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Abstract 

Introduction  

The testing of infected persons with SARS-CoV-2 is one of the cornerstones to deploy 

pandemic control strategies. The public diagnostic effort is particularly important among the 

most vulnerable socioeconomic districts, such as São Paulo state, the Brazilian epicenter of 

the COVID-19 pandemic.  

Methods 

We developed an RT-PCR testing intensity effort index (RT-PCR TIEI) composed of seven 

indicators to assess the intensity testing efforts in the state of São Paulo. We used dynamic 

time-series cross-sectional models to analyze the association between the RT-PCR TIEI in 

São Paulo state, the proportion of the population living under a high socioeconomic 

vulnerability level, dependent on public health service (SUS), per capita income, and 

population density.  

Results 

On average, the RT-PCR TIEI score was 23.50. The maximum (47.06) was reached in week 

11 and declined in subsequent weeks. The lowest score (17.65) was reached in week 25. In 

the long-run, the RT-PCR TIEI is negatively associated with socioeconomic vulnerability (p-

value=0.000, 95% CI -0.896, -0.816), with a higher proportion of the population dependent on 

SUS (p-value= 0.000, 95% CI -0.877, 0.808) and with population density (p-value=0.000, 

95% CI -0.857; -0.806).  

Conclusion  

There was a decline in the state's testing intensity as the pandemic advanced, and the most 

socioeconomic vulnerable RHDs showed the lowest values where local public laboratory 

presence is a predictor of a higher RT-PCR TIEI score. Thus, the low testing RT-PCR effort 
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and local laboratory inequality affect surveillance capability, especially for the most 

socioeconomic vulnerable population. 

Keywords: Public Health Surveillance, Coronavirus, Pandemics, Accessibility of Health 

Services, Access, and Evaluation, Health Services. 

Introduction  

Governments across the world have demonstrated that more intensive efforts to identify 

infected individuals are essential to an effective containment of COVID-19 along with other 

non-pharmaceutical interventions (1) (2). Molecular tests, commonly referred to as RT-PCR 

(Reverse Transcription-Polymerase Chain Reaction) tests, are considered the gold standard as 

they detect the virus's RNA in infected individuals and who are potentially transmitting the 

virus to other individuals. In turn, serological tests, identify the presence of antibodies 

produced following a SARS-CoV-2 infection (3). Due to these differences, RT-PCR tests are 

considered the first-best test for controlling the transmission of SARS-CoV-2 and an essential 

part of a surveillance strategy that should also include identifying and isolating infected 

individuals and ensuring the quarantine of people who were in contact with those who tested 

positive (4). In this study, we developed a new index to measure and evaluate the intensity 

effort of RT-PCR testing within the public health system based on the best-recommended 

guidelines in testing effort, especially those issued recommendations issued by the World 

Health Organization (WHO) (4) (5) (6) and the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention 

(CDC) (3) (8).  

We then analyzed the proposed index to assess the RT-PCR testing intensity efforts 

undertaken by São Paulo and its 17 Regional Health Departments (RHD), considering the 

public health system. São Paulo state, one of the most populous states in Brazil (9), has been 

an important epicenter of the pandemic in the country, and has 62% of its population 

depending exclusively on the public health system. There has been variation in the RT-PCR 
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testing efforts across the state's regions over the past six months, and since April 2020, the 

labs in the public health system are centrally managed by São Paulo's state government (10). 

Initially, in late February and March 2020, the earliest cases were registered in the capital and 

few other cities outside the Metropolitan Region (RHD I), but the cases were largely 

concentrated in the São Paulo metropolis (11). Since June 2020, the state's interior has 

surpassed the capital in the number of COVID-19 registered cases (12). Simultaneously, in 

June, the state loosened non-pharmaceutical interventions contingent on assessing the 

pandemic's evolution in each RHD (13). As of August 31, 2020, the capital accounted for 

32% of the cases, and the rest of the state accounted for 68% of the total cases.  

Methods 

Study design and participants 

We developed an RT-PCR testing intensity effort index (RT-PCR TIEI) and conducted an 

observational time-series cross-sectional study to apply the proposed index to assess the RT-

PCR public testing efforts in São Paulo state and its 17 Regional Health Departments (RHD) 

(Appendix 1). Given time lags in data reporting, we analyzed information reported from 

epidemiological week 10 to week 35 (March 1st to August 29, 2020).  

