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Abstract

Importance

Despite past and ongoing efforts to achieve health equity in the United States, persistent disparities in
socioeconomic status along with multilevel racism maintain disparate outcomes and appear to be

amplified by COVID-19.

Objective

Measure socioeconomic factors and primary language effects on the risk of COVID-19 severity across

and within racial/ethnic groups.

Design

Retrospective cohort study.

Setting

Health records of 12 Midwest hospitals and 60 clinics in the U.S. between March 4, 2020 to August 19,

2020.

Participants

PCR+ COVID-19 patients. Patients missing race or ethnicity data or those diagnosed with COVID-19

during a hospitalization were excluded.

Exposures

Main exposures included race/ethnicity, area deprivation index (ADI), and primary language.

Main Outcomes and Measures

The primary outcome was COVID-19 severity using hospitalization within 45 days of diagnosis. Logistic

and competing-risk regression models (censored at 45 days and accounting for the competing risk of
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death prior to hospitalization) assessed the effects of neighborhood-level deprivation (using the ADI) and
primary language. Within race effects of ADI and primary language were measured using logistic

regression.

Results

5,577 COVID-19 patients were included, 866 (n=15.5%) were hospitalized within 45 days of diagnosis.
Hospitalized patients were older (60.9 years, IQR: 45.7-75.9 vs. 40.4 years, IQR: 25.6-58.3, p<0.001) and
more likely to be male (n=425 [49.1%] vs. 2,049 [43.5%], p=0.002). Of those requiring hospitalization,
43.9% (n=381), 19.9% (n=172), 18.6% (n=161), and 11.8% (n=102) were White, Black, Asian, and
Hispanic, respectively.

Independent of ADI, minority race/ethnicity was associated with COVID-19 severity; Hispanic patients
(OR 3.8, 95% CI 2.72-5.30), Asians (OR 2.39, 95% CI 1.74-3.29), and Blacks (OR 1.50, 95% CI 1.15—
1.94). Surprisingly ADI was not associated with hospitalization; however, consistent trends within
racial/ethnic groups were observed. Furthermore, non-English speaking (OR 1.91, 95% CI 1.51-2.43)

significantly increased odds of hospital admission across and within minority groups.

Conclusions

Minority populations have increased odds of severe COVID-19 independent of neighborhood deprivation,
a commonly suspected driver of disparate outcomes during the pandemic. Non-English speaking also
accounts for between and within minority populations. These results support the continued concern that
racism contributes to disparities during COVID-19 while also highlighting the underappreciated role

primary language plays in COVID-19 severity across and within minority groups.
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Introduction

Health inequity during COVID-19 has been documented through numerous studies since it was
brought to light through the landmark study of the five boroughs in New York City. The study found the
Bronx to have the highest hospitalization and death rate of COVID-19." The Bronx also happens to be the
borough with the largest non-White racial/ethnic minority populations, lowest income, and lowest
education level.! Studies in the United Kingdom found lower socioeconomic status (SES) and minority
patients are more likely to be infected with COVID-19 even after adjusting for risk behaviors.? Ecological
studies found areas with high poverty and predominantly minority populations have infection rates 8
times higher than high poverty areas with predominantly White patients.® As noted in the paper,
community-level analysis, without controlling for individual-level differences, limits the ability to
account for individual factors which would strengthen the concerns that this association may, in fact be
causal. Furthermore, language barriers have been associated with outcomes but limited data regarding its
impact in COVID-19, as it relates to racial disparities, currently exist.*®

Racial and ethnic disparities in health are well documented in the United States and their
elimination is an important public health and societal imperative.”® The etiology of health disparities is
multifactorial, especially with racism’s multi-level societal construct which plays a key role in the
challenges we face along the path to health equity.*!” Bailey et al. highlight one of the foundational
levels, structural bias.’ Structural racism, which contributes to residential segregation, discriminatory
incarceration, and inequitable access to healthcare services, is an integral factor contributing to health
disparities. Due to structural racism and the resulting disparate influences of social determinants of health,
along with poor access to healthcare, racial and ethnic minorities have higher rates of chronic
comorbidities leading to increased susceptibility to critical illnesses.!!"!* While many of these concerning
disparities can be traced back to structural biases with healthcare access, income, and residential
segregation, it is important to note that institutional racism exists through sometimes subtle and

unassuming policies (e.g., family visitation restrictions)'* that exist despite contrary evidence.'” These
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examples highlight the complexity and intertwined factors contributing to disparate outcomes for the
critically ill. The complex nature of the issue mandates an equally complex, yet appropriately designed,
effort to adequately address this public health crisis.

COVID-19 has created a unique research environment by bringing together public health,
clinical, and epidemiological researchers at an unprecedented level.!® The amount of granular data being
collected along with newly founded collaborations provides an opportunity to study healthcare disparities
through the lens of the pandemic. Few studies have accounted for the much needed assessment that takes
into account socioeconomic variables along with granular patient characteristics to appropriately tease out
the different drivers.!” We hypothesize that neighborhood-level deprivation and/or primary language
spoken may account for the disproportionate outcomes seen in racial/ethnic minorities. Our aim was to
examine how neighborhood deprivation, primary language, and race/ethnicity effect the risk of COVID-
19 severity. Having a better understanding of these complex relationships are critical to guiding the
ongoing prevention, policy, and intervention efforts aimed at fighting this global pandemic in an equitable

fashion.!”

Methods

Design and Data

Retrospective analysis of 12 Midwest hospitals and 60 primary care clinics, between March 4 -
August 19, 2020. To account for patient transfers across hospitals or clinics data was pooled across
different electronic health records (EHRs) and a unique patient identifier was created accounting for
clinic, ED, or hospital encounters across systems. In cases where a patient was seen in two different EHR
systems, the most recent EHR comorbidity records were utilized. All patients that opted out of research
were excluded from analysis. The COVID-19 datamart includes individual-level data for individuals with

PCR-confirmed COVID-19, covering a diverse range of ages, races, ethnicities, and geographic regions
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within the Midwest. This study was approved by the University of Minnesota institutional review board
(STUDY00001489) which provided a waiver of consent for this study.
Population

Included in this study were individuals with PCR-confirmed COVID-19 that did not opt out of
research (<2.5% of patients opt out of research). Patients with missing race or ethnicity data were
excluded from this analysis (1,225 patients, 17.9%) and patients that developed new onset COVID-19
following hospital admission for another reason (13 patients).
Outcomes

Our primary outcome was the need for hospitalization within 45 days of PCR confirmed COVID-
19. Individuals not hospitalized by August 24, 2020 were censored in the competing risks regression
model and treated as not requiring hospitalization in the logistic regression model.

Independent Variable and Confounding Variables:

The independent variables were race/ethnicity (White, Black, Asian, Other) or ethnicity (Hispanic
or non-Hispanic), English vs non-English speaking, and the National Area Deprivation Index (ADI)
categorized into quintiles (1** quintile = lowest neighborhood-level of deprivation, 5" = highest
neighborhood-level of deprivation). Race/ethnicity was collected for administrative purposes and quality
was not verified. The Area Deprivation Index’s development and utility has been described previously.'®
In brief, the ADI is a measure of the socioeconomic disadvantage of a neighborhood (using the 9 digit zip
code) calculated from 17 different indicators that includes education, housing (e.g. occupancy rates,
household value), poverty (e.g. median income, number of dependents, % with complete plumbing) , and
employment status. ADI'® and other indices?*?* have been used to estimate the effects of these
socioeconomic variables in aggregate on outcomes, including in COVID-19.

In addition to the independent variables, models were adjusted for age, gender, Elixhauser
Comorbidity Index,? relationship status, and rurality/urbanity. Urbanity was defined as living in a zip
code with a population density > 200 people per square mile.?* Marital status was characterized as single,

married (domestic partner, life partner, or married), divorced or legally separated, or widowed.
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Statistical Analysis:

Continuous variables with a skewed distribution were expressed by median and interquartile
range (IQR). Categorical variables were expressed by percentages. Univariate analysis compared those
admitted to those without admission. The association of race/ethnicity on mortality, hospital admission
severity (laboratory values and vitals), in-hospital complications (cardiovascular, respiratory,
hematologic, renal, infectious), ICU and mechanical ventilation utilization and in-hospital mortality was
evaluated for patients requiring hospital admission. Overall missingness was low (0 - 2.06%). Given the
low rate of missingness, imputation was deemed unnecessary.?

Logistic and competing-risk regression models (censored at 45 days while accounting for the
competing risk of death prior to hospitalization) were used to assess the independent association of
race/ethnicity, ADI, and primary language (English vs other) on the primary outcome. Comorbidities
were determined using a random forest variable importance analysis and models were compared using the
comorbidities selected by variable importance analysis (Supplementary Table 1) to aggregate indices of
comorbidities commonly used to adjust for baseline conditions (Elixhauser) given the limited experience
of adjusting for co-morbid conditions in COVID-19. The final model to be determined by the best
Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC).

We investigated the different effects of ADI and primary language across and between
race/ethnic groups and the association with risk for admission. By plotting the cumulative incidence of
hospital admission it was clear there were consistent and sequential increases across and within groups in
relation to both ADI and primary language. To estimate if these differences within race/ethnic groups
were significant, logistic regression analysis (using the same covariates as the main model) were
performed by stratifying either ADI or primary language by race. Each model used the race of interest as
the base to determine if ADI or language differed within each race. For ADI models, we report the

comparison between the 5™ quintile (highest level) to the 1 quintile (lowest level of area deprivation).
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Statistical analyses were performed using Stata MP, version 16 (StataCorp, College Station, TX).

Statistical significance was defined as a two-tailed p-value < 0.05.

Results

Of the 5,577 COVID-19 patients meeting inclusion criteria for this study, 866 (n=15.5%) patients
were admitted to the hospital within 45 days of COVID-19 diagnosis.(Figure 1) In the overall COVID-19
cohort, the median age was 43.7 years [IQR: 27.4 - 62.3] and 44.4% (n=2,474) were male. Patients were
predominantly White (n=2,931, 52.6 %), followed by Black (n=1,225, 22.0%), Asian (n=677, 12.2%),
and Hispanic (n=416, 7.5%). The median national ADI was 37% (IQR: 22-48%)).

Patients who required hospitalization within 45 days of diagnosis, a marker of severe disease,
were older (60.9 years [IQR: 45.7-75.9] vs. 40.4 year [IQR: 25.6-58.3], p<0.001) and a greater proportion
were male (n=425, 49.1% vs. n=2,049, 43.5%, p=0.002). Table 1. More of the admitted versus non-
admitted cohort live in fourth and fifth ADI quartile neighborhoods. A higher proportion of non-English
speaking patients required admission (n=301, 34.8% vs. n=785, 16.7%, p<0.001). Patients who were
admitted had higher Elixhauser Comorbidity Score (5.0, IQR: 3.0-9.0 vs. 1.0, IQR: 0.0-2.0, p<0.001) and
had a higher mortality (n=108, 12.5% vs. n=68, 1.4%, p<0.001) than those not requiring admission.

Of those requiring hospitalization, 43.9% (n=381), 19.9% (n=172), 18.6% (n=161), and 11.8%
(n=102) were White, Black, Asian, and Hispanic, respectively. White patients (69.6 years, IQR 55.4-82.2)
were significantly older than their Black (55.4 years, IQR 38.2-70.8), Asian (58.9 years, IQR 41.8-69.5),
and Hispanic (48.5 years, IQR 40.4-56.7) counterparts, p<0.001. Approximately half of White and
Hispanic patients lived in the first and second quintile ADI neighborhoods, in contrast, nearly the same
proportion of Asian patients lived in the fourth quintile, and Black patients were evenly distributed over
all ADI quintiles. White patients (6.0, IQR 4.0-10.0) had the highest and Hispanic patients (3.5, IQR 1.0-
6.0) had the lowest Elixhauser Comorbidity scores, p<0.001 of those admitted to the hospital. White

patients (n=58, 15.2%) had a higher in-hospital mortality than the Black (n=12, 7.0%), Asian (n=16,
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9.9%), and Hispanic (n=4, 3.9%) cohorts, p<0.001. Admission labs were not significantly different
between racial/ethnic groups, specifically D-dimer and IL-6 which have been shown to be associated with
mortality risk on admission in COVID-19.2%%*” Supplemental Table 2.

