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Abstract 

Background: COVID-19 has had a disproportionate impact on ethnic minority populations, both in 
the UK and internationally. To date, much of the evidence has been derived from studies within 
single healthcare settings, mainly those hospitalised with COVID-19. Working on behalf of NHS 
England, the aim of this study was to identify ethnic differences in the risk of COVID-19 infection, 
hospitalisation and mortality using a large general population cohort in England. 
 
Methods: We conducted an observational cohort study using linked primary care records of 17.5 
million adults between 1 February 2020 and 3 August 2020. Exposure was self-reported ethnicity 
collapsed into the 5 and 16 ethnicity categories of the English Census. Multivariable Cox 
proportional hazards regression was used to identify ethnic differences in the risk of being tested 
and testing positive for SARS-CoV-2 infection, COVID-19 related intensive care unit (ICU) admission, 
and COVID-19 mortality, adjusted for socio-demographic factors, clinical co-morbidities, geographic 
region, care home residency, and household size. 
   
Results: A total of 17,510,002 adults were included in the study; 63% white (n=11,030,673), 6% 
south Asian (n=1,034,337), 2% black (n=344,889), 2% other (n=324,730), 1% mixed (n=172,551), 
and 26% unknown (n=4,602,822). After adjusting for measured explanatory factors, south Asian, 
black, and mixed groups were marginally more likely to be tested (south Asian HR 1.08, 95%CI 1.07-
1.09; black HR 1.08; 95%CI 1.06-1.09, mixed HR 1.03, 95%CI 1.01-1.05), and substantially more 
likely to test positive for SARS-CoV-2 compared with white adults (south Asian HR 2.02. 95% CI 1.97-
2.07; black HR 1.68, 95%CI 1.61-1.76; mixed HR 1.46, 95%CI 1.36-1.56). The risk of being admitted 
to ICU for COVID-19 was substantially increased in all ethnic minority groups compared with white 
adults (south Asian HR 2.22, 95%CI 1.96-2.52; black HR 3.07, 95%CI 2.61-3.61; mixed HR 2.86, 
95%CI 2.19-3.75, other HR 2.86, 95%CI 2.31-3.63). Risk of COVID-19 mortality was increased by 25-
56% in ethnic minority groups compared with white adults (south Asian HR 1.27, 95%CI 1.17-1.38; 
black HR 1.55, 95%CI 1.38-1.75; mixed HR 1.40, 95%CI 1.12-1.76; other HR 1.25, 95%CI 1.05-1.49). 
We observed heterogeneity of associations after disaggregation into detailed ethnic groupings; 
Indian and African groups were at higher risk of all outcomes; Pakistani, Bangladeshi and Caribbean 
groups were less or equally likely to be tested for SARS-CoV-2, but at higher risk of all other 
outcomes, Chinese groups were less likely to be tested for and test positive for SARS-CoV-2, more 
likely to be admitted to ICU, and equally likely to die from COVID-19.  
 
Conclusions: We found evidence of substantial ethnic inequalities in the risk of testing positive for 
SARS-CoV-2, ICU admission, and mortality, which persisted after accounting for explanatory factors, 
including household size. It is likely that some of this excess risk is related to factors not captured in 
clinical records such as occupation, experiences of structural discrimination, or inequitable access 
to health and social services. Prioritizing linkage between health, social care, and employment data 
and engaging with ethnic minority communities to better understand their lived experiences is 
essential for generating evidence to prevent further widening of inequalities in a timely and 
actionable manner.  
 
Keywords: COVID-19, SARS-CoV-2, ethnicity, inequalities, ICU, mortality  
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Background 

The risks of COVID-19 infection and outcomes have been reported to be disproportionately 

increased amongst ethnic minority groups, both in the UK and internationally.1–7 It is 

hypothesized that ethnic differences in COVID-19 infection and outcomes are driven by 

differences in factors such as living in deprived areas, working in high-exposure or frontline 

occupations, living in large, multigenerational households, a higher burden of underlying 

conditions, experiences of discrimination, or access to health and community services.4,8–12  

As an example, ethnic minority healthcare workers in the UK have experienced higher rates 

of COVID-19-related death, which has been partly attributed to poorer access to personal 

protective equipment (PPE and fears around raising concerns about working in unsafe or 

high-exposure environments.13,14 

 

In the UK, the collection of ethnic group data  is considered an essential first step towards 

identifying and actively reducing ethnic inequalities.15 Though there is no single universally 

accepted definition of ethnicity, it serves as an important social construct and surrogate 

marker for shared exposures or risks for people with similar social, biological, religious, 

language, and cultural characteristics.16,17 The recording of self-reported ethnicity in primary 

care settings was financially incentivised between 2006-2014, greatly improving the 

accuracy (completeness, validity and reliability) of these data for clinical care and for 

research purposes. Recording of ethnic group continues as part of the NHS demographic 

service, albeit without financial remuneration.16,18  

 

To date, studies of COVID-19 have reported findings according to higher-level ethnic 

groupings, such as, white, south Asian, and black, which may conceal significant 

heterogeneity.19,20 For example, while Bangladeshi and African populations are more likely 

to live in deprived areas than the general population, Indian and Chinese groups are more 

likely to live in more affluent areas and experience less material deprivation.20,21 Therefore, 

it is vital to disaggregate broad ethnic groupings to better model the overlapping 

contributions of health and social factors on COVID-19 infection, severity, and mortality. 
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Much of the evidence on ethnic differences in COVID-19 has been derived from smaller 

studies within single healthcare settings, such as those hospitalised with COVID-19.22–27 This 

approach suffers from collider bias, in which factors associated with both COVID-19 

infection and hospitalisation, can no longer be explored in an unbiased way, as the study 

cohort is highly selected and not representative of the general population.28 It is also 

important to look at each stage in the pathway from access to mortality. Furthermore, while 

previous studies have accounted for health status, social deprivation, or household 

composition, none have yet explored these factors in conjunction.29,30 

 

The aim of this study was to determine ethnic differences across the full pathway for COVID-

19, from being tested through to infection, hospitalisation and mortality. Importantly, this 

study considered the role of socio-demographic factors, clinical co-morbidities, geographic 

region, care home residency, and household size in both high-level and disaggregated ethnic 

groups.   

Methods 

Study design and population 

We pre-specified and conducted a population-based, observational cohort study using 

OpenSAFELY, a data analytics platform created on behalf of NHS England to address urgent 

COVID-19 research questions (https://opensafely.org). OpenSAFELY includes the electronic 

health record (EHR) data of 24 million people currently registered with primary care 

practices using TPP SystmOne software, representing approximately 40% of the English 

population (see supplementary materials for more details).  

 

For this study, primary care data were linked to SARS-CoV-2 antigen testing data from the 

Second Generation Surveillance System (SGSS), COVID-19 related ICU admissions from the 

Intensive Care National Audit & Research Centre (ICNARC), and death data from the Office 

for National Statistics (ONS). The study population comprised all adults, aged 18 years and 

older, registered with a primary care practice on 1 February 2020. A minimum of twelve 

months of continuous registration prior to 1 February 2020 was required for inclusion in the 
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study, to ensure that baseline factors were adequately captured. The study period ranged 

from 1 February 2020 to 3 August 2020. 

 

Study variables  

The primary exposure was self-reported ethnicity as captured on the primary care record. 

Ethnicity was collapsed into the five and 16 census categories of white (including British, 

Irish, other white), south Asian (Indian, Pakistani, Bangladeshi, other Asian), black (African, 

Caribbean, other black), other (Chinese, all other), and mixed (white and Asian,  white and 

African, white and Caribbean, other mixed), and unknown.31 Comparisons were reported for 

the five high-level ethnic groups with the white group as reference, and for the 16 

disaggregated ethnic groups, with the white British group as the reference. 

 

Infection-related outcomes included receiving an antigen test for SARS-CoV-2 and testing 

positive for SARS-CoV-2. COVID-19 disease-related outcomes included being admitted to ICU 

for COVID-19, and COVID-19-related death (defined as the presence of ICD-10 codes U071 

and U072 anywhere in the death certificate).   

 

Demographic characteristics included age, sex, deprivation (defined as quintile of the index 

of multiple deprivation (IMD)), number of people living in a household (categorised as 1-2 

people; 3-5 people; 6-10 people; 11 or more people), care home residency status, number 

of GP consultations in the 12 months prior to 1 February, and geographic region, defined by 

the sustainability and transformation partnership (STP) (a National Health Service 

administrative area). 

 

Clinical covariates included body mass index (BMI), glycated haemoglobin (HbA1c), and 

blood pressure, defined using the most recent value recorded in the previous ten years. BMI 

in kg/m2 was grouped into six categories using the World Health Organisation classification, 

which includes adjustments for south Asian ethnicity: underweight (<18 kg/m2 ), normal 

weight 18.5– 24 (23.5 if south Asian), overweight 25-30 kg/m2 (23.6-27.5); obese I 30-34.9 

(27.5-32.4); obese II 35-39.9 (32.5-37.4); obese III 40+ (37.5+). Glycated Haemoglobin was 

grouped into five categories: <6.5%, 6.5-7.4%, 7.5-7.9%, 8-8.9%, >=9%. Blood pressure was 

grouped into four categories of normal (<120/80), elevated (120-130/80), high stage I (131-
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140/80-90), and high stage II (>140/90). Smoking status was grouped into current, former 

and never smokers. Those with missing smoking status were grouped as never smokers.  

 

Clinical comorbidities were considered present at baseline if recorded any time prior to 1 

February 2020. These included: hypertension, asthma, chronic respiratory disease, chronic 

heart disease, type 1 and type 2 diabetes mellitus, cancer, chronic liver disease, stroke, 

dementia, other chronic neurological diseases, chronic kidney disease (CKD, defined as 

eGFR<60 ml/min/1.73m²), end stage renal failure, common autoimmune diseases 

(rheumatoid arthritis, systemic lupus erythematosus, or psoriasis), and immunosuppression 

(HIV, sickle cell disease, organ transplant, asplenia).  

 

Covariates were identified by reviewing literature and through discussions with practising 

clinicians. Code list creation included clinical and epidemiological review and sign-off by at 

least two authors. Detailed information on all code lists is openly shared at 

https://codelists.opensafely.org/ for inspection and reuse. 

 

Statistical Analysis 

Socio-demographic and clinical characteristics at baseline were summarised using 

descriptive statistics, stratified by ethnic group. Follow-up began on 1 February, 2020 and 

ended at the earliest of experiencing an outcome of interest, or death, de-registration from 

a TPP primary care practice, or the censoring date for the dataset for capturing the outcome 

of interest (between 30 July and 3 August, 2020). 

 

Multivariable Cox proportional hazards regression was used to estimate ethnic differences 

in the risk of each outcome. All analyses were adjusted for the pre-specified covariates listed 

above. These included age (using restricted cubic splines), sex, deprivation quintile, all pre-

specified clinical co-morbidities, BMI, HbA1c, and blood pressure, number of primary care 

consultations in the prior twelve months, household size, care home residency, and 

stratification by STP region.  
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Sensitivity Analysis 

Two sensitivity analyses were conducted. Firstly, in addition to estimating ethnic differences 

in the risk of testing positive for SARS-CoV-2 in the general population, ethnic differences in 

the odds of testing positive amongst those ever tested were estimated using multivariable 

logistic regression. Secondly, we estimated ethnic differences in non-COVID-related death 

for comparison with COVID-19-related death.  

 

Software and Reproducibility 

Data management was performed using Python 3.8 and SQL, and analysis was carried out 

using Stata 16. The pre-specified protocol and code for data management and analysis are 

archived online at https://github.com/opensafely/ethnicity-covid-research. 
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Results 

From a total of 23,600,617 people actively contributing to the OpenSAFELY platform on 1 

February, 2020, 17,510,002 adults, aged 18 or over, with at least twelve months of prior 

registration were included in the study (Figure 1).  

 

 

 

Figure 1. Population inclusion Flowchart 
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The ethnic breakdown of the cohort was 63% white (n=11,030,673), 6% south Asian 

(n=1,034,337), 2% black (n=344,889), 2% other (n=324,730), 1% mixed (n=172,551), and 

26% unknown (n=4,602,822) (Table 1).  The 16-category breakdown of ethnicity was 54.8% 

White British, 0.5% Irish, 7.7% other white, 0.5% Indian, 1.1% Pakistani, 0.4% Bangladeshi, 

0.6% other Asian, 1.3% African, 1.0% Caribbean, 0.4% other Black, and 0.6% Chinese (Table 

S1). 