Data Sources 

The official data for the state of São Paulo is based on several government sources. 

Specimens of anonymized daily data on the RT-PCR tests conducted in all public laboratories 

and the number of daily new confirmed cases in the state of São Paulo, including mild and 

severe cases, are drawn from the Health Secretariat’s Intelligent Monitoring System (SIMI) 

(12). For testing, this data source provides the number of RT-PCR performed in the network 

of public labs for hospitalized and ambulatory patients.  

Data on the 2020 population and social vulnerability were provided by the Foundation for 

Statewide System Data Analysis (14) (15). The 2010 Social Vulnerability Index of São Paulo 
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State is based on five socioeconomic and four demographic indicators (15). Social 

vulnerability is measured as the percentage of people living in each of the 17 RHD under high 

or very high social vulnerability (including urban and rural areas). For each RHD, these 

values represent the mean value of all municipalities in the specific region. 

We also obtained the proportion of the population which was exclusively dependent on the 

Brazilian public health system, known as Sistema Único de Saúde (SUS) in Portuguese, in 

May 2020. These data are provided by the Information Health System of the Secretariat of 

São Paulo State (16). The per capita income estimates are based on 2010 census data (17).  

Index of Intensity Effort of RT-PCR Testing Composition 

To identify specific policies that should be included to develop an RT-PCR Testing Intensity 

Effort Index (RT-PCR TIEI), we analyzed WHO and CDC technical guidelines and daily 

press conferences that specifically addressed testing (3) (4) (5) (6) (8), and other academic 

publications and platforms (7) (18) (19). Although the CDC is a U.S. institution, its 

recommendations can be applied in Brazil considering its expertise and experience in 

surveillance strategies and the COVID-19 pandemic similarities in Brazil and the USA, with 

stabilization of the number of cases and deaths at a high level (20).  

The RT-PCR TIEI is based on seven indicators, as shown in Table 1, the composite score is 

an additive index re-scaled to range from zero (lowest) to 100 (highest level of testing effort). 

The first five indicators are based on testing surveillance policies per se; one indicator 

includes a measure to assess if testing is being used for contact tracing, and the last indicator 

aims to evaluate the quality of the information provided from official sources. The maximum 

score is attributable to the observance of mainly WHO and CDC recommendations, and the 

remaining scores are declining ordinal measures with a minimum value of zero. 

Table 1.  
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Statistical analysis 

We estimated multivariate regression models to examine the association between the RT-PCR 

TIEI scores (dependent variable), per capita income, population density, the proportion of the 

population that depends on the SUS and living under high social vulnerability across 17 

RHDs in São Paulo State in epidemiological weeks 10 to 35. The regression models included 

an intercept, and the lag of the RT-PCR TIEI and standard errors were clustered by RHD (21). 

In our analyses, the p-values less than 0.05 were considered statistically significant. All 

analyses were performed using STATA version 16. 

Results  

As of August 31, 2020, the state of São Paulo had performed 3,049,073 tests, which is the 

highest number of RT-PCR tests of any state in Brazil, or 6,640 tests performed per 100,000 

people (11). All RHD received the highest score for T1 (=3) in the first weeks analyzed 

(March). During that period, there were at least 30 RT-PCR tests for every positive case. 

After this period, all RHDs received the lowest possible score for T1 (=0) for the majority of 

the weeks analyzed. In the RHDs, the ratio between RT-PCR tests and COVID-19 confirmed 

cases was between 0 and 9, which implies that for each registered COVID-19 case, there were 

less than 10 RT-PCR tests performed in a week. Only four RHDs received a score of 2 for T1, 

but these scores were never maintained for more than two weeks in any RDH. There were at 

least ten RT-PCR tests conducted for each positive case in a given week (generally in weeks 

14 and 15). 

Figure 1.  

Regarding indicator two, the positivity rate (T2) shows the results obtained by all RHD 

(Figure 1). The mean RHD score for the positivity rate was 0.256 between epidemiological 

weeks 10 to 35, and the variance was greater within an RHDs (0.126) than across RHDs 
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(0.052). The positivity rate indicator (T2) exceeded 19% (which is above the minimum 

recommended by WHO (4) in all RHDs regions in most weeks. 