When choosing our final model for analysis, calibration and discrimination were evaluated
following each model using Hosmer Lemeshow goodness of fit (p > 0.2) and area under the receiver
operating characteristic curve (AUROC) > 0.8 for all models. Logistic regression models with Elixhauser
performed better (BIC 3686) compared to using selected co-morbidities (BIC 4008) as described above

and thus the final model included Elixhauser in attempts to adjust for co-morbidities.

Primary Analysis

On logistic regression analysis, minority race/ethnicity was an independent predictor for hospital
admission. (Table 2) Hispanic patients (OR 3.8, 95% CI 2.72 — 5.30), Asians (OR 2.39, 95% CI 1.74 —
3.29, and Blacks (OR 1.50, 95% CI 1.15 — 1.94) had higher odds of hospital admission within 45 days
compared to White patients. Surprisingly, ADI was not independently associated at any quintile, while
being non-English speaking (OR 1.91, 95% CI 1.51 — 2.43) was independently associated with an
increased odds of hospitalization when compared to English speaking. On sensitivity analysis, to account
for the competing risk of death and censoring at 45 days; aside from marital status, these associations

remained significant in the competing-risk model. (Table 2)

Race/Ethnicity ~ Area Deprivation Index

Cumulative incidence plots were generated to visualize the disparity by race/ethnicity and ADI
quintile, (Figure 2a). On logistic regression, when compared to Whites living in the first ADI quintile,
there is no statistical difference in hospitalization of Whites living in the fifth ADI quintile. In contrast,
there is a sequential increase in odds of needing hospitalization of first (low neighborhood deprivation)
ADI quintile Black patients (OR 1.75, 95% CI 1.05 - 2.93), fifth (high neighborhood deprivation) ADI

quintile Black patients (OR 1.90, 95% CI 1.13 - 3.19), first quintile Asian patients (OR 2.31, 95% CI 1.02
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- 5.26), fifth ADI quintile Asian (OR 4.85, 95% CI 1.86 - 12.60), and first ADI quintile Hispanic (OR
3.68, 95% CI 1.97 - 6.88), and fifth ADI quintile Hispanic (OR 10.14, 95% CI 3.85 - 26.74) when
compared to White patients in the first ADI. (Supplemental Table 2). On subgroup analysis comparing
the fifth vs first quintile within each racial/ethnic group, there was no significant difference in the odds of

hospitalization. (Figure 3a)

Race/Ethnicity ~ Primary Language

Cumulative incidence plots were generated to visualize the disparity by race/ethnicity and
primary language (English vs non-English). (Figure 2b) Sequential increase in odds of hospitalization was
similar to the above analysis with ADI when comparing each racial/ethnicity group by primary language
(English or other) to English speaking Whites (data not shown). In contrast to the ADI models, on
subgroup analysis, comparing those who speak English as their primary language vs. non-English
speaking within each minority group, there was a significant difference in the odds of hospitalization;
Black (OR 1.72. 95% CI 1.14-2.59), Asian (OR 1.61, 95% CI 1.0-2.6), and Hispanic (3.74, 95% CI 2.14-

6.52). (Figure 3b)

Discussion

In this study, we assessed outcomes of patients diagnosed with COVID-19 in the outpatient
setting and investigated racial/ethnic difference and how neighborhood-level deprivation (ADI) and
English as a primary language were associated with the need for hospital admission within 45 days (as a
surrogate for COVID-19 severity. We demonstrated race/ethnicity was independently associated with
hospital admission in COVID-19 positive patients, independent of area deprivation index which has been
commonly thought to be a prominent driver of disparities during the pandemic. Furthermore,

neighborhood-level deprivation was not associated with hospital admission but did have trends towards
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within race/ethnicity effects. Non-English speaking was associated with increased odds of admission,
independent of race/ethnicity and neighborhood deprivation, overall and within minority subgroups. We
also observed that after accounting for the competing risk of death these associations persisted.
Importantly, despite our hypothesis that neighborhood deprivation and/or primary language may account
for racial differences in outcomes, race/ethnicity remained statistically significant. These findings of a
persistent association between race/ethnicity and COVID-19 severity support concerns of either racism or
another unidentified confounder that is driving the association between skin color and COVID-19
severity.

Since the beginning of the pandemic, calls for urgent surveillance of this public health crisis and
predictions of disparate outcomes that would emerge from COVID-19 were immediate.?®*° These
concerns were well founded, as it would be later demonstrated that Hispanic and Black patients have
increased odds of hospital admission and high severity of illness due to COVID-19.3!32 Later studies have
validated fears that socioeconomic factors are associated with COVID-19 and may account for at least
some, if not a large proportion of racial disparities.*>* To date, most studies using community-level
analysis have uncovered numerous associations that suggest we are not only far from health equity, but
COVID-19 is threatening to widen the gap.** For example, COVID-19 infection rates are higher in areas
with a greater percentage of homes with overcrowding, lower education status, and limited access to
healthcare.** Comorbidities, which are known to disproportionately affect racial minorities and
impoverished populations, have been implicated in the association between worse outcomes of critical
illness among these populations.!'"!* As observed with SARS-CoV,* comorbidities increase not only for
the risk for infection but also severity of illness.**” Low health literacy was also predicted to contribute
to health inequalities that may stem from the pandemic.’® Survey studies regarding general disease
knowledge and preventative strategies surrounding COVID-19 supported fears that lower health literacy
could be associated with lack of disease understanding.>* Compounding these issues further is the
misinformation that accompanies this pandemic,'® which also disproportionately affects individuals with

lower education levels.*® Attributing disparities in COVID-19 to socioeconomic variables or
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comorbidities in isolation would be inappropriate given the evidence that SES is associated with higher

rates of comorbidities, subsequently complicating the causal diagram.*

Characterizing SES is complex in nature; however, the ADI accounts for key neighborhood-level
characteristics. Area deprivation assesses poverty, housing, education, and employment. While it should
not be used interchangeably with SES, it does incorporate a portion of socioeconomic factors that warrant
assessment. Furthermore, ADI is able to account for some effects of environmental racism including the
disproportionate degree of exposure to malignant environmental factors (i.e. pollution, food deserts)
experienced by minority populations.*! This could very well be driving some of the adverse health
outcomes, and by using patients’ zip code to determine ADI, we sought to minimize the confounding of
this variable. Limited data regarding area deprivation and COVID-19 exist, specifically in the United
States. Studies in India?? and the U.K.2**! found areas of deprivation to be associated with increased risk
of COVID-19. Both U.K. studies assessed COVID-19 patients and found that Black and Asian patients
were at an increased odds of hospitalization. Similar to our findings, after controlling for areas of
deprivation and comorbidities, the risk for racial and ethnic minority patients persisted.?>?! Furthermore,
Hispanic patients had the highest odds of hospital admission despite having less co-morbidities. These
findings highlight and support the alarming fact that minorities have a higher risk of severe infection that
is not attributable solely to baseline health conditions or socio-economic factors. This contrasts with
studies examining racial disparities in other disease processes. For example, it has been repeatedly shown
that most of the racial disparities in outcomes of cancer patients can be explained by treatment received
and socioeconomic status.**** Similarly, in COPD patients, Black race was associated with higher disease
severity but these differences disappeared after adjusting for SES and comorbid conditions.

The pandemic is putting a strain on normalcy for everyone; unfortunately, the largest burden of
this strain appears to be on the most vulnerable which tips the scales further away from our goals of
health equity. Evidence of racial differences seen with imaging in COVID-19 has been associated with

language proficiency. Minority patients were found to have more severe lung edema determined by chest
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x-rays on admission.* Interestingly, part of the racial differences in imaging severity was mediated by
English proficiency. General health studies have shown English proficiency may have a greater effect
than health literacy.’ Only one other study to date has found primary English language to be associated
with COVID-19 outcomes, specifically, risk of infection.® Despite different outcomes in their study
compared to ours (risk of infection vs risk of hospitalization, respectively) Rozenfeld et al., also found
primary language other than English to be a greater risk factor than race itself. For these reasons we not
only included primary language in our model, which notably was significantly associated with our
outcome, but we further explored within race effects. Strikingly we found non-English speaking patients
within each minority race/ethnic group to have higher odds of hospitalization compared to those within
the same group but spoke English as their primary language.

Despite our best efforts to address potential racial and ethnic confounders, multiple limitations
need to be considered when interpreting our results. First, the need for hospitalization may vary by site.
With our current dataset, we are unable to determine whether that is the case for the population under
study. Also, using hospitalization as an endpoint may be underwhelming (relative to other endpoints such
as intensive care unit admission and mortality); however, there are many confounding factors that occur
once the patient is hospitalized that may influence the observed effects. Hospitalization is a proxy for not
only severity but also objective healthcare resource use and thus we argue, is not only of critical
importance for physicians but can also assist administrators when assessing resource utilization in their
communities. Testing deficiencies in low risk minorities (creating the perception of higher risk) has the
potential to bias the results; however, the lack of testing in these patients is unlikely to alter the findings
in our study and would only highlight another potential driver in observed disparities (i.e. lack of testing
equality in the outpatient setting). Insurance status was not included in our analysis. However, this
variable is commonly used to control for SES, and given that we have adjusted for multiple
socioeconomic attributes, we feel this may attenuate the contribution insurance may have on our
outcomes. Furthermore, there remains a possibility of residual confounding even after adjusting for SES,

due to categorization of socioeconomic status variables, measurement error in socioeconomic indicators,
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and incommensurate socioeconomic indicators.*’ Finally, neighborhood-level SES (ADI) and individual
level SES are sometimes discordant and attributing group level measures to individuals may limit
interpretation.*® However, in the absence of individual level socioeconomic attributes, reliance on

aggregate measures is necessary to examine these racial disparities.

Conclusion

Despite its success in many arenas and relative prosperity, paradoxically health equity
persistently remains an aspiration in the United States. Studies like this and others are needed to continue
taking steps forward. Failure to widely acknowledge, care for, and/or act upon these gaps makes the
culprits that harder to tease out and increases the complexity of the intervention. Our findings highlight
areas of neighborhood-level deprivation may contribute to racial disparities, but to a lesser degree when
controlling individual level factors. Strikingly, racial and ethnic disparities in COVID-19 illness severity
exist, independent of socioeconomic characteristics, which supports the need to further investigate the
different levels of racism that contribute to health inequity.!® Furthermore, non-English language is
associated with COVID-19 severity across and within racial/ethnic groups. Efforts should be made to
address underlying causes of social inequalities and incorporate such actions into the national COVID-19
response, especially at a time when we have global attention, resources, and focus in hopes to leave this

pandemic closer to health equity and not farther from it.?
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Figure 1

Figure 1: Study diagram of patients included in final analysis of COVID-19 Data Registry

6,815 patients with PCR+
COVID-19 diagnosis*

1,238 Excluded
1225 — Race/Ethnicity data missing
13 — COVID-19 diagnosed in-hospital

5,577 patients
866 required hospital
admission within 45
days of diagnosis

Figure 1: Inclusion & Exclusion Criteria

*diagnosed at one of 12 participating hospitals or 60 primary care clinics

Table 1: Univariate analysis of COVID-19 patients not admitted compared to those admitted to the hospital

Not Admitted Admitted
(n=4,711, 84.5%) (n=866, 15.5%) p-value
Age (years): median (IQR) 40.4 (25.6-58.3) 60.9 (45.7-75.9) <0.001
Male Sex: n (%) 2,049 (43.5) 425 (49.1) 0.002
Race/ethnicity: n (%)
White 2,550 (54.1) 381 (44.0) <0.001
Black 1,053 (22.4) 172 (19.9)
Asian 516 (11.0) 161 (18.6)
Hispanic 314 (6.7) 102 (11.8)
Declined 219 (4.6) 32 (3.7)
Other 59 (1.3) 18 (2.1)
Non-English Speaking: n (%) 785 (16.7) 301 (34.8) <0.001
Area Deprivation Quintiles: n (%)
First: 0-20% 1,005 (21.3) 169 (19.5) <0.001
Second: 21-409% 1,559 (33.1) 237 (27.4)
Third: 41-60% 1,155 (24.5) 220 (25.4)
Fourth: 61-80% 657 (13.9) 142 (16.4)
Fifth: 81-100% 335 (7.1) 98 (11.3)
Urban: n (%) 3,416 (85.8) 728 (93.7) <0.001
Marital Status: n (%)
Single 2,498 (51.5) 324 (37.4) <0.001
Married 1,837 (39.0) 381 (44.0)
Separated/Divorced 936 (5.0) 78 (8.4)
Widowed 210 (4.5) 88 (10.2)
Comorbidities: n (%)
Hypercoagulable State 39 (0.8) 33 (3.8) <0.001