 

Compared with the white population, ethnic minority groups were, on average, ten years 

younger, over-represented in deprived neighbourhoods and large households, and under-

represented in care home populations. The prevalence of type 2 diabetes was higher in 

south Asian groups compared with white groups (13.2% vs. 6.9%; Table 1). When examined 

in greater details, Bangladeshi and Chinese groups were youngest and Pakistani groups had 

the highest proportion of individuals in residing in deprived neighbourhoods and households 

of six or more people. Bangladeshi and Caribbean groups had the highest prevalence of type 

2 diabetes (Table S1).  

 

Those with unknown ethnicity were more similar to the White group with respect to age, 

deprivation, care home residency, household size, BMI, and prevalence of co-morbidities. 

Median number of consultations in the prior 12 months was comparable to the mixed 

ethnic group (Tables 1, S1). 
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Table 1. Baseline Characteristics by ethnic group (5 categories) 

 Total White South Asian Black Mixed Other Unknown 

Denominator 17,510,002 11,030,673 1,034,337  344,889  172,551  324,730  4,602,822  
Age (years), Mean (SD) 49.7 (18.7) 51.3 (18.3) 42.9 (15.4) 43.8 (15.5) 40.0 (14.9) 40.2 (15.0) 48.9 (20.1) 

Female 8,772,594 (50.1) 5,743,815 (52.1) 495,421 (47.9) 172,032 (49.9) 88,825 (51.5) 160,107 (49.3) 2,112,394 (45.9) 
Male 8,737,408 (49.9) 5,286,858 (47.9) 538,916 (52.1) 172,857 (50.1) 83,726 (48.5) 164,623 (50.7) 2,490,428 (54.1) 

Index of Multiple Deprivation (IMD) 

1 (most affluent) 3,509,990 (20.0) 2,305,152 (20.9) 87,863 (8.5) 22,745 (6.6) 22,279 (12.9) 43,265 (13.3) 1,028,686 (22.3) 
2 3,497,116 (20.0) 2,302,905 (20.9) 114,605 (11.1) 34,704 (10.1) 27,299 (15.8) 54,708 (16.8) 962,895 (20.9) 
3 3,504,303 (20.0) 2,232,432 (20.2) 189,614 (18.3) 54,912 (15.9) 32,312 (18.7) 60,967 (18.8) 934,066 (20.3) 
4 3,498,950 (20.0) 2,125,097 (19.3) 295,459 (28.6) 91,100 (26.4) 40,601 (23.5) 79,740 (24.6) 866,953 (18.8) 
5 (most deprived) 3,356,297 (19.2) 1,967,758 (17.8) 338,398 (32.7) 138,024 (40.0) 48,226 (27.9) 82,499 (25.4) 781,392 (17.0) 

# people in household        

1-2 7,606,640 (43.4) 5,221,385 (47.3) 212,520 (20.5) 119,533 (34.7) 63,278 (36.7) 120,517 (37.1) 1,869,407 (40.6) 
3-5 6,220,136 (35.5) 3,797,965 (34.4) 435,298 (42.1) 137,181 (39.8) 70,362 (40.8) 118,863 (36.6) 1,660,467 (36.1) 
6-10 995,697 (5.7) 445,504 (4.0) 221,929 (21.5) 50,887 (14.8) 18,239 (10.6) 39,982 (12.3) 219,156 (4.8) 
11+ 169,478 (1.0) 75,260 (0.7) 41,110 (4.0) 6,497 (1.9) 3,483 (2.0) 14,291 (4.4) 28,837 (0.6) 
Unknown 2439697 (13.9) 1,435,019 (13.0) 122,860 (11.9) 30,218 (8.8) 16,956 (9.8) 30,685 (9.4) 803,959 (17.5) 

Living in care home 78,354 (0.4) 55,540 (0.5) 620 (0.1) 573 (0.2) 233 (0.1) 392 (0.1) 20,996 (0.5) 

# GP consultations in prior 
12 months, Median, IQR 3.0 (1.0-8.0) 4.0 (1.0-8.0) 3.0 (0.0-8.0) 3.0 (0.0-8.0) 2.0 (0.0-7.0) 1.0 (0.0-5.0) 2.0 (0.0-7.0) 

Smoking status         

Never 8,766,455 (50.1) 4,955,311 (44.9) 757,834 (73.3) 235,819 (68.4) 97,600 (56.6) 211,150 (65.0) 2,508,741 (54.5) 
Former 5,766,938 (32.9) 4,099,862 (37.2) 160,578 (15.5) 64,038 (18.6) 40,331 (23.4) 59,522 (18.3) 1,342,607 (29.2) 
Current 2,976,609 (17.0) 1,975,500 (17.9) 115,925 (11.2) 45,032 (13.1) 34,620 (20.1) 54,058 (16.6) 751,474 (16.3) 

Latest Body Mass Index (BMI, kg/m2)       
BMI, Mean (SD) 27.4 (5.7) 27.4 (5.7) 26.5 (5.1) 28.0 (5.7) 26.8 (5.7) 25.2 (5.1) 27.7 (5.9) 

Underweight 304,254 (1.7) 186,565 (1.7) 26,401 (2.6) 5,102 (1.5) 3,843 (2.2) 12,080 (3.7) 70,263 (1.5) 
Normal 4,646,107 (26.5) 3,289,021 (29.8) 177,983 (17.2) 82,270 (23.9) 54,356 (31.5) 121,941 (37.6) 920,536 (20.0) 
Overweight 4,725,178 (27.0) 3,261,651 (29.6) 316,466 (30.6) 98,517 (28.6) 43,451 (25.2) 72,311 (22.3) 932,782 (20.3) 
Obese I 2,485,933 (14.2) 1,652,765 (15.0) 214,698 (20.8) 55,576 (16.1) 20,940 (12.1) 27,495 (8.5) 514,459 (11.2) 
Obese II 959,549 (5.5) 638,581 (5.8) 72,004 (7.0) 21,634 (6.3) 7,932 (4.6) 8,471 (2.6) 210,927 (4.6) 
Obese III 478,901 (2.7) 321,653 (2.9) 29,023 (2.8) 10,390 (3.0) 4,123 (2.4) 3,540 (1.1) 110,172 (2.4) 
Unknown 3,910,080 (22.3) 1,680,437 (15.2) 197,762 (19.1) 71,400 (20.7) 37,906 (22.0) 78,892 (24.3) 1843683 (40.1) 

Latest Glycated Haemoglobin (HbA1c, %, mmol/mol)      
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HbA1c %, Mean (SD) 5.9 (1.0) 5.8 (1.0) 6.1 (1.2) 6.0 (1.2) 5.9 (1.1) 5.8 (1.0) 5.9 (1.0) 
HbA1c mmol/mol, Mean (SD) 41.0 (93.6) 40.4 (63.1) 44.3 (217.3) 42.7 (138.1) 40.5 (12.0) 40.2 (10.7) 41.4 (105.0) 
<6.5% 6,804,030 (38.9) 4,616,355 (41.9) 428,084 (41.4) 128,660 (37.3) 55,426 (32.1) 93,671 (28.8) 1,481,834 (32.2) 
6.5-7.4% 590,512 (3.4) 356,103 (3.2) 64,823 (6.3) 15,454 (4.5) 4,564 (2.6) 7,761 (2.4) 141,807 (3.1) 
7.5-7.9% 157,781 (0.9) 95,682 (0.9) 17,243 (1.7) 3,415 (1.0) 1,163 (0.7) 1,854 (0.6) 38,424 (0.8) 
8-8.9% 171,433 (1.0) 104,795 (1.0) 18,450 (1.8) 3,608 (1.0) 1,240 (0.7) 1,981 (0.6) 41,359 (0.9) 
>=9% 193,005 (1.1) 117,795 (1.1) 21,195 (2.0) 5,452 (1.6) 1,702 (1.0) 2,238 (0.7) 44,623 (1.0) 
Unknown 9,593,241 (54.8) 5,739,943 (52.0) 484,542 (46.8) 188,300 (54.6) 108,456 (62.9) 217,225 (66.9) 2,854,775 (62.0) 
Latest Blood Pressure (BP, mmHg)      

Systolic BP, Mean (SD) 128.0 (15.7) 128.2 (15.5) 123.7 (15.4) 127.1 (16.0) 124.0 (15.3) 122.4 (15.4) 129.0 (15.9) 
Diastolic BP Mean (SD) 76.7 (9.9) 76.8 (9.8) 76.5 (9.7) 78.0 (10.3) 76.5 (10.1) 75.8 (10.0) 76.7 (10.0) 

Normal 2,706,855 (15.5) 1,756,370 (15.9) 213,671 (20.7) 57,723 (16.7) 33,224 (19.3) 58,465 (18.0) 587,402 (12.8) 
Elevated 1,848,348 (10.6) 1,247,093 (11.3) 100,264 (9.7) 32,526 (9.4) 15,939 (9.2) 23,934 (7.4) 428,592 (9.3) 
High Stage I 4,327,064 (24.7) 2,920,483 (26.5) 241,040 (23.3) 81,590 (23.7) 35,638 (20.7) 54,159 (16.7) 994,154 (21.6) 
High Stage II 3,049,024 (17.4) 2,052,923 (18.6) 121,354 (11.7) 54,621 (15.8) 19,260 (11.2) 26,758 (8.2) 774,108 (16.8) 
Unknown 5,578,711 (31.9) 3,053,804 (27.7) 358,008 (34.6) 118,429 (34.3) 68,490 (39.7) 161,414 (49.7) 1,818,566 (39.5) 

Co-morbidities        

T1DM 89,637 (0.5) 60,938 (0.6) 2,535 (0.2) 1,379 (0.4) 647 (0.4) 648 (0.2) 23,490 (0.5) 
T2DM 1,255,998 (7.2) 762,476 (6.9) 136,729 (13.2) 31,977 (9.3) 9,744 (5.6) 15,711 (4.8) 299,361 (6.5) 
Diagnosed hypertension 3,771,907 (21.5) 2,486,135 (22.5) 174,486 (16.9) 70,336 (20.4) 20,988 (12.2) 32,092 (9.9) 987,870 (21.5) 
Heart Disease 1,221,867 (7.0) 824,354 (7.5) 54,294 (5.2) 11,263 (3.3) 4,809 (2.8) 8,276 (2.5) 318,871 (6.9) 
Stroke 387,570 (2.2) 263,356 (2.4) 12,608 (1.2) 4,503 (1.3) 1,546 (0.9) 2,247 (0.7) 103,310 (2.2) 
Chronic Kidney Disease 1,012,710 (5.8) 671,416 (6.1) 28,237 (2.7) 15,248 (4.4) 3,854 (2.2) 4,896 (1.5) 289,059 (6.3) 
End stage renal failure 25,683 (0.1) 14,845 (0.1) 2,426 (0.2) 888 (0.3) 220 (0.1) 358 (0.1) 6,946 (0.2) 
Cancer 996,767 (5.7) 697,365 (6.3) 20,020 (1.9) 9,350 (2.7) 3,767 (2.2) 6,707 (2.1) 259,558 (5.6) 
Autoimmune disease 902,117 (5.2) 624,153 (5.7) 37,648 (3.6) 6,984 (2.0) 5,054 (2.9) 7,579 (2.3) 220,699 (4.8) 
Immunosuppressed  94,278 (0.5) 54,889 (0.5) 4,640 (0.4) 10,197 (3.0) 2,150 (1.2) 1,444 (0.4) 20,958 (0.5) 
Chronic liver disease 106,442 (0.6) 71,096 (0.6) 5,719 (0.6) 3,081 (0.9) 906 (0.5) 2,469 (0.8) 23,171 (0.5) 
Dementia 45,333 (0.3) 30,866 (0.3) 1,263 (0.1) 601 (0.2) 127 (0.1) 236 (0.1) 12,240 (0.3) 
Neurological disease 177,475 (1.0) 122,133 (1.1) 5,887 (0.6) 2,011 (0.6) 927 (0.5) 1,202 (0.4) 45,315 (1.0) 
Asthma  2,696,981 (15.4) 1,815,748 (16.5) 126,693 (12.2) 37,728 (10.9) 26,106 (15.1) 22,662 (7.0) 668,044 (14.5) 
Chronic Respiratory Diseases 732,121 (4.2) 537,841 (4.9) 17,582 (1.7) 5,076 (1.5) 2,318 (1.3) 3,582 (1.1) 165,722 (3.6) 
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SARS-CoV-2 testing and positive rates in the general population 

Between 1 February and 3 August 2020, 8.9% of the study population received an antigen test 

for active SARS-CoV-2 infection (n=1,552,521), and 0.5% tested positive (n=82,473) (Table S2). 

