-standing inequities in
financial security and access to health services associated with racial/ethnic discrimination. Prior
to the pandemic, racial and ethnic discrimination has been associated with poor mental health.
Our data demonstrate that in addition to employment and health risks, victimization experiences
and perceived increases in systemic racial biases specifically associated with the COVID-19
pandemic are related to higher levels of depression and anxiety among Black, Indigenous and

Latinx young adults across geographic regions of the U.S.

Prior studies have indicated that employment is a protective factor against mental health
problems (43, 44). However, as indicated by the present study, the COVID-19 pandemic
represents a unique situation in which young adults of color who are employed face greater risk
for depression and anxiety. Our study suggests this is due not only to the infection risks

associated with work outside the home during this period, but to victimization by others based on
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social perceptions that people of color are more likely to be infected with the virus. Past research
has also shown that sexual and gender minority status, medical conditions and financial
insecurity have direct impact on depression and anxiety among Black, Indigenous and Latinx
young adults (26, 27, 32-42, 48-56). Our results are consistent with past research indicating the
above factors are associated with internalizing disorders, and also demonstrates that during the
COVID-19 pandemic, prescription insecurity can contribute to mental health risk. Prior research
has shown an association between the pre-existing eonditions now associated with increased
Coronavirus risk. Since the incidence of these pre-existing econditions are disproportionately high
among people of color, in particularobesity, diabetes, cardiovascular disease, and chronic illness
(6-14, 115-119), it is not surprising that our study‘demonstrated an association between the
number of Coronavirus health risks and mental health indices. Of note, is that 28% and 22% of
our participants identifiedas'sexual or gender minorities, respectively. As both persons of color
and members of sexual and gender minority groups, the current COVID-19 crisis is likely
exacerbating mental health stressors due to lack of access to the medical care resulting from

multiple barriers such as medical mistrust, provider bias, and lack of insurance (2, 5, 22-24).

Coronavirus victimization distress and Coronavirus racial bias

This study provides evidence for the psychometric validity of two new scales: The
Coronavirus Victimization Distress Scale and the Coronavirus Racial Bias Scale. These
scales offered the opportunity to examine the relationship among Coronavirus specific
discrimination and perceived racial bias, demographic factors, and mental health. We
found that participants who were employed and reported prescription insecurity and more
COVID-19 health risks reported higher levels of Coronavirus victimization and

Coronavirus racial bias. These findings underscore the fact, that in addition to health and



34

economic disparities, Black, Indigenous and Latinx young adults are bearing a

disproportionate social burden during the current health crises.

The level of Coronavirus victimization distress and percentage of participants
reporting other risk factors did not differ across different racial/ethnic groups, with one
exception: Black and Latinx respondents reported higher levels of Coronavirus racial bias
than Indigenous young adults. This finding may be explained by news and social media
reports during April 2020 at the time this study was conducted. These reports identified
COVID-19 infections among Black and Latinx as the most vulnerable groups for
COVID-19 infection and death (6, 120), with outbreaks on-tribal lands largely ignored by
the federal government, mainstream media.and online tracking (121); although recent
studies suggest a relationship between household characteristics and infection rates on
reservations (122). Thus, at the time this survey was conducted, Indigenous participants
may have been less likely to have been exposed to public expressions of Coronavirus

related racial bias against their group.

Results of our main SEM analysis for the full sample indicate that Coronavirus
victimization distress was not directly associated with mental health, as the effect was fully
mediated by Coronavirus racial bias beliefs. This finding was strengthened by the results of the
alternative SEM model which did not find any mediation effect of Coronavirus victimization
distress on the relationship of Coronavirus racial bias to mental health indices. These findings
may be explained by prior work on attribution theory, suggesting that in certain instances
members of marginalized groups may attribute negative social experiences to racial
discrimination, which in turn has a harmful effect on mental health (73, 88). Thus, participants in

the present study may have attributed the bullying, threats, and unfair treatment described in the
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Coronavirus Victimization Distress Scale items to perceived increases in racial biases created by

the pandemic.

Although the results of separate group SEM analysis must be viewed with caution given
the smaller sample size resulting in lower statistical power, they raise questions for future
research. Similar to the results of the main model, for Black and Indigenous participants,
Coronavirus racial bias continued to mediate the effects of Coronavirus victimization distress on
depression, although the effect was not significant for anxiety. By contrast, for Latinx
participants, Coronavirus victimization distress had significant direct effects on depression and
anxiety which was not mediated by perceived Coronavirusracial bias. One explanation for this
finding, which needs further investigation, is the statistically powerful effect that sexual minority
status had on mental health indices among the Latinx respondents. Thirty-three percent of Latinx
participants identified as sexual minorities in this sample. Thus, these young adults may have
been more likely to attribute Coronavirus victimization to social biases against sexual minorities

than to discrimination based on their ethnicity (123).

Limitations and future directions

To our knowledge, this is the first study to examine the relationship to mental health of
victimization distress and perceived racial bias directly related to the Coronavirus among Black,
Indigenous and Latinx young adults. However, due to the cross-sectional nature of the survey,
we are unable to interpret the results as definitive of mediation or causation. It will be important
for future studies to examine the longitudinal impact of Coronavirus victimization distress and
associated racial bias beliefs on mental health among young adults within these populations. In

addition, our data collection and recruitment methods yielded a geographically diverse national
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sample of Black, Indigenous and Latinx young adults; however, this methodology does not allow
for absolute certainty that inclusion criteria were met and also limited participation those with

Internet or mobile phone access and who had previously registered for online surveys.

This study developed and psychometrically validated new measures of victimization and
racial bias associated with the current pandemic. This validation was limited to the sample
surveyed and future research will assess the extent to which it will be validated on other Black,
Indigenous and Latinx populations as well as other racial/ethnie-groups in the U.S. For example,
although the infection and morbidity rate of Asian heritage groups in the'UcS. has not met levels
seen among the populations included in this study, since April; reports of Coronavirus
victimization and racial bias against Asian groups has increased and is worthy of study (124).
Relatedly we found somewhat different patterns in the relationship of victimization distress and
racial bias to mentalhealth indices among the 3 different groups. Studies with larger sample
sizes to achieve necessary power for each of these groups will help understand the extent to
which these differences will be replicated. Finally, our data also suggest, that for some
populations, minority stress associated with sexual orientation may have a greater influence on
interpretations of Coronavirus related victimization. It will be fruitful to examine if this is tied to

the legacy of HIV/AIDS discrimination among sexual minority young adults (125).

Conclusions

The mental health of people of color in the United States has been associated with
longstanding experiences of racial and ethnic discrimination and systemic bias. This study
highlights how the current COVID-19 pandemic has added to these mental health burdens

through increases in Coronavirus victimization and perceived racial bias experienced by Black,
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Indigenous and Latinx young adults. These findings also demonstrate how an infectious disease
crisis can reverse the usual protective effects of employment on mental health, when working
people of color are more likely to be employed in settings that increase their exposure to
infection and subsequent social bias. In addition, this study underscores the deleterious effects on
mental health of Coronavirus health risks and associated prescription insecurity and the
continuing vulnerabilities associated with financial insecurity and sexual minority status. In
addition to ongoing efforts to increase multicultural-mental health services, these findings
highlight the urgency of mental health services tailored to the specific needs of racial/ethnic

minorities during the currént and future health crises.
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