Hypocoagulable State 211 (4.5) 242 (27.9) <0.001
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Type 1 Diabetes Mellitus 95 (2.0) 84 (9.7) <0.001
Type 2 Diabetes Mellitus 578 (12.4) 338 (39.0) <0.001
Atrial Fibrillation or Atrial Flutter 220 (4.7) 163 (18.8) <0.001
Hypertension 1,333 (28.6) 574 (66.3) <0.001
Chronic Kidney Disease 334 (7.2) 241 (27.8) <0.001
Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease 169 (3.6) 123 (14.2) <0.001
Liver Disease 237 (5.1) 131 (15.1) <0.001
Cerebral Vascular Disease 279 (6.0) 151 (17.4) <0.001
Sleep Apnea 308 (6.6) 154 (17.8) <0.001
Congestive Heart Failure 246 (5.3) 174 (20.1) <0.001
Obesity 849 (18.2) 294 (33.9) <0.001
Mortality: n (%) 68 (1.4) 108 (12.5) <0.001
Table 1: Univariate analysis comparing PCR+ COVID-19 patients who were admitted within 45 days of testing vs those
without hospital admission. ADI quintiles represent lowest areas of deprivation (15t quintile) to the highest areas of
deprivation (5t quintile).
Table 2: Multivariate logistic regression and competing-risk models for hospital admission in
COVID-19 patients.
181 (tll((l)s* 95% CI p-value IS{t‘jaiznfrg(llklztheg 95% CI p-value
Age 1.02 1.01 - 1.02 <0.001 1.01 1.01 - 1.02 <0.001
Male Sex 1.28 1.07 - 1.53 0.006 1.25 1.08 - 1.46 <0.001
Race/ethnicity
‘White Ref - -
Black 1.50 1.15 - 1.94 0.002 1.31 1.04 - 1.65 0.02
Asian 2.39 1.74 - 3.29 <0.001 1.78 1.33 - 2.38 <0.001
Hispanic 3.80 2.72 - 5.30 <0.001 3.02 2.31 - 3.95 <0.001
Decline 1.82 1.16 - 2.87 0.009 1.64 1.11 - 2.44 0.01
Other 2.04 1.04 - 4.00 0.04 1.89 1.18 - 3.03 0.01
Area Deprivation Quintiles
First: 0-20% Ref - -
Second: 21-40% 0.83 0.65 - 1.07 0.2 0.85 0.69 - 1.04 0.12
Third: 41-60% 0.87 0.67 - 1.13 0.3 0.88 0.71 - 1.1 0.26
Fourth: 61-80% 0.88 0.65-1.19 0.4 0.87 0.67 - 1.13 0.29
Fifth: 81-1009% 1.31 0.93 - 1.85 0.1 1.14 0.84 - 1.54 0.39
Rural/Urban 1.34 0.97 - 1.85 0.07 1.29 097 -1.7 0.08
Marital Status
Single Ref - -
Married 0.92 0.75-1.13 0.4 0.98 0.82 - 1.17 0.82
Separated 0.68 0.47 - 0.98 0.04 0.81 0.59 - 1.11 0.19
Widowed 0.60 0.42 - 0.88 0.008 0.75 0.56 - 1.02 0.07
Non-English Speaking 1.91 1.51 - 2.43 <0.001 1.52 1.24 - 1.88 <0.001
Elixhauser Comorbidity Score 1.36 1.32 - 1.40 <0.001 1.2 1.18 - 1.22 <0.001

Table 2: Multivariate logistic regression (left) with odds of hospital admission in patients with PCR+ COVID-19 diagnosis
within 45 days of testing. Competing risk model (right) with standardized hazard ratio of hospital admission in patients with
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PCR+ COVID-19 censored at 45 days from testing while accounting for death prior the primary endpoint. ADI quintiles
represent lowest areas of deprivation (15t quintile) to the highest areas of deprivation (5t quintile).
* AUROC: 0.854.
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Figure 2: Competing risk regression cumulative incidence of hospital admission over time by ADI
(A) and Primary Language (B) stratified by race/ethnicity.

Cumulative Incidence

Competing-risks regression Stratified by Race and Primary Language

63

2

1

Cumulative Incidence

A

Hispanic / High Deprivation
Hispanic / Low Deprivation
—— Asian / High Deprivation
Asian / Low Deprivation
———— Black / High Deprivation
Black / Low Deprivation
—— White / High Deprivation
———— White / Low Deprivation

Competing-risks regression Stratified by Race and ADI

20 30 40 50
Time (Days)

10

Hispanic / Non-English
Hispanic / English
Asian / Non-English
Asian / English
—— Black / Non-English
—— Black / English
—— White / Non-English
——— White / English

20 30 40 50
Time (Days)

10

Figure 2: Competing risk regression cumulative incidence of hospital admission over time by ADI (A) and Primary Language
(B) stratified by race/ethnicity. Models were censored at 45 days and accounted for death occurring prior to the primary
endpoint (hospital admission).
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Figure 3: Forest Plots of multiple logistic regression models using each race/ethnicity as a baseline
to compare ADI and Primary language stratified by race/ethnicity

Panel A. Odds of admission for those COVID-19 within Racial/Ethnic Groups based on Neighborhood Deprivation p-value
White, ADI 5th vs 1st Quintile 0.73
Black, ADI 5th vs Ist Quintile 0.79
Asian, ADI 5th vs 1st Quintile ° o ° 0.22
Hispanic, ADI 5th vs 1st Quintile 1 O o 0.06
Panel B. Odds of admission for those with COVID-19 within Racial/Ethnic Groups based on English as a Primary Language
White, Non-English vs English Speaking o-+——0 0.21
Black, Non-English vs English Speaking o—@—0 001
Asian, Non-English vs English Speaking —Q—0o 0.05
Hispanic, Non-English vs English Speaking o ° ° <0.001
0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00 6.00 7.00 8.00 9.00
& Protective against admission Increased risk of admission =

Figure 3: Multivariate logistic regression models using each race/ethnicity as a baseline within its respective model to
compare within each race/ethnicity high vs low neighborhood deprivation (top) and primary language (bottom) after

adjusting for age, sex, marital status, urbanity, and comorbidities the odds of hospital admission in patients with PCR+
COVID-19 diagnosis within 45 days of testing.
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Supplemental Table 1: ICD10 Codes for Comorbidities

Comorbidity ICD10 Codes
Hypertension R03.0, 110, 116.0, 111.0, 115.2,112.9,111.0
T1DM E10.21, 7296.41, E10.8, E10.9, E10.10, E10.65, E10.9, E10.641,
E10.40, E10.22, E10.69, E10.649, E10.*
T2DM El11.*
CAD 125.*
HFpEF 150.30, 150.31, 150.32, 150.33
Systolic HF 150.20, 150.21, 150.22, 150.23, 150.40, 150.41, 150.42, 150.43
Any Liver Disease K70.*, K71.*% K72.*% K73.*%, K74.*%, K75.*%, K76.*, K77.*
NAFLD K76.0
NASH K75.81,K75.8
Class 2 Obese 768.35, 768.36, 268.37, 768.38, Z68.39
Any Obese E66
Overweight E66.3, 7268.25, 768.26, 7Z68.27, 7.68.28, 768.29
Class 1 Obese 768.30, 268.31, Z68.32, 768.33, Z68.34
Class 3 Obese E66.01*, E66.2*%, Z68.4*"
History of VTE 127.82,786.711, 7286.718, 182*

Hypercoagulable state D68.5*, D68.6*
Hypocoagulable state D68.0*, D68.1*, D68.2*, D68.3*, D68.4*, D68.8*, D68.9*,
D69.0*, D69.1*, D69.2*, D69.4*, D69.5*, D69.6*, D69.8%*,

D69.9*, D66*, D67*
Any Heart Failure 150*
COPD J44%*, J41%*, J43*
Any CKD NI18*
Stage 1 CKD N18.1*
Stage 2 CKD N18.2*
Stage 3 CKD N18.3*
Stage 4 CKD N18.4*
Stage 5 CKD N18.5*
ESRD N18.6*, 7299.2* T85.631*
Afib flutter 148*
Cerebrovascular Disease | G45.*, G46.*, H34.0, 16*.* 197.81%*, 197.82*
Sleep Apnea G47.3*

Supplementary Table 1: List of ICD 10 codes that were used to classify diagnosis.

Abbreviations: T1IDM: Type 1 diabetes mellitus, T2DM Type 2 diabetes mellitus, HFpEF: heart failure with preserved ejection
fraction, HF: heart failure, CAD: coronary artery disease, VTE: venous thromboembolism, COPD: chronic obstructive lung
disease, CKD: chronic kidney disease, ESRD: end stage renal disease, Afib: atrial fibrillation.
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Supplemental Table 2: Characteristics of patients admitted to the Hospital by Race/Ethnicity
‘White Black Asian Hispanic
(n= 381, n=172, n=161, =102, Declined Other
43.9%) 19.9%) 18.6%) 11.8%) (=32, 3.7%)  (n=18, 2.1%) p-value
69.6 (55.4- 55.4 (38.2- 58.9 (41.8- 48.5 (40.4- 57.7 (37.3- 59.8 (45.9-
Age (years): median (IQR) 82.2) 70.8) 69.5) 56.7) 70.3) 77.2) <0.001
Male Sex: n (%) 183 (48.0) 94 (54.7) 63 (39.1) 58 (56.9) 15 (46.9) 12 (66.7) 0.02
Non-English Speaking: n (%) 14 (3.7) 67 (39.0) 130 (80.7) 78 (76.5) 6 (18.8) 6 (33.3) <0.001
Area Deprivation Quintiles:
n (%) <0.001
First: 0-209% 97 (25.5) 31 (18.0) 9 (5.6) 21 (20.6) 8 (25.0) 3 (16.7)
Second: 21-409% 126 (33.1) 39 (22.7) 292 (13.7) 38 (37.3) 8 (25.0) 4 (22.2)
Third: 41-609% 95 (24.9) 38 (22.1) 49 (30.4) 25 (24.5) 8 (25.0) 5 (27.8)
Fourth: 61-80% 37 9.7) 1(12.2) 70 (43.5) 7 (6.9) 6 (18.8) 1 (5.6)
Fifth: 81-100% 26 (6.8) 43 (25.0) 11 (6.8) 11 (10.8) 2 (6.3) 5 (27.8)
Urban: n (%) 338 (88.7) 171 (99.4) 156 (96.9) 98 (96.1) 28 (87.5) 16 (88.9) <0.001
Marital Status: n (%) <0.001
Single 130 (34.1) 91 (52.9) 52 (32.3) 27 (26.5) 17 (53.1) 7 (38.9)
Married 159 (41.7) 59 (34.3) 79 (49.1) 65 (63.7) 12 (37.5) 7 (38.9)
Separated/Divorced 40 (10.5) 11 (6.4) 8 (5.0) 8 (7.8) 2 (6.3) 4(22.2)
Widowed 52 (13.6) 11 (6.4) 22 (18.7) 2 (2.0) 1(3.1) 0 (0.0)
Body Mass Index: median 98.7 (24.7- 98.8 (25.2- 97.7 (24.6- 29.3 (25.8- 31.1 (27.5- 29.3 (26.8-
(IQR) 34.5) 34.1) 31.8) 33.1) 39.9) 31.2) 0.06
Elixhauser Comorbidity
Score: median (IQR) 6.0 (4.0-10.0) 5.0 (3.0-9.0) 5.0 (3.0-9.0) 3.5 (1.0-6.0) 5.0 (2.5-9.0) 7.0 (2.0-10.0) <0.001
Comorbidities: n (%)
Hypercoagulable State 14 (3.7) 9 (5.2 7 (4.3) 1 (1.0 1@3.1) 1 (5.6) 0.6
Hypocoagulable State 105 (27.6) 40 (23.3) 55 (34.2) 26 (25.5) 12 (37.5) 4 (22.2) 0.2
Type 1 Diabetes Mellitus 38 (10.0) 28 (16.3) 7 (4.3) 6 (5.9 3 (9.4) 2(11.1 0.008
Type 2 Diabetes Mellitus 133 (34.9) 83 (48.3) 69 (42.9) 39 (38.2) 9 (28.1) 5 (27.8) 0.03
Atrial Fibrillation or Atrial
Flutter 109 (28.6) 16 (9.3) 20 (12.4) 7 (6.9) 7 (21.9) 4 (22.2) <0.001
Hypertension 280 (73.5) 107 (62.2) 97 (60.2) 58 (56.9) 20 (62.5) 12 (66.7) 0.004
Chronic Kidney Disease 129 (33.9) 53 (30.8) 42 (26.1) 8 (7.8) 3(9.4) 6 (33.3) <0.001
Chronic Obstructive
Pulmonary Disease 72 (18.9) 25 (14.5) 17 (10.6) 1 (1.0) 5 (15.6) 3 (16.7) <0.001
Liver Disease 9 (12.9) 28 (16.3) 34 (21.1) 11 (10.8) 5 (15.6) 4(22.2) 0.1
Cerebral Vascular Disease 88 (23.1) 22 (12.8) 31 (19.3) 6 (5.9) 31(9.4) 1(5.6) <0.001
Sleep Apnea 97 (25.5) 28 (16.3) 13 (8.1) 8 (7.8) 6 (18.8) 2(11.1) <0.001
Congestive Heart Failure 97 (25.5) 34 (19.8) 26 (16.1) 7 (6.9) 6 (18.8) 4 (22.2) 0.001
Obesity 143 (37.5) 54 (31.4) 51 (31.7) 26 (25.5) 15 (46.9) 5 (27.8) 0.1
Laboratory Values:
D-Dimer 1.0 (0.6-1.8) 1.0 (0.7-2.3) 0.8 (0.5-1.5) 1.0 (0.6-2.0) 1.3 (0.7-1.6) 1.8 (0.9-3.1) 0.7
65.0 (26.4- 102.5 (59.0- 66.5 (33.5- 140.5 (90.0- 137.0 (116.0- 162.5 (84.8-
C-Reactive Protein 133.5) 149.0) 140.0) 199.0) 187.0) 209.0) 0.002
ANC/ALC Ratio 4.7 (2.9-7.6) 4.8 (3.0-7.3) 4.5 (2.4-6.8) 5.8 (4.1-8.5) 5.5 (3.3-9.6) 7.4 (3.3-11.4) 0.6
Lactate 1.1 (0.9-1.7) 1.2 (0.9-1.9) 1.3 (0.9-2.0) 1.1 (0.9-1.5) 1.6 (1.5-4.3) 0.9 (0.9-0.9) 0.6
Aspartate 37.0 (26.0- 41.0 (23.0- 40.5 (29.0- 62.0 (40.0- 60.0 (38.0- 89.5 (73.0-
Aminotransferase d 62.0) 64.0) 57.5) 77.0) 130.0) 106.0) 0.008
189.0 (147.0- 215.0 (148.0- 167.0 (133.0- 247.0 (195.0- 148.0 (114.0- 207.0 (159.0-
Platelet 252.0) 284.0) 239.0) 308.0) 207.0) 223.0) <0.001
Albumin 2.8 (2.5-3.2) 2.6 (2.4-3.2) 2.6 (2.4-3.1) 2.8 (2.5-3.1) 2.8 (2.3-3.9) 2.3 (1.9-2.8) 0.6
138.0 (135.0- 136.0 (134.0- 137.0 (1385.0- 135.0 (133.0- 136.0 (133.0- 136.0 (135.0-
Sodium 140.0) 138.0) 139.0) 138.0) 139.0) 140.0) 0.08
Creatinine 0.9 (0.7-1.1) 0.9 (0.7-1.2) 0.9 (0.8-1.3) 0.8 (0.6-0.9) 0.8 (0.7-1.5) 0.9 (0.8-1.1) 0.05
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Interleukin-6
Interleukin-8