 

After accounting for all measured explanatory factors, south Asian, black, and mixed groups 

were more likely to be tested for SARS-CoV-2 (south Asian HR 1.08, 95% CI 1.07-1.09; black HR 

1.08  95% CI 1.06-1.09; mixed HR 1.03, 95% CI 1.01-1.05), and more likely to have a positive test 

result recorded (south Asian HR 2.02 95% CI 1.97-2.07; black HR 1.68, 95% CI 1.61-1.76; mixed 

HR 1.46, 95% CI 1.36-1.56; Figure 2) 

 

When broken down into the 16 categories of ethnicity, the likelihood of being tested was 

higher for Irish (HR 1.05, 95% CI 1.02-1.07), Indian (HR 1.15, 95% CI 1.13-1.16) and African 

groups (HR 1.09, 95% CI 1.07-1.10), and lower for Other white (HR 0.79, 95%CI 079-0.80), 

Pakistani (HR 0.95, 95% CI 0.94-0.96), Bangladeshi (HR 0.70, 95% CI 0.67-0.72), and Chinese 

groups (HR 0.43, 95% CI 0.42-0.45) compared with the white British  group. The likelihood of 

having a positive test result recorded was higher in all ethnic minority groups compared with 

the white British group, except for the Bangladeshi group for whom risks were similar (HR 1.11, 

95%CI 1.00-1.23), and for the Chinese group, for whom risks were lower (HR 0.47, 95% CI 0.40-

0.55; Figure 2).  

 

There was evidence of a small difference between those of unknown and white group with 

respect to being tested for SARS-CoV-2 (HR 0.96, 95%CI 0.96-0.97), and testing positive (HR 

1.03, 95%CI 1.01-1.05; Figure 2).
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*All White is the reference category for comparison of ethnicity in 5 categories. British is the reference category for comparison of ethnicity in 16 categories. 

*models adjust for age, sex, deprivation quintile, all pre-specified clinical co-morbidities, categories of BMI, HbA1c, and systolic and diastolic blood pressure, number of primary care consultations 

in the 12 months prior, household size, care home residency, and stratification by STP region.  

 

Figure 2. Ethnic differences in being tested for and testing positive for SARS-CoV-2 infection  
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Severe COVID-19 outcomes  

Of the total study population, <0.1% were admitted to ICU for COVID-19 (n=3,118), and 0.1% 

had a COVID-19-related death (n=15,627) (Table S2). 

 

After accounting for all measured explanatory factors, the risk of being admitted to ICU for 

COVID-19 was higher in the south Asian (HR 2.22, 95% CI 1.96-2.52) Black (HR 3.07, 95% CI 2.61-

3.61)  mixed (HR 3.2.86, 95% CI 2.19-3.75), and other (HR 2.86, 95% CI 2.31-3.53) ethnic groups 

compared with the white group. This pattern remained consistent for all ethnic subgroups, 

including Chinese (HR 2.44, 95% CI 1.53-3.89); Figure 3.  

 

The risk of COVID-19 death was increased by 27% in the south Asian group (HR 1.27, 95% CI 

1.17-1.38), 56% in the black group (HR 1.56, 95% CI 1.38-1.75), 40% in the mixed group (HR 

1.40, 95% CI 1.12-1.76), and 25% in the other ethnic group (HR 1.25, 95% CI 1.05-1.49) . When 

broken down further, the relative risk of COVID-19 death was highest in the African (HR 1.78, 

95%CI 1.46-2.18), mixed white + Caribbean (HR 1.55, 95%CI 1.09-2.21), and other Asian groups 

(HR 1.56, 95% CI 1.32-1.85), and equivalent between white and Chinese groups (HR 1.22, 95%CI 

0,80-1.89; Figure 3). 

 

No differences in the risk of COVID-19 related ICU admission or death were apparent for those 

in the unknown ethnic group compared with the white group (ICU HR 0.97, 95%CI 0.88-1.07, 

COVID-19 death HR 1.01, 95%CI 0.97-1.05; Figure 3). 
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*All White is the reference category for comparison of ethnicity in 5 categories. British is the reference category for comparison of ethnicity in 16 categories. 

*models adjust for age, sex, deprivation quintile, all pre-specified clinical co-morbidities, categories of BMI, HbA1c, and systolic and diastolic blood pressure, number of primary care consultations in the 12 

months prior, household size, care home residency, and stratification by STP region.  

 

Figure 3. Ethnic differences in risk of COVID-19 related ICU admission and mortality  

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 23, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.22.20198754doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.09.22.20198754
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 1 

Sensitivity Analyses 

Ethnic group differences in the odds of testing positive remained unchanged within the 

subset of individuals ever tested for SARS-CoV-2 for most groups. However, while the risk of 

testing positive was lower among the Chinese group in the general population, no 

differences in the odds of having a positive test recorded were observed after restricting to 

the population tested (OR 1.09, 95% CI 0.92-1.29, Figure S1).  A total of 84,872 non-COVID 

related deaths occurred over the study period. The risk of non-COVID-related death was 

reduced by 13-28% in all non-white ethnic groups compared with the white group; south 

Asian HR 0.82, (95%CI 0.78-0.87), black HR 0.87 (95%CI 0.80-0.94), mixed HR 0.79 (95%CI 

0.64-0.80), other HR 0.72 (95%CI 0.64-0.80; Table S4, S5). 

Discussion 

Summary 

We found clinically important ethnic differences for testing positive for SARS-CoV-2 

infection, for COVID-19 ICU admission and for COVID-19 related mortality in the largest 

European study to date, drawing on the full population-based clinical records for 17 million 

adults. We observed that ethnic differences persisted even after accounting for key 

explanatory factors such as socio-demographic factors, clinical co-morbidities, geographic 

region, care home residency, and household size. 

 

Compared with the white British ethnic group, Indian, and African groups were at higher risk 

of all outcomes studied; namely, being tested for and testing positive for SARS-CoV-2, being 

admitted to ICU for COVID-19, and having a COVID-19-related death. Pakistani and 

Bangladeshi groups were less likely to be tested for SARS-CoV-2, but more likely to test 

positive, be admitted to ICU and die from COVID-19. Caribbean groups were equally likely to 

receive a test for SARS-CoV-2 but had higher risk of all other outcomes. Chinese groups were 

less likely to be tested for and test positive for SARS-CoV-2, more likely to be admitted to 

ICU, and equally likely to die from COVID-19. Irish and other White groups were more likely 

to test positive for SARS-CoV-2, but equally likely to die from COVID-19 compared with the 

British group.  
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Strengths and limitations 

The greatest strength of this study the sample size and the use of raw event-level data that 

was not aggregated before analysis. This large, population-based cohort captured high 

quality clinical data, across a range of healthcare settings, and linked COVID-19 data sources 

which allowed us to provide insight into disparities between ethnic groups at different 

stages of the COVID-19 pathway prior to mortality. We were able to report findings 

according to self-reported ethnicity in 16 groups whereas many other UK based studies have 

aggregated self-reported ethnicity into higher-level groups due to small numbers. Finally, 

we reported differences in outcomes using a population-based sample, which allowed us to 

overcome issues faced by studies limited to individuals with evidence of SARS-CoV-19 

infection, or hospitalized with COVID-19, where populations under study do not represent 

the true general population at risk.28 

 

We also recognise some limitations. Ethnicity data were missing for 26% of the study 

population. Previous work in OpenSAFELY, however, has reported no differences in 

associations between ethnic group and COVID-19 death after accounting for missing data 

using multiple imputation.2,32 Here, we found that clinical and demographic characteristics 

of the unknown ethnic group and risk of outcomes most closely mirrored the white ethnic 

group. 

 

Our inability to capture all explanatory factors is likely to have impacted our observed 

findings. For example, factors associated with ethnicity (such as ancestry, occupation, 

experiences of racism or discrimination, and behaviour) were unmeasured, while other 

factors, such as severity and progression of comorbid conditions were not measured in 

detail. We were unable to estimate household size for 13% of our population, as these 

households had invalid address information. We may have underestimated household size 

for homes including people registered at non-TPP primary care practices, and we may have 

over-estimated household size for individuals living in large apartment blocks, or for people 

who have not updated their address after moving, making them appear to reside in their old 

address alongside the current occupants. In recognition of these limitations, we grouped 

household size into four levels rather than considering it as a continuous measure. 
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We also note a general limitation with studies using SARS-CoV-2 test data as an outcome in 

English primary care. Due to the selection of people who have the opportunity to be tested, 

it is currently impossible to disentangle whether observed differences in outcomes are due 

to ethnicity or due to having received a test (collider bias).28 Two possible selection 

mechanisms are firstly, that people who have symptoms are more likely to be tested and 

test positive, and secondly, people residing in high-transmission geographic areas or 

working in high-exposure professions  may have more opportunity to be tested and test 

positive, even if asymptomatic. In the absence of population-representative testing, we did 

not attempt to examine ethnic group differences in the risk of COVID-19 outcomes in 

individuals with evidence of infection or disease as we do not view test results as a reliable 

way of identifying a representative infected population. Over time, as population-based 

testing becomes more widespread, understanding ethnic differences in prognosis for people 

infected with SARS-CoV-2 will be important to determine. 

 

Findings in Context 

Our results mirror those of a recent USA report of 55 million patients in the EPIC database, 

which found that Hispanic, black, and Asian groups had equivalent rates of testing, but 

higher rates of infection, hospitalization and death compared to the white population after 

accounting for socio-demographic characteristics and underlying health conditions.33 

Though yet to be peer-reviewed, these parallel findings suggest that potential mechanisms 

underpinning ethnic differences in COVID-19 outcomes in the UK, such as structural 

discrimination and occupational risk, may be common in other settings.   

 

Data from the 2011 Census shows that south Asian and black groups are more likely to live 

in large multi-generational households than white groups, and in over-crowded spaces. 

These factors may both influence exposure to infection and ability to isolate if in a high-risk 

or vulnerable population group.34,35 By accounting for household size and care home 

residency, we have shown that these factors contribute to, but do not fully explain 

differences by ethnic group.  

 

Exploring differences between the detailed ethnic groups revealed important heterogeneity. 

For example, south Asian groups, as a whole, were more likely to be tested for COVID-19, 
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but this was true only for the Indian group, with Pakistani and Bangladeshi groups less likely 

to receive a test. This difference may be related to the fact that Indian groups make up 14% 

of all doctors (compared with 3% of the general population), and opportunities for testing 

were much higher for healthcare workers than the general population, particularly in the 

early phases of the UK epidemic.36 Lower rates of testing in Bangladeshi and Pakistani 

populations may also be related to poorer health literacy in these groups, lack of tailored or 

accessible health communications, or lack of access to testing facilities.37 Our finding that 

Chinese groups were less likely to be tested for SARS-CoV-2, but equally likely to test 

positive amongst those ever receiving a test, may relate to differences in health seeking 

behaviour, or our inability to capture test results for those who were tested outside the UK 

(for example, if individuals left the country when travel restrictions were imposed).38  

 

The ONS has reported “…Of the 17 specific occupations among men in England and Wales 

found to have higher rates of death involving COVID-19, data from the Annual Population 

Survey (APS) show that 11 of these have statistically significantly higher proportions of 

workers from Black and Asian ethnic backgrounds…”. Their analysis included deaths 

registered between 9 March and 25 May 2020 in adults aged 20 to 64 years in England and 

Wales and they “adjusted for age, but not for other factors such as ethnic group and place 

of residence”. Our analyses did not have occupation but did include age, area of residence, 

medical history, and household size. Our study suggests that findings of increased risks 

among ethnic minority groups are likely to have, at least, a partial explanation associated 

with occupation.39 Prioritizing linkage between health, social and employment data will be 

essential in building a complete picture of ethnic group differences in COVID-19 risk and 

outcomes. 

 

The COVID-19 pandemic has highlighted the urgent need for data disaggregated by ethnic 

group. The heterogeneity of associations in this study suggest that analyses using detailed 

ethnic groupings should be the standard where possible. Our study has shown that there 

are major differences in COVID-19 outcome by ethnicity, not all of which can be explained 

by the health or demographic factors that we can measure. There are unexplained 

differences which must be tackled to reduce the health inequality that COVID-19 has 

highlighted in the UK. Awareness of these inequalities is a necessary first step to policy 
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reform around improving access to testing and healthcare, including admission to ICU, 

particularly for black and south Asian groups who we found to be at highest risk for COVID- 

related death. 