Three indicators were assigned zero values given that no data were located: a) the diagnostic 

RT-PCR test turnaround time (T3); b) the repeated testing of individuals (T5); and, c) the 

percentage of cases interviewed for contact elicitation (T6). 

Finally, every RHD with at least one local public lab received a score of one in the lab 

indicator (T4). In our sample, seventy percent of RHDs (12 RHDs) had at least one local 

public laboratory. Over the course of 25 weeks, the highest score of 2 was observed in 

40.27% of the sample, an intermediate score of 1 was observed in 30.3%, and the lowest score 

in 29.41% of the sample. Among the RHDs with a local public laboratory, only RHD XIII did 

not achieve higher overall RT-PCR TIEI scores since this RHD could not score highly on T2 

and T4. There was significant heterogeneity across the public labs in the processing capacity 

of RT-PCR tests per day. On September 17th, the range of variation of RT-PCR tests per day 

was between 0 (RHDs II, VII, and XI) and 4,500 (RHD I) (12).  

The last proposed indicator, the quality of RT-PCR testing data provided, was similar for all 

RHDs since there is only one database for all RHDs of the São Paulo State and this source 

reports the number of collected specimens.   

Figure 2.  

Figure 2 shows the weekly score for the RT-PCR TIEI, where the darkest regions in the map 

have the lowest score. The maximum RT-PCR TIEI mean score of 47.06 was reached in week 

11. The lowest mean of 17.65 was reached in week 25. The regions located in the northeast of 

São Paulo state and the coast consistently underperformed in their testing intensity efforts, 

whereas the central and western regions performed better. RHDs V, VIII, XII, XIV, and XVII 

had low scores since early on (epidemiological week 15). Overall, the RT-PCR TIEI in the 

final week of analysis is relatively low for all RHDs. The highest index score received was 
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22.22 (out of 100) in week 35: I, III, IV, VI, VII, X, XIII, XV, and XVI (n=9). The remaining 

RHDs scored 11.11 (n=5) and 16.67 (n=3). 

Additionally, we analyzed how population density, income per capita, the proportion of the 

population dependent on SUS, and social vulnerability are related with the intensity of RT-

PCR testing efforts in each region. Appendix 2 reports the distribution of these variables in 

the 17 RHDs of São Paulo state. The regions with the highest population density in 2020 are 

RHD I, where the state's capital is located, and RHDs IV e VII, all of them located in the 

central region. However, the most vulnerable populations are located in the state's coastal and 

southern regions, as Panels B, C, and D show. RHD XII presented the lowest values for per 

capita income, the proportion of population SUS dependent, and living under a high level of 

vulnerability.  

Table 2 shows the results of the dynamic time-series cross-sectional models. We use four 

models to analyze how the RT-PCR TIEI is associated with each explanatory variable in the 

seventeen RHD between the epidemiological week 10 to 35.  In the bottom panel of the table, 

we report the long-term predicted effects on the RT-PCR TIEI considering the lag dependent 

variable. In the long-run, the RT-PCR TIEI is negatively associated with socioeconomic 

vulnerability (p-value=0.000, 95% CI -0.896, -0.816), with a higher proportion of the 

population dependent on SUS (p-value= 0.000, 95% CI -0.877, 0.808) and with population 

density (p-value=0.000, 95% CI -0.857; -0.806). No evidence of first or second-order 

autocorrelation was found. 

Table 2. 

Discussion 

The RT-PCR TIEI is a useful tool to analyze the intensity of efforts to control the SARS-

CoV-2 pandemic and provide a metric to assess the public health testing efforts in association 

with other surveillance measures. Using this approach, our data show that between 
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epidemiological week 10 to 35, the RT-PCR TIEI was highly heterogeneous across the 17 

RHD in the state and trending down. The presence of a local public laboratory was the 

indicator with the highest impact on the final score. This finding is consistent with the lack of 

data for three indicators that received zero scores: (T3), (T5), and (T6). All RHDs presented a 

reduction in the RT-PCR TIEI over the 26-weeks analyzed. In addition, we found a positive 

association between the lowest scores of RT-PCR TIEI and the RHDs with the largest 

proportion of people living under high levels of social vulnerability, the population dependent 

on the public health system and with higher population densities. In the course of the 

pandemic, the state of São Paulo advanced the intensity of its testing efforts in the public 

health system using RT-PCR tests for SARS-CoV-2 (12). However, the response was not 

homogenous and remained below WHO and CDC recommendations and the best practices 

adopted in other regions (Table 1). In consonance with our findings, the São Paulo State 

positivity rate averaged 30% on 18 October 2020, according to official data (12), which 

reveals that the state continues to rank below international counterparts, such as New York 

State (USA) (22). 