Tumor Necrosis Factor o
Interleukin-13
Vitals:

Maximum Heart Rate
Maximum Respiratory
Rate

Maximum Temperature

Minimum SpO2
Minimum Systolic Blood

Pressure

Intubated: n (%)

Admitted to Intensive Care

Unit: n (%)

Complications: n (%)
Cardiovascular
Respiratory
Hematologic
Renal
Infectious

Mortality: n (%)

71.7 (36.0-
183.5)
47.3 (28.4-
71.8)
27.5 (18.5-
32.4)
1.2 (0.6-2.0)

98.0 (87.0-
112.0)
94.0 (20.0-
32.0)
99.7 (98.8-
101.1)
90.0 (87.0-
93.0)
106.0 (94.0-
121.5)
19 (12.9)

135 (35.4)

25 (6.6)
98 (25.7)
31 (8.1)
37 (9.7)
78 (20.5)
58 (15.2)

243.0 (69.7-
378.0)
41.8 (24.0-
125.0)
21.7 (18.7-
22.7)

0.9 (0.6-1.1)

102.5 (90.0-
115.0)
94.0 (20.0-
34.0)
100.1 (99.0-
101.4)
92.0 (87.0-
95.0)
104.0 (90.0-
119.0)
36 (20.9)

68 (39.5)

16 (9.3)
48 (27.9)
11 (6.4)
29 (16.9)
38 (22.1)
12 (7.0)

79.2 (41.9-
197.0)
48.6 (40.5-
164.0)
91.3 (20.9-
36.3)
0.5 (0.4-2.4)

104.0 (92.0-
116.0)
31.0 (22.0-
43.0)
100.1 (99.2-
101.6)
90.0 (85.5-
93.0)
99.0 (88.0-
111.0)

40 (24.8)

84 (52.2)

10 (6.2)
60 (37.3)
12 (7.5
24 (14.9)
38 (23.6)
16 (9.9)

86.2 (12.0-
167.9)
907.9 (30.9-
385.0)
15.1 (11.7-
18.5)
0.8 (0.7-1.0)

105.5 (94.0-
117.5)
28.0 (22.0-
42.0)
100.6 (99.2-
102.3)
90.0 (87.0-
93.0)
101.5 (92.0-
116.0)

29 (28.4)

49 (48.0)

5 (4.9)
41 (40.2)
4.(3.9)
8 (7.8)
24 (23.5)
4(3.9)

153.4 (90.2-
216.6)
60.3 (60.3-
60.3)
47.6 (47.6-
47.6)

1.4 (1.4-1.4)

102.5 (90.0-
113.5)
97.5 (23.0-
34.0)
100.5 (99.4-
102.8)
90.0 (88.0-
94.0)
103.0 (92.0-
118.5)

12 (37.5)

17 (53.1)

4 (12.5)
15 (46.9)
1(3.1)
5 (15.6)
9 (28.1)
0 (0.0)

22

117.0 (117.0-
117.0)
50.4 (50.4-
50.4)
25.4 (25.4-
25.4)

0.3 (0.3-0.3)

99.0 (88.0-
127.0)
99.0 (22.0-
35.0)
100.3 (99.0-
101.9)
92.0 (85.0-
95.0)
107.0 (86.0-
120.0)
5(27.8)

7 (38.9)

3 (16.7)
6 (33.3)
1 (5.6)
5 (27.8)
9 (50.0)
4 (22.2)

Supplementary Table 2: Univariate analysis of patients hospitalized within 45 days of COVID-19 diagnosis. ADI quintiles
represent lowest areas of deprivation (15t quintile) to the highest areas of deprivation (5t quintile).

0.7

0.9

0.3
0.7

0.03

<0.001

<0.001

0.03

0.003
<0.001

0.004

0.3
0.005
0.7
0.03
0.09
<0.001
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Supplemental Table 3: Comparison of lowest to highest level neighborhood deprivation across race/ethnicity.

Odds Ratio 95% Confidence Interval p-value

Age 1.02 1.01 - 1.02 <0.001
Male Sex 1.27 1.06 - 1.51 0.008
Race / Area Deprivation Quintiles
‘White / First: 0-20% Ref - -
White / Second: 21-409% 0.92 0.66 - 1.29 0.63
‘White / Third: 41-609% 0.82 0.57 - 1.19 0.3
‘White / Fourth: 61-80% 1.09 0.68 - 1.75 0.73
‘White / Fifth: 81-1009% 1.11 0.63 - 1.95 0.73
Black / First: 0-209% 1.75 1.05 - 2.93 0.03
Black / Second: 21-40% 1.39 0.87 - 2.22 0.17
Black / Third: 41-60% 1.32 0.8 -2.16 0.28
Black / Fourth: 61-809 1.26 0.7 - 2.29 0.44
Black / Fifth: 81-1009% 1.90 1.13 - 3.19 0.02
Asian / First: 0-209% 2.31 1.02 - 5.26 0.05
Asian / Second: 21-40% 1.13 0.61 - 2.12 0.7
Asian / Third: 41-60% 2.70 1.64 - 4.44 <0.001
Asian / Fourth: 61-80% 2.42 1.5 - 3.91 <0.001
Asian / Fifth: 81-100% 4.85 1.86 - 12.6 <0.001
Hispanic / First: 0-20% 3.68 1.97 - 6.88 <0.001
Hispanic / Second: 21-40% 3.48 2.07 - 5.83 <0.001
Hispanic / Third: 41-60% 3.49 1.94 - 6.27 <0.001
Hispanic / Fourth: 61-80% 2.26 0.87 - 5.89 0.1
Hispanic / Fifth: 81-100% 10.14 3.85 - 26.74 <0.001
Decline / First: 0-209 2.39 1.03 - 5.58 0.04
Decline / Second: 21-40% 1.52 0.65 - 3.55 0.33
Decline / Third: 41-609% 1.84 0.73 - 4.64 0.2
Decline / Fourth: 61-80% 1.09 0.34 - 3.49 0.88
Decline / Fifth: 81-1009% 2.31 0.51 -10.38 0.28
Other / First: 0-20% 2.13 0.44 - 10.32 0.35
Other / Second: 21-409% 3.02 0.83 - 10.98 0.09
Other / Third: 41-60% 2.90 0.61 - 13.69 0.18
Other / Fourth: 61-80% 0.45 0.06 - 3.62 0.45
Other / Fifth: 81-1009% 3.42 0.76 - 15.38 0.11
Marital Status
Single Ref - -
Married 0.9 0.73 -1.11 0.314
Separated 0.66 0.46 - 0.96 0.030
Widowed 0.59 0.41 - 0.86 0.006
Non-English Speaking 1.87 1.46 - 2.4 <0.001
Elixhauser Comorbidity Score 1.36 1.32 - 1.40 <0.001

Supplementary Table 3: Logistic regression comparing effects of ADI stratified by race (without controlling for the main
effects of either race/ethnicity or ADI) on hospitalization within 45 days of diagnosis of COVID-19. ADI quintiles represent
lowest areas of deprivation (1st quintile) to the highest areas of deprivation (5t quintile)


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.02.20185983

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.02.20185983; this version posted September 3, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

24

Reference

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

References

Wadhera RK, Wadhera P, Gaba P, et al. Variation in COVID-19 hospitalizations and deaths
across New York City boroughs. Jama. 2020.

Raisi-Estabragh Z, McCracken C, Bethell MS, et al. Greater risk of severe COVID-19 in Black,
Asian and Minority Ethnic populations is not explained by cardiometabolic, socioeconomic or
behavioural factors, or by 25(OH)-vitamin D status: study of 1326 cases from the UK Biobank.
Journal of Public Health. 2020.

Adhikari S, Pantaleo NP, Feldman JM, Ogedegbe O, Thorpe L, Troxel AB. Assessment of
community-level disparities in coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) infections and deaths in
large US metropolitan areas. JAMA network open. 2020;3(7):€2016938-e2016938.

Joseph NP, Reid NJ, Som A, et al. Racial/Ethnic Disparities in Disease Severity on Admission
Chest Radiographs among Patients Admitted with Confirmed COVID-19: A Retrospective
Cohort Study. Radiology. 2020:202602.

Sentell T, Braun KL. Low health literacy, limited English proficiency, and health status in
Asians, Latinos, and other racial/ethnic groups in California. Journal of health communication.
2012;17(sup3):82-99.

Rozenfeld Y, Beam J, Maier H, et al. A model of disparities: risk factors associated with COVID-
19 infection. Int J Equity Health. 2020;19(1):126.

Balsa Al Seiler N, McGuire TG, Bloche MG. Clinical uncertainty and healthcare disparities. Am
JL & Med. 2003;29:203.

HealthPeople.gov. Social Determinancts of Health. 2020;
https://www.healthypeople.gov/2020/topics-objectives/topic/social-determinants-of-health.
Accessed 8/25/2020, 2020.