 

National data from England and Scotland have shown that most ethnic minority groups have 

both better overall health and lower rates of all-cause mortality than white groups.40,41 We 

were able to confirm this pattern in our sensitivity analyses. Thus our findings of disparities 

in COVID-19 related infection and outcomes are particularly concerning.40,41  

 

Improving the quality and completeness of ethnicity data across health and administrative 

datasets is essential for building a complete picture of ethnic group disparities. Despite 

historic financial investment, the recording of ethnicity in GP records remains incomplete. 

Furthermore, though the recording of ethnicity on death certificates has been the norm in 

Scotland for the past decade, it is only now being considered for use in England.42–44    

 

Conclusions 

Ethnic minority groups have suffered the consequences of the COVID-19 epidemic, 

disproportionately, in the UK. Economic deprivation and underlying health conditions do not 

fully explain this adverse effect on major groups within English Society. We need better, and 

more readily available, linked data to be able to characterise ethnic disparities in more 

detail, and investigate in detail whether discrimination, access to protective equipment, 

lifestyle, behavioural factors, or access to health care are important factors. Engaging with 

ethnic minority communities to understand their lived experiences will be essential for 

generating evidence to prevent further widening of inequalities in a timely and actionable 

manner.  Equality is difficult to achieve, but structural and persistent inequalities must be 

addressed in a civilised society. 
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Protection Act 2018 and the EU General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR) 2016. In March 

2020, the Secretary of State for Health and Social Care used powers under the UK Health 

Service (Control of Patient Information) Regulations 2002 (COPI) to require organisations to 

process confidential patient information for the purposes of protecting public health, 

providing healthcare services to the public and monitoring and managing the COVID-19 

outbreak and incidents of exposure.[4] Taken together, these provide the legal bases to link 

patient datasets on the OpenSAFELY platform. GP practices, from which the primary care 

data are obtained, are required to share relevant health information to support the public 

health response to the pandemic and have been informed of the OpenSAFELY analytics 

platform.  

 

This study was approved by the Health Research Authority (REC reference 20/LO/0651) and 

by the LSHTM Ethics Board (reference 21863).  
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Open source materials: 

Open source materials: All code for data management and analyses and raw outputs are openly 
shared online for review and re-use (https://github.com/opensafely/ethnicity-covid-research). 
All iterations of the pre-specified study protocol are archived with version control 
(https://github.com/opensafely/ethnicity-covid-research/tree/master/protocol). 
 

Information governance and ethics 

NHS England is the data controller; TPP is the data processor; and the key researchers on 
OpenSAFELY are acting on behalf of NHS England. OpenSAFELY is hosted within the TPP 
environment which is accredited to the ISO 27001 information security standard and is NHS IG 
Toolkit compliant;1,2 patient data are pseudonymised for analysis and linkage using industry 
standard cryptographic hashing techniques; all pseudonymised datasets transmitted for linkage 
onto OpenSAFELY are encrypted; access to the platform is via a virtual private network (VPN) 
connection, restricted to a small group of researchers who hold contracts with NHS England and 
only access the platform to initiate database queries and statistical models. The platform 
includes pseudonymized data such as coded diagnoses, medications and physiological 
parameters. No free text data are included. This, in addition to other technical and 
organisational controls, minimizes any risk of re-identification. Similarly pseudonymized 
datasets from other data providers are securely provided to the EHR vendor and linked to the 
primary care data. 
 
All database activity is logged; only aggregate statistical outputs leave the platform 
environment following best practice for anonymization of results such as statistical disclosure 
control for low cell counts.3 The OpenSAFELY platform adheres to the data protection 
principles of the UK Data Protection Act 2018 and the EU General Data Protection Regulation 
(GDPR) 2016. In March 2020, the Secretary of State for Health and Social Care used powers 
under the UK Health Service (Control of Patient Information) Regulations 2002 (COPI) to require 
organisations to process confidential patient information for the purposes of protecting public 
health, providing healthcare services to the public and monitoring and managing the COVID-19 
outbreak and incidents of exposure.4 Taken together, these provide the legal bases to link 
patient datasets on the OpenSAFELY platform. This study was approved by the Health Research 
Authority (REC reference 20/LO/0651) and by the LSHTM Ethics Board (ref 21863). 
 

Patient and public involvement 

Patients were not formally involved in developing this specific study design that was developed 
rapidly in the context of a global health emergency. We have developed a publicly available 
website https://opensafely.org/ through which we invite any patient or member of the public 
to contact us regarding this study or the broader OpenSAFELY project. 
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Table S1. Baseline characteristics by ethnic group in 16 categories  
 

 British Irish Other White Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi Other Asian Caribbean African Other Black 

White + 
Black 

Caribbean 

White + 
Black 

African 
White + 

Asian Other mixed Chinese Other 

 

Denominat
or 

9598922 
(100.0) 

79,374 
(100.0) 

1352377 
(100.0) 

436,692 
(100.0) 302,940 (100.0) 

70,396 
(100.0) 

224,309 
(100.0) 

83,419 
(100.0) 

192,521 
(100.0) 

68,949 
(100.0) 

39,676 
(100.0) 

33,629 
(100.0) 

34,679 
(100.0) 

64,567 
(100.0) 

105,447 
(100.0) 

219,283 
(100.0) 

 

Age, Mean 
(SD) 52.4 (18.3) 53.8 (18.7) 42.9 (15.8) 44.8 (15.9) 41.4 (15.2) 39.9 (14.0) 42.3 (14.8) 50.8 (17.8) 41.2 (13.7) 42.4 (14.8) 40.8 (16.3) 40.9 (14.1) 39.3 (14.7) 39.4 (14.4) 37.7 (15.2) 41.4 (14.7) 

 

Female 
5,014,071 

(52.2) 
40,110 
(50.5) 

689,634 
(51.0) 

205,661 
(47.1) 145,768 (48.1) 

33,019 
(46.9) 

110,973 
(49.5) 

43,709 
(52.4) 

93,870 
(48.8) 

34,453 
(50.0) 

21,483 
(54.1) 

16,693 
(49.6) 

17,777 
(51.3) 

32,872 
(50.9) 

55,224 
(52.4) 

104,883 
(47.8) 

 

Male 
4,584,851 

(47.8) 
39,264 
(49.5) 

662,743 
(49.0) 

231,031 
(52.9) 157,172 (51.9) 

37,377 
(53.1) 

113,336 
(50.5) 

39,710 
(47.6) 

98,651 
(51.2) 

34,496 
(50.0) 

18,193 
(45.9) 

16,936 
(50.4) 

16,902 
(48.7) 

31,695 
(49.1) 

50,223 
(47.6) 

114,400 
(52.2) 

 

Index of Multiple Deprivation 
(IMD)       

 

1 (most 
affluent) 

2119893 
(22.1) 

14,579 
(18.4) 

170,680 
(12.6) 

49,102 
(11.2) 12,091 (4.0) 3,185 (4.5) 

23,485 
(10.5) 5,121 (6.1) 12,562 (6.5) 5,062 (7.3) 4,104 (10.3) 3,540 (10.5) 5,951 (17.2) 8,684 (13.4) 

19,835 
(18.8) 

23,430 
(10.7) 

 

2 
2046733 

(21.3) 
16,838 
(21.2) 

239,334 
(17.7) 

58,505 
(13.4) 18,855 (6.2) 4,991 (7.1) 

32,254 
(14.4) 8,449 (10.1) 18,905 (9.8) 7,350 (10.7) 5,242 (13.2) 4,674 (13.9) 6,514 (18.8) 

10,869 
(16.8) 

22,268 
(21.1) 

32,440 
(14.8) 

 

3 
1944296 

(20.3) 
16,998 
(21.4) 

271,138 
(20.0) 

95,226 
(21.8) 

36,458 
(12.0) 10,273 (14.6) 

47,657 
(21.2) 

14,334 
(17.2) 

29,819 
(15.5) 

10,759 
(15.6) 7,129 (18.0) 5,952 (17.7) 6,749 (19.5) 

12,482 
(19.3) 

21,623 
(20.5) 

39,344 
(17.9) 

 

4 
1774879 

(18.5) 
16,605 
(20.9) 

333,613 
(24.7) 

142,090 
(32.5) 

73,081 
(24.1) 18,321 (26.0) 

61,967 
(27.6) 

21,829 
(26.2) 

50,815 
(26.4) 

18,456 
(26.8) 9,500 (23.9) 8,155 (24.2) 7,374 (21.3) 

15,572 
(24.1) 

24,199 
(22.9) 

55,541 
(25.3) 

 

5 (most 
deprived
) 

1627508 
(17.0) 

13,724 
(17.3) 

326,526 
(24.1) 

87,249 
(20.0) 

161,111 
(53.2) 33,203 (47.2) 

56,835 
(25.3) 

33,102 
(39.7) 

78,255 
(40.6) 

26,667 
(38.7) 

13,296 
(33.5) 

10,919 
(32.5) 7,735 (22.3) 

16,276 
(25.2) 

16,038 
(15.2) 

66,461 
(30.3) 

 

# people in household            
 

1-2 
4686085 

(48.8) 
41,146 
(51.8) 

494,154 
(36.5) 

98,770 
(22.6) 42,829 (14.1) 9,451 (13.4) 

61,470 
(27.4) 

38,696 
(46.4) 

56,835 
(29.5) 

24,002 
(34.8) 

16,201 
(40.8) 

10,871 
(32.3) 

12,067 
(34.8) 

24,139 
(37.4) 

46,906 
(44.5) 

73,611 
(33.6) 

 

3-5 
3249875 

(33.9) 
24,036 
(30.3) 

524,054 
(38.8) 

198,240 
(45.4) 113,890 (37.6) 

29,303 
(41.6) 

93,865 
(41.8) 

30,606 
(36.7) 

80,124 
(41.6) 

26,451 
(38.4) 

16,456 
(41.5) 

14,047 
(41.8) 

14,334 
(41.3) 

25,525 
(39.5) 

33,099 
(31.4) 

85,764 
(39.1) 

 

6-10 293,276 (3.1) 3,793 (4.8) 
148,435 
(11.0) 

73,334 
(16.8) 89,933 (29.7) 

20,345 
(28.9) 

38,317 
(17.1) 5,493 (6.6) 

34,820 
(18.1) 

10,574 
(15.3) 2,822 (7.1) 4,644 (13.8) 3,572 (10.3) 7,201 (11.2) 8,654 (8.2) 

31,328 
(14.3) 

 

11+ 37,046 (0.4) 1,068 (1.3) 37,146 (2.7) 19,107 (4.4) 11,561 (3.8) 2,110 (3.0) 8,332 (3.7) 568 (0.7) 4,578 (2.4) 1,351 (2.0) 357 (0.9) 621 (1.8) 984 (2.8) 1,521 (2.4) 7,542 (7.2) 6,749 (3.1) 
 

unknown 
1280576 

(13.3) 8,756 (11.0) 
145,687 
(10.8) 

46,883 
(10.7) 44,627 (14.7) 9,173 (13.0) 22,177 (9.9) 7,782 (9.3) 15,972 (8.3) 6,464 (9.4) 3,777 (9.5) 3,400 (10.1) 3,663 (10.6) 6,116 (9.5) 9,175 (8.7) 

21,510 
(9.8) 

 

lives in a 
care home 52,064 (0.5) 575 (0.7) 2,901 (0.2) 358 (0.1) 100 (0.0) 14 (0.0) 148 (0.1) 274 (0.3) 192 (0.1) 107 (0.2) 63 (0.2) 46 (0.1) 59 (0.2) 65 (0.1) 71 (0.1) 321 (0.1) 

 

GP 
consults, 
Median 
(IQR) 4.0 (1.0-9.0) 4.0 (0.0-9.0) 1.0 (0.0-5.0) 3.0 (0.0-8.0) 4.0 (1.0-10.0) 4.0 (1.0-9.0) 2.0 (0.0-7.0) 4.0 (1.0-9.0) 2.0 (0.0-7.0) 3.0 (0.0-8.0) 3.0 (1.0-8.0) 2.0 (0.0-7.0) 2.0 (0.0-7.0) 2.0 (0.0-6.0) 0.0 (0.0-2.0) 

2.0 (0.0-
6.0) 

 

Smoking status                
 

Never 
4290363 

(44.7) 
32,976 
(41.5) 

631,972 
(46.7) 

340,018 
(77.9) 211,722 (69.9) 

46,647 
(66.3) 

159,447 
(71.1) 

44,198 
(53.0) 

147,148 
(76.4) 

44,473 
(64.5) 

18,665 
(47.0) 

22,431 
(66.7) 

21,089 
(60.8) 

35,415 
(54.9) 