Among the factors affecting the disparity in testing intensity across RHDs is the lack of a 

local laboratory, reflecting low past public health investments in infrastructure before the 

onset of the pandemic. The majority of RHDs have a local laboratory (12 of 17 RHDs). 

Laboratories are expensive and difficult to install during a public health emergency (23). 

Some regions were able to further increase their test processing capacity by partnering with 

universities and research institutes. However, the universities, laboratories, and research 

institutes collaborating in providing public access to RT-PCR are concentrated in only five 

RHDs, while others have public laboratories in their territories. There is no public laboratory 

in RHD XII (24), and its municipalities are among those with the lowest levels of social and 

economic development (15). 
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Indicator seven (the quality of RT-PCR testing data provided) permits examination of the 

ability to access information, which is fundamental to evaluate and monitor pandemic control 

measures (25). Since the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic, the importance of sharing 

data has been underscored by the necessity to build and integrate computational infrastructure 

that can provide large datasets and facilitate data access by public servants, researchers, and 

the general population (25) (26).  Although some RHDs claimed to have implemented contact 

tracing programs, such as RHDs I (27), III, and VI (28), an evaluation of contact-tracing 

efforts across all RHDs was not possible with currently available data. 

Our results confirmed that socioeconomic vulnerability is a determining factor affecting 

access to RT-PCR testing and its subsequent control strategies in São Paulo State. This 

finding is in line with Souza et al (27) that found an association between confirmed COVID-

19 diagnosis and per capita income in São Paulo, the capital of São Paulo State. Given that 

demand for testing is not necessarily associated with regional testing supply, and further 

considering each region's population density, our study's findings highlight structural 

inequities contributing to the severity of the COVID-19 pandemic. The findings provide 

evidence that a key component of surveillance capacity, laboratory testing, was 

underperformed during the pandemic and might have contributed to the emergency's poor 

handling even in Brazil’s richest and most well-endowed state.  

Differences in access to COVID-19 testing were also found in New York City by race and 

socioeconomic characteristics based on tested individuals' ZIP codes (29). The city's most 

vulnerable communities did not have proportional access to testing, and this disparity affected 

New York's public health response. The same inequality related to COVID-19 testing access 

has been found in Brazil, where people living in areas with higher income per capita are more 

likely to have been tested (30), despite the difference between the health system in Brazil, 

which have a public health system, and the USA. 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 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 November 11, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.29.20221960doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.29.20221960
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


11 

Considering the surveillance indicators, we identified three distinct COVID-19 testing 

scenarios. First, there were a few RHDs where the RT-PCR tests increased; in these cases, 

partnering with local universities and companies were instrumental. There was a second 

scenario in two RHDs where the laboratory capacity and the positivity rate were 

comparatively high. This is the case of RHD I and RHD IV, two of the most influential 

regions in the state since the onset of the pandemic in Brazil. In both regions, the number of 

private health care units and private laboratories may explain the higher number of cases and 

the number of RT-PCR tests performed in the public labs.  

In the third scenario, which includes most of the RHDs in Sao Paulo, the number of tests 

performed was close to the number of cases recorded for most of the analyzed period. Most 

likely, RT-PCR testing was used in these RHDs to test only symptomatic hospitalized 

patients. Therefore, testing was not used to identify new cases and people who have been in 

contact with infected people.  

There are limitations to this study. The Health Secretariat's Intelligent Monitoring System 

does not report anonymized individual RT-PCR testing data conducted in private labs (12). 

Given these limitations, we were not able to estimate the diagnostic RT-PCR test turnaround 

time.  