Bailey ZD, Krieger N, Agenor M, Graves J, Linos N, Bassett MT. Structural racism and health
inequities in the USA: evidence and interventions. Lancet. 2017;389(10077):1453-1463.

Wallis C. Why racism, not race, is a risk factor for dying of COVID-19. Scientific American
June. 2020;12.

Barnato AE, Alexander SL, Linde-Zwirble WT, Angus DC. Racial variation in the incidence,
care, and outcomes of severe sepsis: analysis of population, patient, and hospital characteristics.
Am J Respir Crit Care Med. 2008;177(3):279-284.

Rao SV, Schulman KA, Curtis LH, Gersh BJ, Jollis JG. Socioeconomic status and outcome
following acute myocardial infarction in elderly patients. Arch Intern Med. 2004;164(10):1128-
1133.

Jha AK, Orav EJ, Li Z, Epstein AM. Concentration and Quality of Hospitals That Care for
Elderly Black Patients. Archives of Internal Medicine. 2007;167(11):1177-1182.

Netzer G, Iwashyna TJ. Fair Is Fair: Just Visiting Hours and Reducing Inequities. Ann Am Thorac
Soc. 2017;14(12):1744-1746.

Rosa RG, Tonietto TF, da Silva DB, et al. Effectiveness and Safety of an Extended ICU
Visitation Model for Delirium Prevention: A Before and After Study. Crit Care Med.
2017;45(10):1660-1667.

Ingraham NE, Tignanelli CJ. Fact Versus Science Fiction: Fighting Coronavirus Disease 2019
Requires the Wisdom to Know the Difference. Crit Care Explor. 2020;2(4):¢0108.



https://www.healthypeople.gov/2020/topics-objectives/topic/social-determinants-of-health
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.02.20185983

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.02.20185983; this version posted September 3, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

25

17. Hooper MW, Népoles AM, Pérez-Stable EJ. COVID-19 and racial/ethnic disparities. Jama. 2020.

18. Singh GK. Area deprivation and widening inequalities in US mortality, 1969-1998. American
Jjournal of public health. 2003;93(7):1137-1143.

19. Knighton AJ, Savitz L, Belnap T, Stephenson B, VanDerslice J. Introduction of an area
deprivation index measuring patient socioeconomic status in an integrated health system:
implications for population health. eGEMs. 2016;4(3).

20. Patel AP, Paranjpe MD, Kathiresan NP, Rivas MA, Khera AV. Race, socioeconomic deprivation,
and hospitalization for COVID-19 in English participants of a national biobank. Int J Equity
Health. 2020;19(1):114.

21. Niedzwiedz CL, O'Donnell CA, Jani BD, et al. Ethnic and socioeconomic differences in SARS-
CoV-2 infection: prospective cohort study using UK Biobank. BMC Med. 2020;18(1):160.

22. Das A, Ghosh S, Das K, Basu T, Das M, Dutta 1. Modeling the effect of area deprivation on
COVID-19 incidences: a study of Chennai megacity, India. Public Health. 2020;185:266-269.

23. Elixhauser A, Steiner C, Harris DR, Coffey RM. Comorbidity measures for use with
administrative data. Medical care. 1998:8-27.

24. Office of Community and Rural Affairs. Rural Indiana Stats. 2019;
https://pcrd.purdue.edu/ruralindianastats/geographic-classifications.php. Accessed 8/25/2020,
2020.

25. Jakobsen JC, Gluud C, Wetterslev J, Winkel P. When and how should multiple imputation be
used for handling missing data in randomised clinical trials - a practical guide with flowcharts.
BMC Med Res Methodol. 2017;17(1):162.

26. Zhou F, Yu T, Du R, et al. Clinical course and risk factors for mortality of adult inpatients with
COVID-19 in Wuhan, China: a retrospective cohort study. Lancet. 2020;395(10229):1054-1062.

27. Ingraham NE, Lotfi-Emran S, Thielen BK, et al. Immunomodulation in COVID-19. Lancet
Respir Med. 2020.

28. Wang Z, Tang K. Combating COVID-19: health equity matters. Nat Med. 2020;26(4):458.

29. Laster Pirtle WN. Racial Capitalism: A Fundamental Cause of Novel Coronavirus (COVID-19)
Pandemic Inequities in the United States. Health Educ Behav. 2020;47(4):504-508.

30. Meneses-Navarro S, Freyermuth-Enciso MG, Pelcastre-Villafuerte BE, Campos-Navarro R,
Melendez-Navarro DM, Gomez-Flores-Ramos L. The challenges facing indigenous communities
in Latin America as they confront the COVID-19 pandemic. Int J Equity Health. 2020;19(1):63.

31. Mendy A, Apewokin S, Wells AA, Morrow AL. Factors Associated with Hospitalization and
Disease Severity in a Racially and Ethnically Diverse Population of COVID-19 Patients.
medRxiv. 2020.

32. Eisner MD, Blanc PD, Omachi TA, et al. Socioeconomic status, race and COPD health outcomes.
Journal of Epidemiology & Community Health. 2011;65(1):26-34.

33. Harlem G, Lynn M. Descriptive analysis of social determinant factors in urban communities
affected by COVID-19. Journal of Public Health. 2020.

34, Dorn AV, Cooney RE, Sabin ML. COVID-19 exacerbating inequalities in the US. Lancet.
2020;395(10232):1243-1244.

35. WuJ, XuF, Zhou W, et al. Risk factors for SARS among persons without known contact with
SARS patients, Beijing, China. Emerging infectious diseases. 2004;10(2):210.

36. Petrilli CM, Jones SA, Yang J, et al. Factors associated with hospital admission and critical
illness among 5279 people with coronavirus disease 2019 in New York City: prospective cohort
study. bmj. 2020;369.

37. Docherty AB, Harrison EM, Green CA, et al. Features of 20 133 UK patients in hospital with
covid-19 using the ISARIC WHO Clinical Characterisation Protocol: prospective observational
cohort study. bmj. 2020;369.

38. Ahmed F, Ahmed N, Pissarides C, Stiglitz J. Why inequality could spread COVID-19. Lancet
Public Health. 2020;5(5):e240.



https://pcrd.purdue.edu/ruralindianastats/geographic-classifications.php
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.02.20185983

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.02.20185983; this version posted September 3, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

26

39. Alsan M, Stantcheva S, Yang D, Cutler D. Disparities in Coronavirus 2019 Reported Incidence,
Knowledge, and Behavior Among US Adults. JAMA network open. 2020;3(6):¢2012403-
€2012403.

40. Bell CN, Sacks TK, Tobin CST, Thorpe Jr RJ. Racial Non-equivalence of Socioeconomic Status
and Self-rated Health among African Americans and Whites. SSM-population health.
2020;10:100561.

41. Washington HA. How environmental racism is fuelling the coronavirus pandemic. Nature.
2020;581(7808):241.
42. Du XL, Fang S, Vernon SW, et al. Racial disparities and socioeconomic status in association with

survival in a large population-based cohort of elderly patients with colon cancer. Cancer.
2007;110(3):660-669.

43. Parise CA, Caggiano V. Disparities in race/ethnicity and socioeconomic status: risk of mortality
of breast cancer patients in the California Cancer Registry, 2000-2010. BMC cancer.
2013;13(1):449.

44, Du XL, Fang SY, Meyer TE. Impact of treatment and socioeconomic status on racial disparities
in survival among older women with breast cancer. Am J Clin Oncol-Canc. 2008;31(2):125-132.

45. Kaufman JS, Cooper RS, McGee DL. Socioeconomic status and health in blacks and whites: the
problem of residual confounding and the resiliency of race. Epidemiology. 1997:621-628.

46. Patzer RE, McClellan WM. Influence of race, ethnicity and socioeconomic status on kidney
disease. Nature Reviews Nephrology. 2012;8(9):533.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.02.20185983

