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Figure 1. Geographic Distribution of the Unscaled Mobility Variables Across Los Angeles County Neighborhoods 

 
Abbreviations: LACHS, Los Angeles County Health Survey; FF, fast food.  
Figure represents the geographical distribution of the unscaled mobility variables across the 247 neighborhoods with 
mobility users having an estimated home address in the neighborhood, before linkage to LACHS respondents. Areas with 
gray shading represent neighborhoods not included in the study because of either no residing mobility users, or because 
they contained predominantly rural census tracts13. FF visits/time unscaled (A) represents the percentage of observed daily 
periods in which users visited FF outlets. FF visits/food unscaled (B) represents the percentage of visits to all food outlets 
that were FF. Trips / day unscaled (C) represents the number of trips per day across all users within a neighborhood. 
Mobility variables are averaged over all users with an estimated home residence within a neighborhood. 
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Table 1. Demographic, Diet, and Diet-related Disease Characteristics For Analytic Sample of LACHS Participants 

 Participants, No. (%) 

Characteristic Analytic Sample 
(n=5447) 

Age 

  18-24 467 (8.6%) 

  25-29 341 (6.3%) 

  30-39 878 (16.1%) 

  40-49 1,063 (19.5%) 

  50-59 1,118 (20.5%) 

  60-64 464 (8.5%) 

  65 or over 1,116 (20.5%) 

Gender 

  Female 3,201 (58.8%) 

  Male 2,246 (41.2%) 

Race/ethnicity 

  White 2,257 (41.4%) 

  Hispanic/Latino 2,050 (37.6%) 

  African American 584 (10.7%) 

  Asian 432 (7.9%) 

  Multiracial/Other 124 (2.3%) 

Education 

  Less than high school 942 (17.3%) 

  High school 965 (17.7%) 

  Some college or trade school 1,409 (25.9%) 

  College or post graduate degree 2,131 (39.1%) 

Household income level 

  Low income 2,119 (38.9%) 

  High income 3,328 (61.1%) 

Fast food intake frequency 

  Never 944 (17.3%) 

  Infrequent  1,040 (19.1%) 

  Moderate  1,463 (26.9%) 

  Frequent  2,000 (36.7%) 
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Obesity 

  No 4,097 (75.2%) 

  Yes 1,350 (24.8%) 

Diabetes 

  No 4,841 (88.9%) 

  Yes 606 (11.1%) 
Abbreviation used: FF (fast food). 
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Table 2. Odds Ratios for Unadjusted and Adjusted Multinomial Logistic Regression Analyses of the Association Between 
Visits to Fast Food Outlets Observed in Mobility Data and Self-Reported Fast Food Intakea 

 Unadjusted analysis Adjusted analysisc 

Modelb FF intake frequency, OR (95% CI) FF intake frequency, OR (95% CI) 

 Infrequent Moderate  Frequent Infrequent Moderate  Frequent 

FF visits/time 1.13 (1.06-1.20) 1.26 (1.19-1.33) 1.35 (1.28-1.42) 1.12 (1.05-1.20) 1.22 (1.15-1.30) 1.30 (1.23-1.38) 

FF visits/food 1.12 (1.06-1.17) 1.22 (1.16-1.27) 1.28 (1.22-1.33) 1.11 (1.06-1.17) 1.19 (1.14-1.24) 1.25 (1.19-1.31) 
Abbreviations: OR, odds ratio; CI, confidence interval; FF, fast food.  
a Multinomial logistic regression models for fast food intake frequency across four frequency categories. Reference group: no fast food intake. 
P<.001 for each estimated odds ratio. 
b Each model estimated fast food intake frequency using the fast food visit variable listed in this column as the primary independent variable. 
c Adjusted for age group, gender, race/ethnicity, educational level, and household income level. 
d P = .01. 
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Table 3. Odds Ratios for Multivariable Binary Logistic Regression Analyses of the Association Between Visits to Fast Food 
Outlets and Diet-Related Diseasea 

 Obesity Diabetes  

Modelb AOR (95% CI) P value AOR (95% CI) P value 

FF visits/time 1.16 (1.12-1.21) <.001 1.15 (1.08-1.21) <.001 

FF visits/food 1.13 (1.10-1.17) <.001 1.11 (1.06-1.16) <.001 
Self-report FF intake frequency 
(reference: never)     

  Infrequent 1.06 (0.85-1.33) .621 1.08 (0.81-1.44) .594 

  Moderate 1.26 (1.03-1.55)  .028 1.17 (0.89-1.54) .254 

  Frequent 1.63 (1.34-1.99) <.001 1.39 (1.08-1.81) .013  
Abbreviations: AOR, adjusted odds ratio; CI, confidence interval; FF, fast food.  
a All models adjusted for demographics: age group, gender, race/ethnicity, educational level, and household income level. 
b  Each model included the variable listed in this column as the primary independent variable. Adjusted odds ratios for the continuous variables (FF 
visits/time, FF visits/food) and the categorical variable (self-report FF intake frequency) are not directly comparable. 
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Table 4. Values of the Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) and Akaike Weights Calculated From Models of the Association 
Between Visits to Fast Food Outlets, Self-Report Fast Food Intake Frequency, and Diet-Related Diseasea 

 Obesity Diabetes 

Model AIC Akaike weightb AIC Akaike weight 

FF visits/time 5754.7 .10 3353.8 .69 

FF visits/food 5750.2 .90 3355.4 .31 
Self-report FF 
intake frequency 5777.9 3.6e-7 3374.4 2.3e-5 

Abbreviations: AIC, Akaike information criterion; FF, fast food.  
a All models adjusted for demographics: age group, gender, race/ethnicity, educational level, and household income level. Each model included the 
variable listed in this column as the primary independent variable alongside demographic covariates. 
b Each model’s Akaike weight can be interpreted as the probability that it is the best model out of the set of three candidate models. 
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