Given our goal of assessing RT-PCR testing efforts in public laboratories, our study also 

highlights that the Brazilian Health System (SUS) can play an instrumental role in reducing 

inequalities. Its decentralized structure allows for targeted policies, considering the distinct 

epidemiological profiles and vulnerabilities (31). During pandemics, control measures must 

be guided by the characteristics of the pandemic settings and the health system's capacity in 

different locations. In this regard, the SUS allows municipalities and RHDs to adopt distinct 

strategies to test, identify, and isolate infected people, contact tracking, and quarantine 

infected people. Finally, our data suggest that in addition to the improvement in testing 
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capacity, the autonomy of RHDs to modify their surveillance and control measures requires 

that federal and state authorities adopt policies that are aligned with these efforts, which was 

not the case through the course of the pandemic.  

Conclusion 

The proposed RT-PCR testing intensity effort index allowed us to analyze the COVID-19 

diagnostic testing policies in São Paulo State, the pandemic´s epicenter in Brazil. Since the 

obtained RT-PCR scores decline as the pandemic advanced, we conclude that the state’s 

testing intensity effort has been insufficient to control the SARS-CoV-2 transmission. The 

results confirm that socioeconomic vulnerable RHDs have lower RT-PCR TIEI scores, and 

local public laboratories are an important predictor of a higher RT-PCR TIEI score. Thus, the 

low RT-PCR TIEI and local laboratory capacity may affect the pandemic control, especially 

in the most socioeconomic vulnerable population. 
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Figure 1. The RT-PCR Positivity Rate in 17 Regional Health Departments in São Paulo in 

epidemiological weeks 10 to 35. 
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Figure 2. Index of Intensity Effort of RT-PCR Testing (RT-PCR TIEI) in 17 Regional Health 

Departments in São Paulo in epidemiological weeks 10 to 35. 
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Table 1. The Seven Indicators and the Index of Intensity Effort of RT-PCR Testing.  

Indicator 
Official 

Recommendations 
Observed Targets 

Intensity 

Score 

Surveillance Efforts  

T1. Daily 

Testing Targets 

for RT-PCR 

tests  

Testing volume efforts 

should aim to, at a 

minimum, mitigate and, 

at a maximum, suppress 

the spread of SARS-

COV-2 (2). 

Suppression a (at least 30 RT-PCR tests for each 

positive case) 

3 

Progress towards Suppression (between 20 and 29 

RT-PCR tests for each positive case) 2 

Mitigation b (10-19 RT-PCR tests for each positive 

case) 1 

Insufficient Efforts (0 to 9 RT-PCR tests for each 

positive case) 0 

T2. Positivity 

Rate for RT-

PCR tests  

The proportion of 

positive tests as a share 

of the total tests 

performed should be 

equal to or less than 5% 

for a minimum period of 

14 days (3) (4). 

≤ 5% 3 

 5.01 to 12% 2 

12.01 to 19% 1 

>19.01% 0 

T3. Diagnostic 

(e.g. RT-PCR) 

test turnaround 

time (specimen 

collection to test 

report) 

The backlog for testing 

should be no longer than 

24 to 48 hours (5) 

≤ 24 hours 3 

48 to 25 hours 2 

72 to 49 hours 1 

> 72 hours 0 

T4. Local Public 

Laboratory RT-

PCR Test 

Processing 

Capacity 

Regions should have at 

least one local laboratory 

for diagnostics for 

effective pandemic 

control (5) 

Regional (state-wide or intra-state) testing facilities 

process the majority of the tests, such that they 

control the quality of the sample collection process, 

diagnostics and accurate testing 

2 

Regional (state-wide or intra-state) testing facilities 

do not process the majority of the tests, such that 

they control the quality of the sample collection 

process, diagnostics and accurate testing 

1 

No local lab capacity was secured during the 

pandemic 
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T5. Repeat 

Testing of 

Individuals 

“Testing that is repeated 

at different points in time 

may be more likely to 

detect infection among 

close contacts of a 

COVID-19 case than 

testing done at a single 

point in time” (6). 

Local accurate testing availability is being 

undertaken to repeatedly test individuals over time  

1 

Local accurate testing availability is being 

undertaken to repeatedly test individuals over time 

0 

Contact Tracing 

T6. Percentage 

of cases 

interviewed for 

contact 

elicitation 

Contact tracing success 

may be evaluated by 

considering the number 

of contacts tested for 

SARS-CoV-2 (and 

identified) in relation to 

the number of contacts 

interviewed (8). 