	Racial/Ethnic Disparities in Hospital Admissions from COVID-19 and Determining the Impact of Neighborhood Deprivation and Primary Language.
	Nicholas E. Ingraham, MD,*1 Laura N. Purcell, MD MPH,*2 Basil S. Karam MD,3 R. Adams Dudley, MD, MBA,1 Michael G. Usher, MD PhD,4 Christopher A. Warlick, MD, PhD,5 Michele L. Allen, MD, MS,6 Genevieve B. Melton MD PhD,7,8 Anthony Charles, MD, FACS, MPH,*2,9 Christopher J. Tignanelli, MD*7,8,9
	 * both authors contributed equally to this manuscript
	 Author Affiliations:
	1 Department of Medicine, University of Minnesota, Division of Pulmonary and Critical Care, Minneapolis, MN
	2 Department of Surgery, University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill, NC
	3 Department of Surgery, Medical College of Wisconsin, Milwaukee, WI
	4 Department of Medicine, University of Minnesota, Division of General Internal Medicine, Minneapolis, MN
	5 Department of Urology, University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, MN
	6 Department of Family Medicine and Community Health, University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, MN
	7 Institute for Health Informatics, University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, MN
	8 Department of Surgery, University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, MN 
	9 School of Public Health, University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill, NC
	10 Department of Surgery, North Memorial Health Hospital, Robbinsdale, MN
	Fax: (612) 626-0439
	420 Delaware St SE
	 Correspondence: 
	Email: ingra107@umn.edu
	Minneapolis, MN 55455
	Nicholas Ingraham, MD 
	 Office: (612) 626-1968
	MMC 276
	LNP Laura.Purcell@unchealth.unc.edu
	AC    anthchar@med.unc.edu
	NEI   ingra107@umn.edu
	BSK  basil.karam@gmail.com
	CW cwarlick@umn.edu      
	CTJ   ctignane@umn.edu
	RAD dudley@umn.edu              
	GBM   gmelton@umn.edu
	MGU   mgusher@umn.edu
	MLA   miallen@umn.edu
	Conflicts of Interest and Funding Source(s):
	1.     NIH NHLBI T32HL07741 (NEI)
	2.     AHRQ R01HS24532 (GBM)
	3.     AHRQ R01 HS26732 (MGU)
	4.     AHRQ K12HS026379 (CJT)
	5.     NIH NCATS KL2TR002492, UL1TR002494
	Reprints will not be available from the authors. All authors significantly contributed to developing, writing, and revising this manuscript.
	The authors have no conflicts of interest to report. Manuscript word count 3,507
	 Abstract 
	Importance
	Despite past and ongoing efforts to achieve health equity in the United States, persistent disparities in socioeconomic status along with multilevel racism maintain disparate outcomes and appear to be amplified by COVID-19. 
	Objective
	Measure socioeconomic factors and primary language effects on the risk of COVID-19 severity across and within racial/ethnic groups.  
	Design
	Retrospective cohort study.
	Setting
	Health records of 12 Midwest hospitals and 60 clinics in the U.S. between March 4, 2020 to August 19, 2020.
	Participants
	PCR+ COVID-19 patients. Patients missing race or ethnicity data or those diagnosed with COVID-19 during a hospitalization were excluded.
	Exposures
	Main exposures included race/ethnicity, area deprivation index (ADI), and primary language. 
	Main Outcomes and Measures
	The primary outcome was COVID-19 severity using hospitalization within 45 days of diagnosis.  Logistic and competing-risk regression models (censored at 45 days and accounting for the competing risk of death prior to hospitalization) assessed the effects of neighborhood-level deprivation (using the ADI) and primary language. Within race effects of ADI and primary language were measured using logistic regression. 
	Results
	5,577 COVID-19 patients were included, 866 (n=15.5%) were hospitalized within 45 days of diagnosis. Hospitalized patients were older (60.9 years, IQR: 45.7-75.9 vs. 40.4 years, IQR: 25.6-58.3, p<0.001) and more likely to be male (n=425 [49.1%] vs. 2,049 [43.5%], p=0.002). Of those requiring hospitalization, 43.9% (n=381), 19.9% (n=172), 18.6% (n=161), and 11.8% (n=102) were White, Black, Asian, and Hispanic, respectively. 
	Independent of ADI, minority race/ethnicity was associated with COVID-19 severity; Hispanic patients (OR 3.8, 95% CI 2.72–5.30), Asians (OR 2.39, 95% CI 1.74–3.29), and Blacks (OR 1.50, 95% CI 1.15–1.94). Surprisingly ADI was not associated with hospitalization; however, consistent trends within racial/ethnic groups were observed. Furthermore, non-English speaking (OR 1.91, 95% CI 1.51–2.43) significantly increased odds of hospital admission across and within minority groups.
	Conclusions
	Minority populations have increased odds of severe COVID-19 independent of neighborhood deprivation, a commonly suspected driver of disparate outcomes during the pandemic. Non-English speaking also accounts for between and within minority populations. These results support the continued concern that racism contributes to disparities during COVID-19 while also highlighting the underappreciated role primary language plays in COVID-19 severity across and within minority groups. 
	Introduction
	Health inequity during COVID-19 has been documented through numerous studies since it was brought to light through the landmark study of the five boroughs in New York City. The study found the Bronx to have the highest hospitalization and death rate of COVID-19.1 The Bronx also happens to be the borough with the largest non-White racial/ethnic minority populations, lowest income, and lowest education level.1 Studies in the United Kingdom found lower socioeconomic status (SES) and minority patients are more likely to be infected with COVID-19 even after adjusting for risk behaviors.2 Ecological studies found areas with high poverty and predominantly minority populations have infection rates 8 times higher than high poverty areas with predominantly White patients.3 As noted in the paper, community-level analysis, without controlling for individual-level differences, limits the ability to account for individual factors which would strengthen the concerns that this association may, in fact be causal. Furthermore, language barriers have been associated with outcomes but limited data regarding its impact in COVID-19, as it relates to racial disparities, currently exist.4-6  
	Racial and ethnic disparities in health are well documented in the United States and their elimination is an important public health and societal imperative.7,8 The etiology of health disparities is multifactorial, especially with racism’s multi-level societal construct which plays a key role in the challenges we face along the path to health equity.9,10 Bailey et al. highlight one of the foundational levels, structural bias.9 Structural racism, which contributes to residential segregation, discriminatory incarceration, and inequitable access to healthcare services, is an integral factor contributing to health disparities. Due to structural racism and the resulting disparate influences of social determinants of health, along with poor access to healthcare, racial and ethnic minorities have higher rates of chronic comorbidities leading to increased susceptibility to critical illnesses.11-13 While many of these concerning disparities can be traced back to structural biases with healthcare access, income, and residential segregation, it is important to note that institutional racism exists through sometimes subtle and unassuming policies (e.g., family visitation restrictions)14 that exist despite contrary evidence.15 These examples highlight the complexity and intertwined factors contributing to disparate outcomes for the critically ill. The complex nature of the issue mandates an equally complex, yet appropriately designed, effort to adequately address this public health crisis.
	COVID-19 has created a unique research environment by bringing together public health, clinical, and epidemiological researchers at an unprecedented level.16 The amount of granular data being collected along with newly founded collaborations provides an opportunity to study healthcare disparities through the lens of the pandemic. Few studies have accounted for the much needed assessment that takes into account socioeconomic variables along with granular patient characteristics to appropriately tease out the different drivers.17 We hypothesize that neighborhood-level deprivation and/or primary language spoken may account for the disproportionate outcomes seen in racial/ethnic minorities. Our aim was to examine how neighborhood deprivation, primary language, and race/ethnicity effect the risk of COVID-19 severity. Having a better understanding of these complex relationships are critical to guiding the ongoing prevention, policy, and intervention efforts aimed at fighting this global pandemic in an equitable fashion.17 
	Methods
	Design and Data
	 Retrospective analysis of 12 Midwest hospitals and 60 primary care clinics, between March 4 - August 19, 2020. To account for patient transfers across hospitals or clinics data was pooled across different electronic health records (EHRs) and a unique patient identifier was created accounting for clinic, ED, or hospital encounters across systems. In cases where a patient was seen in two different EHR systems, the most recent EHR comorbidity records were utilized. All patients that opted out of research were excluded from analysis. The COVID-19 datamart includes individual-level data for individuals with PCR-confirmed COVID-19, covering a diverse range of ages, races, ethnicities, and geographic regions within the Midwest. This study was approved by the University of Minnesota institutional review board (STUDY00001489) which provided a waiver of consent for this study. 
	Population
	 Included in this study were individuals with PCR-confirmed COVID-19 that did not opt out of research (<2.5% of patients opt out of research). Patients with missing race or ethnicity data were excluded from this analysis (1,225 patients, 17.9%) and patients that developed new onset COVID-19 following hospital admission for another reason (13 patients). 
	Outcomes
	 Our primary outcome was the need for hospitalization within 45 days of PCR confirmed COVID-19. Individuals not hospitalized by August 24, 2020 were censored in the competing risks regression model and treated as not requiring hospitalization in the logistic regression model.
	Independent Variable and Confounding Variables:
	 The independent variables were race/ethnicity (White, Black, Asian, Other) or ethnicity (Hispanic or non-Hispanic), English vs non-English speaking, and the National Area Deprivation Index (ADI) categorized into quintiles (1st quintile = lowest neighborhood-level of deprivation, 5th = highest neighborhood-level of deprivation). Race/ethnicity was collected for administrative purposes and quality was not verified. The Area Deprivation Index’s development and utility has been described previously.18 In brief, the ADI is a measure of the socioeconomic disadvantage of a neighborhood (using the 9 digit zip code) calculated from 17 different indicators that includes education, housing (e.g. occupancy rates, household value), poverty (e.g. median income, number of dependents, % with complete plumbing) , and employment status. ADI19 and other indices20-22 have been used to estimate the effects of these socioeconomic variables in aggregate on outcomes, including in COVID-19. 
	In addition to the independent variables, models were adjusted for age, gender, Elixhauser Comorbidity Index,23 relationship status, and rurality/urbanity. Urbanity was defined as living in a zip code with a population density > 200 people per square mile.24 Marital status was characterized as single, married (domestic partner, life partner, or married), divorced or legally separated, or widowed. 
	Statistical Analysis: 
	Continuous variables with a skewed distribution were expressed by median and interquartile range (IQR). Categorical variables were expressed by percentages. Univariate analysis compared those admitted to those without admission. The association of race/ethnicity on mortality, hospital admission severity (laboratory values and vitals), in-hospital complications (cardiovascular, respiratory, hematologic, renal, infectious), ICU and mechanical ventilation utilization and in-hospital mortality was evaluated for patients requiring hospital admission. Overall missingness was low (0 - 2.06%). Given the low rate of missingness, imputation was deemed unnecessary.25 
	 Logistic and competing-risk regression models (censored at 45 days while accounting for the competing risk of death prior to hospitalization) were used to assess the independent association of race/ethnicity, ADI, and primary language (English vs other) on the primary outcome. Comorbidities were determined using a random forest variable importance analysis and models were compared using the comorbidities selected by variable importance analysis (Supplementary Table 1) to aggregate indices of comorbidities commonly used to adjust for baseline conditions (Elixhauser) given the limited experience of adjusting for co-morbid conditions in COVID-19. The final model to be determined by the best Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC).  
	We investigated the different effects of ADI and primary language across and between race/ethnic groups and the association with risk for admission. By plotting the cumulative incidence of hospital admission it was clear there were consistent and sequential increases across and within groups in relation to both ADI and primary language. To estimate if these differences within race/ethnic groups were significant, logistic regression analysis (using the same covariates as the main model) were performed by stratifying either ADI or primary language by race. Each model used the race of interest as the base to determine if ADI or language differed within each race. For ADI models, we report the comparison between the 5th quintile (highest level) to the 1st quintile (lowest level of area deprivation).
	Statistical analyses were performed using Stata MP, version 16 (StataCorp, College Station, TX). Statistical significance was defined as a two-tailed p-value < 0.05. 
	Results
	Primary Analysis
	Race/Ethnicity ~ Area Deprivation Index
	Race/Ethnicity ~ Primary Language