83,464 
(79.2) 

127,686 
(58.2) 

 

Former 
3683558 

(38.4) 
31,760 
(40.0) 

384,544 
(28.4) 

62,639 
(14.3) 47,483 (15.7) 

12,399 
(17.6) 

38,057 
(17.0) 

22,542 
(27.0) 

28,071 
(14.6) 

13,425 
(19.5) 

10,597 
(26.7) 6,457 (19.2) 7,800 (22.5) 

15,477 
(24.0) 

12,613 
(12.0) 

46,909 
(21.4) 

 

Current 
1625001 

(16.9) 
14,638 
(18.4) 

335,861 
(24.8) 34,035 (7.8) 43,735 (14.4) 

11,350 
(16.1) 

26,805 
(12.0) 

16,679 
(20.0) 17,302 (9.0) 

11,051 
(16.0) 

10,414 
(26.2) 4,741 (14.1) 5,790 (16.7) 

13,675 
(21.2) 9,370 (8.9) 

44,688 
(20.4) 

 

Body Mass Index (BMI, 
kg/m2)                

 

Mean (SD) 27.6 (5.7) 26.9 (5.3) 26.2 (5.4) 26.3 (4.9) 27.5 (5.6) 26.2 (4.7) 25.9 (4.9) 28.4 (5.9) 27.9 (5.6) 27.9 (5.8) 27.6 (6.0) 27.7 (5.7) 25.7 (5.3) 26.3 (5.5) 22.9 (3.9) 26.3 (5.2) 
 

Underweig
ht 155,372 (1.6) 1,519 (1.9) 29,674 (2.2) 11,167 (2.6) 7,432 (2.5) 1,653 (2.3) 6,149 (2.7) 1,004 (1.2) 2,995 (1.6) 1,103 (1.6) 723 (1.8) 510 (1.5) 1,069 (3.1) 1,541 (2.4) 7,473 (7.1) 4,607 (2.1) 

 

Normal 
2788831 

(29.1) 
25,690 
(32.4) 

474,500 
(35.1) 

78,097 
(17.9) 42,346 (14.0) 

11,811 
(16.8) 

45,729 
(20.4) 

19,866 
(23.8) 

45,434 
(23.6) 

16,970 
(24.6) 

11,345 
(28.6) 8,513 (25.3) 

12,904 
(37.2) 

21,594 
(33.4) 

52,145 
(49.5) 

69,796 
(31.8) 

 

Overweigh
t 

2896618 
(30.2) 

24,370 
(30.7) 

340,663 
(25.2) 

140,840 
(32.3) 83,031 (27.4) 

23,376 
(33.2) 

69,219 
(30.9) 

25,453 
(30.5) 

53,735 
(27.9) 

19,329 
(28.0) 

10,423 
(26.3) 9,082 (27.0) 8,419 (24.3) 

15,527 
(24.0) 

15,534 
(14.7) 

56,777 
(25.9) 

 

Obese I 
1492281 

(15.5) 
11,324 
(14.3) 

149,160 
(11.0) 

88,086 
(20.2) 70,600 (23.3) 

13,741 
(19.5) 

42,271 
(18.8) 

14,608 
(17.5) 

30,270 
(15.7) 

10,698 
(15.5) 5,727 (14.4) 4,944 (14.7) 3,324 (9.6) 6,945 (10.8) 3,014 (2.9) 

24,481 
(11.2) 

 

Obese II 582,482 (6.1) 3,758 (4.7) 52,341 (3.9) 26,929 (6.2) 28,759 (9.5) 3,875 (5.5) 12,441 (5.5) 6,048 (7.3) 11,408 (5.9) 4,178 (6.1) 2,412 (6.1) 1,924 (5.7) 1,104 (3.2) 2,492 (3.9) 646 (0.6) 7,825 (3.6) 
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 British Irish Other White Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi Other Asian Caribbean African Other Black 

White + 
Black 

Caribbean 

White + 
Black 

African 
White + 

Asian Other mixed Chinese Other 

 

Obese III 295,648 (3.1) 1,681 (2.1) 24,324 (1.8) 10,321 (2.4) 12,902 (4.3) 1,343 (1.9) 4,457 (2.0) 3,280 (3.9) 5,021 (2.6) 2,089 (3.0) 1,390 (3.5) 922 (2.7) 530 (1.5) 1,281 (2.0) 279 (0.3) 3,261 (1.5) 
 

Unknown 
1387690 

(14.5) 
11,032 
(13.9) 

281,715 
(20.8) 

81,252 
(18.6) 57,870 (19.1) 

14,597 
(20.7) 

44,043 
(19.6) 

13,160 
(15.8) 

43,658 
(22.7) 

14,582 
(21.1) 7,656 (19.3) 7,734 (23.0) 7,329 (21.1) 

15,187 
(23.5) 

26,356 
(25.0) 

52,536 
(24.0) 

 

Glycated Haemoglobin (HbA1c, %, mmol/mol)              
 

HbA1c %, 
Mean 
(SD) 5.9 (1.0) 5.8 (0.9) 5.7 (0.9) 6.1 (1.1) 6.2 (1.3) 6.3 (1.3) 6.0 (1.1) 6.2 (1.3) 6.0 (1.2) 5.9 (1.2) 5.9 (1.1) 5.9 (1.1) 5.9 (1.0) 5.8 (1.0) 5.9 (0.9) 5.8 (1.0) 

 

HbA1c 
mmo/mo
l, Mean 
(SD) 40.5 (61.9) 39.9 (9.8) 39.3 (77.5) 43.1 (12.4) 45.0 (235.2) 54.2 (658.9) 42.7 (105.7) 43.8 (13.9) 42.1 (136.0) 42.7 (221.2) 41.0 (12.4) 40.9 (13.1) 40.4 (11.4) 40.0 (11.3) 40.4 (9.3) 40.2 (11.1) 

 

<6.5% 
4176397 

(43.5) 
34,668 
(43.7) 

405,290 
(30.0) 

188,548 
(43.2) 129,283 (42.7) 

25,638 
(36.4) 

84,615 
(37.7) 

36,094 
(43.3) 

66,104 
(34.3) 

26,462 
(38.4) 

13,622 
(34.3) 

10,932 
(32.5) 

11,078 
(31.9) 

19,794 
(30.7) 

19,553 
(18.5) 

74,118 
(33.8) 

 

6.5-7.4% 329,439 (3.4) 2,529 (3.2) 24,135 (1.8) 29,136 (6.7) 19,599 (6.5) 5,069 (7.2) 11,019 (4.9) 6,097 (7.3) 6,836 (3.6) 2,521 (3.7) 1,285 (3.2) 961 (2.9) 902 (2.6) 1,416 (2.2) 1,950 (1.8) 5,811 (2.7) 
 

7.5-7.9% 88,634 (0.9) 666 (0.8) 6,382 (0.5) 7,401 (1.7) 5,612 (1.9) 1,436 (2.0) 2,794 (1.2) 1,335 (1.6) 1,508 (0.8) 572 (0.8) 319 (0.8) 220 (0.7) 237 (0.7) 387 (0.6) 425 (0.4) 1,429 (0.7) 
 

8-8.9% 97,090 (1.0) 651 (0.8) 7,054 (0.5) 7,461 (1.7) 6,499 (2.1) 1,589 (2.3) 2,901 (1.3) 1,368 (1.6) 1,669 (0.9) 571 (0.8) 336 (0.8) 242 (0.7) 273 (0.8) 389 (0.6) 360 (0.3) 1,621 (0.7) 
 

>=9% 108,719 (1.1) 633 (0.8) 8,443 (0.6) 7,847 (1.8) 8,360 (2.8) 1,666 (2.4) 3,322 (1.5) 1,910 (2.3) 2,541 (1.3) 1,001 (1.5) 467 (1.2) 357 (1.1) 334 (1.0) 544 (0.8) 294 (0.3) 1,944 (0.9) 
 

Unknow
n 

4798643 
(50.0) 

40,227 
(50.7) 

901,073 
(66.6) 

196,299 
(45.0) 133,587 (44.1) 

34,998 
(49.7) 

119,658 
(53.3) 

36,615 
(43.9) 

113,863 
(59.1) 

37,822 
(54.9) 

23,647 
(59.6) 

20,917 
(62.2) 

21,855 
(63.0) 

42,037 
(65.1) 

82,865 
(78.6) 

134,360 
(61.3) 

 

Blood Pressure (mmHg)                
 

SBP, Mean 
(SD) 128.5 (15.5) 128.6 (16.0) 125.6 (15.6) 125.1 (15.6) 122.8 (15.2) 121.5 (15.0) 123.1 (15.1) 129.7 (16.1) 126.1 (15.9) 126.0 (16.0) 125.3 (15.4) 125.9 (15.4) 122.0 (15.0) 123.0 (15.2) 120.4 (15.6) 

123.1 
(15.3) 

 

DBP, Mean 
(SD) 76.8 (9.8) 76.3 (9.9) 76.7 (10.1) 76.9 (9.7) 76.2 (9.6) 76.1 (9.8) 76.4 (9.8) 78.4 (10.3) 77.9 (10.4) 77.8 (10.4) 76.9 (10.2) 77.5 (10.2) 75.7 (9.9) 76.2 (10.1) 74.7 (10.0) 76.1 (9.9) 

 

Normal 
1530656 

(15.9) 
12,675 
(16.0) 

213,039 
(15.8) 

80,995 
(18.5) 69,251 (22.9) 

17,602 
(25.0) 

45,823 
(20.4) 

12,407 
(14.9) 

32,795 
(17.0) 

12,521 
(18.2) 7,693 (19.4) 5,596 (16.6) 7,385 (21.3) 

12,550 
(19.4) 

16,252 
(15.4) 

42,213 
(19.3) 

 

Elevated 
1122782 

(11.7) 8,715 (11.0) 
115,596 

(8.5) 40,950 (9.4) 31,854 (10.5) 6,929 (9.8) 20,531 (9.2) 8,738 (10.5) 17,355 (9.0) 6,433 (9.3) 4,152 (10.5) 2,948 (8.8) 3,149 (9.1) 5,690 (8.8) 5,415 (5.1) 
18,519 

(8.4) 
 

High Stage 
I 

2637671 
(27.5) 

19,927 
(25.1) 

262,885 
(19.4) 

103,920 
(23.8) 71,930 (23.7) 

16,480 
(23.4) 

48,710 
(21.7) 

22,940 
(27.5) 

42,485 
(22.1) 

16,165 
(23.4) 9,121 (23.0) 7,334 (21.8) 6,789 (19.6) 

12,394 
(19.2) 

12,046 
(11.4) 

42,113 
(19.2) 

 

High Stage 
II 

1876063 
(19.5) 

14,943 
(18.8) 

161,917 
(12.0) 

57,104 
(13.1) 33,866 (11.2) 7,218 (10.3) 

23,166 
(10.3) 

17,729 
(21.3) 

26,759 
(13.9) 

10,133 
(14.7) 5,497 (13.9) 4,467 (13.3) 3,081 (8.9) 6,215 (9.6) 5,516 (5.2) 

21,242 
(9.7) 

 

Unknown 
2431750 

(25.3) 
23,114 
(29.1) 

598,940 
(44.3) 

153,723 
(35.2) 96,039 (31.7) 

22,167 
(31.5) 

86,079 
(38.4) 

21,605 
(25.9) 

73,127 
(38.0) 

23,697 
(34.4) 

13,213 
(33.3) 

13,284 
(39.5) 

14,275 
(41.2) 

27,718 
(42.9) 

66,218 
(62.8) 

95,196 
(43.4) 

 

Co-morbidities                
 

T1DM 55,921 (0.6) 353 (0.4) 4,664 (0.3) 1,113 (0.3) 873 (0.3) 125 (0.2) 424 (0.2) 425 (0.5) 696 (0.4) 258 (0.4) 200 (0.5) 122 (0.4) 110 (0.3) 215 (0.3) 82 (0.1) 566 (0.3) 
 

T2DM 705,818 (7.4) 5,280 (6.7) 51,378 (3.8) 
59,286 
(13.6) 43,788 (14.5) 

11,025 
(15.7) 

22,630 
(10.1) 

12,615 
(15.1) 14,204 (7.4) 5,158 (7.5) 2,709 (6.8) 2,006 (6.0) 1,971 (5.7) 3,058 (4.7) 3,437 (3.3) 

12,274 
(5.6) 

 

Hypertensi
on 

2296811 
(23.9) 

19,954 
(25.1) 

169,370 
(12.5) 

85,322 
(19.5) 45,769 (15.1) 