For all people with positive tests who reside in the 

jurisdiction, by week, contacts obtained within 48 

hours of case specimen collection 

3 

For all people with positive tests who reside in the 

jurisdiction, by week, contacts obtained within 96 

hours of case specimen collection 

2 

For all people with positive tests who reside in the 

jurisdiction, by week, contacts obtained within 144 

hours of case specimen collection 

1 

For all people with positive tests who reside in the 

jurisdiction, by week, contacts obtained after 145 

hours or more of case specimen collection 

0 

Data Quality 

T7. Quality of 

RT-PCR testing 

data  

The quality of COVID-

19 testing information 

data reporting testing 

encounters permits 

identifying the number of 

people tested and the 

number of individual 

samples collected and 

tested (COVID-19 

Tracking Project (9). 

Encounters = number of unique people tested in one 

day.  

3 

Specimens = number of individual samples 

collected and tested 

or  

Unique people = number of individuals in the 

region who have been tested at some point 

2 

RT-PCR testing reported, but the data do not 

identify if they are encounters, specimens, or unique 

people identified  

1 

No RT-PCR testing data  0 

Intensity of 

RT-PCR 

Testing Effort 

RT-PCR TIEI Index 0 = minimum score 

18 = maximum score 

Re-scaled 

to range 

from 0-

100 

Note: a suppression level testing “allows a state or community to quickly find and isolate new cases before they lead to 

a wider outbreak, with an aim of keeping new case levels at or near zero”; b mitigation level testing is focused “on 

reducing the spread of the virus through broad testing of symptomatic people, tracing and testing a recommended 10 

contacts per new case and isolating positive contacts, and social distancing, mask wearing or stay-at-home orders as 

necessary” (2). 
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Table 2. Multiple regressions predicting association between RT-PCR TIEI and socioeconomic and demographic variables across RHDs. 

 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 

  beta p-value [95% CI] beta p-value [95% CI] beta p-value [95% CI] beta p-value [95% CI] 

Per Capita 

Income (R$) 

(2010) 

0.002 0.016* [-0.000,0.004]        

Population 

density2020 

  0.000 0.274 [-0.000,0.000]      

Share of 

Population SUS 

Dependent2020 

    -0.012 0.404 [-0.042, 0.018]      

High Social 

Vulnerability 

(%)(2010) 

      -0.026 0.125 [-0.059, 0.008]  

RT-PCR TIEIt-1 0.827 0.000 ***[0.797, 

0.857]  

0.832 0.000*** [0.804,0.860]  0.831 0.000*** [0.803, 0.858]  0.830 0.000*** [0.804, 0.856]  

Constant 1.280  0.065 [-0.089, 2.650] 2.898 0.000*** [2.105, 3.690] 3.786 0.031* [1.487, 6.084] 3.274 0.000*** [2.327, 4.221] 

Predicted Long-

Term Effects:  

        

Per Capita 

Income 

(R$)(2010) 

-0.825 0.000*** [-0.853,-

0.796] 

      

Population 

density2020 

  -0.832 0.000*** [-0.857, -0.806]     

Share of 

Population SUS 

Dependent2020 

    -0.843 0.000 [-0.877, -0.808]   
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 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 

  beta p-value [95% CI] beta p-value [95% CI] beta p-value [95% CI] beta p-value [95% CI] 

High Social 

Vulnerability 

(%)(2010) 

      -0.856 0.000 [-0.896, -0.816] 

Observations  425  425  425  425 

Number of 

Weeks 

 26  26  26  26 

RHDs  17  17  17   17 

R-squared   0.816   0.816    0.816   0.816  

Ar (1)  0.101  0.106  0.106  0.104 

Ar (2)  0.353  0.319  0.327  0.322 

Notes: Standard errors clustered by RHD. The tests for autocorrelation in dynamic panel data (DPD) were implemented using Roodman (32) abar routine in Stata. Per capita income, population 

density, proportion of people living under high social vulnerability and dependency on the public health system (SUS) represent the mean for all municipalities belonging to each RHD.  
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