	Of the 5,577 COVID-19 patients meeting inclusion criteria for this study, 866 (n=15.5%) patients were admitted to the hospital within 45 days of COVID-19 diagnosis.(Figure 1) In the overall COVID-19 cohort, the median age was 43.7 years [IQR: 27.4 - 62.3] and 44.4% (n=2,474) were male. Patients were predominantly White (n=2,931, 52.6 %), followed by Black (n=1,225, 22.0%), Asian (n=677, 12.2%), and Hispanic (n=416, 7.5%). The median national ADI was 37% (IQR: 22-48%). 
	Patients who required hospitalization within 45 days of diagnosis, a marker of severe disease, were older (60.9 years [IQR: 45.7-75.9] vs. 40.4 year [IQR: 25.6-58.3], p<0.001) and a greater proportion were male (n=425, 49.1% vs. n=2,049, 43.5%, p=0.002). Table 1. More of the admitted versus non-admitted cohort live in fourth and fifth ADI quartile neighborhoods. A higher proportion of non-English speaking patients required admission (n=301, 34.8% vs. n=785, 16.7%, p<0.001). Patients who were admitted had higher Elixhauser Comorbidity Score (5.0, IQR: 3.0-9.0 vs. 1.0, IQR: 0.0-2.0, p<0.001) and had a higher mortality (n=108, 12.5% vs. n=68, 1.4%, p<0.001) than those not requiring admission. 
	Of those requiring hospitalization, 43.9% (n=381), 19.9% (n=172), 18.6% (n=161), and 11.8% (n=102) were White, Black, Asian, and Hispanic, respectively. White patients (69.6 years, IQR 55.4-82.2) were significantly older than their Black (55.4 years, IQR 38.2-70.8), Asian (58.9 years, IQR 41.8-69.5), and Hispanic (48.5 years, IQR 40.4-56.7) counterparts, p<0.001. Approximately half of White and Hispanic patients lived in the first and second quintile ADI neighborhoods, in contrast, nearly the same proportion of Asian patients lived in the fourth quintile, and Black patients were evenly distributed over all ADI quintiles. White patients (6.0, IQR 4.0-10.0) had the highest and Hispanic patients (3.5, IQR 1.0-6.0) had the lowest Elixhauser Comorbidity scores, p<0.001 of those admitted to the hospital. White patients (n=58, 15.2%) had a higher in-hospital mortality than the Black (n=12, 7.0%), Asian (n=16, 9.9%), and Hispanic (n=4, 3.9%) cohorts, p<0.001. Admission labs were not significantly different between racial/ethnic groups, specifically D-dimer and IL-6 which have been shown to be associated with mortality risk on admission in COVID-19.26,27 Supplemental Table 2.
	When choosing our final model for analysis, calibration and discrimination were evaluated following each model using Hosmer Lemeshow goodness of fit (p > 0.2) and area under the receiver operating characteristic curve (AUROC) > 0.8 for all models. Logistic regression models with Elixhauser performed better (BIC 3686) compared to using selected co-morbidities (BIC 4008) as described above and thus the final model included Elixhauser in attempts to adjust for co-morbidities.
	On logistic regression analysis, minority race/ethnicity was an independent predictor for hospital admission. (Table 2) Hispanic patients (OR 3.8, 95% CI 2.72 – 5.30), Asians (OR 2.39, 95% CI 1.74 – 3.29, and Blacks (OR 1.50, 95% CI 1.15 – 1.94) had higher odds of hospital admission within 45 days compared to White patients. Surprisingly, ADI was not independently associated at any quintile, while being non-English speaking (OR 1.91, 95% CI 1.51 – 2.43) was independently associated with an increased odds of hospitalization when compared to English speaking. On sensitivity analysis, to account for the competing risk of death and censoring at 45 days; aside from marital status, these associations remained significant in the competing-risk model. (Table 2) 
	Cumulative incidence plots were generated to visualize the disparity by race/ethnicity and ADI quintile, (Figure 2a). On logistic regression, when compared to Whites living in the first ADI quintile, there is no statistical difference in hospitalization of Whites living in the fifth ADI quintile. In contrast, there is a sequential increase in odds of needing hospitalization of first (low neighborhood deprivation) ADI quintile Black patients (OR 1.75, 95% CI 1.05 - 2.93), fifth (high neighborhood deprivation) ADI quintile Black patients (OR 1.90, 95% CI 1.13 - 3.19), first quintile Asian patients (OR 2.31, 95% CI 1.02 - 5.26), fifth ADI quintile Asian (OR 4.85, 95% CI 1.86 - 12.60), and first ADI quintile Hispanic (OR 3.68, 95% CI 1.97 - 6.88), and fifth ADI quintile Hispanic (OR 10.14, 95% CI 3.85 - 26.74) when compared to White patients in the first ADI. (Supplemental Table 2).  On subgroup analysis comparing the fifth vs first quintile within each racial/ethnic group, there was no significant difference in the odds of hospitalization. (Figure 3a) 
	Cumulative incidence plots were generated to visualize the disparity by race/ethnicity and primary language (English vs non-English). (Figure 2b) Sequential increase in odds of hospitalization was similar to the above analysis with ADI when comparing each racial/ethnicity group by primary language (English or other) to English speaking Whites (data not shown). In contrast to the ADI models, on subgroup analysis, comparing those who speak English as their primary language vs. non-English speaking within each minority group, there was a significant difference in the odds of hospitalization; Black (OR 1.72. 95% CI 1.14-2.59), Asian (OR 1.61, 95% CI 1.0-2.6), and Hispanic (3.74, 95% CI 2.14-6.52). (Figure 3b)
	Discussion
	In this study, we assessed outcomes of patients diagnosed with COVID-19 in the outpatient setting and investigated racial/ethnic difference and how neighborhood-level deprivation (ADI) and English as a primary language were associated with the need for hospital admission within 45 days (as a surrogate for COVID-19 severity. We demonstrated race/ethnicity was independently associated with hospital admission in COVID-19 positive patients, independent of area deprivation index which has been commonly thought to be a prominent driver of disparities during the pandemic. Furthermore, neighborhood-level deprivation was not associated with hospital admission but did have trends towards within race/ethnicity effects. Non-English speaking was associated with increased odds of admission, independent of race/ethnicity and neighborhood deprivation, overall and within minority subgroups. We also observed that after accounting for the competing risk of death these associations persisted. Importantly, despite our hypothesis that neighborhood deprivation and/or primary language may account for racial differences in outcomes, race/ethnicity remained statistically significant. These findings of a persistent association between race/ethnicity and COVID-19 severity support concerns of either racism or another unidentified confounder that is driving the association between skin color and COVID-19 severity. 
	Since the beginning of the pandemic, calls for urgent surveillance of this public health crisis and predictions of disparate outcomes that would emerge from COVID-19 were immediate.28-30 These concerns were well founded, as it would be later demonstrated that Hispanic and Black patients have increased odds of hospital admission and high severity of illness due to COVID-19.31,32 Later studies have validated fears that socioeconomic factors are associated with COVID-19 and may account for at least some, if not a large proportion of racial disparities.3,33 To date, most studies using community-level analysis have uncovered numerous associations that suggest we are not only far from health equity, but COVID-19 is threatening to widen the gap.34 For example, COVID-19 infection rates are higher in areas with a greater percentage of homes with overcrowding, lower education status, and limited access to healthcare.33 Comorbidities, which are known to disproportionately affect racial minorities and impoverished populations, have been implicated in the association between worse outcomes of critical illness among these populations.11-13 As observed with SARS-CoV,35 comorbidities increase not only for the risk for infection but also severity of illness.36,37 Low health literacy was also predicted to contribute to health inequalities that may stem from the pandemic.38 Survey studies regarding general disease knowledge and preventative strategies surrounding COVID-19 supported fears that lower health literacy could be associated with lack of disease understanding.39 Compounding these issues further is the misinformation that accompanies this pandemic,16 which also disproportionately affects individuals with lower education levels.38 Attributing disparities in COVID-19 to socioeconomic variables or comorbidities in isolation would be inappropriate given the evidence that SES is associated with higher rates of comorbidities, subsequently complicating the causal diagram.40
	Characterizing SES is complex in nature; however, the ADI accounts for key neighborhood-level characteristics. Area deprivation assesses poverty, housing, education, and employment. While it should not be used interchangeably with SES, it does incorporate a portion of socioeconomic factors that warrant assessment. Furthermore, ADI is able to account for some effects of environmental racism including the disproportionate degree of exposure to malignant environmental factors (i.e. pollution, food deserts) experienced by minority populations.41 This could very well be driving some of the adverse health outcomes, and by using patients’ zip code to determine ADI, we sought to minimize the confounding of this variable. Limited data regarding area deprivation and COVID-19 exist, specifically in the United States. Studies in India22 and the U.K.20,21 found areas of deprivation to be associated with increased risk of COVID-19. Both U.K. studies assessed COVID-19 patients and found that Black and Asian patients were at an increased odds of hospitalization. Similar to our findings, after controlling for areas of deprivation and comorbidities, the risk for racial and ethnic minority patients persisted.20,21 Furthermore, Hispanic patients had the highest odds of hospital admission despite having less co-morbidities. These findings highlight and support the alarming fact that minorities have a higher risk of severe infection that is not attributable solely to baseline health conditions or socio-economic factors. This contrasts with studies examining racial disparities in other disease processes. For example, it has been repeatedly shown that most of the racial disparities in outcomes of cancer patients can be explained by treatment received and socioeconomic status.42-44 Similarly, in COPD patients, Black race was associated with higher disease severity but these differences disappeared after adjusting for SES and comorbid conditions. 
	The pandemic is putting a strain on normalcy for everyone; unfortunately, the largest burden of this strain appears to be on the most vulnerable which tips the scales further away from our goals of health equity. Evidence of racial differences seen with imaging in COVID-19 has been associated with language proficiency. Minority patients were found to have more severe lung edema determined by chest x-rays on admission.4 Interestingly, part of the racial differences in imaging severity was mediated by English proficiency. General health studies have shown English proficiency may have a greater effect than health literacy.5 Only one other study to date has found primary English language to be associated with COVID-19 outcomes, specifically, risk of infection.6 Despite different outcomes in their study compared to ours (risk of infection vs risk of hospitalization, respectively) Rozenfeld et al., also found primary language other than English to be a greater risk factor than race itself. For these reasons we not only included primary language in our model, which notably was significantly associated with our outcome, but we further explored within race effects. Strikingly we found non-English speaking patients within each minority race/ethnic group to have higher odds of hospitalization compared to those within the same group but spoke English as their primary language. 