10,272 
(14.6) 

33,123 
(14.8) 

26,521 
(31.8) 

32,009 
(16.6) 

11,806 
(17.1) 6,279 (15.8) 4,907 (14.6) 3,388 (9.8) 6,414 (9.9) 7,309 (6.9) 

24,783 
(11.3) 

 

Heart 
Diseases 768,006 (8.0) 7,024 (8.8) 49,324 (3.6) 25,015 (5.7) 17,676 (5.8) 3,343 (4.7) 8,260 (3.7) 5,270 (6.3) 4,092 (2.1) 1,901 (2.8) 1,344 (3.4) 746 (2.2) 1,008 (2.9) 1,711 (2.6) 1,450 (1.4) 6,826 (3.1) 

 

Stroke 246,198 (2.6) 2,444 (3.1) 14,714 (1.1) 5,876 (1.3) 3,929 (1.3) 799 (1.1) 2,004 (0.9) 2,192 (2.6) 1,565 (0.8) 746 (1.1) 502 (1.3) 268 (0.8) 288 (0.8) 488 (0.8) 494 (0.5) 1,753 (0.8) 
 

Chronic 
Kidney 
Disease 632,699 (6.6) 5,497 (6.9) 33,220 (2.5) 13,668 (3.1) 8,854 (2.9) 1,640 (2.3) 4,075 (1.8) 8,437 (10.1) 4,492 (2.3) 2,319 (3.4) 1,619 (4.1) 803 (2.4) 500 (1.4) 932 (1.4) 982 (0.9) 3,914 (1.8) 

 

End stage 
renal 
failure 13,706 (0.1) 112 (0.1) 1,027 (0.1) 1,092 (0.3) 802 (0.3) 137 (0.2) 395 (0.2) 334 (0.4) 393 (0.2) 161 (0.2) 73 (0.2) 38 (0.1) 38 (0.1) 71 (0.1) 83 (0.1) 275 (0.1) 

 

Cancer 648,955 (6.8) 5,795 (7.3) 42,615 (3.2) 9,509 (2.2) 5,412 (1.8) 911 (1.3) 4,188 (1.9) 4,506 (5.4) 3,219 (1.7) 1,625 (2.4) 1,088 (2.7) 684 (2.0) 673 (1.9) 1,322 (2.0) 1,779 (1.7) 4,928 (2.2) 
 

Autoimmu
ne disease 576,389 (6.0) 5,148 (6.5) 42,616 (3.2) 16,783 (3.8) 11,672 (3.9) 2,704 (3.8) 6,489 (2.9) 2,718 (3.3) 2,641 (1.4) 1,625 (2.4) 1,276 (3.2) 659 (2.0) 1,186 (3.4) 1,933 (3.0) 1,781 (1.7) 5,798 (2.6) 

 

                 
 

Immunosu
ppressed  48,327 (0.5) 553 (0.7) 6,009 (0.4) 1,991 (0.5) 1,359 (0.4) 208 (0.3) 1,082 (0.5) 1,343 (1.6) 7,372 (3.8) 1,482 (2.1) 412 (1.0) 1,064 (3.2) 169 (0.5) 505 (0.8) 241 (0.2) 1,203 (0.5) 
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 British Irish Other White Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi Other Asian Caribbean African Other Black 

White + 
Black 

Caribbean 

White + 
Black 

African 
White + 

Asian Other mixed Chinese Other 

 

Chronic 
liver 
disease 63,193 (0.7) 784 (1.0) 7,119 (0.5) 2,077 (0.5) 2,055 (0.7) 345 (0.5) 1,242 (0.6) 402 (0.5) 2,125 (1.1) 554 (0.8) 157 (0.4) 284 (0.8) 185 (0.5) 280 (0.4) 1,186 (1.1) 1,283 (0.6) 

 

Dementia 28,878 (0.3) 409 (0.5) 1,579 (0.1) 597 (0.1) 379 (0.1) 111 (0.2) 176 (0.1) 408 (0.5) 126 (0.1) 67 (0.1) 61 (0.2) 15 (0.0) 16 (0.0) 35 (0.1) 47 (0.0) 189 (0.1) 
 

Neurologic
al disease 114,007 (1.2) 879 (1.1) 7,247 (0.5) 2,548 (0.6) 2,138 (0.7) 277 (0.4) 924 (0.4) 833 (1.0) 748 (0.4) 430 (0.6) 290 (0.7) 129 (0.4) 177 (0.5) 331 (0.5) 212 (0.2) 990 (0.5) 

 

Asthma  
1701266 

(17.7) 
10,969 
(13.8) 

103,513 
(7.7) 

49,588 
(11.4) 45,203 (14.9) 9,341 (13.3) 

22,561 
(10.1) 

14,381 
(17.2) 14,557 (7.6) 8,790 (12.7) 8,612 (21.7) 3,581 (10.6) 5,162 (14.9) 8,751 (13.6) 4,994 (4.7) 

17,668 
(8.1) 

 

Chronic 
Respiratory 
Diseases 504,414 (5.3) 5,509 (6.9) 27,918 (2.1) 7,075 (1.6) 6,583 (2.2) 1,085 (1.5) 2,839 (1.3) 2,389 (2.9) 1,685 (0.9) 1,002 (1.5) 679 (1.7) 334 (1.0) 471 (1.4) 834 (1.3) 571 (0.5) 3,011 (1.4) 
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Table S2. Count of outcomes by ethnic group in five categories 

Outcome Total White South Asian Black Mixed Other Unknown 

N 17,510,002 (100.0) 11,030,673 (100.0) 1,034,337 (100.0) 344,889 (100.0) 172,551 (100.0) 324,730 (100.0) 4602822 (100.0) 

Tested 1,552,521 (8.9) 1012982 (9.2) 103,773 (10.0) 31,249 (9.1) 15,184 (8.8) 19,817 (6.1) 369,516 (8.0) 

Positive Test Result 82,473 (0.5) 47,977 (0.4) 11,009 (1.1) 2,501 (0.7) 928 (0.5) 1,316 (0.4) 18,742 (0.4) 

ICU admission 3,118 (0.0) 1,699 (0.0) 412 (0.0) 189 (0.1) 56 (0.0) 97 (0.0) 665 (0.0) 

COVID-19 related death 15,627 (0.1) 10,370 (0.1) 771 (0.1) 305 (0.1) 77 (0.0) 137 (0.0) 3,967 (0.1) 

Non COVID-19 related death 84,872 (0.5) 57,155 (0.5) 1,785 (0.2) 671 (0.2) 192 (0.1) 337 (0.1) 24,732 (0.5) 

 

Table S3. Count of outcomes by ethnic group in 16 categories 

 British Irish Other White 

White + 
Black 
Caribbean 

White + 
Black African 

White + 
Asian Other mixed Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi Other Asian Caribbean African 

N 
9,598,922 
(100.0) 

79,374 
(100.0) 

1,352,377 
(100.0) 

436,692 
(100.0) 

302,940 
(100.0) 

70,396 
(100.0) 

224,309 
(100.0) 

83,419 
(100.0) 

192,521 
(100.0) 

68,949 
(100.0) 

105,447 
(100.0) 

172,551 
(100.0) 

219,283 
(100.0) 

Tested 
911,140 
(9.5) 7,929 (10.0) 93,913 (6.9) 

50,068 
(11.5) 28,586 (9.4) 4,951 (7.0) 20,168 (9.0) 7,442 (8.9) 17,928 (9.3) 5,879 (8.5) 3,663 (3.5) 15,184 (8.8) 16,154 (7.4) 

Positive Test 
Result 42,328 (0.4) 412 (0.5) 5,237 (0.4) 4,539 (1.0) 4,088 (1.3) 426 (0.6) 1,956 (0.9) 590 (0.7) 1,518 (0.8) 393 (0.6) 151 (0.1) 928 (0.5) 1,165 (0.5) 

ICU admission [REDACTED]             
COVID-19 related 
death 9,683 (0.1) 127 (0.2) 560 (0.0) 357 (0.1) 214 (0.1) 49 (0.1) 151 (0.1) 164 (0.2) 100 (0.1) 41 (0.1) 28 (0.0) 77 (0.0) 109 (0.0) 

Non COVID-19 
related death 53,687 (0.6) 554 (0.7) 2,914 (0.2) 891 (0.2) 529 (0.2) 93 (0.1) 272 (0.1) 389 (0.5) 174 (0.1) 108 (0.2) 66 (0.1) 192 (0.1) 271 (0.1) 
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Table S4. Association between ethnicity in 5 categories and COVID-19 outcomes (serial adjustment) 
 

  Denominator Event 
Total person-

weeks 
Rate per 

1,000 Crude Age-sex adjusted plus IMD 
plus co-morbidities, GP 

consults 
plus household size and 

care home status 

     HR 95% CI HR 95% CI HR 95% CI HR 95% CI HR 95% CI 

Tested                             

White 11,030,673 834,665 283,175,442 2.95 1  1  1  1  1  

South Asian 1,034,337 83,876 26,603,024 3.15 1.05 (1.05 - 1.06) 1.1 (1.09 - 1.11) 1.07 (1.06 - 1.08) 1.07 (1.06 - 1.08) 1.08 (1.07 - 1.09) 

Black 344,889 25,909 8,859,029 2.92 1.02 (1.01 - 1.03) 1.07 (1.06 - 1.09) 1.04 (1.02 - 1.05) 1.07 (1.06 - 1.08) 1.08 (1.06 - 1.09) 

Mixed 172,551 12,418 4,443,402 2.79 0.97 (0.95 - 0.99) 1.03 (1.01 - 1.05) 1.01 (0.99 - 1.03) 1.03 (1.01 - 1.05) 1.03 (1.01 - 1.05) 

Other 324,730 16,256 8,411,306 1.93 0.67 (0.66 - 0.68) 0.71 (0.70 - 0.72) 0.70 (0.69 - 0.71) 0.76 (0.75 - 0.77) 0.76 (0.74 - 0.77) 

Unknown 4,602,822 302,545 118,472,512 2.55 0.86 (0.86 - 0.87) 0.88 (0.88 - 0.89) 0.88 (0.88 - 0.89) 0.96 (0.95 - 0.96) 0.96 (0.96 - 0.97) 

Positive Test                             

White 11,030,673 46,136 288,476,946 0.16 1  1  1  1  1  

South Asian 1,034,337 9,815 27,059,833 0.36 2.18 (2.13 - 2.23) 2.53 (2.47 - 2.59) 2.35 (2.29 - 2.41) 2.11 (2.06 - 2.16) 2.02 (1.97 - 2.07) 

Black 344,889 2,358 9,022,706 0.26 1.69 (1.62 - 1.76) 1.98 (1.90 - 2.07) 1.8 (1.72 - 1.88) 1.69 (1.62 - 1.77) 1.68 (1.61 - 1.76) 

Mixed 172,551 865 4,521,307 0.19 1.26 (1.18 - 1.35) 1.56 (1.46 - 1.67) 1.48 (1.39 - 1.59) 1.47 (1.37 - 1.57) 1.46 (1.36 - 1.56) 

Other 324,730 1,257 8,513,352 0.15 0.98 (0.93 - 1.04) 1.2 (1.14 - 1.27) 1.16 (1.09 - 1.23) 1.19 (1.13 - 1.26) 1.16 (1.10 - 1.23) 

Unknown 4,602,822 17,783 120,384,887 0.15 0.96 (0.94 - 0.98) 0.98 (0.96 - 0.99) 0.98 (0.97 - 1.00) 1.02 (1.00 - 1.04) 1.03 (1.01 - 1.05) 

ICU admission                            

White 11,030,673 1,697 282,702,976 0.01 1  1  1  1  1  

South Asian 1,034,337 410 26,558,295 0.02 2.38 (2.12 - 2.66) 3.29 (2.93 - 3.70) 3.05 (2.71 - 3.43) 2.38 (2.11 - 2.69) 2.22 (1.96 - 2.52) 

Black 344,889 188 8,853,078 0.02 3.09 (2.65 - 3.61) 3.93 (3.36 - 4.60) 3.51 (2.99 - 4.12) 3.16 (2.68 - 3.71) 3.07 (2.61 - 3.61) 

Mixed 172,551 56 4,432,680 0.01 1.96 (1.50 - 2.56) 3.17 (2.42 - 4.14) 3.00 (2.29 - 3.93) 2.92 (2.23 - 3.83) 2.86 (2.19 - 3.75) 

Other 324,730 97 8,342,471 0.01 1.82 (1.48 - 2.24) 2.9 (2.35 - 3.58) 2.79 (2.26 - 3.44) 2.95 (2.39 - 3.64) 2.86 (2.31 - 3.53) 