	Despite our best efforts to address potential racial and ethnic confounders, multiple limitations need to be considered when interpreting our results. First, the need for hospitalization may vary by site. With our current dataset, we are unable to determine whether that is the case for the population under study. Also, using hospitalization as an endpoint may be underwhelming (relative to other endpoints such as intensive care unit admission and mortality); however, there are many confounding factors that occur once the patient is hospitalized that may influence the observed effects. Hospitalization is a proxy for not only severity but also objective healthcare resource use and thus we argue, is not only of critical importance for physicians but can also assist administrators when assessing resource utilization in their communities. Testing deficiencies in low risk minorities (creating the perception of higher risk) has the potential to bias the results; however, the lack of testing in these patients is unlikely to alter the findings in our study and would only highlight another potential driver in observed disparities (i.e. lack of testing equality in the outpatient setting). Insurance status was not included in our analysis. However, this variable is commonly used to control for SES, and given that we have adjusted for multiple socioeconomic attributes, we feel this may attenuate the contribution insurance may have on our outcomes. Furthermore, there remains a possibility of residual confounding even after adjusting for SES, due to categorization of socioeconomic status variables, measurement error in socioeconomic indicators, and incommensurate socioeconomic indicators.45 Finally, neighborhood-level SES (ADI) and individual level SES are sometimes discordant and attributing group level measures to individuals may limit interpretation.46 However, in the absence of individual level socioeconomic attributes, reliance on aggregate measures is necessary to examine these racial disparities.
	Conclusion
	Despite its success in many arenas and relative prosperity, paradoxically health equity persistently remains an aspiration in the United States. Studies like this and others are needed to continue taking steps forward. Failure to widely acknowledge, care for, and/or act upon these gaps makes the culprits that harder to tease out and increases the complexity of the intervention. Our findings highlight areas of neighborhood-level deprivation may contribute to racial disparities, but to a lesser degree when controlling individual level factors. Strikingly, racial and ethnic disparities in COVID-19 illness severity exist, independent of socioeconomic characteristics, which supports the need to further investigate the different levels of racism that contribute to health inequity.10 Furthermore, non-English language is associated with COVID-19 severity across and within racial/ethnic groups. Efforts should be made to address underlying causes of social inequalities and incorporate such actions into the national COVID-19 response, especially at a time when we have global attention, resources, and focus in hopes to leave this pandemic closer to health equity and not farther from it.29 
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	Admitted
	Not Admitted
	p-value
	(n=866, 15.5%)
	(n=4,711, 84.5%)
	<0.001
	60.9 (45.7-75.9)
	40.4 (25.6-58.3)
	Age (years): median (IQR)
	 0.002
	425 (49.1)
	2,049 (43.5)
	Male Sex: n (%)
	Race/ethnicity: n (%)
	<0.001
	381 (44.0)
	2,550 (54.1)
	   White
	172 (19.9)
	1,053 (22.4)
	   Black
	161 (18.6)
	516 (11.0)
	   Asian
	102 (11.8)
	314 (6.7)
	   Hispanic
	32 (3.7)
	219 (4.6)
	   Declined
	18 (2.1)
	59 (1.3)
	   Other
	<0.001
	301 (34.8)
	785 (16.7)
	Non-English Speaking: n (%)
	Area Deprivation Quintiles: n (%)
	   First: 0-20%
	<0.001
	169 (19.5)
	1,005 (21.3)
	   Second: 21-40%
	237 (27.4)
	1,559 (33.1)
	   Third: 41-60%
	220 (25.4)
	1,155 (24.5)
	   Fourth: 61-80%
	142 (16.4)
	657 (13.9)
	   Fifth: 81-100%
	98 (11.3)
	335 (7.1)
	<0.001
	728 (93.7)
	3,416 (85.8)
	Urban: n (%)
	Marital Status: n (%)
	   Single
	<0.001
	324 (37.4)
	2,428 (51.5)
	   Married
	381 (44.0)
	1,837 (39.0)
	   Separated/Divorced
	73 (8.4)
	236 (5.0)
	   Widowed
	88 (10.2)
	210 (4.5)
	Comorbidities: n (%)
	<0.001
	33 (3.8)
	39 (0.8)
	   Hypercoagulable State 
	<0.001
	242 (27.9)
	211 (4.5)
	   Hypocoagulable State 
	<0.001
	84 (9.7)
	95 (2.0)
	   Type 1 Diabetes Mellitus 
	<0.001
	338 (39.0)
	578 (12.4)
	   Type 2 Diabetes Mellitus
	<0.001
	163 (18.8)
	220 (4.7)
	   Atrial Fibrillation or Atrial Flutter
	<0.001
	574 (66.3)
	1,333 (28.6)
	   Hypertension
	<0.001
	241 (27.8)
	334 (7.2)
	   Chronic Kidney Disease
	<0.001
	123 (14.2)
	169 (3.6)
	   Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease 
	<0.001
	131 (15.1)
	237 (5.1)
	   Liver Disease 
	<0.001
	151 (17.4)
	279 (6.0)
	   Cerebral Vascular Disease
	<0.001
	154 (17.8)
	308 (6.6)
	   Sleep Apnea
	<0.001
	174 (20.1)
	246 (5.3)
	   Congestive Heart Failure 
	<0.001
	294 (33.9)
	849 (18.2)
	   Obesity
	<0.001
	108 (12.5)
	68 (1.4)
	Mortality: n (%)
	Table 1: Univariate analysis comparing PCR+ COVID-19 patients who were admitted within 45 days of testing vs those without hospital admission. ADI quintiles represent lowest areas of deprivation (1st quintile) to the highest areas of deprivation (5th quintile).
	Table 2: Multivariate logistic regression (left) with odds of hospital admission in patients with PCR+ COVID-19 diagnosis within 45 days of testing. Competing risk model (right) with standardized hazard ratio of hospital admission in patients with PCR+ COVID-19 censored at 45 days from testing while accounting for death prior the primary endpoint. ADI quintiles represent lowest areas of deprivation (1st quintile) to the highest areas of deprivation (5th quintile).* AUROC: 0.854.
	/
	Figure 2: Competing risk regression cumulative incidence of hospital admission over time by ADI (A) and Primary Language (B) stratified by race/ethnicity. Models were censored at 45 days and accounted for death occurring prior to the primary endpoint (hospital admission).
	/
	Figure 3: Multivariate logistic regression models using each race/ethnicity as a baseline within its respective model to compare within each race/ethnicity high vs low neighborhood deprivation (top) and primary language (bottom) after adjusting for age, sex, marital status, urbanity, and comorbidities the odds of hospital admission in patients with PCR+ COVID-19 diagnosis within 45 days of testing.
	Supplementary Table 1: List of ICD 10 codes that were used to classify diagnosis.Abbreviations: T1DM: Type 1 diabetes mellitus, T2DM Type 2 diabetes mellitus, HFpEF: heart failure with preserved ejection fraction, HF: heart failure, CAD: coronary artery disease, VTE: venous thromboembolism, COPD: chronic obstructive lung disease, CKD: chronic kidney disease, ESRD: end stage renal disease, Afib: atrial fibrillation.
	Hispanic
	Asian
	Black
	White
	Other
	Declined
	(n=102, 11.8%)
	(n=161, 18.6%)
	(n=172, 19.9%)
	(n= 381, 43.9%)
	p-value
	(n=18, 2.1%)
	(n=32, 3.7%)
	59.8 (45.9-77.2)
	57.7 (37.3-70.3)
	48.5 (40.4-56.7)
	58.9 (41.8-69.5)
	55.4 (38.2-70.8)
	69.6 (55.4-82.2)
	Age (years): median (IQR)
	<0.001
	Male Sex: n (%)
	 0.02
	12 (66.7)
	15 (46.9)
	58 (56.9)
	63 (39.1)
	94 (54.7)
	183 (48.0)
	Non-English Speaking: n (%)
	<0.001
	6 (33.3)
	6 (18.8)
	78 (76.5)
	130 (80.7)
	67 (39.0)
	14 (3.7)
	Area Deprivation Quintiles: n (%)
	<0.001
	   First: 0-20%
	3 (16.7)
	8 (25.0)
	21 (20.6)
	9 (5.6)
	31 (18.0)
	97 (25.5)
	   Second: 21-40%
	4 (22.2)
	8 (25.0)
	38 (37.3)
	22 (13.7)
	39 (22.7)
	126 (33.1)
	   Third: 41-60%
	5 (27.8)
	8 (25.0)
	25 (24.5)
	49 (30.4)
	38 (22.1)
	95 (24.9)
	   Fourth: 61-80%
	1 (5.6)
	6 (18.8)
	7 (6.9)
	70 (43.5)
	21 (12.2)
	37 (9.7)
	   Fifth: 81-100%
	5 (27.8)
	2 (6.3)
	11 (10.8)
	11 (6.8)
	43 (25.0)
	26 (6.8)
	Urban: n (%)
	<0.001
	16 (88.9)
	28 (87.5)
	98 (96.1)
	156 (96.9)
	171 (99.4)
	338 (88.7)
	Marital Status: n (%)
	<0.001
	   Single
	7 (38.9)
	17 (53.1)
	27 (26.5)
	52 (32.3)
	91 (52.9)
	130 (34.1)
	   Married
	7 (38.9)
	12 (37.5)
	65 (63.7)
	79 (49.1)
	59 (34.3)
	159 (41.7)
	   Separated/Divorced
	4 (22.2)
	2 (6.3)
	8 (7.8)
	8 (5.0)
	11 (6.4)
	40 (10.5)
	   Widowed
	0 (0.0)
	1 (3.1)
	2 (2.0)
	22 (13.7)
	11 (6.4)
	52 (13.6)
	Body Mass Index: median (IQR)
	29.3 (26.8-31.2)
	31.1 (27.5-39.9)
	29.3 (25.8-33.1)
	27.7 (24.6-31.8)
	28.8 (25.2-34.1)
	28.7 (24.7-34.5)
	 0.06
	Elixhauser Comorbidity Score: median (IQR)
	<0.001
	7.0 (2.0-10.0)
	5.0 (2.5-9.0)
	3.5 (1.0-6.0)
	5.0 (3.0-9.0)
	5.0 (3.0-9.0)
	6.0 (4.0-10.0)
	Comorbidities: n (%)
	   Hypercoagulable State 
	 0.6
	1 (5.6)
	1 (3.1)
	1 (1.0)
	7 (4.3)
	9 (5.2)
	14 (3.7)
	   Hypocoagulable State 
	 0.2
	4 (22.2)
	12 (37.5)
	26 (25.5)
	55 (34.2)
	40 (23.3)
	105 (27.6)
	   Type 1 Diabetes Mellitus 
	 0.008
	2 (11.1)
	3 (9.4)
	6 (5.9)
	7 (4.3)
	28 (16.3)
	38 (10.0)
	   Type 2 Diabetes Mellitus
	 0.03
	5 (27.8)
	9 (28.1)
	39 (38.2)
	69 (42.9)
	83 (48.3)
	133 (34.9)
	   Atrial Fibrillation or Atrial Flutter
	<0.001
	4 (22.2)
	7 (21.9)
	7 (6.9)
	20 (12.4)
	16 (9.3)
	109 (28.6)
	   Hypertension
	 0.004
	12 (66.7)
	20 (62.5)
	58 (56.9)
	97 (60.2)
	107 (62.2)
	280 (73.5)
	   Chronic Kidney Disease
	<0.001
	6 (33.3)
	3 (9.4)
	8 (7.8)
	42 (26.1)
	53 (30.8)
	129 (33.9)
	   Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease 
	<0.001
	3 (16.7)
	5 (15.6)
	1 (1.0)
	17 (10.6)
	25 (14.5)
	72 (18.9)
	   Liver Disease 
	 0.1
	4 (22.2)
	5 (15.6)
	11 (10.8)
	34 (21.1)
	28 (16.3)
	49 (12.9)
	   Cerebral Vascular Disease
	<0.001
	1 (5.6)
	3 (9.4)
	6 (5.9)
	31 (19.3)
	22 (12.8)
	88 (23.1)
	   Sleep Apnea
	<0.001
	2 (11.1)
	6 (18.8)
	8 (7.8)
	13 (8.1)
	28 (16.3)
	97 (25.5)
	   Congestive Heart Failure 
	 0.001
	4 (22.2)
	6 (18.8)
	7 (6.9)
	26 (16.1)
	34 (19.8)
	97 (25.5)
	   Obesity
	 0.1
	5 (27.8)
	15 (46.9)
	26 (25.5)
	51 (31.7)
	54 (31.4)
	143 (37.5)
	Laboratory Values:
	   D-Dimer 
	 0.7
	1.8 (0.9-3.1)
	1.3 (0.7-1.6)
	1.0 (0.6-2.0)
	0.8 (0.5-1.5)
	1.0 (0.7-2.3)
	1.0 (0.6-1.8)
	162.5 (84.8-209.0)
	137.0 (116.0-187.0)
	140.5 (90.0-199.0)
	66.5 (33.5-140.0)
	102.5 (59.0-149.0)
	65.0 (26.4-133.5)
	   C-Reactive Protein 
	 0.002
	   ANC/ALC Ratio 
	 0.6
	7.4 (3.3-11.4)
	5.5 (3.3-9.6)
	5.8 (4.1-8.5)
	4.5 (2.4-6.8)
	4.8 (3.0-7.3)
	4.7 (2.9-7.6)
	   Lactate
	 0.6
	0.9 (0.9-0.9)
	1.6 (1.5-4.3)
	1.1 (0.9-1.5)
	1.3 (0.9-2.0)
	1.2 (0.9-1.9)
	1.1 (0.9-1.7)
	   Aspartate Aminotransferase d
	89.5 (73.0-106.0)
	60.0 (38.0-130.0)
	62.0 (40.0-77.0)
	40.5 (29.0-57.5)
	41.0 (23.0-64.0)
	37.0 (26.0-62.0)
	 0.008
	207.0 (159.0-223.0)
	148.0 (114.0-207.0)
	247.0 (195.0-308.0)
	167.0 (133.0-239.0)
	215.0 (148.0-284.0)
	189.0 (147.0-252.0)
	   Platelet 
	<0.001
	   Albumin
	 0.6
	2.3 (1.9-2.8)
	2.8 (2.3-3.5)
	2.8 (2.5-3.1)
	2.6 (2.4-3.1)
	2.6 (2.4-3.2)
	2.8 (2.5-3.2)
	136.0 (135.0-140.0)
	136.0 (133.0-139.0)
	135.0 (133.0-138.0)
	137.0 (135.0-139.0)
	136.0 (134.0-138.0)
	138.0 (135.0-140.0)
	   Sodium
	 0.08
	   Creatinine 
	 0.05
	0.9 (0.8-1.1)
	0.8 (0.7-1.5)
	0.8 (0.6-0.9)
	0.9 (0.8-1.3)
	0.9 (0.7-1.2)
	0.9 (0.7-1.1)
	117.0 (117.0-117.0)
	153.4 (90.2-216.6)
	86.2 (42.0-167.3)
	72.2 (41.9-197.0)
	243.0 (69.7-378.0)
	71.7 (36.0-183.5)
	   Interleukin-6
	 0.7
	50.4 (50.4-50.4)
	60.3 (60.3-60.3)
	207.9 (30.9-385.0)
	48.6 (40.5-164.0)
	41.8 (24.0-125.0)
	47.3 (28.4-71.8)
	   Interleukin-8
	 0.9
	25.4 (25.4-25.4)
	47.6 (47.6-47.6)
	15.1 (11.7-18.5)
	21.3 (20.2-36.3)
	21.7 (18.7-22.7)
	27.5 (18.5-32.4)
	  Tumor Necrosis Factor α
	 0.3
	  Interleukin-1β
	 0.7
	0.3 (0.3-0.3)
	1.4 (1.4-1.4)
	0.8 (0.7-1.0)
	0.5 (0.4-2.4)
	0.9 (0.6-1.1)
	1.2 (0.6-2.0)
	Vitals: 
	99.0 (88.0-127.0)
	102.5 (90.0-113.5)
	105.5 (94.0-117.5)
	104.0 (92.0-116.0)
	102.5 (90.0-115.0)
	98.0 (87.0-112.0)
	   Maximum Heart Rate
	 0.03
	   Maximum Respiratory Rate 
	29.0 (22.0-35.0)
	27.5 (23.0-34.0)
	28.0 (22.0-42.0)
	31.0 (22.0-43.0)
	24.0 (20.0-34.0)
	24.0 (20.0-32.0)
	<0.001
	100.3 (99.0-101.9)
	100.5 (99.4-102.3)
	100.6 (99.2-102.3)
	100.1 (99.2-101.6)
	100.1 (99.0-101.4)
	99.7 (98.8-101.1)
	   Maximum Temperature
	<0.001
	92.0 (85.0-95.0)
	90.0 (88.0-94.0)
	90.0 (87.0-93.0)
	90.0 (85.5-93.0)
	92.0 (87.0-95.0)
	90.0 (87.0-93.0)
	   Minimum SpO2
	 0.03
	   Minimum Systolic Blood Pressure
	107.0 (86.0-120.0)
	103.0 (92.0-118.5)
	101.5 (92.0-116.0)
	99.0 (88.0-111.0)
	104.0 (90.0-119.0)
	106.0 (94.0-121.5)
	 0.003
	Intubated: n (%)
	<0.001
	5 (27.8)
	12 (37.5)
	29 (28.4)
	40 (24.8)
	36 (20.9)
	49 (12.9)
	Admitted to Intensive Care Unit: n (%)
	 0.004
	7 (38.9)
	17 (53.1)
	49 (48.0)
	84 (52.2)
	68 (39.5)
	135 (35.4)
	Complications: n (%) 
	   Cardiovascular
	 0.3
	3 (16.7)
	4 (12.5)
	5 (4.9)
	10 (6.2)
	16 (9.3)
	25 (6.6)
	   Respiratory
	 0.005
	6 (33.3)
	15 (46.9)
	41 (40.2)
	60 (37.3)
	48 (27.9)
	98 (25.7)
	   Hematologic 
	 0.7
	1 (5.6)
	1 (3.1)
	4 (3.9)
	12 (7.5)
	11 (6.4)
	31 (8.1)
	   Renal 
	 0.03
	5 (27.8)
	5 (15.6)
	8 (7.8)
	24 (14.9)
	29 (16.9)
	37 (9.7)
	   Infectious 
	 0.09
	9 (50.0)
	9 (28.1)
	24 (23.5)
	38 (23.6)
	38 (22.1)
	78 (20.5)
	Mortality: n (%)
	<0.001
	4 (22.2)
	0 (0.0)
	4 (3.9)
	16 (9.9)
	12 (7.0)
	58 (15.2)
	Supplementary Table 2: Univariate analysis of patients hospitalized within 45 days of COVID-19 diagnosis. ADI quintiles represent lowest areas of deprivation (1st quintile) to the highest areas of deprivation (5th quintile).
	Supplementary Table 3: Logistic regression comparing effects of ADI stratified by race (without controlling for the main effects of either race/ethnicity or ADI) on hospitalization within 45 days of diagnosis of COVID-19. ADI quintiles represent lowest areas of deprivation (1st quintile) to the highest areas of deprivation (5th quintile)
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