Unknown 4,602,822 665 117,954,816 0.01 0.95 (0.87 - 1.04) 1.03 (0.94 - 1.12) 1.03 (0.94 - 1.13) 0.97 (0.89 - 1.07) 0.97 (0.88 - 1.07) 

COVID-19 related death                          

White 11,030,673 10,370 288,983,863 0.04 1  1  1  1  1  

South Asian 1,034,337 771 27,151,760 0.03 0.71 (0.66 - 0.77) 1.58 (1.46 - 1.70) 1.39 (1.29 - 1.51) 1.28 (1.19 - 1.39) 1.27 (1.17 - 1.38) 

Black 344,889 305 9,051,561 0.03 0.84 (0.75 - 0.94) 1.72 (1.53 - 1.94) 1.47 (1.31 - 1.66) 1.37 (1.22 - 1.54) 1.55 (1.38 - 1.75) 

Mixed 172,551 77 4,531,702 0.02 0.45 (0.36 - 0.56) 1.49 (1.19 - 1.87) 1.37 (1.10 - 1.72) 1.37 (1.09 - 1.72) 1.40 (1.12 - 1.76) 

Other 324,730 137 8,528,791 0.02 0.43 (0.36 - 0.51) 1.28 (1.08 - 1.52) 1.20 (1.01 - 1.43) 1.23 (1.04 - 1.46) 1.25 (1.05 - 1.49) 

Unknown 4,602,822 3,967 120,574,720 0.03 0.93 (0.90 - 0.96) 0.88 (0.85 - 0.91) 0.89 (0.86 - 0.92) 0.96 (0.92 - 1.00) 1.01 (0.97 - 1.05) 
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Non-COVID related death                        

White 11,030,673 57,155 288,983,863 0.2 1  1  1  1  1  

South Asian 1,034,337 1,785 27,151,760 0.07 0.37 (0.35 - 0.39) 0.81 (0.78 - 0.86) 0.74 (0.70 - 0.77) 0.82 (0.78 - 0.86) 0.82 (0.78 - 0.87) 

Black 344,889 671 9,051,561 0.07 0.42 (0.39 - 0.46) 0.89 (0.82 - 0.96) 0.78 (0.72 - 0.84) 0.83 (0.77 - 0.90) 0.87 (0.80 - 0.94) 

Mixed 172,551 192 4,531,702 0.04 0.23 (0.20 - 0.27) 0.77 (0.67 - 0.89) 0.72 (0.62 - 0.83) 0.78 (0.68 - 0.90) 0.79 (0.69 - 0.91) 

Other 324,730 337 8,528,791 0.04 0.22 (0.20 - 0.25) 0.67 (0.60 - 0.74) 0.64 (0.58 - 0.71) 0.71 (0.64 - 0.80) 0.72 (0.64 - 0.80) 

Unknown 4,602,822 24,732 120,574,720 0.21 1.03 (1.02 - 1.05) 0.96 (0.95 - 0.98) 0.97 (0.96 - 0.99) 1.07 (1.05 - 1.09) 1.10 (1.08 - 1.12) 
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Table S5. Association between ethnicity in 16 categories and COVID-19 outcomes (serial adjustment) 
 

  
Denomina

tor Event 
Total person-

weeks 
Rate per 

1,000 Crude Age-sex adjusted plus IMD 
plus co-morbidities, 

GP consults 
plus household size 

and carehome 

     HR 95% CI HR 95% CI HR 95% CI HR 95% CI HR 95% CI 

Tested                             

British  9,598,922 751,934 246,165,394 3.05 1  1  1  1  1  
Irish 79,374 6,537 2,030,922 3.22 1.09 (1.07 - 1.12) 1.06 (1.03 - 1.09) 1.05 (1.03 - 1.08) 1.05 (1.02 - 1.08) 1.05 (1.02 - 1.07) 

Other White 1,352,377 76,194 34,979,125 2.18 0.73 (0.72 - 0.73) 0.74 (0.74 - 0.75) 0.73 (0.72 - 0.74) 0.79 (0.79 - 0.80) 0.79 (0.79 - 0.80) 

White + Black Caribbean 39,676 2,912 4,443,402 0.66 0.95 (0.91 - 0.98) 0.99 (0.95 - 1.02) 0.96 (0.93 - 1.00) 0.95 (0.92 - 0.99) 0.96 (0.92 - 0.99) 

White + Black African 33,629 2,676 4,443,402 0.6 1.03 (0.99 - 1.07) 1.1 (1.06 - 1.14) 1.07 (1.03 - 1.11) 1.14 (1.10 - 1.18) 1.13 (1.09 - 1.17) 

White + Asian 34,679 2,674 4,443,402 0.6 0.99 (0.95 - 1.03) 1.05 (1.01 - 1.09) 1.04 (1.00 - 1.08) 1.06 (1.02 - 1.11) 1.06 (1.02 - 1.10) 

Other mixed 64,567 4,156 4,443,402 0.94 0.84 (0.81 - 0.87) 0.88 (0.86 - 0.91) 0.87 (0.84 - 0.89) 0.9 (0.87 - 0.93) 0.9 (0.87 - 0.93) 

Indian  436,692 40,924 11,204,952 3.65 1.1 (1.09 - 1.11) 1.14 (1.13 - 1.15) 1.11 (1.10 - 1.12) 1.15 (1.14 - 1.16) 1.15 (1.13 - 1.16) 

Pakistani  302,940 22,162 7,815,500 2.84 0.96 (0.95 - 0.97) 1 (0.99 - 1.02) 0.96 (0.95 - 0.97) 0.94 (0.93 - 0.96) 0.95 (0.94 - 0.96) 

Bangladeshi  70,396 3,962 1,823,245 2.17 0.7 (0.68 - 0.72) 0.74 (0.72 - 0.76) 0.71 (0.68 - 0.73) 0.69 (0.67 - 0.71) 0.7 (0.67 - 0.72) 

Other Asian 224,309 16,828 5,759,327 2.92 0.98 (0.97 - 1.00) 1.03 (1.01 - 1.05) 1 (0.99 - 1.02) 1.05 (1.03 - 1.07) 1.05 (1.03 - 1.07) 

Caribbean 83,419 6,191 2,139,363 2.89 0.99 (0.97 - 1.02) 0.99 (0.97 - 1.02) 0.96 (0.93 - 0.98) 0.96 (0.94 - 0.99) 0.98 (0.95 - 1.00) 

African 192,521 14,899 4,944,673 3.01 0.99 (0.98 - 1.01) 1.06 (1.04 - 1.08) 1.01 (1.00 - 1.03) 1.09 (1.07 - 1.11) 1.09 (1.07 - 1.10) 

Other Black 68,949 4,819 1,774,993 2.71 0.91 (0.88 - 0.93) 0.97 (0.94 - 1.00) 0.94 (0.91 - 0.96) 0.96 (0.94 - 0.99) 0.96 (0.94 - 0.99) 

Chinese 105,447 2,995 2,748,718 1.09 0.35 (0.34 - 0.36) 0.37 (0.36 - 0.38) 0.37 (0.36 - 0.38) 0.44 (0.42 - 0.45) 0.43 (0.42 - 0.45) 

Other 219,283 13,261 5,662,588 2.34 0.79 (0.77 - 0.80) 0.83 (0.81 - 0.84) 0.81 (0.79 - 0.82) 0.86 (0.85 - 0.88) 0.86 (0.84 - 0.87) 

Unknown 4,602,822 302,545 118,472,512 2.55 0.84 (0.83 - 0.84) 0.86 (0.85 - 0.86) 0.86 (0.85 - 0.86) 0.93 (0.93 - 0.94) 0.94 (0.94 - 0.95) 

Positive Test                             

British  9,598,922 40,845 250,960,238 0.16 1  1  1  1  1  
Irish 79,374 398 2,072,202 0.19 1.3 (1.18 - 1.44) 1.21 (1.09 - 1.33) 1.18 (1.07 - 1.30) 1.18 (1.06 - 1.30) 1.18 (1.07 - 1.30) 

Other White 1,352,377 4,893 35,444,512 0.14 0.93 (0.90 - 0.96) 1.08 (1.04 - 1.11) 1.02 (0.99 - 1.06) 1.11 (1.07 - 1.14) 1.1 (1.06 - 1.13) 

White + Black Caribbean 39,676 177 4,521,307 0.04 1.08 (0.93 - 1.25) 1.31 (1.13 - 1.52) 1.23 (1.06 - 1.43) 1.22 (1.05 - 1.41) 1.24 (1.07 - 1.44) 

White + Black African 33,629 228 4,521,307 0.05 1.66 (1.46 - 1.89) 2.11 (1.86 - 2.41) 1.95 (1.71 - 2.23) 1.94 (1.70 - 2.21) 1.89 (1.66 - 2.16) 

White + Asian 34,679 200 4,521,307 0.04 1.43 (1.25 - 1.64) 1.83 (1.59 - 2.10) 1.78 (1.55 - 2.05) 1.76 (1.53 - 2.03) 1.71 (1.49 - 1.97) 

Other mixed 64,567 260 4,521,307 0.06 1.04 (0.92 - 1.18) 1.32 (1.17 - 1.50) 1.26 (1.11 - 1.42) 1.29 (1.14 - 1.45) 1.27 (1.13 - 1.44) 

Indian  436,692 4,111 11,421,323 0.36 2.16 (2.08 - 2.23) 2.48 (2.39 - 2.56) 2.34 (2.26 - 2.42) 2.16 (2.08 - 2.23) 2.07 (2.00 - 2.15) 

Pakistani  302,940 3,487 7,925,011 0.44 2.4 (2.32 - 2.49) 2.89 (2.79 - 2.99) 2.58 (2.48 - 2.67) 2.27 (2.18 - 2.35) 2.14 (2.06 - 2.22) 

Bangladeshi  70,396 369 1,844,952 0.2 1.2 (1.09 - 1.33) 1.49 (1.35 - 1.66) 1.32 (1.19 - 1.47) 1.16 (1.04 - 1.29) 1.11 (1.00 - 1.23) 

Other Asian 224,309 1,848 5,868,546 0.31 2.11 (2.01 - 2.21) 2.58 (2.46 - 2.70) 2.42 (2.31 - 2.54) 2.31 (2.20 - 2.42) 2.23 (2.13 - 2.34) 

Caribbean 83,419 568 2,178,227 0.26 1.7 (1.57 - 1.85) 1.72 (1.59 - 1.88) 1.56 (1.43 - 1.69) 1.46 (1.34 - 1.59) 1.53 (1.40 - 1.66) 

African 192,521 1,416 5,038,797 0.28 1.77 (1.68 - 1.87) 2.26 (2.14 - 2.39) 2.03 (1.93 - 2.15) 1.95 (1.84 - 2.06) 1.9 (1.79 - 2.00) 

Other Black 68,949 374 1,805,682 0.21 1.34 (1.21 - 1.49) 1.69 (1.53 - 1.88) 1.54 (1.39 - 1.71) 1.49 (1.34 - 1.65) 1.45 (1.31 - 1.61) 

Chinese 105,447 146 2,768,474 0.05 0.34 (0.29 - 0.40) 0.44 (0.37 - 0.52) 0.44 (0.38 - 0.52) 0.48 (0.41 - 0.57) 0.47 (0.40 - 0.55) 

Other 219,283 1,111 5,744,878 0.19 1.29 (1.21 - 1.37) 1.58 (1.49 - 1.68) 1.48 (1.40 - 1.58) 1.52 (1.43 - 1.62) 1.48 (1.40 - 1.58) 

Unknown 4,602,822 17,783 120,384,887 0.15 0.95 (0.94 - 0.97) 0.99 (0.97 - 1.00) 0.99 (0.97 - 1.00) 1.03 (1.01 - 1.05) 1.04 (1.02 - 1.06) 

ICU admission                             

British  9,598,922 1,507 245,945,765 0.01 1  1  1  1  1  
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Denomina

tor Event 
Total person-

weeks 
Rate per 

1,000 Crude Age-sex adjusted plus IMD 
plus co-morbidities, 

GP consults 
plus household size 

and carehome 

Irish 79,374 . 2,031,511   . 0.36 (0.15 - 0.88) 0.36 (0.15 - 0.88) 0.35 (0.15 - 0.85) 0.37 (0.15 - 0.89) 0.37 (0.15 - 0.89) 

Other White 1,352,377 185 34,725,703 0.01 0.83 (0.71 - 0.96) 1.3 (1.11 - 1.52) 1.25 (1.07 - 1.46) 1.4 (1.20 - 1.64) 1.38 (1.18 - 1.61) 

White + Black Caribbean 39,676 11 4,432,680 0 1.6 (0.88 - 2.89) 2.61 (1.44 - 4.73) 2.42 (1.34 - 4.39) 2.36 (1.30 - 4.28) 2.34 (1.29 - 4.25) 

White + Black African 33,629 21 4,432,680 0 3.58 (2.32 - 5.50) 5.65 (3.67 - 8.71) 5.21 (3.38 - 8.03) 5 (3.24 - 7.71) 4.84 (3.14 - 7.47) 

White + Asian 34,679 10 4,432,680 0 1.73 (0.93 - 3.23) 3.15 (1.69 - 5.87) 3.08 (1.65 - 5.74) 3.11 (1.67 - 5.80) 3.03 (1.63 - 5.66) 

Other mixed 64,567 14 4,432,680 0 1.26 (0.74 - 2.14) 2.32 (1.37 - 3.93) 2.22 (1.31 - 3.76) 2.25 (1.33 - 3.82) 2.2 (1.30 - 3.73) 

Indian  436,692 161 11,210,534 0.01 2.18 (1.84 - 2.59) 2.91 (2.45 - 3.47) 2.77 (2.33 - 3.29) 2.23 (1.86 - 2.66) 2.1 (1.75 - 2.51) 

Pakistani  302,940 118 7,778,925 0.02 2.22 (1.83 - 2.69) 3.55 (2.92 - 4.31) 3.12 (2.56 - 3.80) 2.33 (1.91 - 2.84) 2.14 (1.74 - 2.62) 

Bangladeshi  70,396 25 1,807,946 0.01 1.96 (1.31 - 2.91) 3.49 (2.34 - 5.21) 3.07 (2.06 - 4.58) 2.33 (1.56 - 3.48) 2.15 (1.44 - 3.22) 

Other Asian 224,309 106 5,760,890 0.02 2.7 (2.20 - 3.30) 4.16 (3.39 - 5.10) 3.92 (3.19 - 4.81) 3.37 (2.74 - 4.14) 3.2 (2.60 - 3.95) 

Caribbean 83,419 42 2,137,043 0.02 2.72 (1.99 - 3.71) 2.82 (2.06 - 3.85) 2.49 (1.82 - 3.42) 2.28 (1.66 - 3.12) 2.26 (1.65 - 3.10) 

African 192,521 118 4,945,421 0.02 3.37 (2.79 - 4.08) 5.21 (4.29 - 6.32) 4.67 (3.84 - 5.68) 4.25 (3.48 - 5.18) 4.07 (3.33 - 4.97) 

Other Black 68,949 28 1,770,614 0.02 2.22 (1.52 - 3.23) 3.14 (2.15 - 4.57) 2.75 (1.88 - 4.04) 2.58 (1.76 - 3.79) 2.51 (1.71 - 3.69) 

Chinese 105,447 18 2,709,895 0.01 1.01 (0.63 - 1.60) 2.01 (1.26 - 3.21) 2.02 (1.26 - 3.21) 2.51 (1.57 - 4.00) 2.44 (1.53 - 3.89) 

Other 219,283 79 5,632,575 0.01 2.11 (1.68 - 2.66) 3.38 (2.68 - 4.26) 3.18 (2.52 - 4.02) 3.27 (2.59 - 4.13) 3.17 (2.51 - 4.01) 

Unknown 4,602,822 665 117,954,816 0.01 0.92 (0.84 - 1.01) 1.05 (0.96 - 1.15) 1.05 (0.95 - 1.15) 1 (0.91 - 1.10) 1 (0.91 - 1.10) 

COVID-19 related death                             

British  9,598,922 9,683 251,408,914 0.04 1  1  1  1  1  
Irish 79,374 127 2,076,507 0.06 1.45 (1.22 - 1.73) 1.14 (0.95 - 1.36) 1.07 (0.90 - 1.27) 1.01 (0.85 - 1.21) 1.02 (0.85 - 1.21) 

Other White 1,352,377 560 35,498,448 0.02 0.39 (0.36 - 0.43) 0.89 (0.81 - 0.97) 0.86 (0.79 - 0.93) 0.89 (0.81 - 0.97) 0.92 (0.85 - 1.01) 

White + Black Caribbean 39,676 31 4,531,702 0.01 0.69 (0.48 - 0.98) 1.74 (1.22 - 2.48) 1.53 (1.08 - 2.18) 1.43 (1.00 - 2.03) 1.55 (1.09 - 2.21) 

White + Black African 33,629 11 4,531,702 0 0.3 (0.16 - 0.54) 1.34 (0.74 - 2.41) 1.22 (0.67 - 2.20) 1.33 (0.74 - 2.41) 1.33 (0.73 - 2.40) 

White + Asian 34,679 14 4,531,702 0 0.38 (0.22 - 0.64) 1.56 (0.92 - 2.63) 1.5 (0.89 - 2.53) 1.51 (0.89 - 2.55) 1.44 (0.85 - 2.44) 

Other mixed 64,567 21 4,531,702 0 0.29 (0.19 - 0.45) 1.24 (0.80 - 1.90) 1.16 (0.75 - 1.78) 1.21 (0.79 - 1.85) 1.23 (0.80 - 1.89) 

Indian  436,692 357 11,460,760 0.03 0.7 (0.63 - 0.78) 1.38 (1.24 - 1.54) 1.27 (1.13 - 1.41) 1.24 (1.11 - 1.39) 1.28 (1.14 - 1.44) 

Pakistani  302,940 214 7,952,710 0.03 0.6 (0.52 - 0.69) 1.67 (1.45 - 1.91) 1.36 (1.18 - 1.56) 1.15 (1.00 - 1.32) 1.06 (0.92 - 1.22) 

Bangladeshi  70,396 49 1,848,344 0.03 0.6 (0.45 - 0.79) 2.21 (1.67 - 2.93) 1.8 (1.36 - 2.39) 1.43 (1.07 - 1.89) 1.35 (1.02 - 1.80) 

Other Asian 224,309 151 5,889,946 0.03 0.59 (0.50 - 0.69) 1.76 (1.49 - 2.07) 1.6 (1.36 - 1.89) 1.54 (1.30 - 1.82) 1.56 (1.32 - 1.85) 

Caribbean 83,419 164 2,184,796 0.08 1.61 (1.37 - 1.88) 1.54 (1.31 - 1.80) 1.31 (1.12 - 1.54) 1.19 (1.02 - 1.40) 1.45 (1.24 - 1.70) 

African 192,521 100 5,056,550 0.02 0.45 (0.37 - 0.54) 2.05 (1.68 - 2.50) 1.75 (1.43 - 2.14) 1.73 (1.41 - 2.11) 1.78 (1.46 - 2.18) 

Other Black 68,949 41 1,810,214 0.02 0.5 (0.37 - 0.69) 1.74 (1.28 - 2.36) 1.47 (1.07 - 2.00) 1.39 (1.02 - 1.90) 1.45 (1.06 - 1.98) 

Chinese 105,447 28 2,770,299 0.01 0.25 (0.17 - 0.36) 0.99 (0.68 - 1.43) 0.96 (0.66 - 1.39) 1.11 (0.76 - 1.60) 1.22 (0.84 - 1.77) 

Other 219,283 109 5,758,492 0.02 0.44 (0.37 - 0.54) 1.36 (1.13 - 1.65) 1.26 (1.04 - 1.53) 1.26 (1.04 - 1.52) 1.26 (1.04 - 1.52) 

Unknown 4,602,822 3,967 120,574,720 0.03 0.86 (0.83 - 0.89) 0.87 (0.84 - 0.91) 0.88 (0.85 - 0.91) 0.95 (0.92 - 0.99) 1.01 (0.97 - 1.05) 

Non-COVID related 
death                             

British  9,598,922 53,687 251,408,914 0.21 1  1  1  1  1  
Irish 79,374 554 2,076,507 0.27 1.37 (1.26 - 1.50) 1.11 (1.02 - 1.21) 1.06 (0.98 - 1.16) 0.99 (0.91 - 1.08) 0.98 (0.90 - 1.06) 

Other White 1,352,377 2,914 35,498,448 0.08 0.41 (0.40 - 0.43) 0.9 (0.87 - 0.94) 0.88 (0.84 - 0.91) 0.91 (0.87 - 0.94) 0.92 (0.88 - 0.95) 

White + Black Caribbean 39,676 80 4,531,702 0.02 0.38 (0.31 - 0.48) 0.99 (0.80 - 1.24) 0.9 (0.72 - 1.12) 0.94 (0.75 - 1.17) 0.98 (0.79 - 1.22) 

White + Black African 33,629 32 4,531,702 0.01 0.18 (0.13 - 0.26) 0.75 (0.53 - 1.06) 0.7 (0.49 - 0.99) 0.82 (0.58 - 1.16) 0.81 (0.57 - 1.14) 

White + Asian 34,679 27 4,531,702 0.01 0.15 (0.10 - 0.22) 0.6 (0.41 - 0.87) 0.58 (0.40 - 0.85) 0.64 (0.44 - 0.93) 0.62 (0.43 - 0.91) 
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Denomina

tor Event 
Total person-

weeks 
Rate per 

1,000 Crude Age-sex adjusted plus IMD 
plus co-morbidities, 

GP consults 
plus household size 

and carehome 

Other mixed 64,567 53 4,531,702 0.01 0.16 (0.12 - 0.21) 0.64 (0.49 - 0.83) 0.6 (0.45 - 0.78) 0.66 (0.50 - 0.86) 0.66 (0.50 - 0.86) 

Indian  436,692 891 11,460,760 0.08 0.4 (0.38 - 0.43) 0.79 (0.74 - 0.85) 0.74 (0.69 - 0.79) 0.87 (0.81 - 0.93) 0.89 (0.83 - 0.95) 

Pakistani  302,940 529 7,952,710 0.07 0.33 (0.30 - 0.36) 0.88 (0.80 - 0.95) 0.74 (0.67 - 0.80) 0.77 (0.70 - 0.84) 0.74 (0.68 - 0.81) 

Bangladeshi  70,396 93 1,848,344 0.05 0.25 (0.21 - 0.31) 0.9 (0.73 - 1.10) 0.76 (0.62 - 0.93) 0.76 (0.62 - 0.93) 0.74 (0.60 - 0.91) 

Other Asian 224,309 272 5,889,946 0.05 0.25 (0.22 - 0.28) 0.72 (0.64 - 0.82) 0.68 (0.60 - 0.76) 0.77 (0.69 - 0.87) 0.78 (0.70 - 0.89) 

Caribbean 83,419 389 2,184,796 0.18 0.92 (0.84 - 1.02) 0.91 (0.82 - 1.01) 0.79 (0.72 - 0.88) 0.81 (0.74 - 0.90) 0.88 (0.80 - 0.97) 

African 192,521 174 5,056,550 0.03 0.18 (0.15 - 0.21) 0.76 (0.66 - 0.89) 0.67 (0.57 - 0.77) 0.79 (0.68 - 0.92) 0.79 (0.68 - 0.92) 

Other Black 68,949 108 1,810,214 0.06 0.31 (0.25 - 0.37) 0.98 (0.82 - 1.19) 0.87 (0.71 - 1.05) 0.9 (0.74 - 1.08) 0.91 (0.75 - 1.10) 

Chinese 105,447 66 2,770,299 0.02 0.12 (0.10 - 0.15) 0.46 (0.36 - 0.59) 0.46 (0.36 - 0.58) 0.59 (0.46 - 0.75) 0.6 (0.47 - 0.77) 

Other 219,283 271 5,758,492 0.05 0.24 (0.22 - 0.28) 0.74 (0.65 - 0.83) 0.7 (0.62 - 0.79) 0.74 (0.66 - 0.84) 0.74 (0.66 - 0.84) 

Unknown 4,602,822 24,732 120,574,720 0.21 0.97 (0.95 - 0.98) 0.96 (0.94 - 0.97) 0.96 (0.95 - 0.98) 1.06 (1.05 - 1.08) 1.09 (1.08 - 1.11) 
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Figure S1. Odds of testing positive amongst those ever receiving a test 

 
 
*All White is the reference category for comparison of ethnicity in 5 categories. British is the reference category for comparison of ethnicity in 16 
categories.  

*models adjust for age, sex, deprivation quintile, all pre-specified clinical co-morbidities, categories of BMI, HbA1c, and systolic and diastolic 
blood pressure, number of primary care consultations in the 12 months prior, household size, care home residency, and stratification by STP 
region.   
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